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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 HOMELAND
SECURITY

8 CFR Part 103

Immigration Bonds; Technical
Amendment

AGENCY: Department of Homeland
Security.

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment.

SUMMARY: The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) is making non-
substantive technical revisions to its
immigration bond regulation to remove
form numbers and legacy job titles from
its provisions. It also makes other non-
substantive revisions to this regulation
to improve the clarity of the CFR. This
action is editorial in nature and does not
impose any new regulatory
requirements on affected parties.

DATES: This rule is effective on August
6, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Border Security and Immigration Policy,
Office of Strategy, Policy, and Plans,
Department of Homeland Security, 2707
Martin Luther King Jr. Ave. SE,
Washington, DC 20528-0445; telephone
(202) 447-3459 (not a toll-free number).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

A. Legal Authority

The Homeland Security Act of 2002,
Public Law 107—-296, section 102, 116
Stat. 2135 (Nov. 25, 2002), 6 U.S.C. 112,
and the Immigration and Nationality
Act of 1952 (INA), as amended, section
103(a)(1), 8 U.S.C. 1103(a)(1), charge the
Secretary of DHS (the Secretary) with
administration and enforcement of the
immigration and naturalization laws.
The Secretary promulgates this final
rule under the broad authority to
administer DHS, and the authorities
provided under the Homeland Security
Act of 2002, the immigration and
nationality laws, and other delegated
authority.

The Secretary is charged with the
administration and enforcement of laws
relating to the immigration and
naturalization of aliens and “shall [. . .]
prescribe such forms of bond” as
deemed necessary for carrying out the
authority under the INA. See INA
103(a)(1), (3), 8 U.S.C. 1103(a)(1), (3).
Additionally, the Secretary ‘““at any time
may revoke a bond” authorized under
INA 236(a)(2), re-arrest the alien, and
detain him or her. See INA 236(b), 8
U.S.C. 1226(b).

B. Technical Revisions

Currently, 8 CFR 103.6 lists a form
number each time a form is required by
this provision. This rule removes the
specific form numbers referenced in the
regulatory text and replaces the number
with a description of the necessary
form. This rule also makes minor
revision to § 103.6(c)(1) to clarify that
aliens may request a cancellation of a
bond using a form designated by DHS.
DHS is making this change to avoid
frequent amendments to the CFR when
form numbers and names change.

DHS is also removing legacy
Immigration and Naturalization Service
job titles that are not used by all DHS
components. Terms “‘district director,”
“regional director,” and “‘Service
officer”” are referenced in § 103.6 are
being replaced because not every DHS
component that accepts, monitors, and
cancels immigration bonds uses these
job titles. DHS is replacing these titles
with the phrase “designated official”
and “immigration officer,” respectively.
This change removes obsolete and
confusing legacy job titles from the
regulation.

Finally, DHS is updating the authority
citation for part 103. Certain statutory
citations were recently inadvertently
removed, causing inconsistencies in the
published versions of the Code of
Federal Regulations. The changes to the
authority citation reflect the updated,
comprehensive list of legal authorities
for part 103. These changes do not
substantively impact the public nor do
they alter the regulatory requirements
set out in part 103, including § 103.6.

II. Administrative Procedure Act (APA)

DHS has determined that this rule is
exempt from notice-and-comment
rulemaking requirements under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(A) and (b)(B). The revisions set
out in this rule pertain to removing the
specific form numbers for DHS

immigration bond forms and updating
out of date official titles for DHS
officials from the codified text of
§103.6. In light of these revisions, DHS
is also updating § 103.6(c)(1) to clarify
that aliens may request a cancellation of
a bond using a form designated by DHS.
Finally, this rule revises the authority
citation for 8 CFR part 103 to reflect the
comprehensive list of legal authorities
for part. These revisions constitute
“rules of agency organization,
procedure, or practice” not subject to
the APA notice and comment
requirements under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(A).
The revisions set out in this rule are
technical non-substantive changes,
which are intended update the authority
citation to part 103, to remove
unnecessary references to specific form
numbers and legacy job titles along with
making other technical clarifying
revisions to the text of §103.6. None of
the revisions included in this action
will have a substantive impact on the
public nor will they alter the regulatory
requirements in § 103.6. Accordingly,
DHS finds for good cause that this final
rule is exempt from public notice-and-
comment rulemaking procedures under
5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B) because such
procedures are unnecessary.

For the same reasons that this rule is
exempt from notice-and-comment
rulemaking requirements, and because
affected parties will not need time to
adjust to the revisions made through
this action, DHS finds that good cause
exists to make this final rule effective
upon publication in the Federal
Register under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3).

List of Subjects in 8 CFR Part 103

Administrative practice and
procedure, Authority delegations
(Government agencies), Fees, Freedom
of information, Immigration, Privacy,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Surety bonds.

Accordingly, for the reasons stated in
the preamble, DHS amends 8 CFR part
103 as follows:

PART 103—IMMIGRATION BENEFIT
REQUESTS; USCIS FILING
REQUIREMENTS; BIOMETRIC
REQUIREMENTS; AVAILABILITY OF
RECORDS

m 1. The authority citation for part 103
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301, 552, 552a; 8
U.S.C. 1101, 1103, 1184, 1185 note, 1304,
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1356, 1365b, 1372, 1801-1815; 31 U.S.C.
9701; 48 U.S.C. 1806; Pub. L. 107-296, 116
Stat. 2135 (6 U.S.C. 1 et seq.); E.O. 12356, 47
FR 14874, 15557, 3 CFR, 1982 Comp., p. 166;
8 CFR part 2; Pub. L. 112—45, 125 Stat. 550;
31 CFR part 223.
m2.In§103.6:
m a. Revise paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2)(i),
and (c)(1);
m b. In paragraph (d)(1), remove the text
“Forms [-352"" and add in its place the
text ““a form designated by DHS”’;
m c. In paragraph (d)(2), remove the text
“district directors’” and add in its place
the text “designated officials”; and
m d. Revise paragraph (e).

The revisions read as follows:

§103.6 Immigration bonds.

(a) Posting of surety bonds—(1)
Extension agreements; consent of surety;
collateral security. All surety bonds
posted in immigration cases shall be
executed on a form designated by DHS,
a copy of which, and any rider attached
thereto, shall be furnished to the
obligor. A designated official is
authorized to approve a bond, a formal
agreement to extension of liability of
surety, a request for delivery of
collateral security to a duly appointed
and undischarged administrator or
executor of the estate of a deceased
depositor, and a power of attorney
executed on a form designated by DHS.
All other matters relating to bonds,
including the power of attorney form
designated by DHS and a request for
delivery of collateral security to other
than the depositor or his or her
approved attorney in fact, shall be
forwarded for designated official
approval.

(2) Bond riders—(i) General. Bond
riders shall be prepared on a form
designated by DHS and attached to the
bond contract form designated by DHS.
If a condition to be included in a bond
is not on the appropriate bond rider
form designated by DHS, a rider
containing the condition shall be
executed.

* * * * *

(c) Cancellation and breach—(1)
Public charge bonds. A public charge
bond posted for an alien will be
cancelled when the alien dies, departs
permanently from the United States, or
is naturalized, provided the alien did
not breach such bond by receiving
either public cash assistance for income
maintenance or long-term
institutionalization at government
expense prior to death, permanent
departure, or naturalization. USCIS may
cancel a public charge bond at any time
after determining that the alien is not
likely at any time to become a public
charge. A bond may also be cancelled to

allow substitution of another bond. A
public charge bond will be cancelled by
USCIS upon review following the fifth
anniversary of the admission or
adjustment of status of the alien,
provided that the alien has requested
cancellation on a form designated by
DHS and USCIS finds that the alien did
not receive either public cash assistance
for income maintenance or long-term
institutionalization at government
expense prior to the fifth anniversary. If
the form designated by DHS to request
cancellation is not filed, the public
charge bond will remain in effect until
the form is filed and USCIS reviews the
evidence supporting the form and
renders a decision regarding the breach
of the bond, or a decision to cancel the
bond.

(e) Breach of bond. A bond is
breached when there has been a
substantial violation of the stipulated
conditions. A final determination that a
bond has been breached creates a claim
in favor of the United States which may
not be released or discharged by an
immigration officer. The designated
official having custody of the file
containing the immigration bond
executed on a form designated by DHS
shall determine whether the bond shall
be declared breached or cancelled, and
shall notify the obligor on DHS-
designated cancelled or breached
immigration bonds forms of the
decision, and, if declared breached, of
the reasons therefor, and of the right to
appeal in accordance with the

provisions of this part.
* * * * *

Markwayne Mullin,

Secretary, U.S. Department of Homeland
Security.

[FR Doc. 2026—16252 Filed 8—6—26; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 9110-9M-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

8 CFR Part 106

[Docket No. USCBP-2024-0009; CBP Dec.
No. 26-11]

RIN 1651-AB48

9-11 Response and Biometric Entry-
Exit Fee for H-1B and L-1 Visas

AGENCY: U.S. Customs and Border
Protection, Department of Homeland
Security.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) is amending the
regulations concerning the 9-11

Response and Biometric Entry-Exit Fee
for certain H-1B and L—1 Visas (9-11
Biometric Fee). The regulatory changes
correct DHS’s interpretation of statutory
language to require that covered
employers submit the 9-11 Biometric
Fee for all extension of status petitions,
regardless of whether the related fraud
prevention and detection fee applies,
which includes extension of status
petitions that do not involve a change of
employer. The 9—11 Biometric Fee
continues to apply unchanged to
petitions seeking an initial grant of
status. The changes also help DHS
comply with its congressional mandate
to implement a biometric entry-exit
system.

DATES: This rule is effective on
September 9, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Panetta, Office of Field
Operations, U.S. Customs and Border
Protection, by phone at 202-344-1253
or email at LARRY.A.PANETTA@
CBP.DHS.GOV.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

A. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

On June 6, 2024, the Department of
Homeland Security (DHS) published a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
in the Federal Register (89 FR 48339)
proposing to amend DHS regulations
regarding the 9—11 Biometric Fee for
certain H-1B and L—1 petitions. DHS
received a total of 146 comments on the
NPRM. Comments included support,
suggestions for changes, and concerns.
After review of the comments, through
this final rule, DHS is adopting the
proposed changes to its regulations to
align with Congress’s intent for the 9—
11 Biometric Fee.

B. Statutory Authorization and History

1. Initial Supplemental H-1B and L—1
Fee

H-1B and L-1 visa classifications are
temporary nonimmigrant worker visa
classifications. H-1B and L—1
classifications * are authorized under
sections 101(a)(15)(H)(@i)(b) and (L),
respectively, of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA), as amended (8
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b), (L)). H-1B
status is a nonimmigrant classification
for aliens to perform services in a
specialty occupation. L—1 status allows
companies to seek a temporary
intracompany transfer of certain alien

1Visa classifications are often referred to using
shorthand such as simply “classification” or
“status.” E.g. “H—1B classification” or “H-1B
status.” This shorthand is used throughout this
document.
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employees who perform in an executive
or managerial capacity or have
specialized knowledge.2

In 2010, Congress established a
supplemental fee for certain employers
petitioning for beneficiaries to obtain H—
1B or L—1 status (2010 Supplemental
Fee). See section 402 of the Act of
August 13, 2010, Public Law 111-230,
124 Stat. 2485, 2487 (hereinafter Pub. L.
111-230) (8 U.S.C. 1101 note). The 2010
Supplemental Fee applied to employers
that employ 50 or more total employees
in the United States with more than 50
percent of the employees in the United
States in H-1B or L—1 nonimmigrant
status (covered employers). Sec. 402,
Public Law 111-230. For these covered
employers, the statute stated “the filing
fee and fraud prevention and detection
fee [. . .] shall be increased by $2,000
[or $2,250]” for H-1B or L1 petitions,
respectively. Sec. 402, Public Law 111—
230.

The statutory language in Public Law
111-230 required covered employers to
pay the 2010 Supplemental Fee at the
time that a fraud detection and
prevention fee (Fraud Fee) is collected.
Sec. 402, Public Law 111-230. The
Fraud Fee was established and set to
$500 under separate statutory authority.
See sec. 426(a) of the H-1B Visa Reform
Act of 2004, Public Law 108-447, 118
Stat. 2809, 3357 (the 2004 H-1B Visa
Reform Act); INA 214(c)(12)(A) (8 U.S.C.
1184(c)(12)(A)). Pursuant to section
426(b) of the 2004 H-1B Visa Reform
Act, the Department of State, in
collaboration with DHS and the
Department of Labor, uses Fraud Fee
collections to combat fraud in
immigration processes. See INA
214(c)(12)(A) (8 U.S.C. 1184(c)(12)(A),
see also INA 286(v)(2) (8 U.S.C.
1356(v)(2)). With limited exceptions, the
statute requires employers to pay the
Fraud Fee when petitioning for an
initial grant of H-1B or L—1
nonimmigrant status or for change of
employer petitions for beneficiaries
already in H-1B or L—1 status. See INA
214(c)(12)(A) (8 U.S.C. 1184(c)(12)(A)).

DHS interpreted the statutory
language of Public Law 111-230 to

2For more information on H-1B nonimmigrant
classification, see U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services (USCIS), H-1B Specialty Occupations,
DOD Cooperative Research and Development
Project Workers, and Fashion Models, https://
www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/h-1b-
specialty-occupations. For more information on L—
1 nonimmigrant classification, see USCIS, L-1A
Intracompany Transferee Executive or Manager,
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/
temporary-workers/I-1a-intracompany-transferee-
executive-or-manager; and USCIS, L-1B
Intracompany Transferee Specialized Knowledge,
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/
temporary-workers/I-1b-intracompany-transferee-
specialized-knowledge.

mean that the 2010 Supplemental Fee
only applied to the filing fee and only
to petitions where the Fraud Fee also
applied, namely petitions for an initial
grant of status or requesting a change of
employer but not to extension petitions
filed by the same employer on behalf of
the same employee. Accordingly, DHS
implemented regulations applying the
2010 Supplemental Fee to petitions
subject to the Fraud Fee seeking initial
grants of H-1B or L—1 status and change
of employer petitions for beneficiaries
already in H-1B or L—1 status. See
Immigration Benefits Business
Transformation, Increment I, 76 FR
53764, 53768, 53781 (August 29, 2011).
The 2010 Supplemental Fee sunset on
September 30, 2015, after an extension
by Congress.3

2. 9-11 Response and Biometric Entry-
Exit Fee

On December 18, 2015, Congress
established the 9—11 Biometric Fee. See
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016,
Div. O, sec. 402(g), Public Law 114-113,
129 Stat. 2242, 3006 (hereinafter Pub. L.
114-113) (49 U.S.C. 40101 note).*
Public Law 114—-113 established the 9—
11 Biometric Fee after the 2010
Supplemental Fee expired. The 9-11
Biometric Fee doubled the amount of
the 2010 Supplemental Fee, providing
“the combined filing fee and fraud
prevention and detection fee [ . . . ]
shall be increased by $4,500 [or
$4,000]”. Id.

The statutory language in Public Law
114-113 establishing the 9-11 Biometric
Fee is similar to that of Public Law 111—
230.5 However, Public Law 114-113 has
two important distinctions, beyond the
increased fee amounts. First, Congress
added the word “combined,” clarifying

3 See sec. 402, Public Law 111-230 (establishing
the initial sunset date for the 2010 Supplemental
Fee as September 30, 2014), as amended by sec. 302
of the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and
Compensation Act of 2010, Public Law 111-347,
124 Stat. 3623, 3667 (extending the sunset date to
September 30, 2015).

4The 9-11 Biometric Fee is a fee related to
petitions for H-1B and L—1 classification and is
discussed in those terms in this rulemaking.
Although not all those seeking H-1B and L—-1
classification are required to obtain a visa, the
headings in the statute refer to temporary fee
increases for H-1B and L1 visas, and consequently
the headings in the implementing regulations refer
to fees for H-1B and L—1 visas. Accordingly, the
subject heading of this document and the regulatory
headings also refer to fees for H-1B and L—1 visas.

5 Compare Public Law 111-230 (“the combined
filing fee and fraud prevention and detection fee
required to be submitted with an application for
admission as a nonimmigrant . . . including an
application for an extension of such status, shall be
increased by $4,500 . . .”’) with Public Law 114—
113 (“the filing fee and fraud prevention and
detection fee required to be submitted with an
application for admission as a nonimmigrant . . .
shall be increased by 2,250. . .”).

that the fee increase served as a single
fee increase to the filing fee. Sec. 402(g),
Public Law 114-113. Second, with
respect to the types of petitions for
which the fees must be submitted,
Congress inserted the phrase “including
an application ® for an extension of such
status.” Id. This addition clarified that
the 9-11 Biometric Fee is required for
both petitions seeking an initial grant of
status and extension of status petitions.

At the time that the 9-11 Biometric
Fee was established in 2015, DHS
interpreted the new language in Public
Law 114—113 consistent with its prior
interpretation; that is, the 9-11
Biometric Fee only applies when the
Fraud Fee also applies (namely,
petitions seeking initial grants of H-1B
or L—1 status, or petitions involving a
change of employer for a beneficiary
already in H-1B or L-1 status, including
a change of employer petition that
requests an extension of such status).
Accordingly, DHS implemented
regulations in a final rule published on
October 24, 2016, that set forth its
interpretation, as explained below. See
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services Fee Schedule, 81 FR 73292
(Oct. 24, 2016) (hereinafter 2016 Fee
Rule). See 81 FR 73292, 73331.

At the same time, Congress also
established the 9-11 Response and
Biometric Exit Account (9—11 Biometric
Account), into which 50 percent of the
funds from the 9-11 Biometric Fee
collections are deposited, up to $1
billion. The other 50 percent of the 9—
11 Biometric Fees are deposited into the
general fund of the Treasury. Id. The
funds in the 9—11 Biometric Account are
available to the Secretary of DHS for
implementing the congressionally
mandated biometric entry-exit system to
confirm the identity of aliens entering
and exiting the United States.” As the

6 Section 402(g), Public Law 114-113 uses the
terms “‘application” and “applicant.” DHS
regulations in 8 CFR 106.2 use the terms “‘petition”
and “petitioner.” As these terms have the same
meaning for the purposes of this rulemaking, in this
document we use these terms interchangeably.

7 Numerous federal statutes require DHS to create
an integrated, automated biometric entry and exit
system that records the arrival and departure of
aliens, compares the biometric data of aliens to
verify their identity, and authenticates travel
documents presented by such aliens through the
comparison of biometrics. These include: section
110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (IIRIRA),
Public Law 104-828, 110 Stat. 3009-546, 3009-558;
section 2(a) of the Immigration and Naturalization
Service Data Management Improvement Act of 2000
(DMIA), Public Law 106-215, 114 Stat. 337, 338;
section 205 of the Visa Waiver Permanent Program
Act of 2000, Public Law 106-396, 114 Stat. 1637,
1641; section 414 of the Uniting and Strengthening
America by Providing Appropriate Tools Required
to Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism Act of 2001

Continued
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DHS component responsible for
controlling the border and monitoring
the arrival and departure of U.S. citizens
and aliens, U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (CBP) implements biometric
operations in the land, sea, and air
environments.® Pursuant to
congressional extension, the 9-11
Biometric Fee is currently set to expire
on September 30, 2027.9

C. Prior DHS Rulemaking Addressing
the 9-11 Biometric Fee

In the years following the 2016 Fee
Rule, DHS monitored the collection of
the 9-11 Biometric Fee and evaluated
whether its interpretation of the
language in Public Law 114-113 was
correct. After careful consideration, on
November 14, 2019, DHS proposed an
interpretation expanding the
circumstances in which the 9-11
Biometric Fee would apply, as well as
proposing numerous other changes
related to fees collected by DHS. U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services
Fee Schedule and Changes to Certain
Other Immigration Benefit Request
Requirements, 84 FR 62280, 62363
(Nov. 14, 2019) (hereinafter 2019 Fee
NPRM). DHS received several comments
on the 2019 Fee NPRM opposing the
proposed 9-11 Biometric Fee.10 After
considering the comments, on August 3,
2020, DHS adopted the 9-11 Biometric
Fee interpretation in a Final Rule that,
among other changes, would require the
additional fee for all H-1B or L—1
extension of status petitions filed by
covered employers. See U.S. Citizenship

(USA PATRIOT Act), Public Law 107-56, 115 Stat.
272, 353; section 302 of the Enhanced Border
Security and Visa Entry Reform Act of 2002 (Border
Security Act), Public Law 107-173, 116 Stat. 543,
552; section 7208 of the Intelligence Reform and
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (IRTPA), Public
Law 108-458, 118 Stat. 3638, 3817; section 711 of
the Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11
Commission Act of 2007 (Implementing
Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act),
Public Law 110-53, 121 Stat. 266, 338; and section
802 of the Trade Facilitation and Trade
Enforcement Act of 2015, Public Law 114-125, 130
Stat. 122, 199 (6 U.S.C. 211(c)(10)).

8 See sec. 411 of the Homeland Security Act of
2002, as amended by sec. 802 of the Trade
Facilitation and Trade Enforcement Act of 2015,
Public Law 114-125, 130 Stat. 122, 199 (HSA) (6
U.S.C. 211); secs. 215.8 and 235.1 of title 8 of the
Code of Federal Regulations (8 CFR 215.8 and
235.1). See also INA 214, 215(a), 235(a), 262(a),
263(a), 264(c), 287(b) (8 U.S.C. 1184, 1185(a),
1225(a), 1302(a), 1303(a), 1304(c)), 1357(b)).

9 See sec. 402(g), Public Law 114-113
(establishing the initial sunset date for the 9-11
Biometric Fee as September 30, 2025), as amended
by sec. 30203(b) of the Bipartisan Budget Act of
2018, Public Law 115-123, 132 Stat. 64, 126
(extending this date to September 30, 2027).

10The comments were similar to the comments
received on the NPRM that this rule finalizes. For
additional information on the comments and DHS’s
responses, see the rule finalizing the 2019 Fee
NPRM at 85 FR 46788.

and Immigration Services Fee Schedule
and Changes to Certain Other
Immigration Benefit Request
Requirements, 85 FR 46788 (Aug. 3,
2020) (hereinafter 2020 Fee Rule).
However, before the 2020 Fee Rule
could go into effect, it was enjoined in
its entirety during the course of
litigation unrelated to the 9-11
Biometric Fee.1!

II. Purpose of 9-11 Biometric Fee and
Need for Rulemaking

A. Purpose of the 9—-11 Biometric Fee for
Critical Biometric Program Operations

In Public Law 114-113, Congress
expressly intended for the 9-11
Biometric Fee to fund the biometric
entry and exit programs it mandated
earlier to improve security, combat visa
and travel document fraud, and protect
our country against terrorism. As noted
above, numerous statutes require DHS
to implement a biometric entry and exit
program for all aliens entering and
leaving the country. The biometric
entry-exit program is ‘“‘an essential
investment in efforts to protect the
United States by preventing the entry of
terrorists.” Sec. 7208(a) of the IRTPA (8
U.S.C. 1365b(a)). DHS published a final
rule on October 27, 2025, to fully
implement facial recognition for
biometric entry and exit of all aliens to
and from the United States. See
Collection of Biometric Data From
Aliens Upon Entry to and Departure
From the United States, 90 FR 48604
(Oct. 27, 2025) (hereinafter the
Biometrics Final Rule). For more
information on the need for a biometric
entry-exit system, see the Biometrics
Final Rule.

11 See Immigrant Legal Res. Ctr. v. Wolf, 491 F.
Supp. 3d 520 (N.D. Cal. Sept. 29, 2020) (granting
plaintiffs’ motion to enjoin the 2020 Fee Rule in its
entirety by finding plaintiffs met initial burden to
show then-Acting Secretary of DHS Chad Wolf
lacked authority to approve the 2020 Fee Rule and
further that the 2020 Fee Rule violated procedural
and substantive requirements under the
Administrative Procedure Act in adopting certain
asylum- and naturalization-related new fees, fee
increases, and fee waiver reductions); see also Nw.
Immigrant Rts. Project v. U.S. Citizenship and
Immigr. Servs., 496 F. Supp. 3d 31 (D.D.C. Oct. 8,
2020) (granting plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary
injunction challenging the fee increases, new fees,
and fee waiver reductions adopted in the 2020 Fee
Rule on similar grounds). Although the 2020 Fee
Rule was enjoined and therefore DHS never
changed its collection practices for the 9-11
Biometric Fee, the language in 8 CFR 106.2 was
revised to reflect the changes adopted in the 2020
Fee Rule. Subsequently, DHS issued a final rule in
2024 reverting the language back to the pre-2020
Fee Rule language and noted that changes to the 9—
11 Biometric Fee would be addressed in a separate
rulemaking. See U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services Fee Schedule and Changes to Certain
Other Immigration Benefit Request Requirements,
89 FR 6194 (Jan. 31, 2024). 89 FR 6194.

In 2015, Congress established the 9—
11 Biometric Account for the purpose of
funding the biometric entry-exit system
mandated by Congress. Congress also
implemented the 9-11 Biometric Fee,
which replaced and doubled the expired
2010 Supplemental Fee, in order to fund
the 9-11 Biometric Account, which is
used to fund DHS’s biometric entry-exit
data system. DHS believes the
interpretation of Public Law 114-113
adopted in this rulemaking is the correct
interpretation of the statute to align the
regulations with legislative intent and
enable DHS to meet its congressional
mandates.

CBP is the primary DHS component
responsible for implementing an
integrated, automated entry-exit system
that matches the biographic data and
biometric information of aliens entering
and departing the United States at land,
sea, and air points of entry. See sec.
411(c)(10) of the HSA (6 U.S.C.
211(c)(10)); sec. 7208 of the IRTPA (8
U.S.C. 1365b). Pursuant to CBP’s
mission to control the border and
regulate the arrival and departure of
both U.S. citizens and aliens, CBP has
the authority to confirm the identity of
all travelers and verify that the travelers
are the authorized bearers of their travel
documents. See sec. 411 of the HSA (6
U.S.C. 211); and 8 CFR 235.1. An
integrated biometric entry-exit system
has provided the most accurate way to
verify an individual’s identity. By using
a biometric entry-exit system, CBP can
improve security and more effectively
combat various threats, including
attempts by terrorists who use false
travel documents to enter or exit the
United States. Further, biometrically
verifying that a person who presents a
travel document is the true bearer of
that document helps to prevent visa and
immigration fraud, fraudulent use of
legitimate travel documentation, and
identify and prevent aliens attempting
to remain in the United States beyond
their authorized stay (overstays).

The funding that DHS receives from
the 9—11 Biometric Account supports
critical biometric entry-exit operations
in the land, sea, and air entry
environments.?2 Specifically, the 9-11
Biometric Account buttresses the
development, operations, and
maintenance of the Traveler Verification

12 Section 402(g) of Public Law 114—113 provides
that DHS may draw from the 9—-11 Biometric
Account to implement the biometric entry-exit data
system as required by Congress. DHS directs these
funds to CBP because CBP is the agency ultimately
responsible for implementing the biometric entry-
exit data system. See secs. 411(c)(10), (g)(3) of the
HSA (6 U.S.C. 211(c)(10), ()(3)); sec. 7208 of the
IRTPA (8 U.S.C. 1365b).
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Service (TVS).13 TVS is the facial
comparison matching service that serves
as the backbone of CBP’s biometric
entry-exit program.1¢ TVS effectively
and efficiently matches passengers to
the travel documents they present to
CBP.15 Maintaining TVS enables CBP to
continue preserving the United States’
crucial health, operational, and national
security interests.16

DHS’s biometric entry-exit data
system also directly and positively
affects the travel industry by enhancing
consumer confidence in travel safety.
Using biometric technology, air and sea
partners can facilitate check-in, security,
and boarding processes that historically
involved long lines, heavy personal
interaction, and frequent handling of
travel documents. The implementation
of biometric technology, namely facial
comparison, in all travel environments
encourages contactless travel that
involves minimal physical contact,
which is more efficient and increases
the safety of travelers, CBP officers, and
port personnel.

In addition to streamlining travel and
enhancing consumer confidence, the
use of facial biometric matching has also
proven to be an effective tool in
combatting the use of stolen and
fraudulent travel and identity
documents. Since the program’s
inception in 2018, CBP officers have
successfully intercepted 87 impostors at
U.S. airports and 2,158 imposters on
arrival in the land pedestrian
environment. Further, since June 2017
through October 28, 2025, DHS has
confirmed over 516,601 overstays
through the use of facial biometric
matching at exit.1?

DHS’s current biometric entry-exit
operations have proven successful in
enhancing national security and public
safety.18 A lack of adequate funding

13 See CBP, DHS/CBP/PIA-056, Privacy Impact
Assessment for the Traveler Verification Service 1
(Nov. 14, 2018), https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/
files/publications/privacy-pia-cbp056-tvs-
february2021.pdf.

14 See id. at 4.

15 See id. at 6; CBP, Traveler Verification Service
for Simplified Travel (2018), https://www.cbp.gov/
sites/default/files/assets/documents/2018-Aug/
Traveler Verification_Service_For Simplified_
Travel3.pdf.

16 See CBP, DHS/CBP/PIA-056, Privacy Impact
Assessment for the Traveler Verification Service 16
(Nov. 14, 2018), https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/
files/publications/privacy-pia-cbp056-tvs-
february2021.pdf.

17 Imposter and overstay numbers are tracked
internally by CBP and not published publicly. This
information is based on information provided by
CBP’s Office of Field Operations. Partial overstay
numbers are reported in DHS’s Entry/Exit Overstay
Reports, available at https://www.dhs.gov/
publication/entryexit-overstay-report.

18 For more information on CBP’s biometrics
program, please visit CBP’s website at https://
biometrics.cbp.gov.

poses a dire threat to DHS’s mission,
CBP officers, and public safety. Without
the regulatory changes adopted here to
the collection of the 9—11 Biometric Fee,
DHS cannot maintain its current
biometric entry operations or continue
implementing other essential entry and
exit programs. Failure to maintain or
continue implementing DHS’s biometric
entry and exit operations increases risks
to security vulnerabilities,
interoperability and data management
issues, cyber resilience in the event of

a cyberattack from criminal hackers,
system availability and reliability, and
system scalability to meet the demands
of travel partners. The 9-11 Biometric
Fee is essential to funding these
biometric entry-exit programs, and the
regulations adopted in this rule directly
support DHS’s fulfilment of its
congressional mandates.

B. Need for Rulemaking

DHS must implement the
responsibilities that Congress has
assigned to the agency. This rule
corrects DHS’ interpretation of the
language in Public Law 114-113 to be
consistent with the statutory text and
congressional intent. Pursuant to the
Supreme Court’s holding in Loper Bright
Enters. v. Raimondo, there is always a
best reading of a statute, namely, “ ‘the
reading the court would have reached’
if no agency were involved.” 603 U.S.
369 (2024). Here, the best reading of the
statute requires that the 9—11 Biometric
Fee be paid for all extension of status
petitions regardless of whether the
Fraud Fee is applicable.

As discussed above, Public Law 114—
113 established the 9—11 Biometric Fee
by replacing the 2010 Supplemental Fee
and doubling the amount to $4,000 for
H-1B petitions and $4,500 for L—1
petitions. Congress also added new
phrasing in two pertinent places: ““. .
the combined filing fee and [Fraud Fee]
required to be submitted with an
application for admission [as an H-1B
or L1 nonimmigrant], including an
application for an extension of such
status, shall be increased.” Sec. 402(g),
Public Law 114-113 (emphasis added).

In 2016, DHS interpreted the 9-11
Biometric Fee to apply only when the
Fraud Fee also applied instead of to all
extension of status petitions. 81 FR
73292. The construction of the statutory
language in Public Law 114-113 that
DHS adopted in 2016 was not the best
one.

The best interpretation of that statute
is that the 9-11 Biometric Fee applies to
all extension of status petitions even
when the Fraud Fee is not applicable.
Under this interpretation of Public Law
114-113, the language “including an

application for an extension of such
status” is a substantive amendment, and
the insertion of the word “combined” is
a clarifying one. It is clear that Congress
added the reference to extension of
status so that the 9—11 Biometric Fee
would be collected for all extension of
status petitions, not just those where a
change of employer is also requested.
Under this interpretation, the insertion
of the word “combined” can be viewed
as a clarifying edit that the increase to
the fee is applied only once per petition,
not once for the filing fee and once for
the Fraud Fee such that it might apply
twice to some petitions. When the Fraud
Fee does not apply (i.e. an extension of
status petition filed by the same
employer for the same employee), the
“combined filing fee and [Fraud Fee]”
provided in Public Law 114-113 is
simply the filing fee plus $0, such that
covered employers would pay the filing
fee + $0 for the Fraud Fee + the
applicable 9—11 Biometric Fee (i.e.
either $4,000 or $4,500). This
interpretation gives meaning to all of
Congress’s alterations to the earlier
statute.

DHS initially decided to maintain the
interpretation it had applied to the 2010
Supplemental Fees to the 9-11
Biometric Fee, 81 FR 73282. However,
after due consideration, DHS, through
this rule, is interpreting Public Law
114-113 consistent with the best
reading of the statute. In other words,
the 9-11 Biometric Fee should apply to
all H-1B or L-1 petitions filed by
covered employers seeking initial
classification of a beneficiary as an H-
1B or L-1 nonimmigrant or an extension
of status for those already in such status,
irrespective of whether the extension of
status request is for a change of covered
employers or for the purpose of
remaining employed with the original
covered employer.

This interpretation of Public Law
114-113 aligns with Congress’s
objective to require an additional fee for
covered employers, who rely on H-1B
and L—1 nonimmigrants for 50 percent
or more of their workforce. Without this
change, covered employers could avoid
paying the 9-11 Biometric Fee while
employing a substantial number of H-
1B and L—1 nonimmigrants as long as
the beneficiary remains employed by
the same covered employer.19 The

19Individual L-1 petitions (Form I-129S) filed on
the basis of a previously approved “blanket L”
petition are currently subject to the Fraud Fee and,
by extension, the 9-11 Biometric Fee. U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS)
already considers this a change of employer, even
if the petitioner is covered under the same “‘blanket
L” approval as the previous petitioner. Therefore,

Continued
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ability of these petitioners to avoid
paying the 9-11 Biometric Fee entirely
in some cases is against the
congressional intent in establishing
these fees. From fiscal year 2018 to
fiscal year 2025, 27 percent of all H-1B
petitions from covered employers (those
with 50 or more employees in the
United States and 50 percent of
employees in H-1B or L—1 status) were
subject to the 9-11 Biometric Fee.20 Had
this rule and the interpretation adopted
therein been in effect for that same time
period, the percentage of these H-1B
petitions that would have been subject
to the 9—11 Biometric Fee would have
been 75 percent of these H-1B
petitions.2?

Significantly, a delay in this
additional funding would continue to
jeopardize CBP’s ability to meet its
congressional mandate to enhance
national security by deploying a fully
integrated biometric entry-exit data
system. Without additional funding,
CBP would be unable to maintain its
current biometric entry-exit operations,
as well as ensure that TVS continues to
be available to CBP and external
stakeholders. CBP would also be unable
to expand biometric confirmation to
additional sea and land modalities at
points of entry to the United States and
fully implement a comprehensive
biometric exit system at all land, sea,
and air exits.22 Such a result would be
contrary to the statutory scheme
established by Congress, further
strengthening CBP’s determination that
the interpretation adopted by this rule is
the best statutory interpretation. See
Davis v. Michigan Dept. of Treasury,
489 U.S.C. 803 (1989) (“Itis a
fundamental canon of statutory
construction that the words of a statute
must be read in their context with a
view to their place in the overall
statutory scheme.”).

Indeed, actual collections have fallen
short of both anticipated collections and

the changes do not alter current USCIS practice in
this regard.

20 Data provided by USCIS subject matter experts
on Aug. 21, 2025.

21 Calculations based on data provided by USCIS
subject matter experts on Aug. 21, 2025. Due to
limitations in available data, similar calculations
are not available for L—1 petitions.

22 Since 2004, DHS has worked to develop and
implement a comprehensive biometric entry and
exit data system as required by section 7208 of the
IRTPA. See, e.g., Implementation of the United
States Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator
Technology Program (“US-VISIT”); Biometric
Requirements, 69 FR 468 (Jan. 5, 2004). Additional
resources discussing DHS’s plans to enhance
biometric operations are DHS’s annual Entry/Exit
Overstay Reports, available at https://www.dhs.gov/
publication/entryexit-overstay-report, and DHS’s
rule published on October 23, 2025, regarding
biometric collection from aliens upon entry and exit
to and from the United States (90 FR 48604).

what is necessary to maintain and
expand biometric operations. In
December 2015, the Congressional
Budget Office (CBO) published a report
on the fee provisions in Public Law
114-113 and estimated annual revenues
of $420 million per year (except for
$380 million in the first year of FY
2016) from the 9—11 Biometric Fee
through its lifespan.23 Pursuant to the
statute, 50 percent of those annual total
collections—or an estimated $210
million per year—would be deposited
into the 9—-11 Biometric Account and
made available to DHS and CBP, up to
$1 billion. Section 402(g), Public Law
114-113. However, actual collections
pre-COVID-19 (and beyond) repeatedly
fell well below CBO’s estimates: $158
million in FY 2016, $125 million in FY
2017, $119.1 million in FY 2018, $118.3
million in FY 2019, $71.9 million in FY
2020, $56.7 million in FY 2021, $52
million in FY 2022, $26 million in FY
2023, $35.1 million in FY 2024, and
$25.6 million in FY 2025.24
Notwithstanding the effect of COVID-19
on collections during FYs 2020-21,25
DHS believes that collections have
fallen short of CBO projections
primarily because the previous statutory
interpretation fails to correctly apply the
9-11 Biometric Fee to all extension
petitions regardless of whether there is
a change of employer. Therefore, DHS is
now amending the regulations to align
those regulations with the best reading
of the statutory language and
congressional intent for the 9-11
Biometric Fee and the biometrics
program operations.

III. Discussion of Comments Submitted
in Response to the NPRM Proposing
Changes to Regulations Regarding the
9-11 Response and Biometric Entry-
Exit Fee for H-1B and L-1 Visas

A. Overview

In response to the NPRM, DHS
received 146 comments during the 30-
day public comment period.
Commenters consisted of members of
the public, including H-1B and L-1

23 See Congressional Budget Office, Cost Estimate
on H.R. 2029, Amendment #1 (2016 Omnibus)
Table 3 (Dec. 16, 2015), https://www.cbo.gov/sites/
default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/
costestimate/hr2029amendment1divisionsa.pdf.

24FY 2018-2021 data is based on data provided
by USCIS via email between 11/30/2021 and 12/21/
2021. For additional information, see tables 1 and
3 below.

25FY 2018-2021 data is based on data provided
by USCIS via email between 11/30/2021 and 12/21/
2021. The collection totals for FYs 2020 and 2021
were $72 million and $57 million, respectively.
DHS recognizes the effect COVID-19 had on
collection totals during this time frame but
emphasizes that collection totals fell short of
estimated collections prior to the COVID-19
pandemic.

nonimmigrants, as well as policy
interest groups. DHS reviewed all of the
public comments received in response
to the rulemaking and is addressing
responsive comments in this final rule.
DHS’s responses are grouped by subject
area, with a focus on the most common
issues and suggestions raised by
commenters. Some commenters
expressed support for the rule with
some supporters offering suggestions for
improvement. The majority of
commenters expressed general
opposition to the rule, most frequently
mentioning that the rule will discourage
companies from hiring H-1B and L—-1
nonimmigrants. Commenters stated that
companies’ reduced willingness to hire
H-1B and L-1 nonimmigrants is unfair
to the nonimmigrant workers and will
also negatively affect the United States’
ability to attract talent from abroad and
negatively affect the U.S. economy as a
result. Many commenters made
reference to “immigrants” affected by
this rule, but the H-1B and L—1 visa
classifications are nonimmigrant
classifications. See INA 101(a)(15), 8
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15). DHS has addressed
these comments with regard to H-1B
and L—1 nonimmigrants despite the
inaccurate descriptions using the word
“immigrants.”

B. Discussion of Comments

1. Comments Expressing General
Support

Several commenters generally
supported the proposed rule, providing
various rationales or supporting data.

Comments: One commenter stated
this rule will increase the quality of the
non-immigrant workers needed to aid
the economy and create entrepreneurial
and employment opportunities in the
United States. The commenter stated
that this rule will restrict the supply of
labor to the available labor market. This
commenter compared the elevated fee to
a quota-based system for permanent
residency saying this would restrict the
inflow of low-skilled and low-quality
labor workforce, which the commenter
supports.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule. In general, an H-
1B employer is not required to recruit a
U.S. worker 26 for a position before the
employer can hire an H-1B worker for
that position, unless it is H-1B
dependent or a previous willful violator

26 A U.S. worker means a U.S. citizen or national
or an alien who is lawfully admitted for permanent
residence in the United States, is admitted as a
refugee under section 207 of the INA, is granted
asylum under section 208 of the INA, or is an
immigrant otherwise authorized (by the INA or by
DHS) to be employed in the United States. 20 CFR
355.715.


https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/costestimate/hr2029amendment1divisionsa.pdf
https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/costestimate/hr2029amendment1divisionsa.pdf
https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th-congress-2015-2016/costestimate/hr2029amendment1divisionsa.pdf
https://www.dhs.gov/publication/entryexit-overstay-report
https://www.dhs.gov/publication/entryexit-overstay-report
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of H-1B requirements and the alien
beneficiary is not an exempt H-1B
worker. Further information can be
found on the Department of Labor’s
website at https://www.dol.gov/
agencies/whd/fact-sheets/620-h1b-
recruitment. In addition, U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services
(USCIS) reviews, evaluates, and
determines eligibility for the H-1B and
L1 visa classifications based on
petitions and accompanying documents
received. The commenter mentions the
F—1 student population as well as
permanent residency numerical
limitations, which are both outside the
scope of this rule.

Comments: One commenter stated
that this regulation is the best decision
that DHS/CBP could make; that big
companies should pay their fair share;
if an H-1B employee is talented, a
company would be willing to pay; the
U.S. government needs to take care of its
citizens first that are getting replaced by
cheap H-1B labor and fraud.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule. Employers seeking
to hire H-1B nonimmigrants as workers
in specialty occupations need to submit
a Labor Condition Application (LCA) to
the Department of Labor (DOL). By
completing and submitting the LCA,
and by signing the LCA, the employer
makes certain representations and
agrees to several attestations regarding
its responsibilities, including the wages,
working conditions, and benefits to be
provided to the H-1B nonimmigrants.
These attestations are specifically
identified and incorporated by reference
in the LCA. While there is no general
requirement that H-1B employers
recruit U.S. workers, the LCA contains
additional attestations for a subset of H-
1B employers, namely H-1B-dependent
employers and employers found to have
willfully violated the H-1B program
requirements. These additional
attestations impose certain obligations
to recruit U.S. workers, to offer the job
to U.S. applicants who are equally or
better qualified than the H-1B
nonimmigrant(s) sought for the job, and
to avoid the displacement of U.S.
workers (either in the employer’s
workforce, or in the workforce of a
second employer with whom the H-1B
nonimmigrant(s) is placed, where there
are indicia of employment with a
second employer). These additional
attestations are specifically identified
and incorporated by reference in the
LCA. See 20 CFR 655.705(c)(1). The
certified LCA gets submitted to USCIS
with the H-1B petition, along with
documentation establishing the
petitioner and beneficiary’s eligibility.
USCIS reviews, evaluates, and

determines eligibility under the H-1B
and L—1 visa classifications based on
petitions and accompanying documents
received.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that an increase of the fee would go a
long way towards curbing fraud and
would help reduce ‘missteps’ currently
taken by agencies for petitions. Some
commenters expressed their belief that
the fee increase may reduce overall visa
fraud within the visa system and may be
a positive step for employers to consider
hiring U.S. citizens for the job
opportunities. One commenter stated
the increased fee may reduce large
company visa abuse and increase
American talent pool.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule. With respect to
commenters concerns of fraud in the
visa system, a U.S. employer intending
to hire an H-1B nonimmigrant
temporary worker, has to complete a
Labor Condition Application (LCA) to
the Department of Labor (DOL). As
indicated in the prior response, the LCA
requires an employer to attest to
meeting certain obligations related to
wages, working conditions, and benefits
to be provided to H-1B workers, and in
certain circumstances includes
additional attestations for H-1B
dependent employers related to the
recruitment, hiring, and non-
displacement of U.S. workers. The L—1
nonimmigrant visa classification
enables a U.S. employer that is part of
an international organization to
temporarily transfer certain employees
from one of its related foreign offices to
locations in the United States. The
employee has to meet certain
employment criteria within the
company and can only be transferred
based on their managerial or executive
experience or specialized knowledge.
The comments were not specific on how
this rule might reduce fraud or visa
abuse, so DHS cannot respond
specifically to those claims here.
Additionally, fraud reduction is outside
the scope of this rulemaking. However,
as DHS notes in other comment
responses, DHS agrees that certain
additional positive effects may result
from this rulemaking.

Comments: One commenter agreed
with the fee increase as it will help deter
unscrupulous businesses, namely
information technology (IT) outsourcing
firms, from “unfairly stockpiling” H-1B
workers. The commenter stated that
more than half of the top 30 H-1B
employers are IT outsourcing firms that
have made a business out of ‘leasing’
their H-1B workers as contract workers
to Fortune 500 American companies
and then profiting on the wage arbitrage.

The commenter stated that Fortune 500
American companies financially benefit
from contracting contingent workers
who displace the jobs of existing
American IT professionals.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule and agrees that the
rule will enhance the employment
petition process. Effects such as
reducing fraud, including ‘leasing’ H-1B
employees to other companies as well as
‘unfairly stockpiling H-1B workers’ are
outside the scope of this rulemaking,
however, DHS agrees that other positive
effects may result from this rulemaking.
More information on USCIS’s work to
combat fraud and abuse can be found at:
https://www.uscis.gov/scams-fraud-and-
misconduct/report-fraud/combating-
fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-visa-
program.

2. Comments Expressing General
Support With Recommendations
(Specific Recommendations Associated
With These Comments Are Broken out
in Below Sections)

Comment: One commenter stated that
additional fees should be imposed on
visas to enable credits for Americans
and said the fee increase is a welcome
change to reduce the substitution of
American workers by the overseas
immigrant population. Some
commenters recommended charging
even higher fees, with one commenter
specifying that the fee should be
“$400K/$4M/$10M” for H-1B and L—-1
visa applicants so that all such
applicants would “‘get the message that
they can’t survive and will go back to
their country.”

Response: The 9—-11 Biometric Fees
are set by Congress through Public Law
114-113, as discussed in section I.B. of
this final rule. The commenters’
suggestions to impose higher or
additional fees are beyond the scope of
this rulemaking. The regulatory changes
in this rule correct DHS’ prior
interpretation of statutory language in
Public Law 114-113, to require that
covered employers submit the 9-11
Biometric Fee for all extension of status
petitions, regardless of whether a Fraud
Fee applies, so as to include extension
of status petitions that do not involve a
change of employer. The 9—11 Biometric
Fee continues to apply unchanged to
petitions seeking an initial grant of
status. The changes also help DHS
comply with its congressional mandate
to implement a biometric entry-exit data
system.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the extension fees should be
increased to the limit. The commenters
also suggested that mandatory site visits
four times a year should be


https://www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/fact-sheets/62o-h1b-recruitment
https://www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/fact-sheets/62o-h1b-recruitment
https://www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/fact-sheets/62o-h1b-recruitment
https://www.uscis.gov/scams-fraud-and-misconduct/report-fraud/combating-fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-visa-program
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implemented with a $5,000 up front fee.
One commenter stated that other
countries/locations such as Canada, the
UK, Australia, New Zealand and Europe
are ‘“‘shut down” for “temp and asylum
visas for fake people” and asked why
the United States is not doing anything
to “protect its own citizens.” One
commenter stated the proposed increase
is low and insulting for skilled workers
and should be increased to 10% of the
base salary. Some commenters
suggested a moderate fee increase to
attract and retain qualified aliens.
Additionally, one commenter stated that
only U.S. citizens should be permitted
to comment on rulemaking such as this
one.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule. The 9-11
Biometric fees are set by statute and
therefore DHS cannot raise the fees
higher than the statutorily set fees. (See
Public Law 114-113.) Site visits are
outside the scope of this rulemaking.
However, USCIS does perform some site
visits, and more information can be
found at https://www.uscis.gov/scams-
fraud-and-misconduct/report-fraud/
combating-fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-
visa-program. The NPRM is a federal
rulemaking governed by the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA) (5
U.S.C. 551-559). As such, commenting
on the NPRM is open to the public and
not limited by residency. Comments on
NPRMs are open to the public and
anyone can submit a comment.

Comment: Several commenters stated
this rule should be passed with some
changes. These commenters suggested
charging $6,000 for each new H-1B
extension as well as $4,000 biometric
fees for every H-1B extension. Likewise,
the commenters suggested $8,000 for
each new L1 visa extension and $4,000
biometric fees for every L—1 extension.
One commenter said that with increased
fees the “cheap labor problem will be
rectified.”” Several commenters
suggested that a minimum salary for H-
1B and L—1 visas be set at $150,000. One
commenter said that there is no threat
of jobs being outsourced since what can
be outsourced is already being
outsourced. This commenter also said
there should not be the 50 person
minimum employees per company
before this rule applies.

Response: DHS appreciates the
support for this rule. The fees and the
other criteria for charging these fees in
this rule were set by Congress in Public
Law 114-113. The fee amounts and
company size are clearly stated in the
statute. Minimum salary requirements
for H-1B and L—-1 visas, as well as
comments about outsourcing, are
beyond the scope of this rulemaking.

3. Comments Expressing Opposition by
Category

a. Comments Expressing Opposition
Due to Effect on Employers

Comments: Some commenters stated
that this proposal exacerbates the
financial strain on employers and
employees. The commenters stated that
the potential negative effects include
employer reluctance to hire H-1B and
L—1 individuals. Some commenters
stated this rule will further burden
taxpaying companies. Some
commenters stated that the proposed fee
will affect employers sponsoring H-1B
and L—1 petitions; the extension filing is
tedious for lawyers and paying more
will not make the United States more
competitive.

Response: DHS understands that this
rule will affect certain employers in
certain situations. Specifically, this rule
will require covered employers to
submit the 9—11 Biometric Fee for all
extension of status petitions, regardless
of whether the related Fraud Fee
applies, which includes extension of
status petitions that do not involve a
change of employer. However, as
discussed in section III.A. of the NPRM
and section L.B. of this rule, Congress
established the 9-11 Biometric Fee to
fund the biometrics entry and exit
programs Congress mandated in the
IRTPA. Sec. 402(g), Public Law 114—
113. The interpretation of Public Law
114-113 established in this rulemaking
aligns the regulations with the statutory
text, legislative intent, and enables DHS
to meet its congressional mandate for a
biometrics entry and exit program.

Comments: One commenter stated
that the broadened scope of the fee
application adds layers of complexity
and uncertainty for employers as well as
additional compliance costs due to
administrative and legal costs to ensure
proper submission for all fees.

Response: DHS understands that
employers may need to reconfirm
whether payment of the 9-11 Biometric
Fee is necessary for their petition.
However, DHS believes this will take a
negligible amount of time as fee
requirements are readily available on
the USCIS website at https://
www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-I-
filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-
nonimmigrant-worker or https://
www.uscis.gov/g-1055. Furthermore,
DHS notes that this rule is necessary in
order for DHS to comply with its
congressionally mandated biometric
entry and exit program.

Comment: One commenter stated that
the rule is self-defeating and
burdensome for American
entrepreneurs. The fee increase would

require an additional average of $20,000
per employee for an applicant who is
already a beneficiary of an immigrant
petition due to the 5—-15 years priority
date wait. The commenter stated that a
business cannot easily replace that
employee even if a more talented
candidate is found: the employee has
many years of experience and works
efficiently in a team that a new
candidate will not have. According to
the commenter, the increase would
deter many billion/trillion-dollar
corporations from hiring H-1B
employees which will then decrease the
revenue generated by USCIS and CBP.
Consequently, H-1B and L—1 programs
would slowly shrink, as would the
agencies processing the petitions,
resulting in a reduction in workforce in
CBP, DHS, and USCIS.

Response: DHS disagrees with the
commenter’s assertion that the rule will
deter many billion/trillion-dollar
corporations from hiring H-1B
employees. The 9—11 Biometric Fee is
only charged to covered employers,
which by statute are those employers
that employ 50 or more total employees
in the United States with more than 50
percent of the employees in the United
States in H-1B or L-1 nonimmigrant
status. A petitioner is not required to
pay the 9-11 Biometric Fee if they are
not a covered employer. Those
companies that are covered employers,
as the petitioners, will determine for
whom they will file a petition for
nonimmigrant classification based on
internal company policies and
priorities. DHS does not agree that this
rule will deter companies from hiring
H-1B employees as the demand for H-
1B visas has exceeded the annual
availability of such visas for more than
a decade.2” H-1B is a nonimmigrant
classification that applies to aliens who
seek to perform services in a specialty
occupation and is subject to an annual
numerical limit (cap). See INA
101(a)(H)(i)(b) (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(H)(i)(b))
and 214(g)(1)(A) (8 U.S.C.
1184(g)(1)(A)). Information regarding
the H-1B petition process and cap is
available https://www.uscis.gov/
working-in-the-united-states/h-1b-
specialty-occupations. DHS also does
not agree that this rule will have reduce
revenues generated by USCIS and CBP,
nor create a reduction in the workforce
within DHS.

The 9-11 Biometric Fee provides
funding for the biometric entry-exit

27 See Table 1, Fiscal Year 2025: H-1B Petitions,
Annual Report to Congress, https://www.uscis.gov/
sites/default/files/document/legal-docs/fy25_h1b_
petitions_021126 _v1.0.pdf, showing that on average
USCIS receives approximately 400,000 H-1B
petitions annually.


https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/document/legal-docs/fy25_h1b_petitions_021126_v1.0.pdf
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https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/document/legal-docs/fy25_h1b_petitions_021126_v1.0.pdf
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https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/h-1b-specialty-occupations
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https://www.uscis.gov/g-1055
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program. The 9-11 Biometric Fee was
instituted by Congress to financially
support and improve the biometric
entry-exit data systems to increase and
enhance national security. Enhanced
national security is a vital part of
promoting legal immigration. The
biometric entry-exit program verifies the
identity of individuals applying for
admission to the United States.

Priority dates for immigrant petitions
are outside the scope of this rulemaking.
CBP notes that this rule does not change
either the number of people waiting or
the time they would wait for an
immigrant visa, including extension
requests for nonimmigrant visas, are
expected to remain the same. The costs
for extension of status requests are
discussed fully in section IV of this
rulemaking.28 For reference, priority
dates are updated by USCIS on its
public facing website https://
www.uscis.gov/green-card/green-card-
processes-and-procedures/visa-
availability-priority-dates/adjustment-
of-status-filing-charts-from-the-visa-
bulletin.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that an increased filing fee is not good
for H-1B workers and will hurt
businesses (especially small and
medium sized) and jobs in the United
States. One commenter stated that the
rule will have an adverse effect on the
beneficiary because small businesses
would not be financially strong enough
to sponsor high fees; employers might
look for alternate employees who are
citizens or Green Card holders. One
commenter stated this rule is targeting
immigrants who are just as skilled as
any American, and said jobs should go
to the most talented qualified people.

Some commenters stated that the
increase is burdensome, the fee is
disproportionately applied on
employers and beneficiaries already
contributing substantially to the U.S.
economy, will negatively affect how
immigrants stay in the country and get
jobs and will further harm many
students that are supported. The
commenters stated that companies will
have no other option than to outsource
to other countries. One commenter
stated the fee adversely affects small
and midsize companies seeking to hire
skilled H-1B holders and recommended
amending the rule to encompass large
cap companies and exclude start up and
midsize companies.

Response: DHS understands the
concern for businesses and
nonimmigrant workers. As noted in
section V.B. of the NPRM and section

28 For additional information, please see tables 2
and 3 below.

V.B of this final rule, this rule may
affect only a maximum of 16 percent of
small entities in the United States that
file H-1B or L—1 petitions will be
affected by this rule. DHS also disagrees
with the commenters’ assertions that the
final rule will have broadly applicable
adverse effects on U.S. employers or
their employees. The 9—11 Biometric
Fee is only charged to covered
employers, which by statute are those
employers that employ 50 or more total
employees in the United States with
more than 50 percent of the employees
in the United States in H-1B or L-1
nonimmigrant status. A petitioner is not
required to pay the 9—11 Biometric Fee
if they are not a covered employer.
Therefore, DHS believes the effects on
nonimmigrants who work for or wish to
work for small businesses are minimal.
While DHS recognizes that covered
employers will be affected by the final
rule because they might be required to
pay the 9-11 Biometric Fee more often
than under the prior rules, such impacts
are consistent with the best
interpretation of the statute and
congressional intent. Further, DHS does
not believe U.S. companies will
outsource their business based on this
rule.

Further, regarding some comments
suggesting that jobs should go to the
most qualified applicant regardless of
citizenship, as noted above, H-1B
dependent employers have certain
obligations to recruit U.S. workers, to
offer the job to U.S. applicants who are
equally or better qualified than the H-
1B nonimmigrant(s) sought for the job,
and to avoid the displacement of U.S.
workers (either in the employer’s
workforce, or in the workforce of a
second employer with whom the H-1B
nonimmigrant(s) is placed, where there
are indicia of employment with a
second employer).

The L—-1 nonimmigrant classification
enables a U.S. employer to transfer a
professional employee from one of its
affiliated foreign offices to one of its
offices in the United States for a
maximum initial stay of three years. The
L-1 classification also enables a foreign
company that does not yet have an
affiliated U.S. office to send a
specialized knowledge employee or
executive/manager to the United States
to help establish a U.S. office. Qualified
employees entering the United States to
establish a new office will be allowed a
maximum initial stay of one year.

b. Comments Expressing Opposition
Due to Effect on Visa Holders

Comments: One commenter stated
that this proposal exacerbates financial
strain on employees through employee

displacement when employers opt not
to bear the additional cost to hire them.
Some commenters stated that this fee
increase is unfair to H-1B visa holders,
and the fee is too high. One commenter
stated that the fee is too high which may
compel employers to lay off or hesitate
hiring visa-holding employees and if
USCIS is going to increase this fee then
longer visa terms and significant
improvements to streamline the process
must be considered. One commenter
stated that if USCIS is charging these
fees then, they may have to approve the
visa for a long term such as three years
or more and approval timelines will
have to drastically improve.

Response: DHS does not agree with
these comments. This rule does include
an additional category of petitions
subject to the 9-11 Biometric Fee
(namely, extensions filed by the H-1B
worker’s current employer), however,
DHS does not agree that the overall fee
is too high as it is the fee amount
mandated by statute. (See Pub. L. 114—
113.) Additionally, while some
employers will have to pay additional
fees, DHS does not agree that the
additional cost to certain employers can
outweigh the congressional mandate to
fund a biometric entry and exit program.
Regarding the suggestion that USCIS
should approve visa petitions for a long
term such as three years or more, DHS
notes that creating longer petition
validity periods or otherwise
streamlining the visa petition process is
outside the scope of this rulemaking.

Comments: Some commenters stated
the fee is to fund the biometric entry-
exit program until 2027 and questioned
why this visa category must pay for the
biometrics program.

Response: Congress determined the
nonimmigrant visa classifications that
are mandated to pay the 9—11 Biometric
Fee, therefore DHS does not have
authority to alter the nonimmigrant
classifications subject to the fees. The 9—
11 Biometric Fee was instituted by
Congress to financially support and
improve the biometric entry-exit data
systems to increase and enhance
national security.29 Enhanced national
security is a vital part of promoting legal
immigration. Biometrically verifying
that a person who presents a travel
document is the true bearer of that
document helps prevent visa and
immigration fraud and the fraudulent
use of legitimate travel documentation.

29 There are other sources of funding for
biometrics programs. The 9-11 Biometric Fee at
issue here is only one source of such funding. Any
other sources of funding for biometrics programs
are outside the scope of this rulemaking, which
concerns only the 9-11 Biometric Fee.


https://www.uscis.gov/green-card/green-card-processes-and-procedures/visa-availability-priority-dates/adjustment-of-status-filing-charts-from-the-visa-bulletin
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Comments: Some commenters stated
that companies are already laying off
workers and not hiring H-1B visa
holders, and this rule will add more
burden to companies making companies
even more likely to lay off visa holders
and less likely to hire H-1B visa
holders. Some commenters stated that
this would force people on visas to
move out of the United States and cause
fewer people to apply for visas. Some
commenters suggested DHS fix other
immigration processes and then try to
increase fees. Some commenters stated
this law gives employers more power
and freedom to discriminate against
immigrants. Some commenters stated
that H-1B work visa holders are the
lifeline to the U.S. economy and
increasing the fee is unnecessary and
does not help to solve America’s
pressing issues.

Response: DHS disagrees with the
commenters’ assertions that companies
will be less likely to hire H-1B
nonimmigrants or to lay off H-1B
nonimmigrants as a result of this final
rule. The 9—11 Biometric Fee is only
charged to covered employers, which by
statute are those employers that employ
50 or more total employees in the
United States with more than 50 percent
of the employees in the United States in
H-1B or L-1 nonimmigrant status. A
petitioner is not required to pay the 9—
11 Biometric Fee if they are not a
covered employer. While DHS
recognizes that covered employers will
be affected by the final rule because
they might be required to pay the 9-11
Biometric Fee more often than under the
prior rules, such impacts are consistent
with the best interpretation of the
statute and congressional intent.

Additionally, the cost added to the H-
1B petition is small in comparison to
the wages, relocation costs, and other
required fees associated with H-1B
petitions. The demand for new H-1B
visas exceeds the number available each
year. This indicates that there remains
a shortage of H-1B workers, so the total
number of aliens hired with H-1B status
annually is likely to remain unchanged
by this rule due to the excess demand.

DHS also does not agree that this rule
will give employers freedom to
discriminate against immigrants since
H-1B dependent employers must look
for a U.S. worker before hiring an H-1B
visa holder anyway. The H-1B visa is a
nonimmigrant classification and applies
to people who wish to perform services
in a specialty occupation. It has an
annual numerical limit (cap) and
generally cannot go beyond six (6) years.
USCIS reviews, evaluates, and
determines eligibility under the H-1B
nonimmigrant classification based on

petitions and supporting documents
received. One of the requirements for
the employer petitioning for a foreign
worker is a certified Labor Condition
Application (LCA) that has to be
approved by the Department of Labor
(DOL). More information can be found
under https://flag.dol.gov/programs/
LCA.

Comment: One commenter stated that
this law is hurting taxpayers who have
lived in the states for over a decade. One
commenter stated this rule is against the
free spirit of America, and “corner|s]
immigrants and limit[s] their rights.”

Response: DHS is not sure which
taxpayers the commenter was
referencing that would be hurt by this
rule, though DHS assumes the
commenter meant H-1B and L—-1
taxpaying individuals. DHS does not
believe this rule hurts any taxpaying
individuals. Some taxpaying companies
will be affected by the fees pursuant to
this rule, but these fees were
implemented by Congress to fund the
biometric entry-exit program and
therefore DHS believes the benefits of
the rule far outweigh the costs. DHS is
also unsure what the commenter meant
in stating that the rule is “against the
free spirit of America” or that the rule
‘“‘corners immigrants and limits their
rights.”” This rule, as noted throughout
this document, addresses fees paid by
certain companies that hire H-1B and
L—-1 nonimmigrants. This rule does not
limit the rights of those nonimmigrants.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that these fees could be forced onto the
employees themselves instead of
employers paying these fees because
employers may offset the increased cost
by reducing compensation packages.

Response: Regarding commenters’
claims that employers may offset the
costs of this rulemaking by reducing
compensation packages, individual
compensation packages are outside the
scope of this rulemaking. However, H-
1B employers are required to pay each
H-1B worker the greater of the
prevailing wage for the occupational
classification in the area of intended
employment or the actual wage paid by
the employer to other employees with
similar experience and qualifications for
the specific position. In addition, H-1B
employers are generally prohibited from
reducing an H-1B worker’s wages or
compensation package to recoup
business expenses, such as any required
petition-related filing fees.

Comment: One commenter stated that
this is a great way to “kill legal
immigration” and run out of social
security benefits faster.

Response: DHS disagrees that this rule
will have a negative effect on legal

immigration and social security
benefits. The biometric fees for H-1B
and L—1 nonimmigrant classifications
are part of the 9—11 Response and
Biometric Entry-Exit Fee which was
established by Public Law 114-113 after
the 2010 Supplemental Fee expired.
This fee allows the continued success of
the congressionally mandated biometric
program and ensures national security.
Enhanced national security is a vital
part of promoting legal immigration.
These biometric fees are paid when
filing certain H-1B and L—1 petitions
and do not impact any social security
payroll taxes employers are required to
withhold.

Comments comparing presidential
administrations are outside the scope of
this rulemaking.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that it is unfair to students who get
better job opportunities in the United
States compared to other countries;
companies will be biased against F—1
students and may refuse to hire them
which will create a hostile environment
in a strained economy. Some
commenters noted it would restrict
movement of H-1B holders and keep
them from moving to a better job.

Response: As discussed in other
comment responses, DHS disagrees with
the commenters’ assertions that the final
rule will have broadly applicable
adverse effects on U.S. employers, H-1B
nonimmigrants, or F—1 nonimmigrants.
Compensation packages are outside the
scope of this rulemaking. However, DHS
notes again that H-1B employers are
required to pay each H-1B worker the
greater of the prevailing wage for the
occupational classification in the area of
intended employment or the actual
wage paid by the employer to other
employees with similar experience and
qualifications for the specific position.
The H-1B nonimmigrant classification
applies to people who wish to perform
services in a specialty occupation and
has an annual numerical limit (cap).
USCIS reviews, evaluates, and
determines eligibility under the H-1B
nonimmigrant classification based on
petitions and supporting documents
received. The F—1 nonimmigrant visa
classification applies to foreign citizens
wanting to study full-time in the United
States; the F—1 visa category requires
certain criteria to be met in order to be
eligible. Further information of the F—1
nonimmigrant classification can be
found at https://www.uscis.gov/working-
in-the-united-states/students-and-
exchange-visitors/students-and-
employment. DHS does not think that
this rule will affect F—1 status and the
employability of persons with F—1
status.


https://flag.dol.gov/programs/LCA
https://flag.dol.gov/programs/LCA
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/students-and-exchange-visitors/students-and-employment
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/students-and-exchange-visitors/students-and-employment
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Comment: One commenter said that
the “extension fees” already “‘exceed
$10,000” and that adding another
$4,000 exacerbates the financial strain
on legal immigrants, many of whom
have been waiting for decades in the
Green Card queue. This hinders
immigrants’ ability to contribute to
society. The commenter added that [the
U.S. government] should address
broader issues within the immigration
system and that comprehensive reform
is needed to streamline processes,
reduce wait times, and create a fairer
system.

Response: DHS does not agree with
the mentioned extension fees exceeding
$10,000 per petitioner. An updated fee
schedule can be found under the USCIS
public-facing website at https://
www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-I-
filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-
nonimmigrant-worker. Other issues with
the immigration system, including wait
times and streamlining the visa process,
are outside the scope of this rulemaking.

Comments: One commenter stated
that the U.S. government should not
“loot” the hardworking people of third
world countries, who “have big dreams
and less income [and] look for
opportunities in the United States.”
Another stated that a fee increase will
make life harder for H visa workers to
find new opportunities with H visas.
Another commenter stated that there are
already other avenues where everyone is
already paying the 9/11 security fee.

Response: DHS does not agree that a
fee increase would make life harder for
H-1B nonimmigrants or cause those
nonimmigrants to be unable to find new
opportunities. The H-1B program
allows employers in the United States to
temporarily employ foreign workers in
occupations that require the theoretical
and practical application of a body of
highly specialized knowledge and a
bachelor’s degree or higher in the
specific specialty or its equivalent.
Additionally, certain prospective H-1B-
dependent petitioners must first attempt
to recruit a U.S. worker for a position
before seeking to hire an H-1B worker
for that role. The H-1B classification is
a nonimmigrant classification and a
backlog for Green Cards is out of scope
for this rule.

Regarding commenter’s claim that
“there are already other avenues where
everyone is already paying the 9-11
security fee,” DHS does not know what
other avenues commenter may be
referring to. The 9—11 Biometric Fee is
paid by covered employers for extension
of status petitions, as required by statute
and discussed throughout this final rule.

Further, H-1B employers are required
to pay each H-1B worker the greater of

the prevailing wage for the occupational
classification in the area of intended
employment or the actual wage paid by
the employer to other employees with
similar experience and qualifications for
the specific position. In addition, H-1B
employers are generally prohibited from
reducing an H-1B worker’s wages or
compensation package to recoup
business expenses, such as any required
petition-related filing fees.

Comment: Some commenters stated
that the fee should only be charged for
the initial petition and not for an
extension as the applicant is the same
person. A fee increase should not be
charged until the Green Card backlog
relief is provided to H-1B workers.

Response: The 9—11 Biometric Fee
was established by Public Law 114—-113
after the 2010 Supplemental Fee expired
and charging the fee for extensions is
provided for in that statute. The 9-11
Biometric Fee was already being
charged for extension of status petitions
with a new employer. This rule
interprets the statute to include
extensions without change of employer.
This fee allows the continued success of
the congressionally mandated biometric
program and ensures national security.
Enhanced national security is a vital
part of promoting legal immigration.

The fee is unrelated to green cards
and the back log is outside the scope of
this rulemaking.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the fees in this rule would be unfair
to the H-1B visa holders. Some
commenters stated simply that this rule
is “not good”, is unfair and also a bit
inaccurate. One commenter questioned
why only H-1B and L—-1 employers pay
the fees to maintain the biometric
system, stated fees have steadily
increased over the years which
increases the cost to do business and
recommended this fee be applied to
employers hiring permanent residents.

Response: The biometric fees for H—
1B and L-1 nonimmigrant
classifications are part of the 9-11
Response and Biometric Entry-Exit Fee
which was established by Public Law
114-113 after the 2010 Supplemental
Fee expired. This fee allows the
continued success of the
congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
Congress determined which petitioners
are mandated to pay the 9—11 Biometric
Fee. DHS does not have authority to
alter the nonimmigrant classifications
subject to the fees.

Comment: One commenter stated that
a fee increase for all H-1 and L-1
petitions discriminates against certain
H-1B applicants with long pending
Green Card applications due to the

country cap and that the 9-11 Biometric
Fee is a way to extract money from a
disadvantaged group of people.
Response: The biometric fees for H—
1B and L—1 nonimmigrant
classifications are part of the 9-11
Response and Biometric Entry-Exit Fee
which was established by Public Law
114-113 after the 2010 Supplemental
Fee expired. This fee allows the
continued success of the
congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
Congress determined which petitioners
are mandated to pay the 9-11 Biometric
Fee, therefore DHS does not have
authority to alter the nonimmigrant
classifications subject to the fees.
Pending Green Card applications are
outside the scope of this rulemaking.

c. Comments Expressing Opposition
Due to Effect on Specific Communities
of Nonimmigrants

Comments: Several commenters
stated that although they understand the
need to fund the biometric program,
targeting H-1B and L—1 visa categories
for the fee requires reconsideration.
Some commenters stated that this rule
disproportionately affects people from
India, with one stating they form “‘the
majority of H-1B and L—1 visa holders
due to the protracted green card
backlog.” This commenter continued
that the rule “places an undue financial
burden on a specific demographic,
which is unfair and counterproductive.”
Some commenters noted that the Green
Card backlog for Indians will require
renewal [of the H-1B visas] at least
every three years. The commenters said
the fee increase can be a reason that H-
1B/L—-1 status employees lose their jobs
and end up with a narrow opportunity
of finding another job with a 60-day
grace period and it will make it difficult
for them to focus on work. The backlog
on employment-based Green Cards for
Indians and Chinese will force them to
relocate back to their home countries
while waiting as employers will not
choose to extend their status. One
commenter stated it is becoming
mathematically impossible for Indians
to immigrate to the United States.

One commenter recommended going
to Congress for fee increases to fund
CBP and stated that the rule is unfair
and discriminatory against Indian-born
applicants. One commenter suggested
collecting additional fees from people
after ten or more years in the Green
Card/Employment Authorization
Document backlog. Another commenter
also stated that many H-1B visa holders,
especially from China and India, face
prolonged waiting periods for I-485
(Green Card) filing and, therefore, have


https://www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-l-filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-worker
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to renew their H-1B status numerous
times. H-1B applicants from other
countries only have to renew two or
three times. The commenter suggested
that the fee be avoided or lowered if an
applicant has been on H-1B visa for
more than six years after I-140 approval
in order to avoid disproportionate
burden on H-1B applicants. Allocating
a portion of the funds to address the
entry-exit system is commendable but
ensuring relief for deserving candidates
should also be a priority.

Response: The H-1B and L—1
classifications are nonimmigrant
classifications and have a maximum
period of admission per visa category.
Congress determined which petitioners
are mandated to pay the biometric fees.

The H-1B classification allows an
employer in the United States to
temporarily employ foreign workers in
occupations that require the theoretical
and practical application of a body of
highly specialized knowledge. The L-1
nonimmigrant classification enables a
U.S. employer to either transfer a
professional employee from one of its
affiliated foreign offices to one of its
offices in the United States, or enables
a foreign company that does not yet
have an affiliated U.S. office to send a
specialized knowledge employee or
executive/manager to the United States
to help establish one.

Some commenters stated that this
especially affects “Indian and Chinese”
visa holders. The Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA) limits the number
of visas for quota-restricted immigrants.
The limit is divided among three
preference categories: family-sponsored,
employment-based, and diversity
immigrants. These limits have caused
backlogs, especially for countries with a
large number of people wishing to
immigrate to the United States. While
this limitation may more directly impact
citizens from certain countries, this rule
does not target any specific citizens.
Furthermore, Green Card (including I-
140) applications and any associated
backlogs are outside the scope of this
rulemaking.

Comments: One commenter stated
that increasing the H-1B renewal fee
can have wide-ranging economic, social,
and political implications, affecting
employers, visa holders, qualified talent
pool of individuals, and broader
industry sectors. Another commenter
stated that it will affect hundreds of
skilled engineers and doctors that
would add billions of dollars in revenue
in the United States and that they are
the ones paying higher taxes.

Response: DHS does not agree with
these comments. The H-1B visa is a
nonimmigrant classification and allows

employers in the United States to
temporarily employ foreign workers in
occupations that require the theoretical
and practical application of a body of
highly specialized knowledge and a
bachelor’s degree or higher in the
specific specialty or its equivalent. DHS
does not foresee a decrease in petitions
in the H-1B and L—1 nonimmigrant
classifications due to this rule.

The federal government may penalize
employers who discriminate against
employees. USCIS makes clear on its
website: “federal law prohibits
employers from discriminating against
people based on several factors,
including their citizenship or
immigration status, or their national
origin. . . Employers with 15 or more
workers also are prohibited from
discriminating against applicants or
employees in any term, condition, or
privilege of employment on the bases of
race, color, national origin, religion, sex
(including pregnancy), age, disability, or
genetic information.” (https://
www.uscis.gov/i-9-central/employee-
rights-and-resources/preventing-
discrimination). Federal policy requires
all individuals to be treated in a non-
discriminatory manner.

d. Comments Expressing Opposition
Due to the Effect on Attraction of
Skilled Labor to the United States

Comments: Several commenters
stated that the additional fees in this
rule will deter the highly skilled visa
holders, which will negatively affect the
economy by reducing availability of
skilled labor. One commenter stated that
the increased cost of transitioning from
F-1 to H-1B status may discourage
international students from studying in
the United States, affecting university
revenues and diversity, and especially
affecting graduate programs in STEM
fields. The commenters claim that
increased costs for employers will result
in costs being shifted to consumers
which leads to visa holders not
investing in housing markets and
international students going to other
countries instead of the United States.
Some commenters stated the fees would
deter skilled immigrants from seeking
employment in the United States and
adversely affect industries that rely
heavily on skilled workers, such as
technology and engineering. Some
commenters raised concerns that this
fee increase could disrupt the F—1 to H-
1B visa transition involving
international students at U.S.
institutions who aspire to join the U.S.
workforce post-graduation. One
commenter said the fee increase could
deter employers from sponsoring H-1B
visas leading to a decline in

international student enrollment and
reduction in the available skilled
workforce needed to maintain U.S.
competitiveness in the global market.
Some commenters said that this policy
appears to be at odds with the broader
goals of attracting and retaining top
talent from around the world to the
United States. The commenters noted
that H-1B visa holders contribute as
active consumers, taxpayers and
community members in the U.S.
economy. The additional fee could
create a disparity when compared to
other immigration pathways that do not
face similar financial barriers.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will deter skilled employees
from seeking employment in the United
States and disrupt the F-1 to H-1B visa
transition involving international
students. DHS also does not agree that
this rule will negatively affect the
economy. The visa classifications of F—
1, H-1B and L1 are all nonimmigrant
classifications. The H-1B and L-1
classifications require an employer
petition whereas the F—1 category is for
foreign students pursuing academic
studies and/or language training
programs. U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE) released its
Student and Exchange Visitor Program
(SEVP) annual report for calendar year
2024: over 1.5 million international
students attended schools in the United
States, a 5.3% increase from the year
prior.30 F—1 visas are outside the scope
of this rulemaking. For more
information on immigrant categories
and eligibility, please see https://
www.uscis.gov/green-card/green-card-
eligibility-categories. Additionally,
regarding commenters’ concerns that the
9-11 Biometric Fee may create disparity
compared to other immigration
pathways, as noted throughout this final
rule, the 9—11 Biometric Fee and the
covered employers subject to the fee are
set by statute.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that this group [of visa classifications]
already faced increased fees earlier in
2024 and additional costs discourage
talented people from choosing the
United States for their careers,
undermining innovation and economic
growth.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will discourage talented people
from choosing the United States for
their careers, and undermine innovation
and economic growth due to additional
costs as the number of petitions for H-

30 See, 2024 SEVIS by the Numbers Report,
available at https://www.ice.gov/doclib/sevis/btn/
25_0605_2024-sevis-btn.pdf. (Last visited October 8,
2025.)
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1B visas has exceeded the cap for many
years. The H-1B visa is a nonimmigrant
classification and includes aliens who
will perform services in a specialty
occupation. An updated fee schedule
can be found under the USCIS public-
facing website at https://www.uscis.gov/
forms/all-forms/h-and-I-filing-fees-for-
form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-
worker.

The fee increase mentioned is a
USCIS fee increase that is not part of
this rule. On January 31, 2024, USCIS
published a final rule that, for the first
time since 2016, adjusted certain
immigration and naturalization benefit
request fees. With the final rule, USCIS
can recover its operating costs more
fully and support timely processing of
new applications. Unlike many other
federal agencies, USCIS is almost
entirely fee funded. About 96% of
USCIS funding is from filing fees, and
only about 4% is from congressional
appropriations. This final rule went into
effect on April 1, 2024.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the fee is too high, and employers
will be reluctant to hire people on visas,
people on visas will be forced to move
out of the United States and the U.S. job
market will open up but there will not
be any candidates to fill the positions.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will cause the U.S. job market
to not have any candidates to fill
positions. As noted elsewhere in this
document, the number of H-1B
applications each year exceeds the cap
on the number of H-1B visas available.
Therefore, DHS does not anticipate the
demand for H-1B visas to be reduced to
the point where it would adversely
impact the labor pool.

The comment that people on visas
will be forced to move out of the United
States will not apply to the L-1
nonimmigrant classification as it
enables a U.S. employer to either
transfer a professional employee from
one of its affiliated foreign offices to one
of its offices in the United States, or
enables a foreign company that does not
yet have an affiliated U.S. office to send
a specialized knowledge employee or
executive/manager to the United States
to help establish one. Qualified
employees entering the United States to
establish a new office will be allowed a
maximum initial stay of one year. All
other qualified employees will be
allowed a maximum initial stay of three
years.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the fee increase will affect the legal
immigration in the country and
discourage retaining talent. Some
commenters stated that this would
disproportionately affect smaller

employers who are drivers of innovation
and economic growth. Additional costs
could force them to reduce hiring or
even lay off valuable employees. One
commenter stated that the United States
has been “unfriendly with legal
immigration” and that this rule “fuels”
the unfriendly position. The commenter
noted problems with a site “for visa
booking” as well.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will negatively affect legal
immigration to the United States.
Regarding the claim that the United
States has been unfriendly with legal
immigration, it is unclear to which
policies the commenter may be
referring. However, this rulemaking
concerns nonimmigrant visa
classifications. Both H-1B and L—1 visas
are nonimmigrant visa classifications
and allow U.S. employers to temporarily
employ foreign workers in highly
specialized occupations. These
occupations have very strict eligibility
guidelines and the term of employment
under these classifications is limited.
Regarding the effect on small
businesses, this rule is expected to
affect, at a maximum, only
approximately 16 percent of small
entities in the United States that file H-
1B or L-1 petitions. Therefore, the effect
on nonimmigrants who work for or wish
to work for small businesses is minimal.
DHS does not know if companies would
choose to outsource some work in
response to this rulemaking.

With respect to potential problems
with DHS websites, DHS notes it is
outside the scope of this rule. Moreover,
DHS is unable to address these alleged
problems because the commenter did
not specify the problems or sites.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the regulation can especially affect
areas reliant on specialized knowledge
and talent from abroad, making the
United States less attractive to global
talent and driving skilled professionals
to other countries. One commenter
stated that the regulation would
particularly affect artificial intelligence
(AI), robotics, machine learning, and
related employment opportunities,
which could erode America’s
competitive edge; other countries have
implemented more lenient immigration
policies designed to attract skilled
professionals; consequently, the United
States could lag behind in future
technological advancements.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will make the United States
less attractive to skilled professionals
nor that the United States will lag
behind in future technological
advancements. As stated throughout
this rule, the 9—11 Biometric Fee only

applies to covered employers, which by
statute are those employers that employ
50 or more total employees in the
United States with more than 50 percent
of the employees in the United States in
H-1B or L—1 nonimmigrant status.
Furthermore, Congress has mandated a
cap of 65,000 H-1B visas per year
maximum.3! Typically, the United
States has more applicants than
available visas. Even if this rule caused
a slight reduction in visa applications,
DHS does not agree that the number of
applicants for visas would fall below the
cap. The L-1 nonimmigrant
classification enables a U.S. employer to
transfer an employee from one of its
affiliated foreign offices to one of its
offices in the United States for a limited
time frame. L—1 visa applications have
specific eligibility requirements. The L—
1 category does not have a cap on how
many visas can be issued each year,
however, DHS does not believe the 9—
11 Biometric Fee will have a substantial
impact on the number of applicants for
L1 visas as this fee is minimal
compared to other costs associated with
the hiring of an L—1 employee
(relocation, wages, other existing fees).
Further details can be found under the
following USCIS sites: L-1A
information under https://
www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-
states/temporary-workers/I-1a-
intracompany-transferee-executive-or-
manager. L—1B information under
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-
united-states/temporary-workers/I-1b-
intracompany-transferee-specialized-
knowledge/.

Comments: Some commenters stated
this should not be applied retroactively
for previous or current H-1B visa
holders and recommended that the rule
should only be applied to new H-1B
petitioners.

Response: DHS understands the
commenters’ concerns about retroactive
application of these fees. This rule will
only be applied to the relevant petitions
as of the implementation date of the
rule. These fees will not retroactively
apply to past or to pending petitions.

Comments: One commenter said that
DHS notes the collections of these fees
have been lower than expected and the
increased fees aim to rectify the
shortfall, but this approach places
burden on employers and employees
instead of finding more balanced
solutions.

Response: This rulemaking concerns
the 9—11 Response and Biometric Entry-

31 An additional 20,000 nonimmigrants who have
earned a master’s or higher degree from a U.S.
institution of higher education are exempt from the
65,000 cap. See INA 214(g)(5)(C) (8 U.S.C.
1184(g)(5)(C)).


https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/temporary-workers/l-1a-intracompany-transferee-executive-or-manager
https://www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-l-filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-worker
https://www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-l-filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-worker
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/temporary-workers/l-1a-intracompany-transferee-executive-or-manager
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/temporary-workers/l-1a-intracompany-transferee-executive-or-manager
https://www.uscis.gov/working-in-the-united-states/temporary-workers/l-1b-intracompany-transferee-specialized-knowledge/
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Exit Fee which was established by
Congress through Public Law 114-113
after the 2010 Supplemental Fee
expired. This fee allows the continued
success of the congressionally mandated
biometric program which enhances
national security. This rule interprets
Public Law 114-113 to include all
extension of status requests as subject to
the 9—11 Biometric Fee. As noted
elsewhere, only 16 percent, at
maximum, of small businesses that file
H-1B or L1 petitions are expected to be
affected by this rulemaking.

Comments: Some commenters stated
the rule may deter skilled professionals
from seeking H-1B extensions, leading
to talent drain. One commenter stated
that this fee hike could exacerbate
existing skills gap in industries like
technology, engineering, and healthcare,
where there is already a shortage. This
could also slow down innovation and
productivity, affecting the U.S.
economy.

Response: DHS does not agree that
this rule will deter skilled professionals
from seeking H-1B nonimmigrant
classification extensions as extensions
have to be petitioned for by the U.S.
employer. The H-1B program allows
U.S. employers to temporarily employ
foreign workers in occupations that
require the theoretical and practical
application of a body of highly
specialized knowledge and a bachelor’s
degree or higher in the specific
specialty, or its equivalent. DHS
disagrees with the commenters’
assertion that this rule will have broad
adverse effects, such as a talent drain or
decrease in innovation or productivity.
As stated throughout this rule, the 9-11
Biometric Fee only applies to covered
employers, which by statute are those
employers that employ 50 or more total
employees in the United States with
more than 50 percent of the employees
in the United States in H-1B or L—1
nonimmigrant status. As such, H-1B
nonimmigrants who work for employers
that are not covered employer for
purpose of the 9—11 Biometric Fee
would be unaffected by this rulemaking.

e. Comments Expressing Opposition
Due to Fee Being too High Generally

Comments: Some commenters stated
that CBP will see less petitions which
will further cause a shortage of funds.

Response: As stated elsewhere, this
rulemaking pertains to the 9-11
Response and Biometric Entry-Exit Fee
which was established by Public Law
114—113, after the 2010 Supplemental
Fee expired, and must be submitted by
covered employers filing certain H-1B
or L1 petitions. This fee allows the
continued success of the

congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.

Comments: One commenter stated
this rule goes against the plain intent of
the American Competitiveness in the
Twenty-First Century Act of 2000
(commonly referred to as “AC21”)
which, in part, added INA 204(j). Public
Law 106-313, 114 Stat. 1251, 1254 (8
U.S.C. 1153 note). If employers are
hampered with additional fees, they
may not retain the employees.

Response: DHS does not have any
insight regarding whether this rule has
an effect on employee retention.
Company policies and employee
performance play a vital role in
employee retention. Application of
AC21 is outside the scope of this rule.

Comments: One commenter stated
that they strongly disagree and would
not recommend any increase. Another
commenter suggested reducing all fees
instead of increasing fees to increase
economic growth in the United States of
America.

Response: The 9—11 Response and
Biometric Entry-Exit Fee was
established by Congress through Public
Law 114-113 after the 2010
Supplemental Fee expired. This fee
allows the continued success of the
congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
The fee amounts are set by the statute.

f. Comments Expressing Opposition Due
to Rule Being Unlawful or Outside
CBP’s Authority

Comments: Some commenters stated
the proposal is unlawful, not in line
with CBP’s authority, immoral,
counterproductive to high-skilled
immigrants, and the fee is too high. One
commenter urged DHS to withdraw its
proposed change to the scope of
applications subject to the 9-11
Biometric Fee. The commenter stated
that this is more than just a
“clarification” of existing statutory
language, and the rule is contrary to the
law, the governing statute, as well as the
agency’s long-standing interpretation of
that statute and is not justifiable based
on the unpersuasive policy
considerations proffered by DHS.

Response: DHS notes that H-1B and
L—-1 visas are nonimmigrant visa
classifications. DHS does not know
which law the commenter believes this
rulemaking runs contrary to, however,
the 9-11 Biometric Entry-Exit Fee was
established by Congress through Public
Law 114-113 after the 2010
Supplemental Fee expired. This fee
allows the continued success of the
congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
DHS has the statutory authority to

collect fees related to immigration
benefits. INA 281 (8 U.S.C. 1351). The
fee amounts and company size are
clearly stated in the statute. The
interpretation of the statute in this final
rule aligns the regulations with the
statutory text and congressional intent.

g. Comments Expressing Opposition
With Specific Recommendations

Comments: One commenter suggested
that DHS increase the renewal fee only
for the first renewal, not for subsequent
renewals. Once individuals can file for
Adjustment of Status, the need for
nonimmigrant visa renewals
diminishes.

Response: DHS appreciates the
feedback; however, the 9-11 Response
and Biometric Entry-Exit Fee was
established by Congress through Public
Law 114-113 after the 2010
Supplemental Fee expired. The statute
states that the fee is for “extension of
status” requests, not just the first
extension of status request. The H-1B
and L—1 classifications are
nonimmigrant classifications and,
therefore, fees for Adjustment of Status
are outside the scope of this rule.

Comments: Some commenters
recommended allowing employees to
pay the fee if employers are unwilling
to do so. According to commenters, this
provides a critical option for visa
holders to maintain their status and
continue contributing to their employers
and the economy.

Response: The statutes and existing
regulations specify that the fee is
required to be paid by the employer.
Sec. 402(g), Public Law 114-113; 8 CFR
106.2(c)(8) and (9). DHS has no insight
into how the 9-11 Biometric Fee may
affect employment packages.

Comments: Some commenters
recommended reviewing and
streamlining operations to reduce
overhead costs. These commenters
stated that savings can then be
redirected to fund essential services
without needing to increase fees.

Response: DHS does not have
authority to change the funding source
for the 9-11 Biometric Fees. The 9-11
Biometric Entry-Exit Fee was
congressionally mandated and
established by Public Law 114-113 after
the 2010 Supplemental Fee expired.
This fee allows the continued success of
the congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
However, CBP is also always working to
use resources as efficiently as possible.

Comments: Some commenters
recommended investing in technology
to automate and improve efficiency,
ultimately leading to long-term cost
savings that can fund other areas.
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Response: Technology investments
are out of scope for this rulemaking.
However, DHS notes that it
continuously explores technological
advances that create efficiencies in
processes. The 9—11 Biometric Fees
were established by Congress to fund
the biometric entry-exit program and
DHS does not have the authority to
change the funding source.

Comments: Several commenters urged
CBP to consider alternative funding for
the biometrics program. These
commenters offered numerous
alternative suggestions for ways to
address funding challenges that they
averred provided a balanced manner
ensure sustainability of immigration
services while being mindful of the
effect on individuals and businesses.
The specific recommendations and their
putative benefits from commenters
regarding funding sources are as
follows:

1. Incremental Fee Increases: Instead
of a steep one-time fee hike, consider
gradual increases over a set period. This
allows all stakeholders to adjust
financially and plan accordingly.

2. Service-Specific Fees: Implement
fees for specific services or expedited
processing options. Those who wish to
avail themselves of faster services can
opt to pay more, contributing additional
funds.

3. Public-Private Partnerships: Engage
with private sector entities that benefit
from the immigration system.
Partnerships can lead to shared funding
for programs that enhance border
security and immigration services.

4. Voluntary Contributions: Create a
system where individuals and
corporations can make voluntary
contributions to support immigration
services, potentially offering tax
incentives for such donations.

5. Usage-Based Fees: Similar to toll
roads, consider fees based on the
frequency of use or the level of access
required by individuals or businesses to
immigration services.

6. Government Grants and Subsidies:
Seek additional funding through
government grants aimed at enhancing
national security and immigration
infrastructure.

7. Diversified Funding Sources:
Explore a mix of funding sources,
including fees, government allocations,
and private investments, to create a
robust financial model.

8. Legislative Action: Work with
lawmakers to secure dedicated funding
through legislation, ensuring a stable
and predictable source of income for
immigration services.

9. Exploring other funding sources,
such as a modest surcharge on all U.S.-

bound international flights, to distribute
costs more equitably.

10. Considering a sliding scale fee
structure based on company size or visa
holder salary to minimize effect on
smaller businesses.

11. Broaden the Fee Distribution:
Distribute the fee increase across all visa
classes, including H-1B, H-2, T-1, L-1,
O-1, and F-1 visas. This approach
ensures that no single visa category
bears the entire financial burden,
promoting fairness and equity.

Response: DHS does not have
authority to change the funding source
for the 9-11 Biometric Fees. The 9-11
Biometric Entry-Exit Fee was
congressionally mandated and
established by Public Law 114—113 after
the 2010 Supplemental Fee expired.
Congress specified which petitioners
would pay this fee and the specific
circumstances when it is to be paid.
This fee allows the continued success of
the congressionally mandated biometric
program and enhances national security.
DHS appreciates the suggestions for
alternative funding and retains the
discretion to consider them in other
settings, as appropriate.

4. Comments That Are Out of Scope

Numerous commenters submitted
comments that fall outside the scope of
this rulemaking, including comments
regarding the immigration process,
government support of immigrants
generally, suggestions for other,
unrelated, fee increases, process for
nonimmigrants gaining permanent
residency status, proposals to eliminate
the H-1B and similar programs,
proposals for longer H-1B and L-1 visa
stays, and various other unrelated
topics. DHS is not responding to most
comments which fall outside the scope
of the 9-11 Biometric Fee rulemaking
here. Below, DHS provides additional
information in response to certain out of
scope comments for informational
purposes only.

Comments: Some commenters stated
that the entire knowledge industry in
the United States is run like a cartel;
Indian managers hire people of their
own ethnicity with credentials and
education being fake. Commenters said
Americans are advised that they are not
qualified for a job (also locals and
permanent residents) as Indian
managers accept underhand bribes in
the form of payments in India or
elsewhere. Commenters said
corporations exploit statistical data to
advance their narrative that H-1B and
L-1 visas aid with employment growth.

Response: Comments concerning the
administration of the United States’ visa
programs are outside the scope of this

rulemaking. However, more information
on USCIS’s efforts to combat fraud and
abuse is available at https://
www.uscis.gov/scams-fraud-and-
misconduct/report-fraud/combating-
fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-visa-
program.

Comments: One commenter suggested
implementing the $4,000 fee for Family
and Diversity Visa Lottery cases as well,
stating that the Family and Diversity
visas do not incur costs associated with
renewals and are granted Green Cards
immediately, allowing them
unrestricted work opportunities in the
United States.

Response: The Diversity visas are
outside the scope of this rulemaking.
However, DHS notes that H-1B and L—
1 visas are nonimmigrant visa
classifications, while the Diversity visa
is an immigrant visa classification.
Additionally, there is no “family visa
lottery.” Diversity visas are controlled
and reviewed by the Department of
State (DOS). Each year, DOS puts out a
list of eligible and ineligible countries.
The list of countries may change each
year. More information on the diversity
visa can be found at https://
travel.state.gov/content/travel/en/us-
visas/immigrate/diversity-visa-program-
entry/diversity-visa-instructions.html.

Comment: One commenter stated that
USCIS and CBP are only interested in
increasing fee structure but not in
addressing Green Card backlogs. The
commenter said legal immigrants, like
the author of the comment, abide by
laws and pay taxes but end up crushed
by unempathetic rules making them fear
losing their job, money, and assets. The
commenter said that the United States
should give them Green Cards so they
can start businesses and increase
employment in the United States.

Response: Eligibility for Lawful
Permanent Resident (LPR) status
(commonly referred to as a Green card)
is outside the scope of this rulemaking.
For more information on Green cards,
please see https://www.uscis.gov/green-
card.

IV. Changes to Regulations

DHS is amending the regulations at 8
CFR 106.2(c)(8) and (9) to specify that
the 9-11 Biometric Fee will apply to all
H-1B and L-1 extension of status
petitions filed by a covered employer, in
addition to all previously covered H-1B
and L—1 petitions. Accordingly, DHS is
replacing the phrase “‘certain
petitioners” with “all petitioners” in the
subparagraphs concerning both H-1B
and L—1 petitioners. All petitioners who
employ 50 or more employees in the
United States, if more than 50 percent
of the petitioner’s employees in the


https://www.uscis.gov/scams-fraud-and-misconduct/report-fraud/combating-fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-visa-program
https://travel.state.gov/content/travel/en/us-visas/immigrate/diversity-visa-program-entry/diversity-visa-instructions.html
https://www.uscis.gov/scams-fraud-and-misconduct/report-fraud/combating-fraud-and-abuse-in-the-h-1b-visa-program
https://travel.state.gov/content/travel/en/us-visas/immigrate/diversity-visa-program-entry/diversity-visa-instructions.html
https://www.uscis.gov/green-card
https://www.uscis.gov/green-card
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aggregate are in H-1B, L-1A, or L-1B
nonimmigrant status, will be considered
as covered employers for purpose of the
9-11 Biometric Fee. This change will
allow DHS to charge all covered
petitioners the 9-11 Biometric Fee,
including those filing extension
petitions that do not involve a change of
employer, as opposed to only those
petitioners whose petitions are also
subject to the Fraud Fee.

DHS is also making clarifying
amendments. First, DHS is inserting the
phrase “[pletitioners filing an amended
petition that do not seek an extension of
the alien’s currently authorized H-1B
status are exempt from this fee” ”’ in
both provisions. Amended petitions are
filed to notify USCIS of a material
change in the terms or conditions of
employment or the beneficiary’s
eligibility as specified in the original
approved petition. See USCIS, Form I—-
129, Instructions for Petition for
Nonimmigrant Worker, https://
www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/
document/forms/i-129instr.pdf. Under
the revised regulations, covered
petitioners filing an H-1B or L—1
amended petition that does not include
an extension of status request would not
be required to submit the 9-11
Biometric Fee.

DHS is further clarifying the method
by which it determines whether a
petitioner is a covered employer. Prior
to this rulemaking, DHS counted all
full-time and part-time employees who
held H-1B or L-1 status in order to
determine whether an employer met the
definition of “covered employer” by
reaching the 50 percent threshold. DHS
required the 9—11 Biometric Fee once
the threshold to be considered a covered
employer was met. DHS is adding the
words “in the aggregate” to both
provisions in 8 CFR 106.2(c)(8) and (9)
to clarify this practice.

V. Statutory and Regulatory Reviews

A. Executive Orders 12866, 13563, and
14192

Executive Order 12866 (Regulatory
Planning and Review) and Executive
Order 13563 (Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review) direct agencies to
assess the costs and benefits of available
regulatory alternatives and, if regulation
is necessary, to select regulatory
approaches that maximize net benefits.
Executive Order 13563 emphasizes the
importance of quantifying both costs
and benefits, reducing costs,
harmonizing rules, and promoting
flexibility. Executive Order 14192
(Unleashing Prosperity Through
Deregulation) directs agencies to
significantly reduce the private

expenditures required to comply with
Federal regulations and provides that
“any new incremental costs associated
with new regulations shall, to the extent
permitted by law, be offset by the
elimination of existing costs associated
with at least 10 prior regulations.”

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has not designated this rule a
significant regulatory action under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866.
Accordingly, OMB has not reviewed
this rule.

This rule is not an Executive Order
14192 regulatory action because it is
being issued with respect to an
immigration-related function of the
United States. The rule’s primary direct
purpose is to implement or interpret the
immigration laws of the United States or
any other function performed by the
U.S. Federal Government with respect
to aliens. See OMB Memorandum M-
25-20, “Guidance Implementing
Section 3 of Executive Order 14192,
titled ‘Unleashing Prosperity Through
Deregulation’” (Mar. 26, 2025).

As a result of this rule, DHS expects
H-1B and L-1 transfer payments from
fee payers to the U.S. Government to
increase by a total of $37.9 million in
fiscal year 2026 and $40.0 million in
fiscal year 2027.32 This will ensure that
covered employers would have to pay
the 9-11 Biometric Fee as well as
increase funds to implement and
maintain CBP’s biometrics programs.
Public Law 114-113 exempts employers
that do not employ 50 or more
employees with more than 50 percent of
employees under H-1B and/or L—-1
status from the 9-11 Biometric Fee.

1. Purpose of the Rule

In 2020, after evaluating alternative
interpretations of Public Law 114-113,
DHS adopted the 2020 Fee Rule, which
made the 9-11 Biometric Fee applicable
to all petitions by covered employers,
except for amended petitions without an
extension of status request, regardless of
whether the Fraud Fee also applies.
DHS believes that Congress’s intent with
the 9—-11 Biometric Fee was twofold:
first, to ensure that covered employers
would generally have to pay an
additional fee of $4,000 or $4,500 for H—
1B or L—1 petitions, respectively, and
second, to fund congressionally
mandated biometric entry and exit
programs that protect against terrorism.
However, the interpretation that DHS
adopted in the 2020 Fee Rule never

32 Figures are based on the rule being in effect for
the full fiscal year. Transfers will be reduced
proportionally to the percentage of the year for
which the rule is not in effect (e.g. FY 2026
transfers would be approximately $9.5 million if the
rule is in effect for a quarter of the year).

went into effect because the 2020 Fee
Rule was enjoined in its entirety during
litigation unrelated to the 9-11
Biometric Fee. DHS maintains that the
interpretation adopted in the 2020 Fee
Rule is most consistent with the
statute’s goals. Therefore, DHS is
adopting regulations that align with
Congress’s intent for Public Law 114—
113, as proposed in the NPRM
published on June 6, 2024. The change
expands the instances in which the 9-
11 Biometric Fee applies by applying
the 9-11 Biometric Fee to all H-1B or
L—1 petitions filed by covered
employers seeking initial grants of
status or an extension of status,
regardless of whether the Fraud Fee
applies. By implementing the best
interpretation of Public Law 114-113,
DHS is effectuating congressional intent
because the increased collections will
provide necessary funds for the
implementation and maintenance of
biometric entry and exit data systems as
required by Congress under section
7208 of the IRTPA.

CBP is responsible for implementing
an integrated and automated entry-exit
system that matches biographic data and
biometrics of aliens entering and
departing the United States. CBP
currently relies on the 9-11 Biometric
Fee to fund several processes and
programs such as TVS, which benefit
the public by increasing consumer
confidence in travel safety and speeding
up the boarding process while
encouraging contactless travel. CBP’s
use of biometrics has also proven to be
effective in combatting the use of stolen
and fraudulently presented travel and
identity documents. The 9—11 Biometric
Fee funds biometric programs that also
benefit other government agencies by
providing assurance that the travelers
arriving match their travel documents.

Currently, of the H-1B and L—1
petitions submitted by covered
employers, only those requesting new
employment or a change of employer
are required to pay the 9—-11 Biometric
Fee. This rule will increase transfer
payments from H-1B and L-1
petitioners by also applying the 9-11
Biometric Fee to H-1B and L-1
extension of status petitions without a
change of employer filed by covered
employers.

2. Transfer Payments From Rule

Fees paid to government agencies for
goods and services provided by the
agency are considered transfer payments
because they are monetary payments
from payers to the government and do
not affect the total resources available to
society. Therefore, in this regulatory
impact analysis, DHS discusses the


https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/document/forms/i-129instr.pdf
https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/document/forms/i-129instr.pdf
https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/document/forms/i-129instr.pdf
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additional transfer payments that H-1B
and L—1 petitioners will experience as a
result of this rule in qualitative, and
when possible, quantitative, and
monetized terms. This analysis
evaluates the impact on transfer
payments for H-1B petitions and L—1
petitions separately due to the
differences in fee amounts and the data
available. The period of analysis is for
fiscal years (FY) 2026-2027.33 DHS
bases its estimates on data from FY
2018-2025.

Currently, of the H-1B and L—1
petitions submitted by covered
employers, only those requesting new
employment or a change of employer
are required to pay the 9—11 Biometric
Fee. This rule will increase transfer
payments from H-1B and L-1
petitioners by also applying the 9-11
Biometric Fee to H-1B and L—-1
extension of status petitions without a
change of employer filed by covered
employers.

The H-1B submissions subject to the
9-11 Biometric Fee and the resulting
transfer payments under the baseline are
shown in Table 1.3¢ For FY 2026
projected annual submissions, USCIS
anticipates an 11.7 percent reduction in
H-1B submissions from the 3-year
average of submissions from FY 2023 to
FY 2025 to account for the continuing
downward historical trend. For FY 2027
projected annual submissions, USCIS
takes the 3-year average of FY 2024 to
FY 2026 submissions. Multiplying the
projected submissions by the fee
amount of $4,000 provides the projected
annual transfer payments in the
baseline. Transfer payments shown in
Table 1 are not a result of this rule and
are not added to those in Table 2 when
totaling the additional transfer
payments as a result of this rule; these
fee payments are already occurring in
the baseline. The values of Table 1 and
Table 2 can be added together for an
estimate of the total petitions subject to

the 9-11 Biometric Fee and the transfer
payments for covered H-1B employers
under this rule.

On September 19, 2025, the President
issued proclamations that may result in
a reduction in the number of future H-
1B visas and may affect other
employment-based visas, including L—1
submissions.3% While the Presidential
proclamations may result in an overall
reduction in employment-based
nonimmigrant visas due to an increased
demand for the hiring of U.S. citizens
and/or others in the United States who
do not need a visa for purposes of
employment, there is no data presently
available to assess the effects of the
Presidential proclamations on other
visas such as the L—1. Therefore, DHS
notes that this analysis is based on
historic averages of H-1B and L—1
submissions. To the degree that future
H-1B and L-1 submissions differ from
the projections used in this analysis,
transfers will be higher or lower.

TABLE 1—BASELINE ANNUAL H—1B SUBMISSIONS AND TRANSFER PAYMENTS

A Eeh . Total gotal actueal
. —new —change o otal rojecte:
Fiscal year employment 1 employ%r1 submissions Fee amount 1rr)anJSfer
payments
16,511 7,016 23,527 $4,000 $93,907,000
17,669 5,878 23,547 4,000 93,924,000
10,149 4,616 14,765 4,000 58,692,000
8,583 4,431 13,014 4,000 51,860,500
6,715 3,925 10,640 4,000 43,664,000
2,915 2,318 5,233 4,000 20,948,000
5,384 2,173 7,557 4,000 30,460,000
3,120 2,240 5,360 4,000 21,776,000
3,361 1,981 5,342 4,000 21,368,000
3,955 2,131 6,086 4,000 24,344,000

1Fee requirements are not changing for this category under this rule.
2FY 2026 is equal to the 3-year receipt average from FY 2023-2025 with an adjustment of —11.7% to the H-1B group to account for the con-

tinuing downward trend.

3 Projection for FY 2027 is a 3-year average from the 3 most recent years.
4 Total Actual Transfer Payments differ from expected values based on calculations due to differences in the timing of filings and when collec-

tions take place.

Table 2 shows the number of
additional annual H-1B submissions to
which the 9-11 Biometric Fee would

apply upon the implementation of this
rule. As done in Table 1, multiplying

fee provides the projected annual
transfer payments resulting from this
rule.

the projected submissions by the $4,000
TABLE 2—ANNUAL H—1B SUBMISSIONS NEWLY SUBJECT TO FEE

B—
continuation .
. C—change in Total actual &
of previously : D—new . h
Fiscal year approved prewousg concurrent F artrjtgnded bTQta! Fee amount ptrOJecfted
employment approves employment petition submissions ransfer
without employment payments
change
20,925 7,403 9 16,705 45,042 $0 $0
27,127 7,362 24 9,127 43,640 0 0
21,337 7,373 27 13,708 42,445 0 0

35 While the Presidential proclamation only
specifically mentions H-1B visas, it is possible that
there could be downstream effects on other visas,
including L-1 visas.

32 FY 2018-2022 data is based on data and
projections provided by USCIS subject matter
experts on August 21, 2025. FY 2023-2027 data is
based on data and projections provided by USCIS
subject matter experts on November 3, 2025.

33 See sec. 402(g), Public Law 114-113
(establishing the initial sunset date for the 9-11
Biometric Fee as September 30, 2025), as amended
by sec. 30203(b) of the Bipartisan Budget Act of
2018, Public Law 115-123, 132 Stat. 64, 126
(extending this date to September 30, 2027).
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TABLE 2—ANNUAL H-1B SuBMISSIONS NEWLY SUBJECT TO FEE—Continued

B—
continuation :
’ C—change in Total actual &
of previousl : D—new ;
Fiscal year ar:)proved Y %rewouslg{ concurrent F—arptended bTQta! Fee amount ptr01ecfted
employment pplarove employment petition submissions ransfer
without employment payments
change
7,826 2,667 105 8,727 19,325 0 0
4,440 2,479 144 4,314 11,377 0 0
3,423 1,355 60 4,437 9,275 0 0
3,188 991 37 4,158 8,374 0 0
3,269 960 36 4,135 8,400 0 0
2,908 973 39 3,747 7,667 4,000 30,668,000
3,122 975 37 4,013 8,147 4,000 32,588,000

1The 9—-11 Biometric Fee was not required for submissions in this table for 2018-2025.
2Data is applicable to petitions subject to the 9—11 Biometric Fee only and does not include data on all petitions received.
3FY 2026 is equal to the 3-year receipt average from FY 2023-2025 with an adjustment of —11.7% to the H-1B group to account for the continuing downward

trend.

4 Projection for FY 2027 is a 3-year running average from the 3 most recent years.

The numbers of H-1B petitions

past several years. Similar information

shown in Table 1 are based on
petitioners’ responses to Form [-129
Part 2, Questions 2 and 4, indicating the
purpose of the request was New
Employment or a Change of Employer.
DHS does not believe that petitioners
newly required to pay the 9-11

Biometric Fee as a result of this rule will

change their rate of participation in the
H-1B and L—-1 programs because of this
rule since the need for specialized

workers is prominent in the number of

on the number of L—1 petitions is not
preserved in USCIS’s administrative

data. Consequently, DHS estimates the
number of L—-1 petitions with 50 or more
employees and more than 50 percent of
employees in H-1B/L—1 status that are
currently subject to the fee by dividing
the L—1 collections deposited in the CBP
and Treasury accounts by the $4,500 fee

amount, as shown in Table 3. DHS
estimated the projected submissions

that will be subject to the fee as a result

currently subject to the fee for FY 2018-
2025. This multiplier (1.8127) was then
applied to the number of projected L—

1 submissions subject to the fee to find
the projected L—1 submissions newly
subject to the fee as a result of this rule
and is shown in Table 3. This
methodology assumes that the ratio of
new fee payers to baseline fee payers is
the same for L-1 and H-1B. To the
extent it differs, the transfers will be
higher or lower than projected. DHS
requested comments on this assumption

petitions received yearly. The number of
petitions received has exceeded the cap
numbers of visas granted by far for the

of this rulemaking by calculating the
ratio of H-1B submissions newly subject
to the fee to the H-1B submissions

in the NPRM and did not receive any
comments that disagreed with this

assumption.

TABLE 3—ANNUAL L—1 SUBMISSIONS SUBJECT TO FEE
[Current and new]

C%I%L;Ieeg%% & PgOiect.ed ot Actual 8& F;igjr?:ffrd Total _actue&l &
' iyl submissions otal rojecte rojecte:
Fiscal year suguwgﬁlﬂons newly subject submissions Fee amount ptra]nsfer regﬁl);ir:erfllt'gm ptra]nsfer
subject to);ee to fee payments rulge payments

5,592 0 5,592 $4,500 $25,162,629 $0 $25,162,629

5,409 0 5,409 4,500 24,342,327 0 24,342,327

2,937 0 2,937 4,500 13,216,689 0 13,216,689

1,082 0 1,082 4,500 4,869,499 0 4,869,499

1,854 0 1,854 4,500 8,343,035 0 8,343,035

1,120 0 1,120 4,500 5,040,095 0 5,040,095

1,029 0 1,029 4,500 4,628,655 0 4,628,655

844 0 844 4,500 3,799,215 0 3,799,215

883 1,600 2,483 4,500 3,973,050 7,201,843 11,174,892

919 1,665 2,584 4,500 4,133,640 7,492,940 11,626,580

1L—1 submissions were calculated by dividing the actual transfer payments by the fee amount for FY 2018-2025.
2Data is applicable to supplemental fee provisions only and does not include data on all applications received.
3FY 2026 is equal to the 3-year receipt average from FY 2023-2025 with an adjustment of —11.5% to the L group to account for the continuing downward trend.
4 Projection for FY 2027 is a 3-year running average from the 3 most recent years.
5Projected L—1 submissions newly subject to fee are calculated using the ratio of H-1B submissions newly subject to fee to H-1B submissions currently subject to

fee from 2018-2025 (a multiplier of 1.8127).

In undiscounted 2025 dollars, DHS
estimates this rule will result in a
combined total increase of H-1B and L—
1 transfer payments of $37.9 million in
FY 2026 and $40.0 million in FY 2027.
Table 4 provides estimates of the
undiscounted transfer payments and

Table 5 provides estimates of the
discounted transfer payments of this
rule for fiscal years 2026 and 2027.
From FY 2026 to 2027, H-1B and L—-1
petitioners will experience a total in
transfer payments of $74.5 million if
discounted at three percent and $70.4

million if discounted at seven percent.
Petitioners will experience total
annualized transfer payments of $38.9
million under both three and seven
percent discount rates.
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TABLE 4—UNDISCOUNTED PROJECTED TRANSFER PAYMENTS FROM THE RULE

pr'cjj;z:id L—1 projected | Total projected

: undiscounted undiscounted
Year un?::(r:]csnf?rted transfer transfer
payments payments payments

$30,668,000 $7,201,843 $37,869,843

32,588,000 7,492,940 40,080,940

63,256,000 14,694,783 77,950,783

Note: Estimates may not sum to total due to rounding.

TABLE 5—TOTAL MONETIZED PRESENT VALUE AND ANNUALIZED ADDITIONAL TRANSFER PAYMENTS FROM THE RULE

Fiscal year

Net Present Value
Annualized Transfer Payments

3% 7%
discount rate discount rate
$36,766,837 $35,392,376
37,780,130 35,008,245
74,546,968 70,400,622
74,546,968 70,400,622
38,959,053 38,938,006

With this additional funding CBP will
be able to meet its congressional
mandate to enhance national security by
deploying a fully integrated biometric
entry-exit data system. CBP will be able
to maintain its current biometric entry
and exit operations, as well as ensure
that TVS continues to be available to
CBP and external stakeholders. CBP will
also be able to continue its expansion to
all ports of entry in order to fully
implement a comprehensive biometric
exit system at all land, sea, and air
exits.36

As noted above, DHS acknowledges
that there may be negligible costs for
employers to check whether their
applications require the payment of a
fee. DHS anticipates this check will take
only a short amount of time as the
information will remain available on the
USCIS website at https://www.uscis.gov/
forms/all-forms/h-and-I-filing-fees-for-
form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-
worker.

Further, DHS acknowledges that, in
theory, the increase in cost for H-1B
and L—1 applications could reduce the
number of businesses deciding to hire
H-1B and L-1 employees. However,
DHS believes that few, if any,
businesses would reduce their number

36 Since 2004, DHS has worked to develop and
implement a comprehensive biometric entry and
exit data system as required by section 7208 of the
IRTPA. See, e.g., Implementation of the United
States Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator
Technology Program (“US-VISIT”); Biometric
Requirements, 69 FR 468 (Jan. 5, 2004). Additional
resources discussing DHS’s plans to enhance
biometric operations are in DHS’s annual Entry/Exit
Overstay Reports, available at https://www.dhs.gov/
publication/entryexit-overstay-report.

of H-1B and L—1 employees due to the
cost increase caused by this rule.
Compared to the other costs associated
with the hiring of an H-1B or L—1
employee (relocation, wages, other
existing fees), DHS believes this would
be considered a minimal added expense
for employers. Additionally, any
reduction in the number of H-1B or L-
1 employees by an employer would only
reduce the number of applications in
excess of the H-1B and L—-1 caps and
the unhired employees would remain
hirable by another employer.

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et. seq.) (RFA), as amended
by the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996
(SBREFA), requires agencies to assess
the impact of regulations on small
entities. A small entity may be a small
business (defined as any independently
owned and operated business not
dominant in its field that qualifies as a
small business per the Small Business
Act); a small not-for-profit organization;
or a small governmental jurisdiction
(locality with fewer than 50,000 people).

As discussed above, this rule will
result in transfer payments to the U.S.
Government from employers with 50 or
more employees in the United States if
more than 50 percent of their employees
are in H-1B and/or L—1 nonimmigrant
status (covered employers). DHS used a
random sample of 399 H-1B/L—-1
petitioners provided by USCIS to
positively identify 264 small entities
based on the size standards of the Small
Business Administration. Only 41 of

these small entities have more than 50
employees and could be subject to the
9-11 Biometric Fee, provided more than
50 percent of their employees are in H-
1B or L—1 status. DHS does not have
enough information to determine how
many employers fit this description.
Therefore, DHS is unable to determine
whether this rule affects a substantial
number of small businesses. However,
DHS can estimate that an approximate
maximum of 16 percent of small
businesses that file H-1B or L—1
petitions will be affected by this rule.3”
The minimum percentage is zero if none
of the small businesses (with more than
50 employees) has more than 50 percent
of its employees with H-1B or L—1
status.

Employers with 50 or more employees
in the United States and more than 50
percent of employees in H-1B or L—1
status will pay the 9—11 Biometric Fee
(unless filing an amended petition
without an extension of status request).
The fee for H-1B and L—1 petitions
under Public Law 114-113 is $4,000
and $4,500, respectively. DHS does not
have enough information on the number
of times an employer would pay the 9—
11 Biometric Fee due to the rule change
to determine whether this rule has a
significant impact on small businesses.

Although DHS was able to estimate
effects of the rule and create a rough
estimate of the number of small
businesses that could be affected by the
rule, DHS was unable to determine how
many employers have more than 50
percent of their employees in the United

3741 out of 264 confirmed small entities sampled
(41/264 = .1553 or 15.53%).


https://www.dhs.gov/publication/entryexit-overstay-report
https://www.dhs.gov/publication/entryexit-overstay-report
https://www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-l-filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-worker
https://www.uscis.gov/forms/all-forms/h-and-l-filing-fees-for-form-i-129-petition-for-a-nonimmigrant-worker
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States in H-1B or L-1 nonimmigrant
status, or the number of times that an
individual employer would be subject to
the 9-11 Biometric Fee, due to a lack of
detailed petition data available on
filings. Therefore, DHS requested public
comment on the number of small
companies that would be subject to this
fee and how often small companies
would pay the 9—11 Biometric Fee.
Public comments are summarized and
addressed in section two below. DHS
has conducted the following Final
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis.

1. A Statement of the Need for, and
Obijectives of, the rule

DHS is amending regulations to
implement an interpretation of the
statutory language in Public Law 114—
113 to align the regulations with
congressional intent by expanding the
instances in which the 9-11 Biometric
Fee would apply. DHS believes this
interpretation and the consequent
increased collections align with
congressional intent in providing DHS
the ability to comply with its
congressional mandate under section
7208 of the IRTPA to implement and
maintain biometric entry and exit data.

2. A Statement of the Significant Issues
Raised by the Public Comments in
Response to the Initial Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis, a Statement of the
Assessment of the Agency of Such
Issues, and a Statement of any Changes
Made in the Proposed Rule as a Result
of Such Comments

DHS requested public comment on
the number of small companies that
would be subject to the 9—11 Biometric
Fee and how often small companies
would pay the 9-11 Biometric Fee.
These comments are also addressed
generally above in section III.B., but we
discuss them here for clarity as well.

One commenter stated that it was
axiomatic that the burden of this rule
would fall heavily on smaller sized
businesses because few larger or mid-
sized companies would come close to
having L-1 and H-1B workers comprise
50% of their employees.

DHS agrees with the commenter that
some burden is likely to fall on small
businesses, but it is not clear how much.
As the commenter states, only a few
larger or mid-sized businesses are made
up of more than 50% L—1 and H-1B
workers. However, because these
businesses employ so many workers
relative to small businesses, the small
number of large and mid-size businesses
could still bear the majority of the
burden of this rule. Most small
businesses would not be subject to the
fee at all. For a business to be required
to pay the fee as implemented by this
rule, the business must have at least 50
employees in the United States in
addition to the requirement that more
than 50% of its employees in H-1B or
L—1 status. Based on a random sample,
a maximum of 16% of small businesses
that hire L—1 and/or H-1B workers
would satisfy these requirements and be
subject to the 9-11 Biometric Fee. DHS
considers this the maximum because,
without data to show otherwise, DHS
assumed that all small businesses that
hired L—1 and/or H-1B workers also had
a workforce that was at least 50% L1
and/or H-1B workers. In all likelihood,
some percentage, possibly the majority,
of these small businesses would be
exempt from the fee because their
workforce did not meet the 50%
threshold. Even if a substantial portion
of the burden falls on small businesses,
CBP believes this rule is necessary
because without additional funding,
CBP will be unable to maintain its
current biometric entry operations or
expand biometric confirmation to fully
implement a comprehensive biometric

exit system as required by section 7208
of the Intelligence Reform and
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004.
Biometric entry and exit programs
benefit the public by providing
additional security for travelers and
commerce crossing the U.S. border. DHS
did not make any changes to the rule in
response to this comment.

3. The Response of the Agency to any
Comments Filed by the Chief Counsel
for Advocacy of the Small Business
Administration (SBA) in Response to
the Proposed Rule, and a Detailed
Statement of any Change Made to the
Proposed Rule in the Final Rule as a
Result of the Comments

DHS did not receive any comments
from the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of
the SBA in response to the proposed
rule.

4. A Description of and an Estimate of
the Number of Small Entities to Which
the Rule Will Apply or an Explanation
of Why No Such Estimate is Available

The rulemaking could potentially
affect small, covered employers across a
wide range of industries. CBP used a
random sample of 399 H-1B and L-1
petitioners in 2020 to estimate the
number of small entities affected by this
rule. Table 6 shows the distribution of
entities across the sample provided by
USCIS. From this sample, six entities
listed an invalid North American
Industry Classification System (NAICS)
code and 68 did not report a NAICS
code, so CBP cannot make a
determination on the size of the entity
or the impact this rule will have on
them. Of the remaining 325 entities in
the sample, CBP was able to positively
identify 264 as small entities based on
size standards of the Small Business
Administration. Table 6 shows the
distribution of small entities across
industries.

TABLE 6—NAICS CODES, DESCRIPTIONS, NUMBER, AND PERCENT OF INDUSTRY IN SAMPLE ARE SMALL

Number of Number of Eﬁf;?t ?rj
Primary NAICS code Industry description small entities entities in sampleyare
in sample sample small
Software PUDISNErS ............cooiiiiiiiieee e 18 19 95
Custom Computer Programming Services .........c.cccoceeveernenne. 17 17 100
Other Business Service Centers (including Copy Shops) ... 14 15 93
Other Management Consulting Services ...........ccccocevvennee. 11 13 85
Engineering Services ... 9 9 100
Offices of Physicians (except Mental Health Specialists) . 9 9 100
Elementary and Secondary Schools ..........ccccoviiiiennncens 7 7 100
Offices of Certified Public Accountants ..........ccccooreenvnicnnnne 7 7 100
Freestanding Ambulatory Surgical and Emergency Centers ... 6 6 100
Office Administrative ServiCes ........cccocceuririeriiniiniinicnenieennene 5 5 100
Computer Systems Design ServiCes ........c.ccoirererieienieeieseeeeseneens 4 4 100
Electrical Apparatus and Equipment, Wiring Supplies, and Related 4 4 100
Equipment Merchant Wholesalers.
OffiCES Of LAWYEIS ..ottt 4 6 67
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TABLE 6-NAICS CODES, DESCRIPTIONS, NUMBER, AND PERCENT OF INDUSTRY IN SAMPLE ARE SMALL—Continued

Number of Number of E‘érC;?t ?rj
Primary NAICS code Industry description small entities entities in samu Ieyare
in sample sample P
small
446110 Pharmacies and Drug StOres ..........ccccocoiiiiiiiiiniiiceeee, 4 4 100
523930 Investment Advice .................... 4 4 100
621210 Offices of Dentists .......ccocceeiieiiiiniiiiiiceee 4 4 100
611310 Colleges, Universities, and Professional Schools ............cccoceeiieneeennen. 3 4 75
541714 Research and Technology in Biotechnology (except Nanobio- 3 3 100
technology).
541611 ..o Administrative Management and General Management Consulting 3 4 75
Services.

518210 Data Processing, Hosting, and Related Services ...........cccoceriiinnennen. 3 3 100
541690 Other Scientific and Technical Consulting Services 3 6 50
621399 Offices of All Other Miscellaneous Health Practitioners ........................ 3 3 100
541720 Research and Development in the Social Sciences and Humanities ... 3 3 100
238210 Electrical Contractors and Other Wiring Installation Contractors .......... 3 3 100
488390 Other Support Activities for Water Transportation 3 3 100
541519 Other Computer Related Services ..........cccceeueeee 3 3 100
921120 Legislative BOIES ........cueiiiiiieiiieee et 3 3 100
Other ....ccccvvvieeene VAIOUS ™ ..ttt et 104 154 68

1o £ L SRS 264 325 81

*Two or fewer small entities in NAICS category.

Of the 264 confirmed small entities,
223 had fewer than 50 employees and
would be statutorily exempt from
paying the 9-11 Biometric Fee and 40
small entities had 50 or more
employees. CBP did not have an
employee count for one employer and
cannot determine whether it is affected
by this rule.

Based on the sample and the
threshold for employers to be subject to
the requirements of the 9—11 Biometric
Fee (50 or more employees in the
United States and more than 50 percent
of employees in H-1B or L-1 status),
CBP estimates that an approximate
maximum of 16 percent of small entities
that hire H-1B or L-1 employees will be
affected by this rule.?® The minimum
percentage is zero if none of the covered
employers has more than 50 percent of
its employees with H-1B or L—1 status.

5. A Description of the Projected
Reporting, Recordkeeping and Other
Compliance Requirements of the Rule,
Including an Estimate of the Classes of
Small Entities Which Will Be Subject to
the Requirement and the Type of
Professional Skills Necessary for
Preparation of the Report or Record

The regulation does not change any
required reporting or recordkeeping. As
discussed above, this rule could affect
any small entity that employs 50 or
more people in the United States with
more than 50 percent of employees in
H-1B or L-1 nonimmigrant status.

3841 out of 264 confirmed small entities sampled
(41/264 = .1553 or 15.53%).

The rule has compliance requirements
for affected small businesses since it
amends the regulations at 8 CFR
106.2(c)(8) and (9) to specify that the 9—
11 Biometric Fee will apply to all H-1B
and L—1 extension of status petitions
filed by covered employers in addition
to all previously covered H-1B and L—

1 petitions. As a result, petitioning
small businesses with 50 or more
employees in the United States and
more than 50 percent of employees in
H-1B or L1 status are subject to the 9—
11 Biometric Fee. The fee for H-1B and
L—1 petitions under Public Law 114-113
is $4,000 and $4,500, respectively.

6. A Description of the Steps the Agency
Has Taken To Minimize the Significant
Economic Impact on Small Entities
Consistent With the Stated Objectives of
Applicable Statutes, Including a
Statement of Factual, Policy, and Legal
Reasons for Selecting the Alternative
Adopted in the Final Rule and why
Each One of the Other Significant
Alternatives to the Rule Considered by
the Agency Which Affect the Impact on
Small Entities Was Rejected

DHS is implementing a statutory
interpretation of Public Law 114-113
that minimizes the impact on small
businesses because only entities with 50
or more employees in the United States
and more than 50 percent of employees
in H-1B or L1 status must pay the 9—
11 Biometric Fee while still allowing
DHS to receive enough funds for the
continued implementation and required
maintenance of biometric entry and exit
data systems already in place.

The alternative to this rule would be
to take no regulatory action and, while
this would have a smaller impact on
small businesses, it would leave DHS
unable to accomplish the best
interpretation of, and stated objectives,
of the applicable statutes. This would
require DHS to reallocate funds that
DHS has marked for other purposes in
order to maintain and finish
implementing current biometric entry
operations and implement biometric
exit operations that are required by
section 7208 of the IRTPA.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1995 (PRA), 44 U.S.C. 3501-3512,
DHS must submit to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval, any reporting
requirements inherent in a final rule,
unless they are exempt. Although this
final rule does not impose any new
reporting or recordkeeping requirements
under the Paperwork Reduction Act,
this final rule will require non-
substantive modifications to USCIS
Form I-129, Petition for a
Nonimmigrant Worker, covered under
OMB Control Number 1615-0009. These
edits include instructional updates for
H-1B and L-1 petitions regarding which
petitions are subject to the fee mandated
by Public Law 114-113 to comply with
the changes made by this final rule.
Accordingly, USCIS has submitted a
Paperwork Reduction Act Change
Worksheet to OMB for review and
approval in accordance with the PRA.
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D. Privacy

The Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C.
552a) (Privacy Act) prescribes how
federal agencies store and use personal
information. DHS will ensure that all
Privacy Act requirements and
applicable DHS privacy policies are
adhered to as a result of this regulation.
DHS has issued a Privacy Impact
Assessment (PIA) which covers H-1B
and L—1 petitions, DHS/USCIS/PIA—
016a Computer Linked Application
Information Management System and
Associated Systems and DHS/CBP/PIA—
009 TECS System: CBP Primary and
Secondary Processing, which is
available at www.dhs.gov/privacy.

The Privacy Act requires that federal
agencies issue a System of Record
Notice (SORN) to provide the public
notice regarding personally identifiable
information (PII) collected in a system
of records. SORNSs explain how the
information is used, retained, and may
be accessed or corrected, and whether
certain portions of the system are
subject to Privacy Act exemptions for
law enforcement, national security, or
other reasons. DHS follows approved
routine uses described in the associated
published system of records notices,
DHS/USCIS-001—Alien File, Index,
and National File Tracking System,
DHS/USCIS-007—Benefits Information
System, and DHS/CBP-011 U.S.
Customs and Border Protection TEC.
DHS may also share this information, as
appropriate, for law enforcement
purposes or in the interest of national
security.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

This rule will not result in the
expenditure by State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million or more
in any one year (adjusted for inflation),
and it will not significantly or uniquely
affect small governments. Therefore, no
actions are necessary under the
provisions of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995.

F. Congressional Review Act

Before a rule can take effect, 5 U.S.C.
801, the Congressional Review Act
(CRA), requires agencies to submit the
rule and a report indicating whether it
is a major rule, to Congress and the
Comptroller General. If a rule is deemed
a “major rule” by OMB, the CRA
generally provides that the rule may not
take effect until at least 60 days
following its publication. 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(3). The Administrator of the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs of OMB has determined that this

rule does not meet the criteria for a
“major rule”” in 5 U.S.C. 804(2). This
rule will take effect 30 days after
publication. A report about the issuance
of this final rule has been submitted to
Congress and the Comptroller General of
the United States.

G. National Environmental Policy Act

DHS and its components analyze final
actions to determine whether the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., applies
to them and, if so, what degree of
analysis is required. DHS Directive 023—
01 Rev. 01 and Instruction Manual 023—
01-001-01 Rev. 01 (Instruction Manual)
establish the policies and procedures
that DHS and its components use to
comply with NEPA, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.

CINEPA allows Federal agencies to
establish categories of actions
(“categorical exclusions”) that
experience has shown do not,
individually or cumulatively, have a
significant effect on the human
environment and, therefore, do not
require an environmental assessment
(EA) or environmental impact statement
(EIS). See 42 U.S.C. 4336(a)(2), 4336e(1).
The Instruction Manual, Appendix A
lists the DHS Categorical Exclusions.

Under DHS NEPA implementing
procedures, for an action to be
categorically excluded, it must satisfy
each of the following three conditions:
(1) The entire action clearly fits within
one or more of the categorical
exclusions; (2) the action is not a piece
of a larger action; and (3) no
extraordinary circumstances exist that
create the potential for a significant
environmental effect. See Instruction
Manual 023-01 at V.B(2)(a)—(c).

DHS has analyzed this action under
Directive 023—01 and Instruction
Manual 023-01-001-01. DHS has made
a determination that this rulemaking
action is one of a category of actions that
do not individually or cumulatively
have a significant effect on the human
environment. First, this rule clearly fits
within the Categorical Exclusion A3(d)
of DHS’s Instruction Manual 023-01—
001-01, Appendix A, for rules that
“interpret or amend an existing
regulation without changing its
environmental effect.”” Second, this rule
is not part of a larger action. Third, this
rule presents no extraordinary
circumstances creating the potential for
significant environmental effects.
Therefore, a more detailed NEPA review
is not necessary.

List of Subjects in 8 CFR 106

Citizenship and naturalization, Fees,
Immigration.

Regulatory Amendments

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, DHS is amending part 106 of
title 8, Code of Federal Regulations (8
CFR part 106), as set forth below:

PART 106—USCIS FEE SCHEDULE

m 1. The authority citation for part 106
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 8 U.S.C. 1101, 1103, 1254a,
1254b, 1304, 1356, 1801-1815; 48 U.S.C.
1806; Pub. L. 107—609; 115 Stat 1012; Pub L.
107-296, 116 Stat. 2135 (6 U.S.C. 101 note);
Pub. L. 114-113, 129 Stat. 2242 (49 U.S.C.
40101 note); Pub. L. 115-123, 132 Stat. 64.

m 2. Amend § 106.2 by revising
paragraphs (c)(8) and (c)(9) to read as
follows:

§106.2 Fees.

* * * * *

(C) * x %

(8) 9-11 Response and Biometric
Entry-Exit Fee for H-1B Visa. For all
petitioners filing an H-1B petition who
employ 50 or more employees in the
United States, if more than 50 percent
of the petitioner’s employees in the
aggregate are in H-1B, L-1A, or L-1B
nonimmigrant status: $4,000. Petitioners
filing an amended petition that do not
seek an extension of the alien’s
currently authorized H-1B status are
exempt from this fee. This fee will apply
to petitions filed on or before September
30, 2027.

(9) 9-11 Response and Biometric
Entry-Exit Fee for L-1 Visa. For all
petitioners filing an L—1 petition who
employ 50 or more employees in the
United States, if more than 50 percent
of the petitioner’s employees in the
aggregate are in H-1B, L-1A, or L-1B
nonimmigrant status: $4,500. Petitioners
filing an amended petition that do not
seek an extension of the alien’s
currently authorized L—1 status are
exempt from this fee. This fee will apply
to petitions filed on or before September
30, 2027.

* * * * *

Markwayne Mullin,

Secretary of Homeland Security.

[FR Doc. 2026-16231 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9111-14-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2026-0859; Airspace
Docket No. 25-AAL-161]

RIN 2120-AA66
Amendment of United States Area

Navigation Route T-373 in the Vicinity
of King Salmon, Alaska

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

SUMMARY: This action amends United
States Area Navigation Route (RNAV)
T-373 in the vicinity of King Salmon,
Alaska. The FAA is taking this action to
increase the route structure connectivity
in Alaska.

DATES: Effective date 0901 UTC, October
29, 2026. The Director of the Federal
Register approves this incorporation by
reference action under 1 CFR part 71,
subject to the annual revision of FAA
Order JO 7400.11 and publication of
conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the notice of
proposed rulemaking (NPRM), all
comments received, this final rule, and
all background material may be viewed
online at www.regulations.gov using the
FAA Docket number. Electronic
retrieval help and guidelines are
available on the website. It is available
24 hours each day, 365 days each year.
An electronic copy of this document
may also be downloaded from
www.federalregister.gov.

FAA Order JO 7400.11K, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, and
subsequent amendments can be viewed
online at www.faa.gov/air_traffic/
publications/. You may also contact the
Rules and Regulations Group, Policy
Directorate, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW, Washington DC 20597;
telephone: (202) 267—8783.

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

Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the

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

History

The FAA published an NPRM for
Docket No. FAA-2026-0859 in the
Federal Register (91 FR 3698; January
28, 2026), proposing to amend RNAV
Route T-373 in the vicinity of King
Salmon, Alaska. Interested parties were
invited to participate in this rulemaking
effort by submitting written comments
on the proposal to the FAA. No
comments were received.

Incorporation by Reference

RNAYV Routes are published in
paragraph 6011 of FAA Order JO
7400.11, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, which is incorporated
by reference in 14 CFR 71.1 on an
annual basis. This document amends
the current version of that order, FAA
Order JO 7400.11K, dated August 4,
2025, and effective September 15, 2025.
These amendments will be published in
the next update to FAA Order JO
7400.11. FAA Order JO 7400.11K,
which lists Class A, B, C, D, and E
airspace areas, air traffic service routes,
and reporting points, is publicly
available as listed in the ADDRESSES
section of this document.

The Rule

The FAA is amending 14 CFR part 71
by modifying RNAV Route T-373 in the
vicinity of King Salmon, Alaska.

T-373: Prior to this final rule, T-373
extended between the Kowok, AK, Fix
and the Werel, AK, waypoint (WP). The
FAA is extending the airway to the King
Salmon, AK, Very High Frequency
Omnidirectional Range Tactical Air
Navigation (VORTACQ). As amended, T—
373 extends between the King Salmon
VORTAC and the Werel WP.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore: (1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a

“significant rule” under DOT Order
2100.6B, “Rulemaking and Guidance
Procedure’” (March 10, 2025); and (3) is
expected to result in, at most, de
minimis costs from compliance with
applicable operating requirements or
minor flight rerouting for operators
choosing to navigate around the
controlled airspace. Since these
amendments are routine and the
expected impact to operators is de
minimis, the FAA certifies that this rule,
when promulgated, does not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action of amending RNAV Route T-373
qualifies for categorical exclusion under
the National Environmental Policy Act
(42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.) and FAA Order
1050.1G, FAA National Environmental
Policy Act Implementing Procedures,
paragraph B—2.5(a) which categorically
excludes from further environmental
impact review rulemaking actions that
designate or modify classes of airspace
areas, airways, routes, and reporting
points (see 14 CFR part 71, Designation
of Class A, B, C, D, and E Airspace
Areas; Air Traffic Service Routes; and
Reporting Points); and paragraph B—
2.5(i), which categorically excludes
from further environmental impact
review the establishment of new or
revised air traffic control procedures
conducted at 3,000 feet or more above
ground level (AGL); procedures
conducted below 3,000 feet AGL that do
not cause traffic to be routinely routed
over noise sensitive areas; modifications
to currently approved procedures
conducted below 3,000 feet AGL that do
not significantly increase noise over
noise sensitive areas; and increases in
minimum altitudes and landing
minima. As such, this action is not
expected to result in any potentially
significant environmental impacts.
Additionally, in accordance with
Appendix B, paragraph B—1 of FAA
Order 1050.1G, the FAA has determined
that no extraordinary circumstances
exist that warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment or
environmental impact statement.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Amendment

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


http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
http://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/publications/
http://www.federalregister.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

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

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

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order JO 7400.11K,
Airspace Designations and Reporting

T-373 King Salmon, AK (AKN) to WEREL, AK [Amended]

King Salmon,
AK (AKN)
RAGES, AK
ZUDSO, AK
MAYHW, AK
FEXOP, AK
Bethel, AK
(BET)
WEREL, AK

* * * * *

Issued in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2026.

Alex W. Nelson,

Manager, Rules and Regulations Group.
[FR Doc. 2026-16249 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
20 CFR Parts 220 and 230

RIN 3220-AB82

Determining Disability

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Railroad Retirement
Board amends its regulations to update
the amount of monthly allowable
earnings for a disability annuitant to
reflect the formula in section 2(e)(4) of
the Railroad Retirement Act. The
existing regulation is no longer
consistent with the statutory formula in
the Railroad Retirement Act for the
maximum monthly allowable earnings
for a disability annuitant and is
therefore facially unlawful.

DATES: This rule is effective September
9, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter J. Orlowicz, Senior Counsel,
Railroad Retirement Board, 844 North
Rush Street, Chicago, IL 60611-1275,
(312) 751-4922.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
2(e)(4) of the Railroad Retirement Act
imposes limits on the amount of
earnings from employment or self-
employment that an individual who is
under retirement age can earn while
also receiving a disability annuity under
the Railroad Retirement Act. 45 U.S.C.
231a(e)(4). If an individual earns more
than the monthly or annual allowable
earnings limits in a given month or year,

annuities payable to that individual
must be withheld or deducted. Prior to
2007, these limits were fixed at $400 per
month and $4800 per year. See 45
U.S.C. 231a(e)(4) (2005).

The Railroad Retirement Disability
Earnings Act, Public Law 109-478, 120
Stat. 3573 (Jan. 12, 2007) amended
section 2(e)(4) of the Railroad
Retirement Act to raise the disability
earning thresholds and index them to
increases in the national average wage
index. The monthly allowable earnings
amount for calendar year 2007 was
raised to $700, and for each year after
2007 the amount was calculated as the
larger of (1) the amount for the previous
year or (2) the amount calculated by
multiplying $700 by the ratio of the
national average wage index for the year
two calendar years before the year for
which the amount was being calculated
to the national average wage index for
the year 2005. The annual allowable
earnings limit was calculated as the
total amount of monthly allowable
earnings for each month in that calendar
year. For calendar year 2026, under this
statutory calculation the monthly
allowable earnings limit is $1,320 per
month and the annual allowable
earnings limit is $15,840. Although the
Board implemented this statutory
formula in policy and practice to apply
the higher monthly disability earnings
limits for 2007 and later years,
including posting an annual notice on
its website and notifying disability
annuitants by letter of the applicable
limits, the regulation at 20 CFR part 220
Subpart M was not updated to reflect
these statutory amendments. The pre-
2007 statutory language was also
reproduced in regulations at 20 CFR
230.1.

The Board also finds it necessary to
note a discrepancy between the
statutory definition of the annual
allowable earnings amount in section
2(e)(4) of the Railroad Retirement Act,

Points, dated August 4, 2025, and
effective September 15, 2025, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6011 United States Area
Navigation Routes

* * * * *

VORTAC (Lat. 58°43'28.97” N, long. 156°45'08.45“ W)
FIX (Lat. 59°21’43.36” N, long. 158°12'22.14” W)
WP (Lat. 59°48713.53” N, long. 158°57°43.10” W)
WP (Lat. 59°48’11.94” N, long. 159°16’08.97” W)
WP (Lat. 60°15'14.46” N, long. 160°07’38.69” W)
VORTAC (Lat. 60°47°05.41” N, long. 161°4927.59” W)
WP (Lat. 62°38°29.25” N, long. 160°11°07.20” W)

and in 20 CFR Part 220 Subpart M and
the Board’s annual notices regarding the
annual allowable earnings amount.
Section 2(e)(4) of the Railroad
Retirement Act defines the annual
allowable earnings amount to be the
total amount of monthly allowable
earnings for each month in the calendar
year. However, if an individual exceeds
the annual allowable earnings amount
by less than one-half of the amount of

a single monthly allowable earnings
amount, the fifth and sixth sentences of
section 2(e)(4) of the Railroad
Retirement Act direct that no deduction
is made. In effect, an individual can
earn up to twelve and one-half times the
monthly allowable earnings amount
over the course of a calendar year before
any deduction is made at the end of the
year. As a result, in its regulations and
notices, the Board has historically
included this additional one-half of the
monthly allowable earnings limit in its
reporting of the annual allowable
earnings amount to aid annuitants in
understanding the actual dollar
threshold at which annuity deductions
are made. For calendar year 2026, this
resulted in a reported annual allowable
earnings limit of $16,500 instead of
$15,840. Nevertheless, this inclusion is
not strictly consistent with the statutory
definition of the annual allowable
earnings amount, and the Board will
correct the amount for calendar year
2027 and future years in all notices and
correspondence after the effective date
of this direct final rule.

As part of its review of regulations
directed by Executive Order 14219,
Ensuring Lawful Governance and
Implementing the President’s
“Department of Government Efficiency”
Deregulatory Initiative (Feb. 19, 2025),
the Board identified these provisions
purporting to set monthly and annual
allowable earnings limits for disability
annuitants as facially unlawful and in
conflict with the statutory criteria in
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section 2(e)(4) of the Railroad
Retirement Act for calculating such
limits. In accordance with the
Presidential memorandum of April 9,
2025, directing the repeal of unlawful
regulations, the Board is revising its
regulations at 20 CFR Part 220 Subpart
M to reflect the current statutory
calculation. The Board is also removing
the obsolete statutory language
reproduced in its regulations at 20 CFR
230.1. Pursuant to the memorandum,
notice and comment proceedings are
unnecessary and contrary to the public
interest because the statutory language
of section 2(e)(4) of the Railroad
Retirement Act determines the monthly
and annual allowable earnings limits
applicable to disability annuitants
under the Act, with no discretion left to
the agency. Therefore, no comments are
being requested.

Regulatory Analysis

Executive Order 12866, as
Supplemented by Executive Order
13563

The Board, with the Office of
Management and Budget, has
determined that this is not a significant
regulatory action under Executive Order
12866, as supplemented by Executive
Order 13563. Therefore, no regulatory
impact analysis is required.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Board certifies that this direct
final rule would not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because it
affects only individuals.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This direct final rule imposes no
reporting or recordkeeping requirements
subject to Office of Management and
Budget clearance.

List of Subjects
20 CFR Part 220

Disability benefits, railroad
employees, railroad retirement.

20 CFR Part 230

Railroad retirement, reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Railroad Retirement
Board amends 20 CFR Subchapter B as
follows:

PART 220—DETERMINING DISABILITY
m 1. The authority citation for part 220
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 45 U.S.C. 231a; 45 U.S.C. 231f.

m 2. Revise and republish subpart M to
part 220 to read as follows:

Subpart M—Disability Annuity Earnings

Restrictions

Sec.

220.160 How work for a railroad employer
affects a disability annuity.

220.161 How non-railroad work affects an
employee disability annuity.

220.162 Earnings report.

220.163 Employee penalty deductions.

220.164 Employee end-of-year adjustment.

§220.160 How work for a railroad
employer affects a disability annuity.

A disability annuity is not payable
and the annuity must be returned for
any month in which the disabled
annuitant works for an employer as
defined in part 202 of this chapter.

§220.161 How non-railroad work affects
an employee disability annuity.

(a) General. An employee’s disability
annuity is not payable and the employee
must return the annuity payment for
any month in which the employee earns
more than the monthly allowable
earnings amount (after deduction of
impairment-related work expenses) in
employment or self-employment of any
kind. If earnings in any one calendar
month are for accruals in more than one
calendar month, such earnings shall be
deemed to have been paid in each of the
months in which accrued. Any annuity
amounts withheld because the
annuitant earned over the monthly
allowable earnings amount in a month
may be paid after the end of the year,
as shown in § 220.164. The monthly
allowable earnings amount no longer
applies when the employee attains
retirement age and the disability
annuity is converted to a full age
annuity. See § 220.145 for the definition
of impairment-related work expenses.

(b) Monthly allowable earnings
amount. (1) Calendar years 2006 and
earlier. The monthly allowable earnings
amount for calendar years 2006 and
earlier is $400.

(2) Calendar year 2007. The monthly
allowable earnings amount for calendar
year 2007 is $700.

(3) Calendar years 2008 and later. For
calendar years 2008 and later, the
monthly allowable earnings amount is
the larger of:

(i) The amount for the previous year,
or

(ii))The amount calculated by
multiplying $700 by the ratio of the
national average wage index for the year
2 calendar years before the year for
which the amount is being calculated to
the national average wage index for the
year 2005. An amount calculated under
this paragraph will be rounded to the
nearest multiple of $10 (amounts ending
in $5 will be rounded up.)

(4) Annual notice. The Board will
publish an annual notice of the monthly
allowable earnings amount for calendar
years after 2026 on its website and
provide notice directly to disability
annuitants of the amount.

§220.162 Earnings report.

(a) General. Any annuitant receiving
an annuity based on disability must
report to the Board any work and
earnings as described in §§ 220.160 and
220.161. The report may be a written or
oral statement by the annuitant, or a
person acting for the annuitant, made or
sent to a representative of the Board.
The report should include the name and
address of the railroad or non-railroad
employer, a description of the work and
the amount of gross wages (before
deductions) or the net income from self-
employment (earnings after deducting
business expenses).

(b) Employee reports. In addition to
the requirement described in (a), a
report of earnings over the monthly
allowable earnings amount must be
made before the employee accepts a
disability annuity (the annuity payment
is issued and not returned) for the
second month after the first month in
which earnings are over the monthly
allowable earnings amount. Along with
the report, the employee must return the
annuity payment for any month in
which he or she earns over the monthly
allowable earnings amount.

§220.163 Employee penalty deductions.

If the employee earns over the
monthly allowable earnings amount in a
month and does not report it within the
time limit shown in §220.162(b), a
penalty deduction may be imposed. The
penalty deduction for the first failure to
report equals the annuity amount for the
first month in which the employee
earned over the monthly allowable
earnings amount. The deduction for a
second or later failure to report equals
the annuity amount for each month in
which the employee earned over the
monthly allowable earnings amount and
failed to report it on time.

§220.164 Employee end-of-year
adjustment.

(a) General. After the end of a year, an
employee whose annuity was withheld
for earnings over the monthly allowable
earnings amount in a month receives a
form on which to report his or her
earnings for the year.

(b) Earnings are less than or equal to
the annual allowable earnings amount.
If the employee’s total earnings for the
year are less than or equal to the annual
allowable earnings amount, all annuity
payments withheld during the year
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because of earnings in a month over the
monthly allowable earnings amount,
and all deductions imposed for failing
to report excess monthly earnings, are
paid to the employee after the end of the
year.

(c) Earnings are more than the annual
allowable earnings amount. (1) If the
employee’s total earnings for a year
exceed the annual allowable earnings
amount, the Board will calculate the
number of annuity payments to be
deducted by dividing the amount of the
employee’s annual earnings above the
annual allowable amount by the
monthly allowable earnings amount. If
the computation results in a remainder
greater than or equal to one-half, the
number of months for which an annuity
is not payable shall be increased by one.
The resulting number is the number of
months for that year for which the
annuity is not payable and must be
deducted. If the Board withheld
monthly annuity payments during the
year based on § 220.161, then the
employee will be deducted the
difference between the amount
calculated under this paragraph and the
annuities that were already withheld
based on §220.161. If the annuity
payments withheld based on § 220.161
are greater than those calculated under
this paragraph, then the employee will
be repaid the difference. If the annuity
rate changes during the year, any
annuities due at the end of the year are
paid first for months in which the
annuity rate is higher. Penalty
deductions may also apply as described
in paragraph (c)(2) of this section.
However, no deductions for excess
earnings or penalty deductions for
failing to report are made if the
employee exceeds the annual allowable
earnings amount by less than half of the
monthly allowable earnings limit for
that year.

(2) If the employee’s total earnings for
a year exceed the annual allowable
earnings amount by more than one-half
the monthly allowable earnings amount
and the employee failed to report
monthly earnings over the monthly
allowable earnings amount within the
time limit described in § 220.162(b),
penalty deductions will also apply. If it
is the employee’s first failure to report,
the penalty deduction is equal to one
month’s annuity. If it is the employee’s
second or later failure to report, the
penalty deduction equals the annuity
amount for each month in which the
employee earned over the monthly
allowable earnings amount and failed to
report it on time.

Example 1 to paragraph (c): An
employee is awarded a disability
annuity based upon his inability to

engage in his regular railroad
occupation effective January 1, 2025.
During the year, he works in non-
railroad employment from April to
September and earns $2,100 per month
for these six months. The employee
properly reports his excess earnings and
returns the annuity payments for these
months. At the end of the year, his total
annual earnings are $12,600 ($2,100
times 6 months), which does not exceed
the annual allowable earnings limit of
$15,120 ($1,260 times 12 months) for
2025. Therefore, at the end-of-year
adjustment, the Board will repay the
returned annuity payments for April
through September to the employee.
(This occurs even if the employee failed
to report the earnings to the Board
within two months, because no penalty
deduction is made when the employee’s
total annual earnings are less than the
annual allowable earnings amount.)
Example 2 to paragraph (c): An
employee is awarded a disability
annuity based upon his inability to
engage in his regular railroad
occupation effective January 1, 2025.
During that year, he works in non-
railroad employment from April to
September and earns $2,550 per month
for those six months. He does not report
these earnings to the Board until the
following January. At the end of the
year, his total annual earnings are
$15,300 ($2,550 times 6 months), which
exceeds the annual allowable earnings
limit of $15,120 (12 times $1,260) for
2025. The employee’s excess earnings
for 2025 total $180 ($15,300 minus
$15,120), which is less than one-half of
the monthly allowable earnings amount
(one-half of $1,260 equals $630.)
Therefore, at the end-of-year
adjustment, no deductions for excess
earnings and no penalty deductions for
failing to report will be applied.
Example 3 to paragraph (c): An
employee is awarded a disability
annuity based upon his inability to
engage in his regular railroad
occupation effective January 1, 2025.
During that year, he works in non-
railroad employment from April to
September and earns $3,000 per month
for those six months. He does not report
these earnings to the Board until the
following January. At the end of the
year, his total annual earnings are
$18,000 ($3,000 times 6 months), which
exceeds the annual allowable earnings
limit of $15,120 (12 times $1,260) for
2025. The employee’s excess earnings
for 2025 total $2,880 ($18,000 minus
$15,120). The employee’s total excess
earnings divided by the monthly
allowable earnings limit equals 2.286,
which rounds to two ($2,880 divided by
$1,260). At the end of the year, the

employee has two months of annuity
payments deducted for earnings.
Additionally, the employee incurs a
penalty deduction of one month’s
annuity payment because he failed to
report his excess earnings for April
through September 2025 and it is the
first time a penalty deduction is ever
applied. Therefore, a total of three
annuity payments are deducted.

Example 4 to paragraph (c): The same
employee from example 3 works again
in 2026 in non-railroad employment
from April to September, earning $3,100
per month for those six months. This
time, he reports his earnings on
September 30. At the end of the year,
his total annual earnings are $18,600
($3,100 times 6 months), which exceeds
the annual allowable earnings limit of
$15,840 (12 times $1,320) for 2026. The
employee’s excess earnings for 2026
total $2,760 ($18,600 minus $15,840).
The employee’s total excess earnings
divided by the monthly allowable
earnings limit equals 2.091, which
rounds to two ($2,760 divided by
$1,320). At the end of the year, the
employee has two months of annuity
payments deducted for earnings.
Additionally, the employee incurs
penalty deductions of three months’
annuity payments for April, May, and
June 2026 because he failed to report his
monthly excess earnings during the year
for those months before accepting the
annuity for the second month following
those months, and it is not his first
penalty deduction for failing to report.
Therefore, a total of five months of
annuity payments are deducted.

(d) Annual allowable earnings
amount—(1) Calendar years 2006 and
earlier. The annual allowable earnings
amount for calendar years 2006 and
earlier is $4,800.

(2) Calendar year 2007 and later. The
annual allowable earnings amount for
calendar year 2007 and later is 12 times
the monthly allowable earnings amount
for that year.

(3) Annual notice. The Board will
publish an annual notice of the annual
allowable earnings amount for calendar
years after 2026 on its website and
provide notice directly to disability
annuitants of the amount.

PART 230—MONTHS ANNUITIES NOT
PAYABLE BY REASON OF WORK

m 3. The authority citation for part 230
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 45 U.S.C. 231f.
§230.1

®m 4. Remove and reserve § 230.1.
Dated: August 6, 2026.

[Removed and Reserved]
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By Authority of the Board.
Stephanie Hillyard,
Secretary to the Board.
[FR Doc. 2026-16250 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7905-01-P

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

20 CFR Part 221
RIN 3220-AB83
Jurisdiction Determinations

AGENCY: Railroad Retirement Board.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Railroad Retirement
Board amends its regulations to reflect
statutory amendments granting
jurisdiction to the Board to pay benefits
under the Railroad Retirement Act and
under Title II of the Social Security Act
to railroad employees and auxiliary
beneficiaries who have less than ten
years of railroad service, but at least five
years after 1995. The amendment also
adds divorced spouses to the list of
auxiliary beneficiaries to whom the
Board will pay benefits in accordance
with controlling law. The existing
regulation is no longer consistent with
the statutory criteria in the Railroad
Retirement Act for jurisdictional
determinations and is therefore facially
unlawful.

DATES: This rule is effective September
9, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Peter J. Orlowicz, Senior Counsel,
Railroad Retirement Board, 844 North
Rush Street, Chicago, IL 60611-1275,
(312) 751—4922.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 2
of the Railroad Retirement Act directs
the Railroad Retirement Board to pay
annuities to eligible railroad employees,
spouses, divorced spouses, and
survivors of a deceased railroad
employee. 45 U.S.C. 231a. Section
7(b)(2) of the Railroad Retirement Act
also directs the Board to provide for
payment of monthly benefits under Title
II of the Social Security Act for
individuals who meet the minimum
railroad service requirement to receive
an annuity under the Railroad
Retirement Act and their auxiliary
beneficiaries. 45 U.S.C. 231£(b)(2). For
individuals that do not meet this
requirement, the Board transfers
jurisdiction of their Title II benefits to
the Social Security Administration for
payment, and their railroad service
becomes creditable under the Social
Security Act pursuant to section 18 of
the Railroad Retirement Act. 45 U.S.C.
231q. The Board’s regulations at 20 CFR

part 221 implement this statutory
requirement.

Section 103 of the Railroad
Retirement and Survivors’ Improvement
Act of 2001 amended the vesting
requirement for railroad employees and
auxiliary beneficiaries to receive
annuities under the Railroad Retirement
Act. Public Law 107-90, 115 Stat. 880
(Dec. 21, 2001). Prior to this enactment,
railroad employees had to accrue ten
years (120 months) of railroad service
creditable under the Railroad
Retirement Act to qualify for an annuity
under the Act for themselves, their
spouse, or their survivors, and for the
Board to pay Title II benefits for those
individuals. Section 103 expanded
annuity eligibility to include employees
who had less than ten years of railroad
service, but at least five years of railroad
service that all accrued after December
31, 1995 (and their auxiliary
beneficiaries, if other eligibility criteria
were met). Although the Board
implemented the statutory amendments
in section 103 of the Railroad
Retirement and Survivors’ Improvement
Act of 2001 in policy and practice to
properly keep jurisdiction of Title II
benefits and railroad retirement
annuities for individuals with less than
ten years of creditable railroad service,
but at least five years after December 31,
1995, the regulations at 20 CFR part 221
were not updated to reflect these
statutory amendments.

Additionally, section 1122 of the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1981 amended section 7(b)(2) of the
Railroad Retirement Act to authorize the
Board to maintain jurisdiction for
payment of Title II benefits for divorced
spouses of railroad workers who met the
minimum railroad service requirement.
Public Law 97-35, 95 Stat. 638 (Aug. 13,
1981); 45 U.S.C. 2311(b)(2). The
regulations at 20 CFR part 221 do not
properly reflect this authority. Finally,
the Board is correcting a cross-reference
to another part of the Board’s
regulations that no longer exists.

As part of its review of regulations
directed by Executive Order 14219,
Ensuring Lawful Governance and
Implementing the President’s
“Department of Government Efficiency”
Deregulatory Initiative (Feb. 19, 2025),
the Board identified this part purporting
to transfer jurisdiction of benefits for
divorced spouses and for individuals
with less than ten years of creditable
railroad service, but at least five years
after December 31, 1995 to the Social
Security Administration for payment as
facially unlawful and in conflict with
the statutory criteria in the Railroad
Retirement Act for receiving such an
annuity. In accordance with the

Presidential memorandum of April 9,
2025, directing the repeal of unlawful
regulations, the Board is revising its
regulations at 20 CFR part 221 to reflect
current law. Pursuant to the
memorandum, notice and comment
proceedings are unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest because
the statutory criteria of the Railroad
Retirement Act controls the
jurisdictional determination of which
agency pays benefits to affected
individuals. Therefore, no comments are
being requested.

Regulatory Analysis

Executive Order 12866, as
Supplemented by Executive Order
13563

The Board, with the Office of
Management and Budget, has
determined that this is not a significant
regulatory action under Executive Order
12866, as supplemented by Executive
Order 13563. Therefore, no regulatory
impact analysis is required.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Board certifies that this direct
final rule would not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because it
affects only individuals.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This direct final rule imposes no
reporting or recordkeeping requirements
subject to Office of Management and
Budget clearance.

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 221

Claims, Railroad retirement, Social
security.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, the Railroad Retirement
Board amends 20 CFR part 221 as
follows:

PART 221—JURISDICTION
DETERMINATIONS

m 1. The authority citation for part 221
is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 45 U.S.C. 231f(b)(1), (b)(2); 45
U.S.C. 231f(d); 45 U.S.C. 231q.

m 2.In §221.1, revise the second
sentence to read as follows:

§221.1

* * * The agency that has
jurisdiction over the payment of benefits
also has jurisdiction of the applicant’s
Medicare coverage as described in
section 7(d) of the Railroad Retirement
Act. * * *

m 3. Revise § 221.2 to read as follows:

Introduction.
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§221.2 Railroad Retirement Board
jurisdiction.

(a) Life cases. The Board has
jurisdiction to pay monthly benefits to
each living employee who has
completed at least ten years (120
months) of creditable service under the
Railroad Retirement Act (or five years
(60 months) of service, all of which
accrues after December 31, 1995), and to
his or her eligible spouse or divorced
spouse. Creditable service is described
in part 220 of this chapter.

(b) Death cases. The Board has
jurisdiction to pay monthly benefits or
lump-sum death benefits to eligible
survivors of a deceased employee, when
the deceased employee has at least ten
years (120 months) of service that is
creditable under the Railroad
Retirement Act (or five years (60
months) of service, all of which accrues
after December 31, 1995) and a current
connection as described in part 216 of
this chapter. Lump-sum death benefits
are described in part 234 of this chapter.
The Board also has jurisdiction to pay
any residual benefits that may become
payable at the death of an employee.
Residual benefits are described in part
234 of this chapter. The Board retains
jurisdiction to pay any residual benefit
that may be payable even after
jurisdiction has been transferred to the
Social Security Administration as
described in § 221.3.

W 4. Revise § 221.3 to read as follows:

§221.3 Social Security Administration
jurisdiction.

The Board transfers jurisdiction for
benefits payable on any employee’s
earnings record (including railroad
service and compensation credits
earned by the employee, which the
Social Security Administration
considers in determining benefits
payable as directed by section 18 of the
Railroad Retirement Act) to the Social
Security Administration when—

(a) Life and death cases. A living or
deceased employee has less than ten
years (120 months) of service and less
than five years (60 months) of service
after December 31, 1995 that is
creditable under the Railroad
Retirement Act; or

(b) Death cases. A deceased employee
has at least ten years (120 months) of
service or at least five years (60 months)
of service after December 31, 1995 that
is creditable under the Railroad
Retirement Act (see part 220 of this
chapter) but does not have a current
connection with the railroad industry as
described in part 216 of this chapter.

Dated: August 6, 2026.

By Authority of the Board.
Stephanie Hillyard,
Secretary to the Board.
[FR Doc. 2026-16251 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 7905-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

22 CFR Part 35
[PN: 13097]
RIN 1400-AG08

Implementation of the Administrative
False Claims Act

AGENCY: Department of State.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule would establish
updated, procedural regulations
implementing the Administrative False
Claims Act (AFCA) at the Department of
State.

DATES: This rule is effective on August
10, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alice Kottmyer, Attorney-Adviser,
kottmyeram@state.gov, 202—679-8083.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Congress
originally enacted the Program Fraud
Civil Remedies Act (PFCRA) in 1986.
The purpose of the PFCRA was twofold:
to provide agencies that were the
victims of false claims and statements
an administrative remedy and to
provide due process for all parties
subject to that remedy. Public Law 99—
509 6102 (October 21, 1986) (findings
and purposes at 31 U.S.C. 3801 note).

Section 5203 of the Servicemember
Quality of Life Improvement and
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2025 (Pub. L. 118-59),
which was enacted on December 23,
2024, amended the PFCRA. Among
other things, the amendments changed
the PFCRA’s name to the Administrative
False Claims Act. In that legislation,
Congress also required agencies to make
conforming changes to their regulations.

This rule includes the conforming
changes required by that provision. The
intent of this rule is to cite the
controlling statute when possible,
repeating statutory provisions in the
regulation only where necessary for the
convenience of the regulated public.
This rule also restates the existing
Department PFCRA regulations in Part
35 to consolidate Department
regulations into a streamlined AFCA
section. The revised structure of this
regulation replaces forty-seven separate
sections with six sections to minimize
the regulatory footprint of the AFCA at
the Department.

Regulatory Analysis

Administrative Procedure Act

The Department has issued this final
rule without prior notice and
opportunity for comment because this is
a rule of agency organization,
procedure, or practice (““procedural
rule”). See 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(A). The
Department further finds good cause
under the APA to issue this rule without
prior notice and comment and for
immediate effect because comments
would be unnecessary under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B).

The procedural-rule exception
“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.” JEM Broad. Co., Inc. v. FCC, 22
F.3d 320, 326 (D.C. Cir. 1994) (quoting
Batterton v. Marshall, 648 F.2d 694, 707
(D.C. Cir. 1980)); see also Mendoza v.
Perez, 754 F.3d 1002, 1023-24 (D.C. Cir.
2014); Am. Hosp. Ass’n v. Bowen, 834
F.2d 1037, 1047 (D.C. Cir. 1987)
(holding that procedural rules are those
that do not “encode a substantive value
judgment or put a stamp of approval or
disapproval on a given type of
behavior”).

This final rule merely updates the
Department’s existing regulations to
reflect the statutory changes made by
the FY 2025 NDAA and to make other
minor hearing procedure changes. The
Department has no discretion in the
statutory changes and does not make
substantive policy choices or impose
obligations beyond those required by
statute. Accordingly, notice and
comment is unnecessary and delaying
the rule’s effective date would not
meaningfully enhance public
participation or implementation.

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

The RFA’s regulatory flexibility
analysis requirements apply only to
those rules for which an agency is
required to publish a general notice of
proposed rulemaking pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 553 or any other law. See 5
U.S.C. 604(a). State did not issue a
notice of proposed rulemaking for this
action. Therefore, a regulatory flexibility
analysis is not required for this rule.
Nonetheless, DHS has determined that
this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This rule is
procedural.
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Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)

This final rule does not contain a
federal mandate as the term is defined
under the UMRA.

Congressional Review Act (CRA)

This final rule is not a “rule” as
defined by the CRA. See 5 U.S.C.
804(3)(C) (defining the term “‘rule” to
exclude “any rule of agency
organization, procedure, or practice that
does not substantially affect the rights or
obligations of non-agency parties”). The
Department will nonetheless submit this
final rule to both houses of Congress
and the Comptroller General before the
rule takes effect.

Executive Order 13121 (Federalism)

This rule does not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a federalism summary
impact statement.

Executive Order 12988 (Civil Justice
Reform)

The Department has determined that
this rule meets the applicable standards
provided in section 3 of E.O. 12988.

Executive Orders 12866 (Regulatory
Planning and Review) and 13563
(Improving Regulation and Regulatory
Review)

The Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) has not designated this rule a
“significant regulatory action,” under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866.

Executive Order 14192 (Unleashing
Prosperity Through Deregulation)

This rule is not a regulatory action
because this rule is not significant under
Executive Order 12866.

Executive Order 13175 (Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments)

This final rule does not have Tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175 because it would not have a
substantial direct effect on one or more
Indian Tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian Tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian Tribes.

Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA)

This final rule calls does not create or
modify a collection of information
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act,
44 U.S.C. 3501-3520.

List of Subjects in 22 CFR Part 35

Administrative practice and
procedure.

m For the reasons stated in the preamble,
the Department amends 22 CFR by
revising Part 35 to read as follows:

PART 35—THE ADMINISTRATIVE
FALSE CLAIMS ACT

Sec.

35.10
35.11
35.20

Background.

Computation of time.

Definitions.

35.30 Pre-complaint procedures.

35.40 Complaint and pre-hearing
procedures.

35.50 Hearing.

35.60 Post hearing procedures.

Authority: 22 U.S.C. 2651a; 31 U.S.C.
3803(g), 3809; and Pub. L. 118-159.

§35.10 Background.

This subpart implements the
Administrative False Claims Act,
codified at 31 U.S.C. 3801 through 3812.
Section 3809 of that Act requires each
authority head to promulgate
regulations necessary to implement the
provisions of the statute. Administrative
False Claims Act liability is identified at
31 U.S.C. 3802. Liability for claims can
include an assessment of up to twice the
amount of the false claim and a civil
penalty. Liability for a false statement is
a civil penalty. The civil penalty for a
false claim or false statement actionable
under that section is $14,308.

§35.11 Computation of time.

(a) A notice to a person alleged to be
liable under this part must bemailed or
delivered by the later of:

(i) Six years after the date on which
the violation of is committed; or

(ii) Three years after the date on
which facts material to the action are
known or reasonably should have been
known by the Under Secretary of State
for Management, but in no event more
than 10 years after the date on which
the violation is committed.

(b) A civil action to recover a penalty
or assessment must be commenced
within the three-year timeframe noted
in 31 U.S.C. 3808(b).

(c) In computing any period of time
under this part or in an order issued
thereunder:

(1) The time begins with the day
following the act, event, or default, and
includes the last day of the period,
unless it is a Saturday, Sunday, or legal
holiday observed by the Federal
Government, in which event it includes
the next business day.

(2) When the period of time allowed
is less than 7 days, intermediate
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays
observed by the Federal Government
shall be excluded from the computation.

(3) Where a document has been
served or issued by placing it in the

mail, an additional 5 days will be added
to the time permitted for any response.

(d) If, at any time, the Attorney
General or an Assistant Attorney
General designated by the Attorney
General transmits to the Under
Secretary for Management a written
finding that continuation of the
administrative process described in this
part with respect to a claim or statement
may adversely affect any pending or
potential criminal or civil action related
to such claim or statement, the Under
Secretary shall stay the process
immediately. The Under Secretary may
order the process resumed only upon
receipt of the written authorization of
the Attorney General, the Assistant
Attorney General who ordered the stay,
or other appropriate Department of
Justice official.

(e) Federal agencies that receive or
discover any specific information
regarding bribery, gratuities, conflict of
interest, or other corruption or similar
activity in relation to a false claim or
statement, must immediately report that
information consistent with the
requirements of 31 U.S.C. 3808(c) to the
Attorney General and Inspector General
as appropriate.

(f) If the Department uses a presiding
officer who is a member of a board of
contract appeals for a matter, the
procedural rules implemented by that
board of contract appeals will control
the litigation of that matter to the extent
there is an inconsistency between the
board’s procedural rules and the
procedural rules of this part.

(g) In cases where a party, witness or
material evidence in a proceeding under
these regulations is located abroad, the
investigating official, reviewing official
or presiding officer, as the case may be,
may adjust the provisions of this part for
service, filing of documents, time
limitations, and related matters to meet
special problems arising out of that
location.

§35.20 Definitions.

(a) The definitions of “authority,”
“authority head,” “‘claim,”
“investigating official,” “‘knows or has
reason to know,” “person,” “presiding
officer,” “‘reviewing official,”
“statement,” “material,” and
“obligation” are the same as those found
in 31 U.S.C. 3801. The authority head
for the Department is the Under
Secretary for Management. In addition,
the investigating official is the Inspector
General of the Department of State or
designee, and the Assistant Legal
Adpviser for Buildings and Acquisitions
is the reviewing official.

(b) Complaint means the
administrative complaint served by the
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reviewing official on the defendant
under § 35.40(c).

(c) Defendant means any person
alleged in a complaint under § 35.40(a)
to be liable for a civil penalty or
assessment under § 35.10.

§35.30 Pre-complaint Procedures.

(a) Investigating official. (1) An
investigating official may elect to
investigate matters potentially resulting
in an Administrative False Claims Act
action using the subpoena authority at
31 U.S.C. 3804, or any other authority
granted to the investigating official,
such as the authority of the Inspector
General Act at 5 United States Code,
Chapter 4.

(2) If the investigating official
concludes that an action under the
Administrative False Claims Act may be
warranted, the investigating official
shall submit a report containing the
findings and conclusions of such
investigation to the reviewing official.

(3) Nothing in this section shall
preclude or limit an investigating
official’s discretion to refer allegations
directly to the Department of Justice for
suit under the False Claims Act or other
civil relief, or to defer or postpone a
report or referral to the reviewing
official to avoid interference with a
criminal investigation or prosecution.

(4) Nothing in this section modifies
any responsibility of an investigating
official to report violations of criminal
law to the Attorney General.

(b) Reviewing official. (1) If, based on
the report of the investigating official
under this section, the reviewing official
determines that there is adequate
evidence to believe that a person is
liable under the Administrative False
Claims Act, and there is a reasonable
prospect of collecting, from a person
with respect to whom the reviewing
official is referring allegations of
liability in such notice, the amount for
which such person may be liable, the
reviewing official shall transmit to the
Attorney General a written notice of the
reviewing official’s intention to have a
complaint issued under § 35.40(a).

(2) A written notice of the reviewing
official’s intention to have a complaint
issued under § 35.40(a) shall include:

(i) A statement of the reviewing
official’s reasons for issuing a
complaint;

(ii) A statement specifying the
evidence that supports the allegations of
liability;

(iii) A description of the claims or
statements upon which the allegations
of liability are based;

(iv) An estimate of the amount of
money, or the value of property,
services, or other benefits, requested or

demanded in violation of the
Administrative False Claims Act;

(v) A statement of any exculpatory or
mitigating circumstances that may relate
to the claims or statements known by
the reviewing official or the
investigating official; and

(vi) A statement that there is a
reasonable prospect of collecting an
appropriate amount of penalties and
assessments.

(c) Request for authorization from the
Department of Justice. (1) The reviewing
official may issue a complaint under
§ 35.40(a) only if:

(i) The Department of Justice approves
the issuance of a complaint in a written
statement described in 31 U.S.C.
3803(b)(1), and

(ii) In the case of allegations of
liability under 31 U.S.C. 3802(a)(1) with
respect to a claim, the reviewing official
determines that, with respect to such
claim or a group of related claims
submitted at the same time such claim
is submitted, the amount of money, or
the value of property or services,
demanded or requested in violation of
§3802(a)(1) does not exceed $1,000,000.

(iii) For the purposes of this section,

a related group of claims submitted at
the same time shall include only those
claims arising from the same transaction
(e.g., grant, loan, application, or
contract) that are submitted
simultaneously as part of a single
request, demand, or submission.

(2) Nothing in this section shall be
construed to limit the reviewing
official’s authority to join in a single
complaint against a person, claims that
are unrelated or were not submitted
simultaneously, regardless of the
amount of money, or the value of
property or services, demanded or
requested.

(d) A reviewing official shall make all
appropriate written notifications
required by section 3803(j)(2) of title 31
of the United States Code.

§35.40 Complaint and pre-hearing
procedures.

(a) Complaint. The reviewing official
will identify the allegations of liability
in a complaint. The complaint must
identify the following:

(1) The allegations of liability against
the defendant, including the statutory
basis for liability, an identification of
the claims or statements that are the
basis for the alleged liability, and the
reasons why liability allegedly arises
from such claims or statements;

(2) The maximum amount of penalties
and assessments for which the
defendant may be held liable;

(3) Instructions for filing an answer,
including a specific statement of the

defendant’s right to request a hearing
and to be represented by a
representative;

(4) Identification and contact
information for the governmental
employee representing the Department
in the matter; and

(5) The fact that failure to file an
answer within 30 days of service of the
complaint will result in the imposition
of the maximum amount of penalties
and assessments without right to appeal,
as provided in § 35.40(e).

(b) Notice of regulations. At the same
time the reviewing official serves the
complaint, he or she shall serve the
defendant with a copy of these
regulations or identify a free online
resource where the defendant can access
these regulations.

(c) Service of the complaint. The
Department must mail or deliver the
complaint to the person alleged to be
liable in accordance with 31 U.S.C.
3803(d)(1) within the time limitations
identified at 31 U.S.C. 3808(a).

(d) Answer. (1) The defendant may
request a hearing in the answer filed
with the reviewing official within 30
days of service of the complaint. In the
answer, the defendant:

(i) Shall admit or deny each of the
allegations of liability made in the
complaint;

(ii) Shall state any defense on which
the defendant intends to rely;

(iii) May state any reasons why the
defendant contends that the penalties
and assessments should be less than the
statutory maximum; and

(iv) Shall state the name, postal
address, electronic mail address, and
telephone number of the person
authorized by the defendant to act as
defendant’s representative, if any.

(2) Upon receipt of an answer, the
reviewing official shall file the
complaint and answer with the
presiding officer.

(3) If the defendant is unable to file an
answer meeting the requirements of
paragraph (d)(1) of this section within
the time provided, the defendant may,
before the expiration of 30 days from
service of the complaint, file with the
reviewing official a general answer
denying liability and requesting a
hearing, and a request for an extension
of time within which to file an answer
meeting the requirements of paragraph
(d)(1) of this section. The reviewing
official shall file promptly with the
presiding officer the complaint, the
general answer denying liability, and
the request for an extension of time as
provided in § 35.40(e). For good cause
shown, the presiding officer may grant
the defendant up to 30 additional days
within which to file an answer meeting
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the requirements of paragraph (d)(1) of
this section. The presiding officer shall
decide expeditiously whether the
defendant shall be granted an additional
period of time to file such answer.

(e) Default upon failure to file an
answer. (1) If the defendant does not file
an answer within the time prescribed in
§ 35.40, the reviewing official must refer
the complaint to the presiding officer
within a reasonable time.

(2) Upon the referral of the complaint,
the presiding officer shall promptly
serve on the defendant in the manner
prescribed in § 35.40(c), a notice that an
initial decision will be issued under this
section.

(3) The presiding officer shall assume
the facts alleged in the complaint to be
true and, if such facts establish liability
under 31 U.S.C. 3802, the presiding
officer shall issue an initial decision
imposing the maximum amount of
penalties and assessments allowed
under the statute.

(4) Except as otherwise provided in
this section, by failing to file a timely
answer the defendant waives any right
to further review of the penalties and
assessments imposed under paragraph
(e)(3) of this section and the initial
decision shall become final and binding
upon the parties 30 days after it is
issued.

(5) If, before such an initial decision
becomes final, the defendant files a
motion with the presiding officer
seeking to reopen on the grounds that
extraordinary circumstances prevented
the defendant from filing an answer, the
initial decision shall be stayed pending
the presiding officer’s decision on the
motion.

(6) If, on such motion, the defendant
can demonstrate extraordinary
circumstances excusing the failure to
file a timely answer, the presiding
officer shall withdraw the initial
decision in paragraph (e)(3) of this
section, if such a decision has been
issued, and shall grant the defendant an
opportunity to answer the complaint.

(7) A decision of the presiding officer
denying a defendant’s motion under
paragraph (e)(5) of this section is not
subject to reconsideration under
§35.60(d).

(8) The defendant may appeal to the
authority head the decision denying a
motion to reopen by filing a notice of
appeal with the authority head within
15 days after the presiding officer denies
the motion. The timely filing of a notice
of appeal shall stay the initial decision
until the authority head decides the
issue.

(9) If the defendant files a timely
notice of appeal with the authority
head, the presiding officer shall forward

the record of the proceeding to the
authority head.

(10) The authority head shall decide
expeditiously whether extraordinary
circumstances excuse the defendant’s
failure to file a timely answer based
solely on the record before the presiding
officer.

(11) If the authority head decides that
extraordinary circumstances excused
the defendant’s failure to file a timely
answer, the authority head shall remand
the case to the presiding officer with
instructions to grant the defendant an
opportunity to answer.

(12) If the authority head decides that
the defendant’s failure to file a timely
answer is not excused, the authority
head shall reinstate the initial decision
of the presiding officer, which shall
become final and binding upon the
parties 30 days after the authority head
issues such decision.

(f) Presiding officer disqualification
and authorities. (1) A presiding officer
may be removed from a case:

(i) On the presiding officer’s own
initiative; or

(ii) On motion by the parties for
disqualification of the presiding officer.

(A) Such motion shall be
accompanied by an affidavit alleging
personal bias or other reason for
disqualification.

(B) Such motion and affidavit shall be
filed promptly upon the party’s
discovery of reasons requiring
disqualification, or such objections shall
be deemed waived.

(C) Such affidavit shall state specific
facts that support the party’s belief that
personal bias or other reason for
disqualification exists and the time and
circumstances of the party’s discovery
of such facts. It shall be accompanied by
a certificate of the representative of
record that it is made in good faith.

(D) Upon the filing of such a motion
and affidavit, the presiding officer shall
proceed no further in the case until he
or she resolves the matter of
disqualification in accordance with this
section.

(2) The presiding officer shall conduct
a fair and impartial hearing, avoid
delay, maintain order, and assure that a
record of the proceeding is made. The
presiding officer has the authority to:

(i) Set and change the date, time, and
place of the hearing upon reasonable
notice to the parties;

(ii) Continue or recess the hearing in
whole or in part for a reasonable period
of time;

(iii) Hold conferences to identify or
simplify the issues, or to consider other
matters that may aid in the expeditious
disposition of the proceeding;

(iv) Administer oaths and
affirmations;

(v) For the purpose of conducting a
hearing, the presiding officer may issue
subpoenas requiring the attendance and
testimony of witnesses as well as the
production of information as set forth in
in 31 U.S.C. 3804(b)(2). The party
requesting a subpoena shall pay the cost
of the fees and mileage of any witness
subpoenaed in the amounts that would
be payable to a witness in a proceeding
in United States District Court. A check
for witness fees and mileage shall
accompany the subpoena when served,
except that when a subpoena is issued
on behalf of the Department, a check for
witness fees and mileage need not
accompany the subpoena;

(vi) Rule on motions and other
procedural matters;

(vii) Regulate the requirements
regarding motions including requiring
any oral motion to be reduced to writing
and establishing the time within which
a response to any written motion will be
due if the motion is not due within 15
days after the written motion is served;

(viii) Regulate the scope and timing of
discovery;

(ix) Regulate the course of the hearing
and the conduct of representatives and
parties to include imposing sanctions,
such as drawing adverse inferences,
striking pleadings, deeming items
admitted, restricting use of evidence,
dismissing an action, or issuing an
initial decision that reasonably relate to
the severity and nature of the failure or
misconduct;

(x) Examine witnesses;

(xi) Receive, rule on, exclude, or limit
evidence;

(xii) Upon motion of a party, take
official notice of facts;

(xiii) Upon motion of a party, decide
cases, in whole or in part, by summary
judgment where there is no disputed
issue of material fact;

(xiv) Conduct any conference,
argument, or hearing on motions in
person or by telephone; and

(xv) Exercise such other authority as
is necessary to carry out the
responsibilities of the presiding officer
under this part.

(xvi) Irrespective of any implications
of the above, the presiding officer does
not have the authority to find Federal
statutes or regulations invalid.

(xvii) Additionally, the presiding
officer shall not, except to the extent
required for the disposition of ex parte
matters as authorized by law:

(A) Consult a person or party on a fact
in issue, unless on notice and
opportunity for all parties to the hearing
to participate; or
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(B) Be responsible to or subject to the
supervision or direction of the
investigating official or the reviewing
official.

(g) Prehearing—(1) Entitlement to
review and obtain information.
Defendants receiving notice of the
hearing from the presiding officer under
31 U.S.C. 3803(d)(2)(B) are entitled to
information identified in 31 U.S.C.
3803(e), including a copy of all relevant
and material documents, transcripts,
records, and other materials, which
relate to the allegations and upon which
the findings and conclusions of the
investigating official are based.
Defendants should request any such
information from the government’s
point of contact identified in the
complaint. The government’s point of
contact will provide all requested
information expeditiously. Information
subject to payment of a fee will be
expeditiously provided upon payment
of any applicable reasonable duplication
fee.

(2) Discovery. (i) Unless mutually
agreed to by the parties, discovery is
available only as ordered by the
presiding officer. The presiding officer
may order the following types of
discovery:

(A) Requests for production of
documents for inspection and copying;

(B) Requests for admissions of the
authenticity of any relevant document
or of the truth of any relevant fact;

(C) Written interrogatories; and

(D) Depositions.

(ii) A party seeking discovery must
file a motion with the presiding officer.
Such a motion shall be accompanied by
a copy of the requested discovery, or in
the case of depositions, a summary of
the scope of the proposed deposition.
Within 10 days of service, a party may
file an opposition to the motion and/or
a motion for protective order as
provided in § 35.40(g)(3). The presiding
officer may grant a motion for discovery
only if he or she finds that the discovery
sought:

(A) Is necessary for the expeditious,
fair, and reasonable consideration of the
issues;

(B) Is not unduly costly or
burdensome;

(C) Will not unduly delay the
proceeding; and

(D) Does not seek privileged
information.

(iii) The burden of showing that
discovery should be allowed is on the
party seeking discovery.

(iv) The presiding officer shall
regulate the timing of discovery.

(3) Protective orders. A party or a
prospective witness or deponent may
file a motion for a protective order with

respect to discovery sought by an
opposing party or with respect to the
hearing, seeking to limit the availability
or disclosure of evidence. In issuing a
protective order, the presiding officer
may make any order which justice
requires to protect a party or person
from annoyance, embarrassment,
oppression, or undue burden or
expense, including one or more of the
following:

(i) That the discovery not be had;

(ii) That the discovery may be had
only on specified terms and conditions,
including a designation of the time or

lace;

(iii) That the discovery may be had
only through a method of discovery
other than that requested;

(iv) That certain matters not be the
subject of inquiry, or that the scope of
discovery be limited to certain matters;

(v) That discovery be conducted with
no one present except persons
designated by the presiding officer;

(vi) That the contents of discovery or
evidence be sealed;

(vii) That a sealed deposition be
opened only by order of the presiding
officer;

(viii) That a trade secret or other
confidential research, development,
commercial information, or facts
pertaining to any criminal investigation,
proceeding, or other administrative
investigation not be disclosed or be
disclosed only in a designated way; or

(ix) That the parties simultaneously
file specified documents.

(4) Prehearing orders. The presiding
officer shall issue scheduling orders the
presiding officer deems appropriate to
ensure a fair and impartial hearing,
avoid delay, maintain order, and assure
that a record of the proceeding is made.
At a minimum, the presiding officer
must issue an order that:

(i) Sets the hearing in a location
permissible under 31 U.S.C. 3803(g)(4);

(ii) Provides the written notice
required by 31 U.S.C. 3803(g)(2)(A);

(iii) Governs the exchange of witness
lists, statements, and exhibits; and

(iv) Ensures the defendant has an
opportunity to present their case, to
submit rebuttal evidence, and to
conduct such cross-examination as may
be required for a full and true disclosure
of the facts.

(v) Includes in any written notice of
a hearing to a defendant a description of
the procedures for the conduct of the
hearing.

§35.50 Hearing.

(a) The presiding officer will conduct
the hearing consistent with that officer’s
authority to make the determinations
identified in 31 U.S.C. 3803(f) by a
preponderance of the evidence.

(b) In determining an appropriate
amount of civil penalties and
assessments, the presiding officer and
the authority head, upon appeal, should
evaluate any circumstances that mitigate
or aggravate the violation and should
articulate in their opinions the reasons
that support the penalties and
assessments they impose. Because of the
intangible costs of fraud, the expense of
investigating such conduct, and the
need to deter others who might be
similarly tempted, double damages and
a significant civil penalty ordinarily
should be imposed. Although not
exhaustive, the following factors are
among those that may influence the
presiding officer and the authority head
in determining the amount of penalties
and assessments to impose with respect
to the misconduct (i.e., the false,
fictitious, or fraudulent claims or
statements) charged in the complaint:

(1) The number of false, fictitious or
fraudulent claims or statements;

(2) The time period over which such
claims or statements were made;

(3) The degree of the defendant’s
culpability with respect to the
misconduct;

(4) The amount of money or the value
of the property, services, or benefit
falsely claimed;

(5) The cost of the Government’s
actual loss as a result of the misconduct,
including foreseeable consequential
damages and the costs of investigation;

(6) The relationship of the amount
imposed as civil penalties to the amount
of the Government’s loss;

(7) The potential or actual impact of
the misconduct upon public confidence
in the management of Government
programs and operations;

(8) Whether the defendant has
engaged in a pattern of the same or
similar misconduct;

(9) Whether the defendant attempted
to conceal the misconduct;

(10) The degree to which the
defendant has involved others in the
misconduct or in concealing it;

(11) Where the misconduct of
employees or agents is imputed to the
defendant, the extent to which the
defendant’s practices fostered or
attempted to preclude such misconduct;

(12) Whether the defendant
cooperated in or obstructed an
investigation of the misconduct;

(13) Whether the defendant assisted
in identifying and prosecuting other
wrongdoers;

(14) The complexity of the program or
transaction, and the degree of the
defendant’s sophistication with respect
to it, including the extent of the
defendant’s prior participation in the
program or in similar transactions;
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(15) Whether the defendant has been
found, in any criminal, civil, or
administrative proceeding to have
engaged in similar misconduct or to
have dealt dishonestly with the
Government of the United States or of
a state, directly or indirectly;

(16) The need to deter the defendant
and others from engaging in the same or
similar misconduct; and

(17) The potential impact of the
misconduct on the rights of others.

(c) Nothing in this section shall be
construed to limit the presiding officer
or the authority head from considering
any other factors that in any given case
may mitigate or aggravate the offense for
which penalties and assessments are
imposed.

(d) In assembling the record:

(1) The hearing shall be recorded and
transcribed;

(2) Transcripts shall be available
following the hearing at a cost not to
exceed the actual cost of duplication
and any court reporter’s reasonable fee;

(3) The transcript of testimony,
exhibits and other evidence admitted at
the hearing, and all documents filed in
the proceeding constitute the record for
the decision by the presiding officer and
the authority head; and

(4) The record may be inspected and
copied by anyone upon payment of a
reasonable fee, unless otherwise ordered
by the presiding officer.

§35.60 Post-hearing procedures.

(a) Post-hearing motions. The
presiding officer may decide on any
post-hearing motions.

(b) Post-hearing briefs. Any party may
file a post-hearing brief. The presiding
officer shall fix the time for filing such
briefs, not to exceed 60 days from the
date the parties receive the transcript of
the hearing or, if applicable, the
stipulated record. Such briefs may be
accompanied by proposed findings of
fact and conclusions of law. The
presiding officer may permit the parties
to file reply briefs.

(c) Initial decision. Except for good
cause, the presiding officer shall issue a
written decision required by 31 U.S.C.
3803(h) within 90 days after the time for
submission of post-hearing briefs and
reply briefs, if permitted, has expired.

(d) Reconsideration of the initial
decision. (1) Any party may file a
motion for reconsideration of the initial
decision within 20 days of receipt of the
initial decision. If service was made by
mail, receipt will be presumed to be 5
days from the date of mailing in the
absence of contrary proof. Every such
motion must set forth the matters
claimed to have been erroneously
decided and the nature of the alleged

errors. Such motion shall be
accompanied by a supporting brief.
Responses to such motions shall be
allowed only upon request of the
presiding officer.

(2) The presiding officer may dispose
of a motion for reconsideration by
denying it or by issuing a revised initial
decision. If the presiding officer denies
a motion for reconsideration, the initial
decision shall constitute the final
decision of the authority head and shall
be final and binding on all parties 30
days after the presiding officer denies
the motion, unless the initial decision is
timely appealed to the authority head in
accordance with paragraph (e) of this
section.

(3) If the presiding officer issues a
revised initial decision, that decision
shall constitute the final decision of the
authority head and shall be final and
binding on the parties 30 days after it is
issued, unless it is timely appealed to
the authority head in accordance with
paragraph (e) of this section.

(e) Appeal to the authority head. (1)
Parties may not appeal interlocutory
rulings by the presiding officer to the
authority head.

(2) Except in case of default, if the
defendant is determined in an initial
decision to be liable for a civil penalty
or assessment, the defendant may
appeal such decision to the authority
head by filing a notice of appeal with
the Government’s representative
identified in the complaint for review
by the authority head. A notice of
appeal shall be accompanied by a
written brief specifying exceptions to
the initial decision and reasons
supporting the exceptions.

(i) A notice of appeal may be filed at
any time within 30 days after the
presiding officer issues an initial
decision. However, if another party files
a motion for reconsideration,
consideration of the appeal shall be
stayed automatically pending resolution
of the motion for reconsideration.

(ii) If a motion for reconsideration is
timely filed, a notice of appeal must be
filed within 30 days after the presiding
officer denies the motion or issues a
revised initial decision, whichever
applies.

(iii) If no motion for reconsideration
is timely filed, a notice of appeal must
be filed within 30 days after the
presiding officer issues the initial
decision.

(iv) The authority head may extend
the initial 30-day period for an
additional 30 days if the defendant files
with the authority head a request for an
extension within the initial 30-day
period and shows good cause.

(3) The Department’s representative
may file a brief in opposition to the
notice of appeal within 30 days of
receiving the notice of appeal and
accompanying brief.

(4) The authority head’s review will
occur within the limitations noted in 31
U.S.C. 3803(i)(2)(B) and (C). There is no
right to appear personally before the
authority head.

(f) Judicial review. Section 3805 of
title 31, United States Code, authorizes
judicial review by an appropriate
United States District Court of a final
decision of the authority head imposing
penalties and/or assessments under this
part and specifies the procedures for
such review.

(g) Collection. Sections 3806 and
3808(b) of title 31, United States Code,
authorize actions for collection of civil
penalties and assessments imposed
under this part and specify the
procedures for such actions.

Under Secretary for Management
Jason Evans approved this rule on
August 4, 2026, and delegated signature
authority to the undersigned.

Alice M. Kottmyer,

Attorney-Adviser, Office of the Legal Adviser,
U.S. Department of State.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16207 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710-08-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 31
[TD 10053]
RIN 1545-BR80

Backup Withholding on Third Party
Network Transactions

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Final regulations.

SUMMARY: This document contains final
regulations governing backup
withholding on reportable payments
with respect to third party network
transactions. The final regulations
reflect recent changes to the statutory
law that affect the backup withholding
requirements for third party settlement
organizations who make payments in
settlement of third party network
transactions.

DATES:
Effective date: These regulations are
effective on August 10, 2026.
Applicability dates: For dates of
applicability, see §§ 31.3406(a)-1(e) and
31.3406(b)(3)-5(e).
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Casey Conrad, Office of Associate Chief
Counsel (Procedure and Administration)
at (202) 317-6844 (not a toll-free
number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority

This document contains amendments
to the Regulations on Employment
Taxes and Collection of Income Tax at
the Source (26 CFR part 31) under
section 3406 of the Internal Revenue
Code (Code). The final regulations are
issued under the authority conferred by
section 3406(i) of the Code, which
provides the Secretary of the Treasury
or the Secretary’s delegate (Secretary)
with authority to “prescribe such
regulations as may be necessary or
appropriate to carry out the purposes of
[section 3406].”

The final regulations are also issued
pursuant to section 7805(a) of the Code,
which authorizes the Secretary to
“prescribe all needful rules and
regulations for the enforcement of [the
Code], including all rules and
regulations as may be necessary by
reason of any alteration of law in
relation to internal revenue.”

Background

This document contains amendments
to regulations under 26 CFR part 31. On
January 9, 2026, the Department of the
Treasury (Treasury Department) and the
IRS published in the Federal Register
(91 FR 934) a notice of proposed
rulemaking (REG-112829-25) proposing
amendments to the regulations
governing backup withholding on third
party network transactions under
section 3406 (proposed regulations) to
reflect the statutory changes made to
section 3406(b) by section 70432 of
Public Law 119-21, 139 Stat. 72 (July 4,
2025), commonly known as the One,
Big, Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA). No
public hearing was requested or held
with respect to the proposed
regulations.

The Treasury Department and the IRS
received eight comments in response to
the proposed regulations. After
consideration of these comments, the
proposed regulations are adopted
without change. To the extent not
inconsistent with the Summary of
Comments section of this preamble, the
Explanation of Provisions section of the
preamble to the proposed regulations is
incorporated in this document.

Summary of Comments

One commenter suggested that the
changes to the final regulations take
place prospectively only. The final
regulations do not adopt this comment.

The changes to section 3406 made by
section 70432(b)(1) of the OBBBA apply
to calendar years beginning after
December 31, 2024. These final
regulations remove provisions from the
existing regulations that conflict with
section 3406, as amended by the
OBBBA, and implement the changes to
section 3406 made by the OBBBA. Thus,
to prevent taxpayer confusion that
might arise from a conflict between the
statutory text of section 3406 and the
text of the regulations, and to adhere to
the effective date prescribed in the
OBBBA by Congress for the changes
made to section 3406, the applicability
date for these final regulations mirrors
the effective date of section 70432(b)(1)
of the OBBBA (that is, the final
regulations apply with respect to
payments made in calendar years
beginning after December 31, 2024),
consistent with the proposed
regulations.

One commenter expressed general
support for the proposed regulations but
recommended that the Treasury
Department and the IRS include
additional information in the preamble
to this Treasury decision. The
commenter recommended the Treasury
Department and the IRS add a
compliance-and-enforcement-
implications section to this preamble to
reduce tax controversy disputes and
clarify that: (1) the taxability of income
is not affected by the absence of a Form
1099-K, Payment Card and Third Party
Network Transactions, or the absence of
backup withholding on payments made
in settlement of third party network
transactions; (2) the new de minimis
threshold for backup withholding does
not create a safe harbor for structuring,
account-splitting, or other conduct
intended to avoid information reporting
or backup withholding; and (3) that the
IRS may use enforcement tools during
an examination to confirm the amount
of a taxpayer’s income regardless of
whether a taxpayer exceeds the de
minimis third party settlement
organization (TPSO) reporting or backup
withholding threshold.

Although these recommendations are
outside of the scope of these regulations,
the Treasury Department and the IRS
agree that it is important to emphasize
that the taxability of payments and the
reportability of income on an income
tax return are not determined by
whether the IRS or the taxpayer receives
a Form 1099-K, or by whether backup
withholding is required with respect to
a third party network transaction.

This commenter also recommended
that the Treasury Department and the
IRS clarify that TPSOs are responsible
for internally aggregating multiple

accounts with identical identifying
information indicating common
beneficial ownership or the same
taxpayer identification number.
Although this comment is also outside
of the scope of these regulations, the
Treasury Department and the IRS agree
that it is helpful to clarify that the de
minimis TPSO reporting and backup
withholding thresholds referenced
throughout this Treasury decision apply
with respect to each participating payee,
as defined by section 6050W(d)(1).

Three commenters expressed
concerns that the proposed regulations
were confusing or could be drafted more
clearly, but none suggested any
alternative language or clarifying edits.
The final regulations do not make any
changes with respect to these
comments, as the final regulations
merely implement statutory changes in
response to changes made by section
70432(b)(1) of the OBBBA.

One commenter submitted three
separate comments and attached
documents. In one comment, the
commenter requested that the IRS
transmit the commenter’s comment and
all related materials to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs (OIRA), the Government
Accountability Office (GAO), and the
Department of the Treasury Office of
Inspector General for independent
review under the Paperwork Reduction
Act, the Administrative Procedure Act,
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, and
various Executive Orders governing
regulatory review, economic impact,
and burden reduction. The commenter
suggested that the Treasury Department
and the IRS failed to comply with
relevant administrative requirements in
promulgating the proposed regulations,
or at the least understated the expected
burden and economic impact on
taxpayers.

The Treasury Department and the IRS
complied with all relevant
administrative laws, including the
Paperwork Reduction Act, the
Administrative Procedure Act, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, and
applicable Executive Orders in the
promulgation of the proposed
regulations and these final regulations.
The description of the Treasury
Department and the IRS’s compliance
with these administrative requirements
can be found in the Special Analyses
section of the proposed regulations and
the Special Analyses section in this
Treasury decision.

The commenter also submitted thirty
attachments that consisted of requests
and demands, the substantial majority
of which were outside of the scope of
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the proposed regulations. For example,
the commenter requested that the
Treasury Department and the IRS
coordinate with the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission (CFTC) to issue
joint guidance clarifying that CFTC
commodity classification governs the
section 3406 backup withholding
treatment of digital commodity
settlement payments. The commenter
also requested that the Treasury
Department and the IRS exempt certain
types of payments from all backup
withholding, including patent royalty
payments, dividend payments, and
payments for defense-related goods and
services to defense technology
companies registered under
International Traffic in Arms
Regulations (22 CFR parts 120 through
130). No changes were made based on
these comments because these final
regulations are limited to backup
withholding on third party network
transactions, not any broader issues
related to backup withholding.

The remaining comments were
tangentially related to the subject matter
of the proposed regulations on their face
but are nonetheless outside of the scope
of these regulations. For example, one
commenter requested that the Treasury
Department and the IRS analyze the
impact of adopting different section
6050W de minimis TPSO reporting
thresholds and adopt the commenter’s
desired threshold of $200,000 in
payments and 10,000 transactions. The
Treasury Department and the IRS lack
the authority to change the statutorily
prescribed amount of the de minimis
TPSO reporting threshold in these final
regulations. Instead, the final
regulations implement the statutory
requirement under section 3406, as
amended by section 70432(b)(1) of the
OBBBA, to align the backup
withholding threshold for third party
network transactions with the de
minimis TPSO reporting threshold
under section 6050W.

To the extent a comment, or portion
of a comment, was not discussed in this
preamble, the Treasury Department and
the IRS determined that the comment,
or portion of the comment, pertained to
topics outside of the scope of these final
regulations.

Special Analyses

I. Regulatory Planning and Review

These final regulations are not subject
to review under section 6(b) of
Executive Order 12866 pursuant to the
Memorandum of Agreement (July 4,
2025) between the Treasury Department
and OMB regarding review of tax
regulations.

II. Regulatory Flexibility Act

Pursuant to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. chapter 6), it is hereby
certified that these final regulations will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities. The final regulations affect any
entity required to file information
returns reporting payments of third
party network transactions. The final
regulations could affect a substantial
number of small entities; however, the
economic impact of the final regulations
is not likely to be significant because the
final regulations do not impose any new
requirements on small entities. Rather,
the final regulations clarify the
threshold at which entities are required
to backup withhold for reportable
payments where certain conditions are
met. Because the threshold to backup
withhold on third party network
transaction payments increases under
the final regulations, the final
regulations would reduce the frequency
with which entities must backup
withhold. Thus, the economic impact of
these final regulations is not likely to be
significant.

III. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3520) (PRA) generally
requires that a Federal agency obtain the
approval of the OMB before collecting
information from the public, whether
that collection of information is
mandatory, voluntary, or required to
obtain or retain a benefit. An agency
may not conduct or sponsor, and a
person is not required to respond to, a
collection of information unless it
displays a valid control number
assigned by the OMB.

The collection of information in these
final regulations relates to
recordkeeping and information
reporting with respect to backup
withholding in § 31.3406(b)(3)-5. The
collected information will be used by
the payor to determine whether
payments to the payee exceed a
threshold that would require backup
withholding and the issuance of an
information return. The burden for these
requirements is included with the Form
and Instructions for Form 945, Annual
Return of Withheld Federal Income Tax.
The Form 945 and Instructions for Form
945 are approved under OMB control
number 1545-0029 and the associated
burden is included in the estimates
shown in the Instructions for Form 941.
The Form 941 and its instructions were
updated in March 2026, and any
decrease in burden associated with the
statutory changes to section 3406 is
reflected in those instructions because

the burden estimates were based on
statutory requirements in effect as of
October 1, 2025, which includes the
amendments made by section
70432(b)(1) of the OBBBA.

IV. Submission to Small Business
Administration

Pursuant to section 7805(f) of the
Code, the proposed regulations
preceding these final regulations were
submitted to the Chief Counsel for the
Office of Advocacy of the Small
Business Administration for comment
on its impact on small business. No
comments were received.

V. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

Section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 requires
that agencies assess anticipated costs
and benefits and take certain other
actions before issuing a final rule that
includes any Federal mandate that may
result in expenditures in any one year
by a State, local, or Tribal government,
in the aggregate, or by the private sector,
of $100 million in 1995 dollars, updated
annually for inflation. These final
regulations do not include any Federal
mandate that may result in expenditures
by State, local, or Tribal governments, or
by the private sector, in excess of that
threshold.

VI. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

Executive Order 13132 (Federalism)
prohibits an agency from publishing any
rule that has federalism implications if
the rule either imposes substantial,
direct compliance costs on State and
local governments, and is not required
by statute, or preempts State law, unless
the agency meets the consultation and
funding requirements of section 6 of the
Executive Order. These final regulations
do not have federalism implications, do
not impose substantial direct
compliance costs on State and local
governments, and do not preempt State
law within the meaning of the Executive
Order.

VII. Congressional Review Act

Pursuant to the Congressional Review
Act (5 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs
designated this rule as not a major rule,
as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

Statement of Availability of IRS
Documents

IRS Revenue Rulings, Revenue
Procedures, Notices, and other guidance
cited in this document are published in
the Internal Revenue Bulletin (or
Cumulative Bulletin) and are available
from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
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Washington, DC 20402, or by visiting
the IRS website at https://www.irs.gov.

Drafting Information

The principal author of these final
regulations is the Office of Associate
Chief Counsel (Procedure and
Administration). However, other
personnel from the Treasury
Department and the IRS participated in
their development.

List of Subjects in 26 CFR Part 31

Employment taxes, Income taxes,
Penalties, Pensions, Railroad retirement,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Social security,
Unemployment compensation.

Amendments to the Regulations

Accordingly, the Treasury Department
and the IRS amend 26 CFR part 31 as
follows:

PART 31—EMPLOYMENT TAXES AND
COLLECTION OF INCOME TAX AT
SOURCE

m Paragraph 1. The authority citation
for part 31 continues to read in part as
follows:

Authority: 26 U.S.C. 7805.

* * * * *

m Par. 2. Section 31.3406(a)-1 is
amended by revising paragraphs (a) and
(c), and adding paragraph (e) to read as
follows:

§31.3406(a)-1 Backup withholding
requirement on reportable payments.

(a) Overview. Under section 3406 of
the Internal Revenue Code (Code), a
payor must deduct and withhold an
amount equal to the product of the
fourth lowest rate of tax applicable
under section 1(c) of the Code and a
reportable payment if a condition for
withholding exists. Reportable
payments mean interest and dividend
payments (as defined in section
3406(b)(2)) and other reportable
payments (as defined in section
3406(b)(3)). The conditions described in
paragraph (b)(1) of this section apply to
all reportable payments, including
reportable interest and dividend
payments. The conditions described in
paragraph (b)(2) of this section apply
only to reportable interest and dividend

payments.
* * * * *

(c) Exceptions. The requirement to
withhold does not apply to certain de
minimis payments as described in
§§31.3406(b)(3)-1(b)(3), 31.3406(b)(3)-
5(b)(2), and 31.3406(b)(4)-1 or to
payments exempt from withholding

under §§ 31.3406(g)-1 through
31.3406(g]—3.

* * * * *

(e) Applicability date. The provisions
of this section apply with respect to
payments made in calendar years
beginning after December 31, 2024.

m Par. 3. Section 31.3406(b)(3)-5 is
amended by revising paragraphs (b) and
(e) to read as follows:

§31.3406(b)(3)-5 Reportable payments of
payment card and third party network
transactions.

* * * * *

(b) Amount subject to backup
withholding—(1) In general. The
amount described in paragraph (a) of
this section that is subject to
withholding under section 3406 is the
amount subject to reporting under
section 6050W.

(2) Third party network transactions.
In the case of payments made in
settlement of third party network
transactions, the amount subject to
withholding under section 3406 is
determined with regard to the exception
for de minimis payments by third party
settlement organizations in section
6050W(e). A payment is treated as a
reportable payment under paragraph (a)
of this section only if, during the
calendar year, the aggregate number of
transactions with respect to the
participating payee exceeds the number
of transactions specified in section
6050W(e)(2) and the aggregate amount
of all reportable payment transactions
with respect to such participating payee
exceeds the dollar amount specified in
section 6050W(e)(1). The amount
subject to withholding is the entire
amount of the transaction that causes
either the total number of transactions
to exceed the number of transactions
specified in section 6050W(e)(2), or the
entire amount of the transaction that
causes the total amount paid to the
participating payee to exceed the dollar
amount specified in section 6050W(e)(1)
at the time of such payment, whichever
occurs later, and the amount of any
subsequent transactions made to the
participating payee during the calendar
year.

(3) Exception. Paragraph (b)(2) of this
section does not apply with respect to
payments to any participating payee
during any calendar year if one or more
payments in settlement of third party
network transactions made by the payor
to the participating payee during the
preceding calendar year were reportable
payments.

(4) Examples. The provisions of this
paragraph (b) are illustrated by the
following examples:

(i) Example 1. Platform A is a third
party settlement organization (as
defined in § 1.6050W-1(c)(2) of this
chapter) and Y is a participating payee
(as defined in § 1.6050W-1(a)(5)(i)(B) of
this chapter). A complies with all the
requirements to solicit a taxpayer
identification number (TIN) from Y, but
Y does not provide its TIN to A. During
calendar year 2026, A makes 201
payments in settlement of third party
network transactions that total
$20,000.01. A must backup withhold
under paragraph (b)(2) of this section on
the entire amount of the 201st
transaction because that transaction
caused Y to exceed the de minimis
reporting threshold for calendar year
2026 of 200 transactions and $20,000 in
gross payments.

(ii) Example 2. The facts are the same
as in paragraph (b)(4)(i) of this section
(Example 1). During calendar year 2027,
A makes 199 payments in settlement of
third party network transactions that
total $18,000.00. A must backup
withhold on each payment made to Y in
settlement of a third party network
transaction during 2027 under
paragraph (b)(3) of this section because
one or more payments in settlement of
third party network transactions made
by A to Y during the preceding calendar
year (2026) were reportable payments.

(iii) Example 3. The facts are the same
as in paragraph (b)(4)(ii) of this section
(Example 2). During calendar year 2028,
A makes four payments in settlement of
third party network transactions that
total $2,000.00. A must backup
withhold on each payment made in
settlement of a third party network
transaction during 2028 under
paragraph (b)(3) of this section because
one or more payments in settlement of
third party network transactions made
by A to Y during the preceding calendar
year (2027) were reportable payments.

(iv) Example 4. The facts are the same
as in paragraph (b)(4)(iii) of this section
(Example 3). During calendar year 2029,
A made no payments in settlement of
third party network transactions, and
during calendar year 2030, A makes 199
payments in settlement of third party
network transactions that total
$18,000.00. A is not required to backup
withhold on any payment made in
settlement of third party network
transactions during calendar year 2030
because A did not make any reportable
payments to Y during the preceding
calendar year (2029), and A did not
make payments in settlement of third
party network transactions that exceed
the de minimis reporting threshold.

* * * * *
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(e) Applicability date. The provisions
of this section apply with respect to
payments made in calendar years
beginning after December 31, 2024.

Frank J. Bisignano,

Chief Executive Officer.
Approved: July 23, 2026.

Kevin M. Salinger,

Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury
(Tax Policy).

[FR Doc. 2026-16269 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4831-GV-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard
33 CFR Part 165

[Docket No. USCG—-2026-0993]

Safety Zones; Annual Events in the
Captain of the Port Eastern Great
Lakes Zone Marine Events Within the
Great Lakes Coast Guard District

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.

ACTION: Notification of enforcement of
regulation.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard will enforce
multiple safety zones located in federal
regulations for recurring marine events
taking place in August through
September of 2026 to provide for the
safety of life on navigable waterways
during these events. Our regulation for
marine events within the Coast Guard’s
Eastern Great Lakes Zone identifies the
regulated areas for these events. During
the enforcement periods, the operator of
any vessel in the regulated area must
comply with directions from the
Captain of the Port Eastern Great Lakes
or a designated representative.

DATES: The regulations in 33 CFR
165.939 will be enforced for the
regulated areas listed in Table 1 to
§165.939, as follows:

e Event (H)(1): Whiskey Island
Paddlefest, Cleveland, OH—from 7:00
a.m. to 1:30 p.m. on August 15, 2026.

e Event (H)(2): D-Day Conneaut,
Conneaut, OH—from 1:30 p.m. to 5:30
p-m. each day from August 13 through
15, 2026.

e Event (H)(8): Tri CLE Rock Roll
Run, Cleveland, OH—from 8:00 a.m. to
11:30 a.m. on August 15, 2026, and from
5:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. on August 16,
2026.

e Event (I)(2): Cleveland National Air
Show, Cleveland, OH—from 7:30 a.m. to
6:30 p.m. each day from September 5
through 7, 2026.

e Event (I)(3): Head of the Cuyahoga,
Cleveland, OH—from 4:30 a.m. to 5:30
p-m. on September 26, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this
notification of enforcement, call or
email Petty Officer Andrew Nevenner at
Marine Safety Unit Cleveland’s
Waterways Management Division;
telephone 216—937-0111, email D09-
SMB-MSUCLEVELAND-WWM@
uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Coast
Guard will enforce multiple safety zones
for annual events in the Captain of the
Port Eastern Great Lakes Zone listed in
Table 1 to 33 CFR 165.939, for events
occurring in the months of August
through September, as listed in the
DATES section. This action is being taken
to provide for the safety of life on
navigable waterways during those
annual marine events. Pursuant to 33
CFR 165.23, entry into, transiting, or
anchoring within these safety zones
during an enforcement period is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port (COTP) Eastern Great
Lakes or his designated representative.
Those seeking permission to enter the
safety zone may request permission
from the COTP Eastern Great Lakes via
channel 16, VHF-FM. Vessels and
persons granted permission to enter the
safety zone shall obey the directions of
COTP Eastern Great Lakes or his
designated representative. While within
a safety zone, all vessels shall operate at
the minimum speed necessary to
maintain a safe course.

In addition to this notice of
enforcement in the Federal Register, the
Coast Guard will provide the maritime
community with advance notification of
this enforcement period via Broadcast
Notice to Mariners or Local Notice to
Mariners. If the COTP Eastern Great
Lakes determines that the safety zone
need not be enforced for the full
duration stated in this notice, he may
use a Broadcast Notice to Mariners to
grant general permission to enter the
respective safety zone.

Matthew J. Walter,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Sector Eastern Great Lakes.

[FR Doc. 2026-16254 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[Docket Number USCG-2026-0992]
RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Lake St. Clair; Grosse
Pointe Farms, Mi

AGENCY: Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security.

ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a temporary safety zone for
navigable waters of Lake St. Clair within
a 475-foot radius of Grosse Pointe Yacht
Club in Lake St. Clair, Grosse Pointe
Farms, MI. The safety zone is needed to
protect personnel, vessels, and the
marine environment from potential
hazards during a fireworks event. Entry
of vessels or persons into this zone is
prohibited unless specifically
authorized by the Captain of the Port
Detroit (COTP) or their designated
representative.

DATES: This rule is effective from 9:30
p.m. on August 14, 2026, until 10:30
p-m. on August 15, 2026. This rule will
be enforced from 9:30 p.m. until 10:30
p.m. on August 14, 2026. In the event
of inclement weather, this rule will be
enforced from 9:30 p.m. until 10:30 p.m.
on August 15, 2026.

ADDRESSES: To view available
documents, go to https://
www.regulations.gov and search for
USCG-2026-0992.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this rule,
contact Tracy Girard, Waterways
Management Division, U.S. Coast Guard
Sector Detroit; (313) 475-7475, D09-
SMB-SecDetroit-WWM®@uscg.mil.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Table of Abbreviations

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

COTP Captain of the Port

DHS Department of Homeland Security
FR Federal Register

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking
§ Section

U.S.C. United States Code

II. Background and Authority

The Coast Guard received notification
that a fireworks display will be
launched from a barge positioned on
Lake St. Clair in Grosse Pointe Farms,
MI. The COTP has determined that
potential hazards associated with the
fireworks display are a safety concern
for anyone within a 475-foot radius of
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the launch point. Therefore, the Coast
Guard is issuing this rule under the
authority in 46 U.S.C. 70034, which is
needed to protect personnel, vessels,
and the marine environment in the
navigable waters within the safety zone.

Because of these potential hazards,
the Coast Guard is issuing this rule
without prior notice and comment. As
is authorized by 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), the
Coast Guard finds that good cause exists
for not publishing a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) with respect to this
rule because it is impracticable. The
Coast Guard was notified of this event
on July 17, 2026, but we must establish
this safety zone by August 14, 2026, to
protect personnel, vessels, and the
marine environment. Therefore, we do
not have enough time to solicit and
respond to comments.

For the same reason, the Coast Guard
finds that under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), good
cause exists for making this rule
effective less than 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register.

II1. Discussion of the Rule

This rule establishes a safety zone
from 9:30 p.m. on August 14, 2026, until
10:30 p.m. on August 15, 2026. This
rule will be enforced from 9:30 p.m.
until 10:30 p.m. on August 14, 2026. In
the event of inclement weather on
August 14, 2026, this rule will be
enforced from 9:30 p.m. until 10:30 p.m.
on August 15, 2026. The safety zone
will cover all navigable waters of Lake
St. Clair within a 475-foot radius of the
fireworks launch point at Grosse Pointe
Yacht Club on Lake St. Clair, Grosse
Pointe Farms, MI. Vessels and persons
will not be allowed to enter the zone
during this time, unless authorized by
the COTP or their designated
representative.

IV. Regulatory Analyses

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

A. Impact on Small Entities

The regulatory flexibility analysis
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, do not
apply to rules that are not subject to
notice and comment. Because the Coast
Guard has, for good cause, waived the
notice and comment requirement that
would otherwise apply to this
rulemaking, the Regulatory Flexibility

Act’s flexibility analysis provisions do
not apply here.

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
if this rule will affect your small
business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions,
contact the person listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Small businesses may send comments
to the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards by calling 1—
888—REG-FAIR (1-888-734—3247). The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

B. Collection of Information

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

C. Federalism and Indian Tribal
Governments

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

Also, this rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

As required by The Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C.
1531-1538), the Coast Guard certifies
that this rule will not result in an
annual expenditure of $100,000,000 or
more (adjusted for inflation) by a State,
local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector.

E. Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Directive 023—-01, Rev. 1, associated
implementing instructions, and
Environmental Planning COMDTINST
5090.1 (series), which guide the Coast
Guard in complying with the National

Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and have
determined that this action is one of a
category of actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment.

This rule is a safety zone. It is
categorically excluded from further
review under paragraph L60(a) of
Appendix A, Table 1 of DHS Instruction
Manual 023-01-001-01, Rev. 1. A
Record of Environmental Consideration
supporting this determination is
available in the docket.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

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

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

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

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

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 70034, 70051, 70124;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;
DHS Delegation No. 00170.1, Revision No.
01.4.

m 2. Add § 165.T09—-0992 to read as
follows:

§165.T09-0992 Safety Zone; Lake St.
Clair, Grosse Pointe Farms, MI.

(a) Location. The following area is a
safety zone: All navigable waters of Lake
St. Clair within a 475-foot radius of the
barge launch site at Grosse Pointe Yacht
Club in Lake St. Clair at position
42°26’04” N, 082°52’12.8” W. All
geographic coordinates are North
American Datum of 1983 (NAD 83).

(b) Definitions. As used in this
section, designated representative
means a Coast Guard Patrol
Commander, including a Coast Guard
coxswain, petty officer, or other officer
operating a Coast Guard vessel and a
Federal, State, and local officer
designated by or assisting the Captain of
the Port Detroit (COTP) in the
enforcement of the safety zone.

(c) Regulations. (1) Under the general
safety zone regulations in subpart C of
this part, you may not enter the safety
zone described in paragraph (a) of this
section unless authorized by the COTP
or the COTP’s designated representative.



Federal Register/Vol.

91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026 /Rules and Regulations

51397

(2) To seek permission to enter,
contact the COTP or the COTP’s

representative on VHF-FM channel 16.

Those in the safety zone must comply
with all lawful orders or directions

given to them by the COTP or the
COTP’s designated representative.

(d) Enforcement period. This section
will be enforced from 9:30 p.m. through
10:30 p.m. on August 14, 2026. In the
event of inclement weather, this zone

will be enforced from 9:30 p.m. until
10:30 p.m. on August 15, 2026.

Caren C. Damon,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Detroit.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16256 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 61

[Docket No. FAA-2026-9177; Notice No. 26—
13]

RIN 2120-AM23

Removal of FAA Third-Class Medical
Certificate Requirement for Military
Pilot Trainees

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

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: FAA proposes to amend
regulations to extend the existing
exception for U.S. military pilots from
the requirement to hold an FAA third-
class medical certificate to military pilot
trainees who already meet U.S. military
pilot medical examination
requirements. FAA has determined that
U.S. military pilot medical
examinations meet or exceed the level
of safety established by FAA third-class
medical certificate standards. Therefore,
it is redundant to require military pilot
trainees to meet both standards. The
proposed rule would support
streamlining the U.S. military use of
civilian flight schools. The intended
effects are to reduce administrative
burdens and costs while maintaining
safety standards.

DATES: Send comments on or before
October 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by docket number FAA-2026-9177
using any of the following methods:

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

e Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, 1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE, West Building, 5th Floor (W58-213),
Washington, DC 20590.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in

Room W58-213 of the West Building,
5th Floor, at 1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE, Washington, DC 20590 between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

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

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to the Docket
Operations in Room W58-213 of the
West Building, 5th Floor, at 1200 New
Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC
20590 between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bradley C. Zeigler, Office of Safety
Standards, General Aviation and
Commercial Division, Training and
Certification Group, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW, Washington, DC 20591;
telephone (202) 267—1100; email
bradley.c.zeigler@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Executive Summary

FAA proposes to revise part 61 of title
14 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(14 CFR) to except certain military pilot
trainees from the requirement to have an
FAA third-class medical certificate if
they have an up-to-date U.S. military
pilot medical examination authorizing
pilot flight status. FAA’s proposal, if
adopted, would provide military pilot
trainees with the same regulatory relief
currently afforded to U.S. military
pilots, codify existing FAA exemptions
that support the U.S. Air Force’s use of
civilian flight schools for initial pilot
training, and extend the deregulatory
benefits of those exemptions to all
branches of the U.S. Armed Forces.

FAA also proposes to introduce
definitions for military pilot medical
examination and military pilot trainee
to ensure the proposed exception
applies only to military pilot trainees
who received a U.S. military pilot
medical examination of equivalent or
greater stringency to that for an FAA
third-class medical certificate and who
are currently receiving pilot training in
civil aircraft as part of a military flight
training program. This relief would
extend to U.S. military pilot trainees
and to foreign military pilot trainees
sponsored by the U.S. Armed Forces

who also meet U.S. military pilot
medical examination requirements.

II. Authority for This Rulemaking

FAA’s authority to issue rules on
aviation safety is found in title 49 of the
United States Code (U.S.C.). Subtitle I,
section 106 describes, in part, the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of
FAA'’s authority.

Specifically, this rulemaking is issued
under the authority described in subtitle
VII, part A, subpart III, sections 44701—
44703. Under section 44701, FAA is
charged with prescribing regulations
and minimum standards for
cybersecurity and other practices,
methods, and procedures the
Administrator finds necessary for safety
in air commerce. Under sections 44702
and 44703, FAA is also authorized to
issue airman certificates, including
airman medical certificates, when the
Administrator finds, after investigation,
the individual is qualified for, and
physically able to perform the duties
related to the position to be authorized
by the certificate. This proposed rule is
within the scope of those authorities
because it would allow individuals who
have already been issued medical
authorization by the U.S. military for
qualification as a U.S. military pilot
trainee to engage in civil flight
operations without needing to obtain an
FAA third-class medical certificate.

III. Background

A. Military Use of Civil Pilot Training

The United States Air Force (USAF)
Air Education and Training Command
(AETC) has taken steps to increase flight
training capacity by leveraging civilian
pilot schools to train military pilot
trainees. Under this model, academic
institutions provide civilian training
programs at pilot schools to supplement
USAF military pilot schools. Military
pilot trainees graduate from these FAA-
certificated pilot schools * with an FAA-
issued private pilot certificate with an
airplane category, multiengine land
class rating, and an instrument-airplane
rating. The USAF AETC uses this
civilian training approach to meet the

1Pilot schools or provisional pilot schools used
under this program are certificated by FAA as
meeting the requirements of 14 CFR part 141. They
are often referred to as part 141 pilot schools or
provisional pilot schools.
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annual demands for new military pilots
reliably, while enhancing flexibility and
scalability.

In addition to training U.S. military
pilot trainees,2 USAF and other
branches of the U.S. Armed Forces
partner with military organizations of
other allied countries to train non-U.S.
military pilots. These foreign military
pilot trainees are members of U.S.-allied
military organizations who also receive
U.S. Armed Forces-sponsored training
at part 141 pilot schools. This flight
training is conducted under agreements
between the U.S. and foreign
governments, and the foreign military
pilot trainees are cleared by both the
trainee’s military organization and the
branch of the U.S. Armed Forces
sponsoring the training to meet
eligibility requirements for security,
medical fitness, and aptitude.

Under current FAA regulations,
applicants for an FAA pilot certificate or
rating, including military pilot trainees,
are generally required to have an FAA
third-class airman medical certificate to
conduct solo flights and take practical
tests in civil aircraft.? Therefore, a
prospective student of a part 141 pilot
school must have at least an FAA third-
class medical certificate to be eligible to
conduct the solo flights and practical
tests required under the pilot school’s
FAA-approved curriculum leading to
the issuance of a private pilot certificate
or applicable instrument or class rating.

B. Regulatory History and Exemptions

In 2009, as part of an amendment to
part 61 (2009 final rule), FAA revised
§§61.3(c) and 61.23(b) to relieve
military pilots engaged in civil flight
operations from the requirement to have
an FAA third-class airman medical
certificate if they already have an up-to-
date military medical examination for
pilot status.* This change was made
because FAA determined the medical
examinations provided by a U.S. Armed
Forces medical facility to military pilots
equal or exceed the content and quality
of a third-class medical examination
required by FAA.5 The 2009 final rule,
however, did not extend this
equivalency to individuals who have
not been authorized for military pilot
status, such as military pilot trainees.

2FAA proposes to define “military pilot trainee”
as a member of the U.S. Armed Forces or of a
foreign military who is receiving pilot training
sponsored by a branch of the U.S. Armed Forces.

3 See 14 CFR 61.3(c)(1) and 61.23(a)(3).

4 See the Pilot, Flight Instructor, and Pilot School
Certification final rule, 74 FR 42500, 42509-10
(Aug. 21, 2009).

51d.; see also the Pilot, Flight Instructor, and Pilot
School Certification NPRM, 72 FR 5806, 5814 (Feb.
7, 2007).

On October 18, 2018, the USAF Air
Force Security Assistance Training
(AFSAT) Squadron petitioned FAA for
an exemption from the third-class
airman medical certificate requirements
to allow International Military Students
(IMS) 6 conducting civil flight training
sponsored by the Department of Defense
(DoD) 7 to use their military medical
authorizations in lieu of an FAA-issued
third-class medical certificate. AFSAT
sought this relief to coordinate IMS
training in civil aircraft in the United
States better and minimize delays
resulting from trainees applying for
third-class medical certificates after
arriving in the U.S. and prior to
beginning training. Noting that IMS
trainees receive the same level of
military medical examination as U.S.
Armed Forces pilot trainees, FAA
provided the relief AFSAT sought in
Grant of Exemption No. 18245, issued
on June 6, 2019.8

On May 15, 2025, USAF AETC
likewise petitioned FAA for relief from
the FAA third-class medical certificate
requirement for the training of USAF
pilot trainees at part 141 pilot schools.
In its evaluation of that petition, FAA
referenced the AETC assertion that ““all
USAF student pilots must meet and
maintain USAF IFC I [Initial Flying
Class I] standards, which are more
stringent than USAF Initial Flying Class
II (IFC II) standards that are the basis for
the §61.23(b)(11) military pilot carve
out.” Based on this determination, and
the fact that the circumstances
presented in the AETC petition for
exemption were similar in all material
respects to the previously issued USAF
AFSAT grant of exemption, FAA

6 USAF AFSAT referred to training candidates in
their petition for exemption as “International
Military Students.” Because the term “student’” or
“student pilot” has a specific definition under
subpart C of part 61, this NPRM refers to those
individuals as ““foreign military pilot trainees”
outside the discussion of the exemption request.

7 Department of Defense or DOD is the legal name
of the sponsoring agency in this circumstance. On
September 5, 2025, the President issued Executive
Order 14347, “Restoring the United States
Department of War”” authorizing the use of the
secondary title “Department of War” for the
sponsoring agency in non-statutory
communications.

8 FAA notes that in Grant of Exemption No.
18245, the question of military medical equivalency
was specifically considered with regard to
International Military Students, but FAA found that
the foreign military pilot trainees received a U.S.
military flight physical prior to any civilian or
military flight training. Further, FAA notes that in
Grant of Exemption No. 18245, FAA provided relief
to 14 CFR 61.23(b)(9). Since that relief was issued,
§61.23 was revised so that paragraph (b)(9) is now
paragraph (b)(11). Exemption No. 18245 has been
extended twice, and most recently Grant of
Exemption No. 18245B was issued on June 13,
2024. Docket No. FAA-2018-0968 is available at
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/FAA-2018-
0968/document.

granted Exemption No. 23890 to USAF ¢
AETC on May 30, 2025.1°

IV. Discussion of the Proposal

FAA proposes to provide military
pilot trainees with the same regulatory
relief currently afforded to U.S. military
pilots, to codify in 14 CFR part 61 the
burden-relieving exemptions already
extended to the U.S. Air Force, and to
extend that regulatory relief to all
branches of the U.S. Armed Forces. This
proposal would apply to military pilot
trainees sponsored by the U.S. Air
Force, U.S. Army, U.S. Marine Corps,
U.S. Navy, U.S. Space Force, U.S. Coast
Guard, and National Guard and Reserve
units. FAA recognizes the requirement
to have an FAA-issued third-class
airman medical certificate is
unnecessary for those military pilot
trainees who have already undergone
extensive medical examination through
their branch of the U.S. Armed Forces.
This proposed rule would remove the
administrative burden on the U.S.
Armed Forces of the time and expense
associated with ensuring military pilot
trainees meet the FAA third-class
medical certificate requirement. This
proposed rule would also reduce the
volume of third-class medical certificate
applications requiring FAA
consideration.

The proposed rule is only intended to
apply to military pilot trainees who
have received a U.S. military medical
examination and are actively receiving
flight training under the sponsorship of
a branch of the U.S. Armed Forces.
While the proposed relief is intended to
relieve military pilot trainees from the
burden of obtaining an FAA third-class
medical certificate to engage in civil
pilot training, the relief proposed is not
limited to flight training conducted
under part 61 or part 141 only.
Consistent with the relief presently
granted to military pilots, the proposed
relief would allow military pilot
trainees to act as pilot in command of
an aircraft without holding an FAA
medical certificate if the flight does not
require higher than a third-class medical
certificate. For example, a military pilot
trainee who obtained his or her private
pilot certificate may act as the pilot in
command of a recreational flight not
associated with the civil pilot training
program without holding an FAA

9 While the existing exemptions have thus far
only applied to the USAF, FAA has consulted with
other branches of the U.S. Armed Forces to discuss
current and future training plans and how the
exception proposed in this rulemaking would affect
those plans.

10 See Docket No. FAA—2025-1044 available at
https://www.regulations.gov/document/FAA-2025-
1044-0002.
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medical certificate. This proposed relief
would continue as long as that person
met the definition of military pilot
trainee or became a U.S. military pilot
(and, as further discussed in this
preamble, has an up-to-date U.S.
military pilot medical examination).

FAA proposes to define military pilot
trainee and military pilot medical
examination to ensure the exception
will only apply in situations where
excepting the pilot trainee from the
requirements of §§61.3(c) and
61.23(a)(3) does not result in a reduction
in safety within the National Airspace
System (NAS). FAA invites comments
on this limited scope of the proposed
rule.

A. Removal of Redundant Medical
Certification Requirement

Currently, § 61.3(c)(2)(xii) provides an
exception to the requirement that a
required pilot flightcrew member have
an FAA third-class medical certificate if
that person is a pilot of the U.S. Armed
Forces, has an up-to-date U.S. military
medical examination, and holds
military pilot flight status. Further,
§61.23(b)(11) provides that a military
pilot of the U.S. Armed Forces is not
required to hold an FAA third class
medical certificate when the pilot can
show evidence of an up-to-date medical
examination authorizing pilot flight
status issued by the U.S. Armed Forces,
the flight does not require higher than
a third-class medical certificate, and the
flight conducted is a domestic flight
operation within U.S. airspace. As
discussed in the preamble to the 2009
final rule, FAA has found that the
military medical standards met by pilot
applicants—many who will conduct
complex military exercises or combat
operations—are, by nature and of
necessity, more stringent and, therefore,
exceed the minimum 14 CFR part 67
third-class medical standards.!? Current
regulations, however, do not provide a
similar exception from the requirement
to hold an FAA third-class medical
certificate for military pilot trainees,
despite the fact that they meet the same
or higher military medical standards.
Thus, military pilot trainees are
required to obtain an FAA third-class
medical certificate in addition to their
U.S. military medical examination to
undertake flight training in civil aircraft.

The issue arising for both U.S. Armed
Forces pilot trainees and U.S. Armed
Forces-sponsored foreign military pilot
trainees is that a military pilot trainee is
not a military pilot who is authorized
for full military pilot flight status and is
therefore not eligible for the exception

11 See 74 FR at 42510.

currently provided in § 61.23(b)(11).
This distinction was not intentional;
FAA recognizes, as discussed in the
existing exemptions and in this
proposed rule, the U.S. military’s
medical requirements for military pilot
trainees who will operate in the air meet
or exceed the level of safety provided by
an FAA third-class medical certificate,
where required by FAA. Likewise, in
Exemption No. 18245, FAA noted that
“International Military Students receive
the same DoD Class 1 flight physical
that all DoD pilots receive prior to any
civilian or military flight training.”” 12
When U.S. and foreign military pilot
trainees undergo and demonstrate to the
U.S. military that they meet or exceed
requirements of the same medical
examination used to qualify military
pilots for general pilot flight status, it
follows that they are meeting or
exceeding the level of safety established
by part 67 third-class medical
standards.13

Accordingly, FAA proposes to extend
the medical certificate relief for military
pilots in §§61.3(c)(2)(xii) and
61.23(b)(11) to include both U.S.
military pilot trainees and foreign
military pilot trainees sponsored by the
U.S. Armed Forces who can show
evidence of an up-to-date U.S. military
pilot medical examination authorizing
pilot flight status issued by the U.S.
Armed Forces.
B. Definitions

FAA airman medical certification
ensures that only those pilots who are
physically and mentally fit will be
authorized to operate aircraft, enhancing
aviation safety by mitigating the risk of
medical factors as a cause of aircraft
accidents. To ensure that the proposed
exception from the requirements of
§§61.3 and 61.23 would only apply
where it results in an equivalent level of
safety, the rule proposes to add two
definitions to § 61.1. First, FAA
proposes to define military pilot trainee
as ‘‘a member of the U.S. Armed Forces,
or of a foreign military, who is receiving
pilot training sponsored by a branch of
the U.S. Armed Forces.” Second, FAA
proposes to define military pilot
medical examination as ‘‘a medical
examination conducted by a branch of
the U.S. Armed Forces for the purpose
of establishing medical eligibility for a
military pilot or military pilot trainee to
perform military pilot duties onboard
military aircraft.”

In defining military pilot trainee, FAA
seeks to ensure only military personnel
who are actively receiving U.S. military-

12 See Regulatory Docket No. FAA—2018-0968.
13 See 74 FR at 42510.

sponsored pilot training would be
excepted from the third-class medical
certificate requirement. Military pilot
trainees who are voluntarily or
involuntarily separated from the
training program would no longer
qualify for relief under this proposed
rule, regardless of whether the military
medical examination is still valid. This
proposed limitation would be consistent
with the scope of the current
regulations, which apply to military
pilots only if they are authorized for
pilot flight status. Further, in some
cases, recipients of military pilot
medical examinations may receive
waivers for certain medical conditions
that would otherwise be disqualifying.
FAA notes the standards associated
with waivers granted under military
pilot medical examinations are
predicated on access to and interaction
with military flight surgeons who are
ultimately responsible for ensuring
military pilots and military pilot
trainees are medically qualified to
engage in flight operations. Military
pilots and military pilot trainees may
receive waivers for conditions on the
basis that those individuals are under
the care of a military flight surgeon who
may actively monitor a specific medical
condition and proactively ground the
pilot if the condition changes in a way
that would make further flight
operations unsafe. Individuals who are
not engaged in flight training may no
longer have access to this medical
oversight and could potentially pose a
safety risk to the NAS.

FAA also proposes a definition for
military pilot medical examination.
FAA proposes this definition to account
for the U.S. Armed Forces conducting
military medical examinations for roles
other than military pilots or those that
would involve attending civil pilot
schools as military pilot trainees. The
medical examinations required for these
positions vary among branches of the
U.S. Armed Forces and by role and may
not meet or exceed the level of safety
established by FAA third-class medical
certificate standards in all cases.
Therefore, only U.S. Armed Forces
medical examinations intended for
military pilots who will operate in the
air onboard military aircraft and will
perform military pilot duties would
meet the requirement for a U.S. military
medical examination and would except
those military pilots or military pilot
trainees from the requirement to have an
FAA third-class medical certificate.

Accordingly, FAA proposes to define
military pilot medical examination in
§61.1 for purposes of part 61 as a
medical examination conducted by a
branch of the U.S. Armed Forces for the
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purpose of establishing medical
eligibility for a military pilot or military
pilot trainee performing military pilot
duties onboard military aircraft. This
proposed definition differentiates the
military pilot medical examinations
required to perform in-flight pilot duties
recognized by FAA as meeting or
exceeding the level of safety established
by an FAA third-class medical
certificate from other U.S. Armed Forces
medical examinations. The U.S. Armed
Forces have the option to require other
personnel to meet the same medical
examination requirements used to
qualify military pilots or military pilot
trainees, and in doing so, would then
bring those military personnel under the
exception proposed in this rule while
those personnel also meet the proposed
definition of pilot trainee.

The proposed definition would clarify
that these exceptions do not apply to
military medical examinations that only
authorize remote piloting flight status.
The 2009 final rule did not contemplate
the use of remote pilots by the U.S.
Armed Forces, and FAA did not
evaluate whether military medical
examinations conducted for military
remote pilots meet or exceed the level
of safety established by an FAA third-
class medical certificate.

FAA invites comments on whether
remote pilots or non-pilot flightcrew
members who receive military pilot
medical examinations should be granted
additional relief from holding an FAA
third-class medical certificate under this
proposed rule. Further, FAA seeks
comment on whether military personnel
who receive military medical
examinations intended for roles other
than pilot flightcrew members should be
extended relief from holding an FAA
third-class medical certificate.

V. Regulatory Notices and Analyses

A. Regulatory Impact Analysis

Executive Order (E.O.) 12866
(“Regulatory Planning and Review”)
and E.O. 13563 (“Improving Regulation
and Regulatory Review”’) require
agencies to regulate in the “most cost-
effective manner,” to make a “reasoned
determination that the benefits of the
intended regulation justify its costs,”
and to develop regulations that “impose
the least burden on society.” The Office
of Management and Budget has
determined this proposed rule is not a
significant regulatory action as defined
in section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866.

This proposed rule would provide
time savings for U.S. military pilot
trainees and U.S. Armed Forces-
sponsored foreign military pilot trainees
by removing the requirement that these

pilot trainees hold an FAA third-class
medical certificate when receiving
training conducted under part 61 or
under part 141.

Based on information provided by the
U.S. Air Force about pilot trainees
exempted from holding an FAA third-
class medical certificate in the past
seven years, FAA estimates 1,850 U.S.
Armed Forces military pilot trainees 14
and 150 U.S. Armed Forces-sponsored
foreign military pilot trainees would be
affected each year, for a total of 2,000
military pilot trainees. FAA assumes, for
the purposes of this analysis, these U.S.
and foreign military pilot trainees
operate under exemptions that expire in
year two of the rule.?s If this rule is not
finalized as proposed, by year two, these
pilot trainees would be required to
obtain an FAA third-class medical
certificate. This proposed rule would
eliminate that requirement. The U.S. Air
Force has identified a further 450
trainees who are not eligible under the
current regulatory framework but could
be eligible under the proposed rule.
Thus, cost savings would be realized in
year two of the analysis of this proposed
rule.

The 2019 NPRM ‘“‘Removal of Check
Pilot Medical Certificate
Requirement” 16 found the cost for an
applicant to apply for a medical
certificate is $437 17 per certificate. The
U.S. Armed Forces currently bear this
cost, which this proposed rule would
avert. The 2022 rule “Medical
Certification Standards for Commercial
Balloon Operations” 18 found the cost to
review an application, if the applicant
meets the standards for a third-class
medical certificate under subpart D of
14 CFR part 67, is $36 19 per certificate.
These cost savings sum to $946,000 20
per year and would be realized starting
in 2027 (year 2 of this analysis). FAA

14 This figure includes 1,400 pilot trainees
training to be pilots, as well as 240 combat systems
officers and 210 remotely piloted aircraft pilots who
could use civilian flight schools to conduct their
initial pilot training.

15 The current U.S. Air Force exemption is set to
expire in 2027, which covers pilot trainees.

16 Removal of Check Pilot Medical Certificate
Requirement NPRM, 84 FR 25499 (Jun. 3, 2019).

17 This is in 2025 USD. The original figure is $346
in 2019 USD. $346 2019 USD x 317.61 (2025 CPI)/
251.712 (2019 CPI) = $437 2025 USD. This and all
following CPIs are from the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, using the “All Urban Consumers” series.
This can be found at https://www.bls.gov/cpi/
data.htm.

18 Medical Certification Standards for
Commercial Balloon Operations final rule, 87 FR
71218 (Nov. 22, 2022).

19$30 2021 USD x 317.671 (2025 CPI)/281.148
(2022 CPI) = $36 2025 USD.

20 $437 from U.S. Armed Forces + $36 from FAA
per application x 2,000 applications per year.

invites comment on these assumptions
and figures.

Because military pilot trainees
undergo rigorous medical examinations,
FAA assumes no applicants require a
special issuance of an FAA third-class
medical certificate. To date, few, if any,
military pilot trainees have required a
special issuance. Therefore, FAA
assumes there would be no cost savings
related to the special issuance of FAA
third-class medical certificates from this
proposed change.

This proposed rule would impose no
new costs and would result in cost
savings for the U.S. Armed Forces from
eliminating the requirement for military
pilot trainees to obtain FAA third-class
medical certificates and for FAA to
review those certificate applications.
FAA estimates this proposed rule would
result in cost savings of $2.9 million
over five years ($730,373 annualized) at
a seven percent discount rate, or $3.4
million over five years ($745,452
annualized) at a three percent discount
rate.

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
of 1980, (5 U.S.C. 601-612), as amended
by the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub.
L. 104-121), and the Small Business
Jobs Act of 2010 (Pub. L. 111-240),
requires Federal agencies to consider
the effects of the regulatory action on
small business and other small entities
and to minimize any significant
economic impact. The term ‘“‘small
entities” comprises small businesses
and not-for-profit organizations that are
independently owned and operated and
are not dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

This proposed rule does not add any
new costs to regulated entities, and has
only modest cost savings. Furthermore,
all regulated entities are not considered
small entities by the Small Business
Administration. If an agency determines
a rulemaking will not result in a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities, the
head of the agency may so certify under
section 605(b) of the RFA. Therefore, as
provided in section 605(b) and based on
the foregoing, the head of FAA certifies
this proposed rule would not result in
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

FAA welcomes comments on this
certification.

C. International Trade Impact
Assessment

The Trade Agreements Act of 1979
(Pub. L. 96-39), as amended by the
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Uruguay Round Agreements Act (Pub.
L. 103—465), prohibits Federal agencies
from establishing standards or engaging
in related activities that create
unnecessary obstacles to the foreign
commerce of the United States.
Pursuant to these Acts, the
establishment of standards is not
considered an unnecessary obstacle to
the foreign commerce of the United
States, so long as the standard has a
legitimate domestic objective, such as
the protection of safety, and does not
operate in a manner that excludes
imports that meet this objective. The
statute also requires consideration of
international standards and, where
appropriate, they be the basis for U.S.
standards.

FAA has assessed the potential effect
of this proposed rule and has
determined it ensures the safety of the
American public and does not exclude
imports that meet this objective. As a
result, FAA does not consider this
proposed rule as creating an
unnecessary obstacle to foreign
commerce.

D. Unfunded Mandates Assessment

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) governs
the issuance of Federal regulations that
require unfunded mandates. An
unfunded mandate is a regulation that
requires a State, local, or Tribal
government or the private sector to
incur direct costs without the Federal
Government having first provided the
funds to pay those costs. FAA
determined the proposed rule would not
result in the expenditure of
$193,000,000 or more ($100,000,000
adjusted for inflation using the most
current Implicit Price Deflator for the
Gross Domestic Product) by State, local,
or Tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or the private sector, in any one year.

E. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3507(d)) requires that FAA
consider the impact of paperwork and
other information collection burdens
imposed on the public. Information
collection 2120-0034, Medical
Standards and Certification, is the
information collection associated with
the requirements to obtain an FAA
medical certificate. FAA collects this
medical information only when an
individual initially applies for or
renews an FAA medical certificate.
Because the military pilot trainees who
are the subject of this proposed rule
generally have not applied for an FAA
third-class medical certificate as part of
their military duties because of the
exemptions granted to the U.S. Air

Force, FAA does not believe there will
be any reduction in the burdens
associated with this information
collection.

F. International Compatibility

In keeping with U.S. obligations
under the Convention on International
Civil Aviation, it is FAA policy to
conform to International Civil Aviation
Organization (ICAO) Standards and
Recommended Practices to the
maximum extent practicable. FAA has
determined there are no ICAO
Standards and Recommended Practices
that correspond to these regulations.

G. Environmental Analysis

FAA has analyzed the environmental
impacts of this proposed rule pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.). FAA has determined this rule is
categorically excluded pursuant to
Paragraph B—2.6(f) of Appendix B to
FAA Order 1050.1G, FAA National
Environmental Policy Act Implementing
Procedures.2! Categorical exclusions are
categories of actions the agency has
determined normally do not
significantly affect the quality of the
human environment and therefore do
not require either an environmental
assessment (EA) or an environmental
impact statement (EIS).22 In analyzing
the applicability of a categorical
exclusion, the agency must also
consider whether extraordinary
circumstances are present that would
warrant the preparation of an EA or
EIS.23 This rulemaking, which proposes
to remove the requirement for U.S.
military pilot trainees and foreign
military pilot trainees sponsored by the
U.S. Armed Forces to hold FAA third-
class airman medical certificates, is
categorically excluded pursuant to
Paragraph B—2.6(f) of FAA Order
1050.1G: “Regulations, standards, and
exemptions (excluding those that if
implemented may cause a significant
impact on the human environment).”
FAA does not anticipate any
environmental impacts, and there are no
extraordinary circumstances present in
connection with this rulemaking.

VI. Executive Order Determinations

A. E.O. 13132, Federalism

FAA has analyzed this NPRM under
the principles and criteria of Executive
Order 13132, Federalism. FAA has
determined this action will not have a
substantial direct effect on the States, or
the relationship between the Federal

2190 FR 29615 (Jul. 3, 2025).
22 See DOT Order 5610.1D § 9.
231d. § 9(b).

Government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, and, therefore,
will not have federalism implications.

B. E.O. 13211, Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

FAA analyzed this NPRM under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations that
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. FAA has
determined it is not a “‘significant
energy action” under the Executive
order and is not likely to have a
significant adverse effect on the supply,
distribution, or use of energy.

C. E.O. 13609, Promoting International
Regulatory Cooperation

Executive Order 13609, Promoting
International Regulatory Cooperation,
promotes international regulatory
cooperation to meet shared challenges
involving health, safety, labor, security,
environmental, and other issues and to
reduce, eliminate, or prevent
unnecessary differences in regulatory
requirements. FAA has analyzed this
action under the policies and agency
responsibilities of Executive Order
13609 and has determined this action
will have no effect on international
regulatory cooperation.

D. E.O. 14192, Unleashing Prosperity
Through Deregulation

This proposed rule, if finalized as
proposed, is expected to be an Executive
Order 14192 deregulatory action.

VII. Additional Information

A. Comments Invited

FAA invites interested persons to
participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting written comments, data,
or views. FAA also invites comments
relating to 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 submit only one
time if comments are filed
electronically, or commenters should
send only one copy of written
comments if comments are filed in
writing.

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

Privacy: In accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(c), FAA solicits comments from the
public to inform its rulemaking process
better. FAA posts these comments,
without edit, including any personal
information the commenter provides, to
www.regulations.gov, as described in
the system of records notice (DOT/ALL—
14 FDMS), which can be reviewed at
www.dot.gov/privacy.

B. Confidential Business Information

Confidential Business Information
(CBI) is commercial or financial
information that is both customarily and
actually treated as private by its owner.
Under the Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 552), CBI is exempt
from public disclosure. If your
comments responsive to this NPRM
contain commercial or financial
information that is customarily treated
as private, that you actually treat as
private, and that is relevant or
responsive to this NPRM, it is important
that you clearly designate the submitted
comments as CBI. Please mark each
page of your submission containing CBI
as “PROPIN.” FAA will treat such
marked submissions as confidential
under the FOIA, and they will not be
placed in the public docket of this
NPRM. Submissions containing CBI
should be sent to the person in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section of
this document. Any commentary that
FAA receives that is not specifically
designated as CBI will be placed in the
public docket for this rulemaking.

C. Electronic Access and Filing

A copy of this NPRM, all comments
received, any final rule, and all
background material may be viewed
online at www.regulations.gov using the
docket number listed above. Electronic
retrieval help and guidelines are
available on the website. It is available
24 hours each day, 365 days each year.
An electronic copy of this document
may also be downloaded from the Office
of the Federal Register’s website at
www.federalregister.gov and the
Government Publishing Office’s website
at www.govinfo.gov. A copy may also be
found at FAA’s Regulations and Policies
website at www.faa.gov/regulations_
policies.

Copies may also be obtained by
sending a request to the Federal

Aviation Administration, Office of
Rulemaking, ARM-1, 800 Independence
Avenue SW, Washington, DC 20591, or
by calling (202) 267—9677. Commenters
must identify the docket or notice
number of this rulemaking.

All documents FAA considered in
developing this NPRM, including
economic analyses and technical
reports, may be accessed in the
electronic docket for this rulemaking.

D. Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act

The Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act (SBREFA) of
1996 requires FAA to comply with
small entity requests for information or
advice about compliance with statutes
and regulations within its jurisdiction.
A small entity with questions regarding
this document may contact its local
FAA official or the person listed under
the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
heading at the beginning of the
preamble. To find out more about
SBREFA on the internet, visit
www.faa.gov/regulations policies/
rulemaking/sbre_act/.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 61

Aircraft, Airmen, Aviation safety,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

The Proposed Amendment

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, FAA proposes to amend
chapter I of title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations as follows:

PART 61—CERTIFICATION: PILOTS,
FLIGHT INSTRUCTORS, AND GROUND
INSTRUCTORS

m 1. The authority citation for part 61
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 40113, 44701—
44703, 44707, 44709-44711, 44729, 44903,
45102-45103, 45301-45302.

m 2. Amend § 61.1(b) by adding the
definitions of “military pilot medical
examination” and “military pilot
trainee,” in alphabetical order, to read
as follows:

§61.1 Applicability and definitions.
*

* * * *

() * * =

Military pilot medical examination
means a medical examination
conducted by a branch of the U.S.
Armed Forces for the purpose of
establishing medical eligibility for a
military pilot or military pilot trainee to
perform military pilot duties onboard
military aircraft.

Military pilot trainee means a member
of the U.S. Armed Forces, or of a foreign

military, who is receiving pilot training
sponsored by a branch of the U.S.
Armed Forces.

m 3. Amend § 61.3 by revising paragraph
(c)(2)(xii) to read as follows:

§61.3 Requirement for certificates,
ratings, privileges, and authorizations.
* * * * *

* %

(xii) Is a military pilot of the U.S.
Armed Forces or a military pilot trainee,
has an up-to-date U.S. military pilot
medical examination, and holds
military pilot or military pilot trainee
flight status;

m 4. Amend § 61.23 by revising
paragraph (b)(11) introductory text to
read as follows:

§61.23 Medical certificates: Requirement
and duration.
* * * * *

(b) EE

(11) When a military pilot of the U.S.
Armed Forces or military pilot trainee
can show evidence of an up-to-date U.S.
military pilot medical examination
and—
* * * * *

Issued under authority provided by 49
U.S.C. 106(f), 44701(a), 44702, and 44703 in
Washington, DC.

Hugh J. Thomas,

Executive Director, Flight Standards Service.
[FR Doc. 2026-16272 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2026-9213; Airspace
Docket No. 26-ASW-12]

RIN 2120-AA66

Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Coleman, TX

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
establish Class E airspace at Ranch at
Double Gates Airport, Coleman, TX. The
FAA is proposing this action to support
new instrument procedures and
instrument flight rule (IFR) operations.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 24, 2026.
ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by FAA Docket No. FAA-2026-9213
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and Airspace Docket No. 26—ASW-12
using any of the following methods:

* Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
www.regulations.gov and follow the
online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

* Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—30; U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Room W58-213, West
Building, 5th Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

* Hand Delivery or Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in
Room W58-213 of the West Building,
5th Floor at 1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE, Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

* Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at (202) 493—-2251.

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to Docket
Operations in Room W58-213 of the
West Building, 5th Floor at 1200 New
Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC,
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

FAA Order JO 7400.11K, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, and
subsequent amendments can be viewed
online at www.faa.gov/air traffic/
publications/. You may also contact the
Rules and Regulations Group, Office of
Policy, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW, Washington, DC 20597;
telephone: (202) 267-8783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Raul
Garza Jr, Federal Aviation
Administration, Operations Support
Group, Central Service Center, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177; telephone (817) 222—-5874.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it would
establish Class E airspace extending

upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Ranch at Double Gates Airport,
Coleman, TX, to support IFR operations
at this airport.

Comments Invited

The FAA invites interested persons to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting written comments, data, or
views. Comments are specifically
invited on the overall regulatory,
aeronautical, economic, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal. 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 submit only one
time if comments are filed
electronically, or commenters should
send only one copy of written
comments if comments are filed in
writing.

The FAA will file in the docket all
comments it receives, 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 it 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
it receives.

Privacy: In accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(c), DOT solicits comments from the
public to better inform its rulemaking
process. DOT posts these comments,
without edit, including any personal
information the commenter provides, to
www.regulations.gov as described in the
system of records notice (DOT/ALL—
14FDMS), which can be reviewed at
www.dot.gov/privacy.

Availability of Rulemaking Documents

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded through the
internet at www.regulations.gov.
Recently published rulemaking
documents can also be accessed through
the FAA’s web page at www.faa.gov/air
traffic/publications/airspace
amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received, and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for the address,
phone number, and hours of operation).
An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business hours
at the Federal Aviation Administration,
Air Traffic Organization, Central Service

Center, Operations Support Group,
10101 Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth,
TX 76177.

Incorporation by Reference

Class E airspace is published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order JO
7400.11, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, which is incorporated
by reference in 14 CFR 71.1 on an
annual basis. This document proposes
to amend the current version of that
order, FAA Order JO 7400.11K, dated
August 4, 2025, and effective September
15, 2025. These updates would be
published subsequently in the next
update to FAA Order JO 7400.11. FAA
Order JO 7400.11K, which lists Class A,
B, G, D, and E airspace areas, air traffic
service routes, and reporting points, is
publicly available as listed in the
ADDRESSES section of this document.

The Proposal

The FAA is proposing an amendment
to 14 CFR part 71 that would establish
Class E airspace extending upward from
700 feet above the surface within a 7.2-
mile radius of Ranch at Double Gates
Airport, Coleman, TX.

This action is the result of instrument
procedures being developed for this
airport to support IFR operations.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore: (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Order 2100.6B,
“Policies and Procedures for
Rulemakings” (March 10, 2025); and (3)
is expected to result in, at most, de
minimis costs from compliance with
applicable operating requirements or
minor flight rerouting for operators
choosing to navigate around the
controlled airspace. Since these
proposed amendments are routine and
the expected impact to operators is de
minimis, the FAA certifies that this
proposed rule, when promulgated, will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

This proposal will be subject to an
environmental analysis in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1G, “FAA
National Environmental Policy Act
Implementing Procedures” prior to any
FAA final regulatory action.
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List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

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

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

m 1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
Part 71 continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g), 40103,

40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR,
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order JO 7400.11K,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 4, 2025, and
effective September 15, 2025, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

ASW TX E5 Coleman, TX [Establish]
Ranch at Double Gates Airport, TX

(Lat. 31°36’02” N, long 99°24’58” W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7.2-mile
radius of Ranch at Double Gates Airport.

* * * * *

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on August 6,
2026.

Jerry J. Creecy,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
ATO Central Service Center.

[FR Doc. 202616274 Filed 8—-7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2026-9372; Airspace
Docket No. 26-AGL—-17]

RIN 2120-AA66

Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Havana, IL

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
establish Class E airspace at Mason

District Hospital Heliport, Havana, IL.
The FAA is proposing this action to
support new instrument procedures and
instrument flight rule (IFR) operations.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 24, 2026.
ADDRESSES: Send comments identified
by FAA Docket No. FAA—-2026-9372
and Airspace Docket No. 26-AGL-17
using any of the following methods:

* Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
www.regulations.gov and follow the
online instructions for sending your
comments electronically.

* Mail: Send comments to Docket
Operations, M—30; U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Room W58-213, West
Building, 5th Floor, Washington, DC
20590-0001.

* Hand Delivery or Courier: Take
comments to Docket Operations in
Room W58-213 of the West Building,
5th Floor at 1200 New Jersey Avenue
SE, Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

* Fax:Fax comments to Docket
Operations at (202) 493—-2251.

Docket: Background documents or
comments received may be read at
www.regulations.gov at any time.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the docket or go to Docket
Operations in Room W58-213 of the
West Building, 5th Floor at 1200 New
Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC,
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

FAA Order JO 7400.11K, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points, and
subsequent amendments can be viewed
online at www.faa.gov/air_traffic/
publications/. You may also contact the
Rules and Regulations Group, Office of
Policy, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue SW, Washington, DC 20597;
telephone: (202) 267—-8783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Raul
Garza Jr, Federal Aviation
Administration, Operations Support
Group, Central Service Center, 10101
Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth, TX
76177; telephone (817) 222—-5874.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority for This Rulemaking

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part A,

Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This regulation is within the
scope of that authority as it would
establish Class E airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above the surface
at Mason District Hospital Heliport,
Havana, IL, to support IFR operations at
this airport.

Comments Invited

The FAA invites interested persons to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting written comments, data, or
views. Comments are specifically
invited on the overall regulatory,
aeronautical, economic, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal. 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 submit only one
time if comments are filed
electronically, or commenters should
send only one copy of written
comments if comments are filed in
writing.

The FAA will file in the docket all
comments it receives, 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 it 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
it receives.

Privacy: In accordance with 5 U.S.C.
553(c), DOT solicits comments from the
public to better inform its rulemaking
process. DOT posts these comments,
without edit, including any personal
information the commenter provides, to
www.regulations.gov as described in the
system of records notice (DOT/ALL—
14FDMS), which can be reviewed at
www.dot.gov/privacy.

Availability of Rulemaking Documents

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded through the
internet at www.regulations.gov.
Recently published rulemaking
documents can also be accessed through
the FAA’s web page at www.faa.gov/air
traffic/publications/airspace
amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
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received, and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for the address,
phone number, and hours of operation).
An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business hours
at the Federal Aviation Administration,
Air Traffic Organization, Central Service
Center, Operations Support Group,
10101 Hillwood Parkway, Fort Worth,
TX 76177.

Incorporation by Reference

Class E airspace is published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order JO
7400.11, Airspace Designations and
Reporting Points, which is incorporated
by reference in 14 CFR 71.1 on an
annual basis. This document proposes
to amend the current version of that
order, FAA Order JO 7400.11K, dated
August 4, 2025, and effective September
15, 2025. These updates would be
published subsequently in the next
update to FAA Order JO 7400.11. FAA
Order JO 7400.11K, which lists Class A,
B, C, D, and E airspace areas, air traffic
service routes, and reporting points, is
publicly available as listed in the
ADDRESSES section of this document.

The Proposal

The FAA is proposing an amendment
to 14 CFR part 71 that would establish
Class E airspace extending upward from
700 feet above the surface within a 6.4-
mile radius of Mason District Hospital
Heliport, Havana, IL.

This action is the result of instrument
procedures being developed for this
airport to support IFR operations.

Regulatory Notices and Analyses

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore: (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “significant
rule” under DOT Order 2100.6B,
“Policies and Procedures for
Rulemakings” (March 10, 2025); and (3)
is expected to result in, at most, de
minimis costs from compliance with
applicable operating requirements or
minor flight rerouting for operators
choosing to navigate around the
controlled airspace. Since these
proposed amendments are routine and
the expected impact to operators is de
minimis, the FAA certifies that this
proposed rule, when promulgated, will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

This proposal will be subject to an
environmental analysis in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1G, “FAA
National Environmental Policy Act
Implementing Procedures” prior to any
FAA final regulatory action.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

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

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

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

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

§71.1 [Amended]

m 2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of FAA Order JO 7400.11K,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 4, 2025, and
effective September 15, 2025, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E Airspace Areas
Extending Upward From 700 Feet or More
Above the Surface of the Earth.

* * * * *

AGL IL E5 Havana, IL [Establish]
Mason District Hospital Heliport, IL
(Lat. 40°18’22” N, long. 90°03'16” W)
That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile

radius of Mason District Hospital Heliport.
* * * * *

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on August 6,
2026.

Jerry J. Creecy,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
ATO Central Service Center.

[FR Doc. 2026-16258 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 892
[Docket No. FDA-2026—-N-7630]

Radiology Devices; Reclassification of
Digital Breast Tomosynthesis System

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Proposed amendment; proposed
order; request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is proposing to
reclassify digital breast tomosynthesis
(DBT) systems, product code OTE,
which are postamendments class III
devices, from class III (premarket
approval) into class II (special controls),
subject to premarket notification. FDA is
also proposing a new device
classification regulation with the name
“Digital Breast Tomosynthesis System,”
to identify these devices along with
special controls that FDA believes are
necessary to provide a reasonable
assurance of the safety and effectiveness
of these devices.

DATES: Either electronic or written
comments on the proposed order must
be submitted by October 9, 2026. Please
see section X of this document for the
proposed effective date when the new
requirements apply and for the
proposed effective date of a final order
based on this proposed order.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
as follows. Please note that late,
untimely filed comments will not be
considered. The https://
www.regulations.gov electronic filing
system will accept comments until
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time at the end of
October 9, 2026. Comments received by
mail/hand delivery/courier (for written/
paper submissions) will be considered
timely if they are received on or before
that date.

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
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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—
2026-N-7630 for ‘““Radiology Devices;
Reclassification of Digital Breast
Tomosynthesis System.” Received
comments, those filed in a timely
manner (see ADDRESSES), 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, 240—402-7500.

¢ 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, the plain
language summary of the proposed
order of not more than 100 words
consistent with the “Providing
Accountability Through Transparency
Act,” 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, 240—-402-7500.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Yanna Kang, Center for Devices and
Radiological Health, Food and Drug
Administration, 10903 New Hampshire
Ave., Bldg. 66, Rm. 3544, Silver Spring,
MD 20993-0002, 301-796-6704,
Yanna.Kang@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background—Regulatory Authorities

The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (the FD&C Act), as amended,
establishes a comprehensive system for
the regulation of medical devices
intended for human use. Section 513 of
the FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 360c)
establishes three classes of devices,
reflecting the regulatory controls needed
to provide reasonable assurance of their
safety and effectiveness. The three
classes of devices are class I (general
controls), class II (special controls), and
class III (premarket approval).

Section 513(a)(1) of the FD&C Act
defines the three classes of devices.
Class I devices are those devices for
which the general controls of the FD&C
Act (controls authorized by or under
section 501, 502, 510, 516, 518, 519, or
520 (21 U.S.C. 351, 352, 360, 360f, 360h,
360i, or 360j) or any combination of
such sections) are sufficient to provide
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of the device; or those
devices for which insufficient
information exists to determine that
general controls are sufficient to provide
reasonable assurance of safety and
effectiveness or to establish special
controls to provide such assurance, but
because the devices are not purported or

represented to be for a use in supporting
or sustaining human life or for a use
which is of substantial importance in
preventing impairment of human
health, and do not present a potential
unreasonable risk of illness or injury,
are to be regulated by general controls
(section 513(a)(1)(A) of the FD&C Act).

Class II devices are those devices for
which general controls by themselves
are insufficient to provide reasonable
assurance of safety and effectiveness,
and for which there is sufficient
information to establish special controls
to provide such assurance, including the
issuance of performance standards,
postmarket surveillance, patient
registries, development and
dissemination of guidelines,
recommendations, and other
appropriate actions FDA (the Agency or
we) deems necessary to provide such
assurance (section 513(a)(1)(B) of the
FD&C Act).

Class III devices are those devices for
which insufficient information exists to
determine that general controls and
special controls would provide a
reasonable assurance of safety and
effectiveness, and are purported or
represented to be for a use in supporting
or sustaining human life or for a use
which is of substantial importance in
preventing impairment of human
health, or present a potential
unreasonable risk of illness or injury
(section 513(a)(1)(C) of the FD&C Act).

Devices that were not introduced or
delivered for introduction into interstate
commerce for commercial distribution
before May 28, 1976, (generally referred
to as “‘postamendments devices”) are
automatically classified by section
513(f)(1) of the FD&C Act into class III
without any FDA rulemaking process.
Those devices remain in class IIl and
require approval of a premarket
approval application (PMA) unless, and
until: (1) FDA reclassifies the device
into class I or II, or (2) FDA issues an
order finding the device to be
substantially equivalent, in accordance
with section 513(i) of the FD&C Act, to
a predicate device that does not require
premarket approval. The Agency
determines whether new devices are
substantially equivalent to predicate
devices by means of premarket
notification procedures in section 510(k)
of the FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 360(k)) and
part 807, subpart E, of the regulations
(21 CFR part 807, subpart E).

A postamendments device that has
been initially classified in class III
under section 513(f)(1) of the FD&C Act
may be reclassified into class I or I
under section 513(f)(3) of the FD&C Act.
Section 513(f)(3) of the FD&C Act
provides that FDA, acting by
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administrative order, can reclassify the
device into class I or II on its own
initiative, or in response to a petition
from the manufacturer or importer of
the device. To change the classification
of the device, the proposed new class
must have sufficient regulatory controls
to provide a reasonable assurance of the
safety and effectiveness of the device for
its intended use.?

FDA relies upon ‘““valid scientific
evidence,” as stated in section 513(a)(3)
of the FD&C Act and defined in 21 CFR
860.7(c)(2), in the classification process
to determine the level of regulation for
devices.2 In general, to be considered in
the reclassification process, the “valid
scientific evidence” upon which the
Agency relies must be publicly
available. Publicly available information
excludes trade secret and/or
confidential commercial information,
e.g., the contents of a pending PMA (see
section 520(c) of the FD&C Act). Section
520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act provides that
FDA may use, for reclassification of a
device, certain information in a PMA 6
years after the application has been
approved. This includes information
from clinical and preclinical tests or
studies that demonstrate the safety and
effectiveness of the device, but it does
not include descriptions of methods of
manufacture and product composition
and other trade secrets.

In accordance with section 513(f)(3) of
the FD&C Act, FDA is issuing this
proposed order to reclassify DBT
systems intended to generate digital
cross-sectional x-ray images of the
breast that can be used for the screening
and diagnosis of breast cancer for
prescription use only (product code
OTE),? which are postamendments class
III devices, into class II (special
controls), subject to premarket
notification, because FDA believes the
standard in section 513(a)(1)(B) of the
FD&C Act is met as general controls by
themselves are insufficient to provide
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of these devices, and there
is sufficient information to establish

1See generally section 513 of the FD&C Act.

2 See generally id.

3FDA'’s Center for Devices and Radiological
Health (CDRH) uses product codes to assist in
accurate identification and tracking of current
medical devices and to allow for tracking of and
easy reference to predicate device types. A product
code consists of a three-letter combination which
associates a device’s type with a product
classification designated for the application. The
three-digit classification product codes in CDRH’s
Product Classification Database carry no other
significance. See FDA’s guidance titled “Medical
Device Classification Product Codes”, available at
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-
fda-guidance-documents/medical-device-
classification-product-codes-guidance-industry-
and-food-and-drug-administration-staff.

special controls, which, in addition to
general controls, will provide
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of these devices.*

Based on the PMA data available to
FDA in accordance with section
520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act,56 associated
Panel deliberations, published peer-
reviewed literature, and data available
to the Agency demonstrating a lack of
significant postmarket safety signals,
FDA believes there is sufficient
information to reclassify these devices
from class III (premarket approval) into
class II (special controls). Therefore,
FDA is proposing to establish a new
device classification regulation, ‘“Digital
Breast Tomosynthesis System” and
classify this device type into class II
along with the special controls that the
Agency believes are necessary to
provide a reasonable assurance of the
safety and effectiveness of these devices.

Under the FD&C Act, premarket
notification (510(k)) submissions are
required to reasonably assure the safety
and effectiveness of class II devices
unless FDA determines that the device
type should be exempt from 510(k)
requirements under section 510(m) of
the FD&C Act.” FDA has not made this

4FDA notes that the ACTION caption for this
proposed order is styled as ‘“Proposed amendment;
proposed order; request for comments” rather than
“Proposed order.” Beginning in December 2019 this
editorial change was made to indicate that the
document “amends” the Code of Federal
Regulations. The change was made in accordance
with the Office of Federal Register’s (OFR)
interpretations of the Federal Register Act (44
U.S.C. chapter 15), its implementing regulations (1
CFR 5.9 and parts 21 and 22), and the Document
Drafting Handbook.

5In proposing to reclassify DBT systems from
class I1I to class II, FDA, on its own initiative, is
relying on data from relevant PMAs and a relevant
PMA panel-track supplement, available to FDA
with product code OTE, in accordance with the six-
year rule. See section 520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act; see
also, FDA guidance titled “Guidance on Section 216
of the Food and Drug Administration
Modernization Act of 1997—Guidance for Industry
and for FDA Reviewers,” available at https://
www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-
guidance-documents/guidance-section-216-food-
and-drug-administration-modernization-act-1997-
guidance-industry-and-fda. The data for this
specific proposed reclassification was from relevant
PMAs and a PMA panel-track supplement approved
after November 28, 1990, and before January 11,
2020, as noted in section II of this proposed order.
See also, FDA’s premarket approval database,
available at https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/
cdrh/cfdocs/cfPMA/pma.cfm.

6 For the purpose of this proposed order, PMA
data considered in accordance with section
520(h)(4) includes only that data which was
submitted to and therefore considered by FDA at
the time the PMA was reviewed and approval was
issued.

7In considering whether to exempt class I
devices from premarket notification, FDA considers
whether premarket notification for the type of
device is necessary to provide reasonable assurance
of safety and effectiveness of the device. FDA
generally considers the factors initially identified in

determination for DBT systems, and
therefore, FDA is not proposing that this
class I device type be exempt from the
510(k) requirements. If this proposed
order is finalized, persons who intend to
market a DBT system must submit to
FDA a premarket notification under
section 510(k) of the FD&C Act and
receive clearance prior to marketing the
device.

II. Regulatory History of the Device

In accordance with section 513(f)(1) of
the FD&C Act, DBT systems are
automatically classified into class III
because they were not introduced or
delivered for introduction into interstate
commerce for commercial distribution
before May 28, 1976, have not been
reclassified into class I or II, and have
not been found substantially equivalent
to a device placed in commercial
distribution after May 28, 1976, which
was subsequently classified or
reclassified into class II or class I.
Therefore, these devices are subject to
the PMA requirements under section
515 of the FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 360e).

The proposed reclassification applies
to DBT systems that are prescription use
devices (product code OTE) intended to
generate digital cross-sectional x-ray
images of the breast that can be used for
the screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer. As discussed further below,
FDA approved the first DBT system on
February 11, 2011(Refs. 1 and 2). Since
the first approval order for a DBT
system, FDA has reviewed and
approved 3 additional original PMAs
(P130020 (Ref. 3), P140011 (Ref. 4),
P160031 (Ref. 5)) and 26 PMA
supplements, including 1 panel-track
supplement (P080003/S001 (Ref. 6)),
under product code OTE. In accordance
with the “six-year rule” described in
section 520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act (21
U.S.C. 360j(h)(4)), FDA considered data
contained in each of the original PMAs
as well as the panel-track supplement 8
as part of the evidence being relied

the January 21, 1998, Federal Register notice (63 FR
3142) and further explained in FDA’s guidance
issued on February 19, 1998, titled ‘“Procedures for
Class II Device Exemptions from Premarket
Notification, Guidance for Industry and CDRH
Staff”” in determining whether premarket
notification is necessary for class II devices. FDA
also considers that, even when exempting devices
from the 510(k) requirements, these devices would
still be subject to certain limitations on exemptions,
for example, the general limitations set forth in 21
CFR 892.9.

8 The term “panel-track supplement” is defined
in section 737(4)(B) of the FD&C Act, as, “a
supplement to an approved premarket application
or premarket report under section 515 that requests
a significant change in design or performance of the
device, or a new indication for use of the device,
and for which substantial clinical data are
necessary to provide a reasonable assurance of
safety and effectiveness.”


https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/cfdocs/cfPMA/pma.cfm
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/cfdocs/cfPMA/pma.cfm
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/guidance-section-216-food-and-drug-administration-modernization-act-1997-guidance-industry-and-fda
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/medical-device-classification-product-codes-guidance-industry-and-food-and-drug-administration-staff
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/guidance-section-216-food-and-drug-administration-modernization-act-1997-guidance-industry-and-fda
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/guidance-section-216-food-and-drug-administration-modernization-act-1997-guidance-industry-and-fda
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upon ? to support the proposed
reclassification from class III to II.

While the DBT systems that are the
subject of the four original PMAs have
unique attributes in certain respects
(e.g., angular span), FDA has
determined that these DBT systems have
sufficiently similar purposes, design
considerations, functions, and other
features related to safety and
effectiveness such that the information
and data reviewed and analysis
conducted by FDA was analogous across
all applications available to the Agency.
As such, and to avoid redundancy, the
summaries below are intended to
provide examples that are representative
of the PMA information and data that
was reviewed and considered by FDA
across the applications in proposing to
reclassify DBT systems from class III
(premarket approval) into class II
(special controls).

On January 22, 2008, FDA filed an
original PMA (P080003 (Ref. 1)) for the
Selenia Dimensions 3D system from
Hologic, Inc. The Radiological Devices
Panel (the “Panel”’) met on September
24, 2010, and deliberated on the Selenia
Dimensions 3D system PMA (Ref. 2) and
the Panel’s consensus was that the
benefits of the device outweighed the
risks for the proposed indications. On
February 11, 2011, FDA approved the
original PMA for the Selenia
Dimensions 3D system, the first DBT
system to obtain premarket approval
(Ref. 1). The Selenia Dimensions 3D
system is intended for use in the same
clinical applications as full field digital
mammography (FFDM). The system can
be used to generate both a two-
dimensional (2D) FFDM image set and
a three-dimensional (3D) DBT image set
and the screening examination is
intended to consist of a 2D FFDM image
set plus a 3D DBT image set.

On October 22, 2012, FDA filed a
panel-track supplement to the original
PMA (P080003/S001 (Ref. 6)) seeking to
expand the indications for use for the
Selenia Dimensions 3D system with C-
View Software Module to include the
capability to generate synthesized 2D
views as an alternative to 2D FFDM
views to be reviewed along with DBT
images, thereby reducing the cumulative
radiation exposure for a screening exam.
The Panel met again on October 24,
2012 (Ref. 7), to review the panel-track
PMA supplement, and the consensus of
the Panel (with no Panel members
abstaining) was that the benefits

9In accordance with section 520(h)(4) of the
FD&C Act, FDA has not relied on information in
PMA supplements approved within the last 6 years
to develop the proposed special controls or to
otherwise inform this proposed reclassification
action.

outweigh the risks of the Selenia
Dimensions 3D System with C-View
Software Module (synthetic 2D or s2D)
for the proposed indications for use.
The single dissent from one Panel
member was due to concerns with the
generalizability of the clinical study
results in support of the proposed
indication for use given the study
design and specific study exclusions
(patients with large breasts, implants, or
tissue markers). As further elaborated in
section VI, which discusses the use and
adoption of this technology since these
approvals, FDA believes that the
concerns expressed by the dissenting
Panel member have been addressed as a
result of the significant amount of
subsequently generated data
demonstrating the safety and
effectiveness of DBT systems with the
capability to generate synthetic 2D
images.

Based on a search of FDA’s Medical
Device Recalls database using product
code OTE, as of July 21, 2026 FDA has
received no Class III recalls, five Class
II recalls, and no Class I recalls 10 for
DBT systems. Of the Class Il recalls, one
was due to potential errors in image
reconstruction in cases where breasts
with a thickness greater than 90 mm
covered nearly the entire detector
surface, one was due to the potential
that unexpected movement by the c-arm
might cause blunt trauma should the
tube arm impinge upon an individual,
one was due to a software issue that
may impact image quality when the
device is used in certain modalities, one
was due to an unapproved slabbing
software function enabled for use, and
one was due to systems developing
loose, missing, or broken internal bolts
over time. No injuries have been
reported as a result of these recalls.
Based on a search of FDA’s
Manufacturer and User Facility Device
Experience (MAUDE) database using
product code OTE, as of July 21, 2026
FDA has received 968 Medical Device
Reports (MDRs). While this represents a
notable volume of reports, the majority
of the MDRs reported indicated no
known impact or consequence to
patient, no patient involvement, and/or
no clinical signs, symptoms, or
conditions. Moreover, the majority of
MDRs documented straightforward
resolutions to identified problems, such
as replacing a part or tightening loose
hardware. About 1 percent of these
MDRs reported serious injury attributed
to the use of the device, but not
necessarily caused by the device (e.g., a
technologist operating the device

10Class I, II, and III recalls are defined in 21 CFR
7.3(m).

slipped and twisted an ankle). FDA’s
analysis of these MDRs, in conjunction
with the identified risks to health,
demonstrates that the reported adverse
events align with known risk categories
and can be effectively addressed with
special controls to provide a reasonable
assurance of the safety and effectiveness
of DBT systems.

III. Device Description

DBT systems are postamendments
devices classified into class III under
section 513(f)(1) of the FD&C Act. DBT
systems are prescription devices that are
intended to generate digital cross-
sectional x-ray images of the breast that
can be used for the screening and
diagnosis of breast cancer. DBT systems
may include various components, such
as acquisition hardware, x-ray tube, x-
ray generator, breast compression
system and software, digital image
receptor, acquisition workstation,
automatic exposure control, image
processing and reconstruction programs,
patient and equipment support devices,
and other components. The device
acquires 2D projection images by
moving the tube head in a specific
limited angular arc over the stationary
compressed breast capturing multiple
images at multiple angles during a short
scan. These individual images are then
reconstructed into a series of thin slices
that can be displayed on a workstation.
DBT systems enable generating 2D and
3D images, separately or combined
under a single compression.
Additionally, 2D images or slabs may be
synthesized from the 3D images for
viewing along with the original images.

In addition, DBT is considered a
mammographic modality under the
Mammography Quality Standards Act
(MQSA) (Pub. L. 102-539), and facilities
that perform mammography using DBT
systems are subject to MQSA
requirements.1* The MQSA regulations
define a mammographic modality as “a

11 See Mammography Quality Standards Act of
1992, Public Law 102-539, codified at 42 U.S.C.
263b (MQSA), enacted on October 27, 1992; see also
21 CFR 900.2(z). Congress enacted MQSA to ensure
that all people have access to quality
mammography for the detection of breast cancer in
its earliest, most treatable stages. Following
enactment of the law, FDA developed and
implemented MQSA regulations, the most recent
version of which went into effect on September 10,
2024, available at https://www.federalregister.gov/
documents/2023/03/10/2023-04550/
mammography-quality-standards-act. FDA also
issued the Mammography Quality Standards Act
and Regulation Amendments: Small Entity
Compliance Guide on August 26, 2024, available at
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-
fda-guidance-documents/mammography-quality-
standards-act-and-regulation-amendments-small-
entity-compliance-guide.


https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2023/03/10/2023-04550/mammography-quality-standards-act
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2023/03/10/2023-04550/mammography-quality-standards-act
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2023/03/10/2023-04550/mammography-quality-standards-act
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/mammography-quality-standards-act-and-regulation-amendments-small-entity-compliance-guide
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technology [. . .] for radiography of the
breast.” 12

IV. Proposed Reclassification and
Summary of Reasons for
Reclassification

In accordance with section 513(f)(3) of
the FD&C Act and 21 CFR part 860,
subpart C, FDA is proposing to
reclassify DBT systems, which are
postamendments devices, from class III
into class II, subject to premarket
notification (510(k)) requirements under
section 510(k) of the FD&C Act. FDA
believes that there is sufficient data and
information available to the Agency
through the data and information
provided in original PMAs and one
panel-track supplement that may be
considered under section 520(h)(4) of
the FD&C Act (Refs. 1 and 3 to 6),
associated Panel deliberations (Refs. 2
and 7), published peer-reviewed
literature (Refs. 8 to 10), FDA’s MAUDE
database, and the Medical Device
Recalls database to establish special
controls. More specifically, in
evaluating these data sources, FDA has
identified the risks to health for
inclusion in the overall risk assessment
of DBT systems and is proposing special
controls that include mitigation
measures for each of the risks to health
identified in section V. FDA believes
that these special controls, together with
general controls, would effectively
mitigate the risks to health identified in
section V and are necessary to provide
a reasonable assurance of safety and
effectiveness of these devices. The
Agency does not believe that the general
controls applicable to the devices are
sufficient to effectively mitigate the
risks to health identified for these
devices, and therefore, does not believe
that the general controls applicable to
the devices are sufficient to provide
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of these devices.

FDA is proposing to revise 21 CFR
part 892 to create a new device
classification regulation with the name
“Digital Breast Tomosynthesis System.”
DBT systems are intended for the
generation of digital cross-sectional x-
ray images of the breast that can be used
for the screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer. Under this proposed order, if
finalized, DBT systems will be
identified as intended for prescription
use. Prescription use devices are exempt
from the requirement for adequate
directions for use for the layperson
under section 502(f)(1) of the FD&C Act
(21 U.S.C. 352(f)(1)) and §801.5 (21 CFR
801.5), if the conditions of § 801.109 are
met.

1221 CFR 900.2(z).

Under the FD&C Act, 510(k)
submissions are required to reasonably
assure the safety and effectiveness of
class II devices unless FDA determines
that the device type should be exempt
from 510(k) requirements under section
510(m) of the FD&C Act.13 FDA has not
made this determination for DBT
systems, and therefore, FDA is not
proposing this class II device type be
exempt from 510(k) requirements. If this
proposed order is finalized, persons
who intend to market a DBT system will
need to submit to FDA a 510(k) and
receive clearance prior to marketing the
device.

This proposed order does not apply to
FFDM systems, which FDA has
previously classified under 21 CFR
892.1715. FFDM systems are in class II
(special controls) ** under their
respective classification regulation, in
addition to general controls. Further,
this proposed order does not apply to
other cross-sectional mammographic x-
ray systems, such as Dedicated Breast
Computed Tomography System,1°
which remains a class III device.

This proposed order, if finalized, will
decrease regulatory burden on industry,
as manufacturers will no longer have to
submit a PMA for these types of devices
but can instead submit a 510(k) to the
Agency for review prior to marketing
their device. The 510(k) pathway is less
burdensome and generally more cost-
effective for industry and FDA than the
PMA pathway, the most stringent type
of device marketing application
required by FDA. A 510(k) typically
results in a shorter premarket review
timeline compared to a PMA, which
ultimately may provide more timely
patient access for these types of devices.
FDA expects that the reclassification of
these devices would enable more
manufacturers to develop these types of
devices such that patients would benefit
from increased access to appropriately
safe and effective devices.

Additionally, manufacturers may
wish to use predetermined change
control plans (PCCPs) to implement

13 See supra note 7.

12 The special controls for FFDM systems can be
found in FDA'’s special control guidance titled
“Full-Field Digital Mammography System—Class II
Special Controls” (FFDM Guidance), available at
https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/guidance-

documents-medical-devices-and-radiation-emitting-

products/full-field-digital-mammography-system-
class-ii-special-controls-guidance-industry-and-fda-
staff.

15 A dedicated breast computed tomography
system is a cross-sectional mammographic x-ray
system that is generally regarded as a different
modality than DBT by clinicians. Unlike a DBT
system, which is intended for screening and
diagnosis of breast cancer, this device is intended
for diagnostic purposes only under product code
OLQ.

future modifications to their devices
without needing to submit a new 510(k)
for each significant change or
modification 16 while continuing to
provide a reasonable assurance of
device safety and effectiveness.1” FDA
reviews a PCCP as part of a marketing
submission for a device to ensure the
continued safety and effectiveness of the
device without necessitating additional
marketing submissions for
implementing each modification
described in the PCCP. When used
appropriately, PCCPs authorized by
FDA are expected to be least
burdensome for manufacturers and
FDA.18

V. Risks to Health

After consideration of FDA’s
accumulated experience with these
devices from review of the data and
information provided in each DBT
system original PMA and a panel-track
supplement that may be considered
under section 520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act
(Refs. 1 and 3 to 6), associated Panel
deliberations (Refs. 2 and 7), published
peer-reviewed literature (Refs. 8 to 10),
FDA’s MAUDE database, and the
Medical Device Recalls database, FDA
has identified the following probable
risks to health associated with a DBT
system:

(1) Corrupted or non-diagnostic
images. Incorrect or delayed diagnosis
and treatment, as well as repeated x-ray
radiation exposure could occur if the

16 For the purpose of this proposed order
reference to “modification” means a significant
change or modification that would generally require
a new premarket notification under 21 CFR
807.81(a)(3). For additional details, see FDA
guidances titled “Deciding When to Submit a 510(k)
for a Change to an Existing Device,” available at
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-
fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-
510k-change-existing-device and “Deciding When
to Submit a 510(k) for a Software Change to an
Existing Device,” available at https://www.fda.gov/
regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-
documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-software-
change-existing-device.

17 Section 3308 of the Food and Drug Omnibus
Reform Act of 2022, Title III of Division FF of the
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2023, Public Law
117-328 (FDORA), enacted on December 29, 2022,
added section 515C “Predetermined Change Control
Plans for Devices” to the FD&C Act. Section 515C
has provisions regarding predetermined change
control plans (PCCPs) for devices requiring
premarket approval or premarket notification.
Under section 515C, supplemental applications
(section 515C(a)) and new premarket notifications
(section 515C(b)) are not required for a change to
a device that would otherwise require a premarket
approval supplement or new premarket notification
if the change is consistent with a PCCP approved
or cleared by FDA.

18 Sections 513 and 515 of the FD&C Act. See
also, FDA’s guidance titled “The Least Burdensome
Provisions: Concept and Principles,” available at
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-
fda-guidance-documents/least-burdensome-
provisions-concept-and-principles.


https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-change-existing-device
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-change-existing-device
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-change-existing-device
https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/guidance-documents-medical-devices-and-radiation-emitting-products/full-field-digital-mammography-system-class-ii-special-controls-guidance-industry-and-fda-staff
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-software-change-existing-device
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/deciding-when-submit-510k-software-change-existing-device
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-documents/least-burdensome-provisions-concept-and-principles
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images are corrupted or otherwise not
sufficient for diagnostic purposes.

(2) Failure to interpret the images
correctly. If a user cannot interpret the
images correctly due to poor image
quality, false positive or false negative
diagnoses may result. False negative
results could result in complications,
including incorrect or delayed diagnosis
of cancer and treatment; false positive
results may result in complications,
such as incorrect management of the
patient with possible adverse effects,
and unnecessary additional imaging
and/or invasive procedures, such as
biopsy or unnecessary x-ray radiation
exposure, as well as patient anxiety.

(3) Inadequate breast coverage.
Incorrect or delayed diagnosis and
treatment, as well as repeated x-ray
radiation exposure could result from an
incomplete image that does not include
all areas of the breast.

(4) Inappropriate breast compression.
When the breast is compressed with too
much, or not enough, force and/or is not
positioned properly, patient motion,
reduced image quality, reduced lesion
conspicuity, and inappropriate radiation
exposure may result. Consequently,
incorrect or delayed diagnosis and
treatment, as well as repeated x-ray
radiation exposure may occur.

(5) Device failure or malfunction. The
absence or delay of device output, or
incorrect device output, leading to
inaccurate patient assessment and
incorrect or delayed diagnosis and
treatment, as well as repeated x-ray
radiation exposure, could result from a
device failure or malfunction.
Additionally, electrical, thermal, or
mechanical injury may occur if, while
in operation, the device discharges
electricity that could shock the user or
patient; electrical discharges or
exposure to device-generated heat may
cause thermal injury or discomfort; and
moving parts may cause mechanical
injury.

(6) Use error or improper use of the
device. Use of the device with
inappropriate image acquisition
parameters, or to process images
acquired with incompatible imaging
hardware or with incompatible
software, could result in incorrect or
delayed diagnosis and treatment, as well
as repeated x-ray radiation exposure.

(7) Excessive x-ray exposure. Acute
health effects such as erythema (skin
reddening) and epilation (hair loss) can
result from excessive x-ray exposure.

(8) Interference with other devices.
The device or nearby devices could fail
to function as intended due to
interference caused by components of
the device. Individuals with electrically
powered implants could experience an

adverse interaction with the device due
to electromagnetic interference or
radiofrequency interference.

(9) Adverse tissue reaction. A patient
could experience skin irritation and/or
allergic reaction associated with the use
and operation of the device via the use
of non-biocompatible materials in
patient-contacting components of the
device.

(10) Infection. If validated methods
and instructions for reprocessing (i.e.,
cleaning or disinfecting between uses,
as necessary) of any reusable
components as provided in the labeling
are not followed, the device may
introduce pathogenic organisms to
patients which may result in infection.

VI. Summary of Data Upon Which
Reclassification Is Based

The safety and effectiveness of this
device type have become well
established since the initial approval of
the first DBT system in 2011. FDA
believes that DBT systems (product code
OTE) should be reclassified from class
I (premarket approval) into class II
(special controls) on the basis that
special controls, in addition to general
controls, can be established to mitigate
the risks to health identified in section
V and there is sufficient information to
establish special controls, which, in
addition to general controls, would
provide a reasonable assurance of the
safety and effectiveness of these devices.
The proposed special controls are
identified by FDA in section VII of this
proposed order.

Taking into account the available
evidence and the nature and known
incidence of the risks to health of the
devices, FDA, on its own initiative, is
proposing to reclassify these
postamendments class III devices into
class II. FDA'’s reasons for
reclassification are based on the
scientific and clinical information
available. As noted earlier, the safety
and effectiveness of this device type
have become well established since the
initial approval of the first DBT system
in 2011. The Agency has gained
considerable experience with DBT in
the last decade and has considered and
analyzed the data from four original
PMAs and one PMA panel-track
supplement for DBT systems available
to FDA in accordance with section
520(h)(4) of the FD&C Act. Further,
there have been many advancements in
the field in terms of clinical research
and adoption of DBT systems as well as
the development of standards, including
recognized consensus standards and
guidelines (Refs. 11 to 17), which serve
as important factors in shaping the
Agency’s knowledge and confidence

about this technology.19 As such, the
nature of the associated risks to health
is known, and special controls can be
established to sufficiently mitigate these
risks.

As reported in the medical literature,
clinical studies evaluating millions of
women have been performed to analyze
the performance of DBT systems (Refs.
8 to 10). One of the largest systematic
meta-analysis studies to date (Ref. 8)
recently compared the performance of
(a) FFDM, (b) DBT alone, (c) combined
use of DBT and FFDM, and (d)
combined use of DBT and s2D. This
meta-analysis analyzed 42 published
studies covering 2,606,269 patients with
13,003 cases of breast cancer. The key
metrics studied were cancer detection
rate (CDR), invasive cancer detection
rate (iCDR), recall rate, and positive
predictive value (PPV1). Findings
suggested that combined DBT and
FFDM (6.36/1000) and combined DBT
and s2D (7.40/1000) had significantly
higher CDRs than FFDM alone (4.68/
1000). DBT alone (5.20/1000) was not
significantly different from FFDM alone.
Combined DBT and FFDM (4.53/1000)
and combined DBT and s2D (5.68/1000)
had significantly higher iCDRs than
FFDM alone (3.42/1000). DBT alone
(3.68/1000) was not significantly
different from FFDM alone. The recall
rate was lowest in combined DBT and
s2D (42.3/1000) compared to FFDM
alone (78.8/1000). No significant
difference was observed for DBT alone
(82.4/1000) or combined DBT and
FFDM (64.6/1000) compared to FFDM
alone. Positive predictive value (PPV1)
was observed to be highest in combined
DBT and s2D (16.0%) and combined
DBT and FFDM (10.0%), compared to
FFDM alone (7.0%). DBT alone (7.0%)
showed no improvement over FFDM
alone.

This meta-analysis concluded that
DBT combined with FFDM or s2D
improves cancer detection and reduces
recall rates. Furthermore, the data
showed that s2D with DBT is preferred
over combined DBT and FFDM because
it maintains diagnostic performance
while reducing radiation dose and costs.

19 Section 514(c) of the FD&C Act states, in part,
that FDA “‘shall, by publication in the Federal
Register . . . recognize all or part of an appropriate
standard established by a nationally or
internationally recognized standard development
organization for which a person may submit a
declaration of conformity in order to meet a
premarket submission requirement or other
requirement.” More information can be found in
FDA’s guidance titled “Appropriate Use of
Voluntary Consensus Standards in Premarket
Submissions for Medical Devices,” available at
https://www.fda.gov/regulatory-information/search-
fda-guidance-documents/appropriate-use-
voluntary-consensus-standards-premarket-
submissions-medical-devices.
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The meta-analysis demonstrates that
DBT systems perform at least as
effectively as FFDM systems across all
key performance metrics—CDR, iCDR,
recall rate, and positive predictive
value—with no statistically significant
differences observed.

FFDM systems with similar
performance characteristics and similar
risks to health as DBT systems are
currently regulated as class II devices
with special controls and have been
without any significant safety signals
since 2010. FDA believes this further
supports the reclassification of DBT
systems into class II and specifically
supports a determination that there is
sufficient information to establish
special controls that, in addition to
general controls, will provide a
reasonable assurance of safety and
effectiveness. The additional finding
that DBT combined with s2D provides
superior performance to FFDM alone
further supports that DBT systems,
when subject to appropriate special
controls, will continue to provide
appropriately safe and effective breast
cancer screening. The extensive
evidence base—encompassing more
than 2.6 million patients across 42
studies—provides sufficient data to
support the proposed reclassification of
DBT systems.

Further, FDA publishes the most
commonly requested national statistics
regarding the MQSA program at a
recurring cadence.20 Based on the
statistics as of July 8, 2026, out of the
9,107 certified facilities in the United
States, 94 percent have DBT units, and
95 percent of the accredited digital 2D
units within those facilities are also
accredited DBT units. As noted in
section II, there remains an absence of
any major safety issues in postmarket
data despite wide adoption, which
increases FDA’s confidence that special
controls, in addition to general controls,
are sufficient to ensure the safety and
effectiveness of DBT systems.

The MQSA regulations established
specific quality control (QC) testing
methodologies for every mammography
system in the United States. A number
of national and international
professional associations, in addition to
DBT system manufacturers, have now
developed QC manuals that provide
uniform test procedures, performance
criteria, and minimum test frequencies
that may be useful to manufacturers and
users of DBT systems in evaluating and
maintaining the performance of the

20 The published MQSA statistics can be found at
https://www.fda.gov/radiation-emitting-products/
mammography-information-patients/mqsa-
national-statistics.

device (Refs. 16 and 17). FDA’s
experience with the utility of these QC
manuals in evaluating and maintaining
the performance of the device provides
additional confidence that special
controls can be established to provide a
reasonable assurance of safety and
effectiveness of these devices.

There has also been significant
development in the methods and tools
used for assessing performance of DBT
systems since the first DBT system was
approved by FDA in 2011. The
increasing availability and confidence
in such evaluation methods and tools
support FDA’s determination that
special controls, in addition to general
controls, are sufficient to provide a
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of DBT systems. Image
quality measurements are essential for
evaluating whether DBT systems are
adequately safe and effective. There is
now a rich body of scientific literature
describing testing methods for
objectively assessing the image quality
of DBT systems for both the physical
testing (Refs. 18 and 19), as well as in
silico testing (Refs. 20 to 23). Multiple
workshops and special sessions have
been held at scientific conferences
throughout the world to discuss these
methods to evaluate parameters of safety
and effectiveness.

In November 2018 FDA held a
symposium titled “Objective
Assessment of Digital Breast
Tomosynthesis Image Quality Using
Anthropomorphic Phantoms.” During
this one-day technical symposium,
scientists from FDA and other
institutions discussed different
approaches for assessing the image
quality of DBT systems. The focus was
on objective, task-based performance
assessment of DBT systems using
anthropomorphic phantoms and use of
human and model observer studies.
Example applications of the
methodologies discussed were
described and have since been
published in the literature (Refs. 18 to
20).

One prevailing theme that has come
from these studies, workshops, and
special sessions, and from FDA’s
symposium is that depending on system
characteristics and modifications, these
task-based performance studies using
anthropomorphic phantoms with
structured background may serve as an
alternative to clinical studies (Refs.18 to
23). Such methods have been used in
lieu of clinical studies in the scientific
evaluation of these devices to support
their safety and effectiveness, which has
increased FDA’s confidence in
developing the special controls
identified in this proposed order.

Based on our review of the
information described in this proposed
order, FDA has determined that special
controls, in addition to general controls,
are necessary to provide a reasonable
assurance of safety and effectiveness for
DBT systems and that sufficient
information exists to establish such
special controls. Therefore, FDA, on its
own initiative, is proposing to reclassify
DBT systems from class III (premarket
approval) into class II (special controls),
subject to premarket notification
(510(k)) requirements.

VII. Proposed Special Controls

FDA believes that DBT systems can be
reclassified into class II with the
establishment of special controls. The
Agency believes that the following
proposed special controls, together with
general controls, would provide
reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of DBT systems intended
to generate digital cross-sectional x-ray
images of the breast that can be used for
the screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer for prescription use only. Table
1 demonstrates how FDA believes the
proposed special controls would
mitigate each of the risks to health
identified in section V.21

e The risk of corrupted or non-
diagnostic images can be mitigated by
special controls that require
performance testing, including (1) bench
testing to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of the DBT system and
(2) objective task-based assessment of
diagnostic accuracy of the DBT system
conducted using human subjects,
structured physical phantoms, in silico
methodologies, or a combination of
these approaches, as appropriate based
on a detailed description of the system
hardware and software, as well as
appropriate software verification,
validation, and hazard analysis. This
risk can be further mitigated by special
controls that require clinical image
evaluation.22 Furthermore, informing

21FDA believes it would be beneficial for
sponsors that would like more information about
how to comply with the special controls and
mitigate the risks to health posed by DBT systems
to submit a Pre-Submission with a detailed
description of the proposed system hardware and
software to discuss the testing plans with FDA.
Additional information may be found in FDA’s
guidance on Requests for Feedback and Meetings
for Medical Device Submissions: The Q-Submission
Program, available at https://www.fda.gov/
regulatory-information/search-fda-guidance-
documents/requests-feedback-and-meetings-
medical-device-submissions-q-submission-program.

22 Separately from the requirements of the special
controls, physicians performing DBT clinical image
evaluations must be qualified under MQSA to
interpret mammography exams. (See 21 CFR 900.12
for requirements under the MQSA relating to
qualifications of interpreting physicians). FDA also
recommends that physicians performing DBT


https://www.fda.gov/radiation-emitting-products/mammography-information-patients/mqsa-national-statistics
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intended users in the labeling of a
summary of performance testing results
and clinical image evaluation can
mitigate this risk.

O Examples of bench tests that may
be used to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of a DBT system and
mitigate this risk to health include (see
Refs. 11 to 13 for more detail on
recognized consensus standard methods
for performing these tests):

» Spatial Resolution,

= Noise Analysis,

= Signal-to-Noise Ratio transfer—
Detective Quantum Efficiency (DQE),

= Detector Lag,

= Automatic Exposure Control (AEC)
Performance,

= Geometric Distortion,

= Missed tissue at top and bottom of
reconstructed DBT volume,

= Missed tissue at chest wall side in
reconstructed DBT volume,

» Testing of Alignment and
Collimation, and

= Radiation Dosimetry.

O Objective task-based assessment of
diagnostic accuracy can be conducted
through one or more of the following
methodologies to mitigate this risk to
health:

» Reader study with human subjects,
defined as a study in which readers
review and interpret patient images
acquired from a DBT system for a
specified task, and task performance of
the readers is measured to evaluate the
effectiveness of the DBT system.

= Observer study with structured
physical phantoms, defined as an
objective task-based assessment of
performance for the DBT system using
structured phantoms similar to
published methods described in the
literature (Refs. 18 and 19).

» In silico Trials (IST) also referred to
as Virtual Clinical Trials (VCT), defined
as a study to provide estimates of the
performance of a DBT system based on
computational modeling in a virtual
population for a clinical task of interest
and within a specific context of use
(Refs. 20 to 24).

evaluations (i) be certified by the American Board
of Radiology, American Osteopathic Board of
Radiology, or the Royal College of Physicians and
Surgeons of Canada; (ii) have at least 5 years’
experience following residency in diagnostic
radiology with at least 50 percent of each year’s
practice in breast imaging and have had training in
clinical image quality equivalent to that provided
by the FDA-approved accreditation bodies; and (iii)
be currently using a DBT system at an MQSA or
VAH-certified facility.

o The risk of failure to interpret the
images correctly due to poor image
quality (the risk of false positive and
false negative results) can be mitigated
by special controls that require
demonstrating the performance
characteristics of the device across a
representative range of settings in
screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer. The device can be evaluated
using performance testing, which
includes bench testing and objective
task-based assessment of diagnostic
accuracy of the DBT system, as
previously described, to mitigate the
risk to health of “corrupted or non-
diagnostic images.” This risk can be
further mitigated by special controls
that require clinical image evaluation.
Informing intended users in the labeling
of a description of the qualifications
and/or clinical training needed for the
safe use of the device and a summary of
performance testing results and clinical
image evaluation can further mitigate
this risk.

e The risk of inadequate breast
coverage can be mitigated by special
controls that require some elements of
performance testing, specifically bench
testing 23 to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of the DBT system as
well as clinical image evaluation. This
risk can be further mitigated with a
description of the qualifications and/or
clinical training needed for the safe use
of the device and a summary of
performance testing and clinical image
evaluation in the labeling.

o The risk of inappropriate breast
compression can be mitigated by special
controls that require some elements of
performance testing, specifically bench
testing 24 to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of the DBT system, and
software verification, validation, and
hazard analysis, and clinical image
evaluation. This risk can be further
mitigated with a description of the
qualifications and/or clinical training
needed for the safe use of the device and
a summary of performance testing and

23 The following bench tests may generally be
appropriate in addressing this special control:
missed tissue at top and bottom of reconstructed
DBT volume, missed tissue at chest wall side in
reconstructed DBT volume, and alignment and
collimation.

24 The following bench tests may generally be
appropriate in addressing this special control:
missed tissue at chest wall side in reconstructed
DBT volume and AEC performance.

clinical image evaluation in the
labeling.

o The risk of device failure or
malfunction can be mitigated by special
controls that require some elements of
performance testing, specifically bench
testing, to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of the DBT system,
appropriate software verification,
validation, and hazard analysis, and
electrical safety/electromagnetic
compatibility (EMC) testing.
Additionally, this risk can be further
mitigated with quality control testing
recommendations in the labeling.

e The risk of use error or improper
device use can be mitigated by special
controls that require appropriate
software verification, validation, and
hazard analysis as well as a detailed
description of the device and its outputs
and a description of the qualifications
and/or clinical training needed for the
safe use of the device in the labeling.

e The risk of excessive x-ray radiation
exposure can be mitigated by special
controls that require some elements of
performance testing, specifically bench
testing 25 to demonstrate the imaging
characteristics of the DBT system as
well as appropriate software
verification, validation, and hazard
analysis and electrical safety/EMC
testing. This risk can be further
mitigated with a description of the
qualifications and/or clinical training
needed for the safe use of the device in
the labeling.

o The risk of device failure to
function as intended due to interference
with other devices due to
radiofrequency or electromagnetic
interference can be mitigated by special
controls requiring testing that
demonstrates EMC.

o The risk of adverse tissue reaction
for patient-contacting components can
be mitigated by special controls
requiring that components of the device
that may contact the patient be
demonstrated to be biocompatible.

e The risk of infection from patient-
contacting devices can be mitigated by
special controls that require labeling
that includes validated instructions for
cleaning and disinfecting equipment
surfaces that contact the patient.

25 The following bench tests may generally be
appropriate in addressing this special control: DQE,
AEC performance, alignment and collimation, and
radiation dosimetry.
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TABLE 1—RISKS TO HEALTH AND MITIGATION MEASURES FOR A DBT SYSTEM

Identified risks to health

Mitigation measures

Corrupted or non-diagnostic iMages ..........cccoceveviiiiiiiicii i,

Failure to interpret the images correctly, leading to false negative or
false positive results.

Inadequate breast coverage ...........ccccoiiiiiiiiniiin

Inappropriate breast compression

Device failure or malfunction

Use error/improper use of the device
Excessive x-ray radiation exposure

Device or nearby devices failure to function as intended due to inter-

Performance testing, Software verification, validation, and hazard anal-
ysis, Clinical image evaluation, Labeling.
Performance testing, Clinical image evaluation, Labeling.

Performance testing, Clinical image evaluation, Labeling.

Performance testing, Software verification, validation, and hazard anal-
ysis, Clinical image evaluation, Labeling.

Performance testing, Software verification, validation, and hazard anal-
ysis, Electrical safety/EMC testing, Labeling.

Software verification, validation, and hazard analysis, Labeling.

Performance testing, Software verification, validation, and hazard anal-
ysis, Electrical safety/EMC testing, Labeling.

Electrical safety/EMC testing.

ference.
Adverse tissue reaction
Infection

Labeling.

Biocompatibility evaluation.

If this proposed order is finalized,
DBT systems will be reclassified into
class II (special controls) and will be
subject to premarket notification
requirements under section 510(k) of the
FD&C Act. As discussed in this
proposed order, the intent is for the
reclassification to be codified in the new
classification regulation 21 CFR
892.1717. If finalized, DBT systems will
be required to comply with the
particular mitigation measures set forth
in the special controls. In addition, FDA
is proposing that these devices be for
prescription use only. Prescription
devices are exempt from the
requirement for adequate directions for
use for the layperson under section
502(f)(1) of the FD&C Act and § 801.5,
as long as the conditions of § 801.109
are met. Adherence to the proposed
special controls, in addition to the
general controls, is necessary to provide
a reasonable assurance of the safety and
effectiveness of the devices.

VIII. Analysis of Environmental Impact

The Agency has determined under 21
CFR 25.34(b) that this action is of a type
that does not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. Therefore,
neither an environmental assessment
nor an environmental impact statement
is required.

IX. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

While this proposed order contains no
new collections of information, it does
refer to previously approved FDA
collections of information. The
previously approved collections of
information are subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) under the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3501
3521). The collections of information in
21 CFR part 820 (Quality Management

System Regulation) have been approved
under OMB control number 0910-0073;
the collections of information in 21 CFR
part 807, subpart E (Premarket
Notification Procedures) have been
approved under OMB control number
0910-0120; the collections of
information in 21 CFR part 801 (Device
Labeling) have been approved under
OMB control number 0910-0485; and
the collections of information in 21 CFR
part 814, subparts A through E
(Premarket Approval (PMA) of Medical
Devices) have been approved under
OMB control number 0910-0231.

X. Proposed Effective Date

FDA proposes that any final order
based on this proposed order become
effective 30 days after its date of
publication in the Federal Register.

XI. Codification of Orders

Under section 513(f)(3) of the FD&C
Act, FDA may issue final orders to
reclassify devices. FDA will continue to
codify classifications and
reclassifications in the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR). Changes resulting
from final orders will appear in the CFR
as newly codified orders. Therefore,
under section 513(f)(3) of the FD&C Act,
in the proposed order, we are proposing
to codify digital breast tomosynthesis
system in the new 21 CFR 892.1717,
under which DBT systems would be
reclassified from class III into class II.

XII. References

The following references marked with
an asterisk (*) are on display at 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. References

without asterisks are not on public
display at https://www.regulations.gov
because they have copyright restriction.
Some may be available at the website
address, if listed. References without
asterisks are available for viewing only
at the Dockets Management Staff.
Although FDA has verified the website
addresses as of the date this document
publishes in the Federal Register,
websites are subject to change over time.

*1. FDA, Premarket Approval for P080003.
Available at: https://
www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/
cfdocs/cfpma/pma.cfm?id=P080003.
FDA, 2010 Meeting Materials of the
Radiological Devices Panel. Available at:
https://wayback.archive-it.org/7993/
20170403223419/https:/www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/Committees
MeetingMaterials/MedicalDevices/
MedicalDevicesAdvisoryCommittee/
RadiologicalDevicesPanel/
ucm226660.htm.

FDA, Premarket Approval for P130020.

Available at: https://www.accessdata.

fda.gov/cdrh _docs/pdf13/P130020B.pdyf.

FDA, Premarket Approval for P140011.

Available at: https://www.accessdata.

fda.gov/cdrh docs/pdf14/P140011B.pdyf.

FDA, Premarket Approval for P160031.

Available at: https://www.accessdata.

fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf16/P160031B.pdyf.

FDA, Premarket Approval for P080003/

S001. Available at: https://

www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/

pdf8/P080003S001B.pdf.

FDA, 2012 Meeting Materials of the

Radiological Devices Panel. Available at:

https://wayback.archive-it.org/7993/

20170403223422/https:/www.fda.gov/

AdvisoryCommittees/Committees

MeetingMaterials/MedicalDevices/

MedicalDevicesAdvisoryCommittee/

RadiologicalDevicesPanel/

ucm299053.htm.

8. Alabousi, M., W. Akshay, K. Mohammed,
et al. “Performance of Digital Breast
Tomosynthesis, Synthetic
Mammography, and Digital
Mammography in Breast Cancer
Screening: A Systematic Review and

*2.

*3.

* 4,

*5.

*6.

*7.


https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/cfdocs/cfpma/pma.cfm?id=P080003
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/cfdocs/cfpma/pma.cfm?id=P080003
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/cfdocs/cfpma/pma.cfm?id=P080003
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf8/P080003S001B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf8/P080003S001B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf8/P080003S001B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf13/P130020B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf13/P130020B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf14/P140011B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf14/P140011B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf16/P160031B.pdf
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf16/P160031B.pdf
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://wayback.archive-it.org/7993/20170403223419/https:/www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/CommitteesMeetingMaterials/MedicalDevices/MedicalDevicesAdvisoryCommittee/RadiologicalDevicesPanel/ucm226660.htm
https://wayback.archive-it.org/7993/20170403223422/https:/www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/CommitteesMeetingMaterials/MedicalDevices/MedicalDevicesAdvisoryCommittee/RadiologicalDevicesPanel/ucm299053.htm

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026 /Proposed Rules

51415

Meta-Analysis,”” JNCI: Journal of the
National Cancer Institute, 113(6):680—
690, 2021, https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/
djaa205.

9. Houssami, N., S. Zackrisson, K. Blazek, et
al. “Meta-Analysis of Prospective
Studies Evaluating Breast Cancer
Detection and Interval Cancer Rates for
Digital Breast Tomosynthesis Versus
Mammography Population Screening,”
European Journal of Cancer, 148:14-23,
2021, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2021.
01.035.

10. Marinovich, M.L., K.E. Hunter, P.
Macaskill, et al. “Breast Cancer
Screening Using Tomosynthesis or
Mammography: A Meta-Analysis of
Cancer Detection and Recall,” JNCI:
Journal of the National Cancer Institute,
110(9):942-949, 2018, https://doi.org/
10.1093/jnci/djy121.

11. IEC 61223-3-6 “Evaluation and Routine
Testing in Medical Imaging
Departments—Part 3—-6: Acceptance and
Constancy Tests—Imaging Performance
of Mammographic X-Ray Equipment
Used in a Mammographic
Tomosynthesis Mode of Operation,”
https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/
cdrh/cfdocs/cfstandards/
detail.cfm?standard__identification_
no=45755.

12. IEC 60601—-2—45 “Medical Electrical
Equipment—Part 2—45: Particular
Requirements for the Basic Safety and
Essential Performance of Mammographic
X-Ray Equipment and Mammographic
Stereotactic Devices,” https://
www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/
cfdocs/cfstandards/detail.cfm?standard
_identification_no=37174.

13. IEC 62220-1-2 “Medical Electrical
Equipment—Characteristics of Digital X-
Ray Imaging Devices—Part 1-2:
Determination of the Detective Quantum
Efficiency—Detectors Used in
Mammography,” https://
www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cdrh/
cfdocs/cfstandards/detail.cfm?standard _
_identification no=28636.

*14. American College of Radiology, “ACR
Practice Parameter for the Performance
of Screening and Diagnostic
Mammography,” 2023, https://gravitas.
acr.org/PPTS/GetDocumentView?
docld=8.

*15. American College of Radiology, “ACR
Practice Parameter for the Performance
of Screening and Diagnostic (DBT),”
2023, https://gravitas.acr.org/PPTS/
GetDocumentView?docld=7.

*16. American College of Radiology, 2018
Digital Mammography Quality Control
Manual, Rev. 2nd Ed., May 2020, https://
edge.sitecorecloud.io/americancoldf5f-
acrorgf92a-productioncb02-3650/media/
ACR/Files/Clinical/Quality-Control-
Manuals/Mammography-Quality-
Control-Manual.pdf.

*17. European Reference Organisation for
Quality Assured Breast Screening and
Diagnostic Services, ‘‘European
Guidelines for Quality Assurance in
Breast Cancer Screening and Diagnosis,”
2023, https://euref.org/download/
european-guidelines-for-quality-

assurance-in-breast-cancer-screening-
and-diagnosis-pdf-2/.

18. Ikejimba, L.C., J. Salad, C.G. Graff, et al.
“Assessment of Task-Based Performance
from Five Clinical DBT Systems Using
an Anthropomorphic Breast Phantom,”
Medical Physics, 48(3):1026-1038, 2021,
https://doi.org/10.1002/mp.14568.

19. Cockmartin, L., N.W. Marshall, G. Zhang,
et al. “Design and Application of a
Structured Phantom for Detection
Performance Comparison Between Breast
Tomosynthesis and Digital
Mammography,” Physics in Medicine &
Biology, 62:758-780, 2017, https://
doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/aa5407.

*20. Badano, A., C.G. Graff, A. Badal, et al.
“Evaluation of Digital Breast
Tomosynthesis as Replacement of Full-
Field Digital Mammography Using an In
Silico Imaging Trial,” JAMA Network
Open, 1(7), 2018, doi:10.1001/
jamanetworkopen.2018.5474, https://
jamanetwork.com/journals/
jamanetworkopen/fullarticle/2717000.

21. Kiarashi, N., L.W. Nolte, J.Y. Lo, et al.
“Impact of Breast Structure on Lesion
Detection in Breast Tomosynthesis, a
Simulation Study,” Journal of Medical
Imaging, 3(3):035504, 2016, https://
doi.org/10.1117/1.JMI1.3.3.035504.

22. Barufaldi, B., T.L. Vent, P.R. Bakic, et al.
“Computer Simulations of Case
Difficulty in Digital Breast
Tomosynthesis Using Virtual Clinical
Trial,” Medical Physics, 49:2220-2232,
2022, https://doi.org/10.1002/mp.15553.

23. Marshall, N.W., and H. Bosmans.
“Performance Evaluation of Digital
Breast Tomosynthesis Systems:
Comparison of Current Virtual Clinical
Trial Methods,” Physics in Medicine &
Biology, 67(22):TR04, 2022, https://
doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/ac9a34.

*24. FDA, “Assessing the Credibility of
Computational Modeling and Simulation
in Medical Device Submissions—
Guidance for Industry and Food and
Drug Administration Staff, 2023.
Available at: https://www.fda.gov/
regulatory-information/search-fda-
guidance-documents/assessing-
credibility-computational-modeling-and-
simulation-medical-device-submissions.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 892

Medical devices, Radiation
protection, X-rays.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs, it is proposed that
21 CFR part 892 be amended as follows:

PART 892—RADIOLOGY DEVICES

m 1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
Part 892 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 351, 360, 360c, 360e,
360j, 3601, 371.

m 2. Add §892.1717 to subpart B to read
as follows:

§892.1717 Digital breast tomosynthesis
system.

(a) Identification. A digital breast
tomosynthesis system is a prescription
device that is intended to generate
digital cross-sectional x-ray images of
the breast that can be used for the
screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer. This device may include
acquisition hardware and software,
digital image receptor, acquisition
workstation, automatic exposure
control, image processing and
reconstruction programs, compression
system, patient and equipment support
devices, and components.

(b) Classification. Class II (special
controls). The special controls for this
device are:

(1) Performance testing data must
include:

(i) Data to demonstrate the
performance characteristics of the
device across a representative range of
settings in screening and diagnosis of
breast cancer through the following:

(A) Bench testing to demonstrate the
imaging characteristics of the device
and associated radiation dose levels.

(B) Objective task-based assessment of
diagnostic accuracy of the device,
conducted using human subjects,
structured physical phantoms, or in
silico methodologies, or a combination
of these approaches.

(ii) Detailed description of the system
hardware and software, which includes
acquisition hardware and software,
image receptor, acquisition workstation,
automatic exposure control, image
processing and reconstruction programs,
patient and equipment supports,
component parts, and accessories.

(2) Clinical image evaluation data
must demonstrate the images are of
sufficiently acceptable quality for
screening and diagnosis of breast
cancer.

(3) Software verification, validation,
and hazard analysis must be performed.

(4) Data must demonstrate the
electrical safety, mechanical safety,
thermal safety, and electromagnetic
compatibility (EMC) of the device in the
intended use environment.

(5) Patient-contacting components of
the device must be demonstrated to be
biocompatible.

(6) Labeling must include the
following:

(i) A detailed device description
including principles of operation,
system hardware and software, which
include acquisition hardware and
software, image receptor, acquisition
workstation, technique factors,
automatic exposure control, image
processing and reconstruction programs,
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patient and equipment supports,
component parts, and accessories.

(ii) A detailed description of the
device outputs.

(iii) User qualifications and/or clinical
training needed for the safe use of the
device.

(iv) A detailed summary of the
objective task-based diagnostic accuracy
assessment, including test methods,
dataset characteristics, results, and a
summary of sub-analyses on case
distributions stratified by relevant
confounders.

(v) A detailed summary of bench
testing results, including graphs or
tables as appropriate.

(vi) A detailed summary of the
clinical image evaluation performed
with the device.

(vii) A description of quality control
testing, including detailed procedures
for performing these tests, if applicable,
and the frequency of testing.

(viii) Validated methods and
instructions for cleaning and
disinfection of any reusable patient-
contacting components.

Grace R. Graham,

Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation,
and International Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2026—16209 Filed 8—-7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

24 CFR Part 1
[Docket No. FR-6540—-P-02]
RIN 2529-AB09

HUD’s Implementation of the Fair
Housing Act’s Disparate Impact
Standard; Amendments to HUD’s Title
VI Regulations

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Fair Housing and Equal
Opportunity, Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD).
ACTION: Supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: HUD published a notice of
proposed rulemaking in January of 2026
that proposed to remove HUD’s
disparate-impact regulations and leave
interpretation of disparate-impact
liability under the Fair Housing Act to
the courts. This supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking continues HUD’s
efforts to remove or revise regulations
that prohibit conduct having a disparate
impact without evidence of
discriminatory intent. Through this rule,
HUD is proposing to remove provisions

in HUD’s Title VI implementing
regulations that impose disparate-
impact liability on recipients of HUD
Federal financial assistance. If finalized,
this rule would improve consistency
within HUD’s own regulations and
between HUD’s regulations and the Title
VI regulations recently revised by the
Department of Justice (DOJ). This rule
reopens the public comment period of
HUD’s January 2026 proposed rule on
disparate-impact liability; HUD will
only consider comments on topics
related to this supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking during the
reopened comment period.

DATES: Comments are due by October 9,
2026.

ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit comments regarding
this supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking. All submissions must refer
to the docket number and title. There
are two methods for submitting public
comments.

1. Electronic Submission of
Comments. Interested persons may
submit comments electronically through
the Federal eRulemaking Portal at
https://www.regulations.gov.

2. Submission of Comments by Mail.
Comments may be submitted by mail to
the Regulations Division, Office of
General Counsel, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, 451
7th Street SW, Room 102786,
Washington, DC 20410-0500.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(4),
a summary of this supplemental
proposal may be found at
www.regulations.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Knittle, Principal Deputy General
Counsel, U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 7th Street
SW, Washington, DC 20410; telephone
number (202) 402—2244 (this is not a
toll-free number). HUD welcomes and is
prepared to receive calls from
individuals who are deaf or hard of
hearing, as well as individuals with
speech or communication disabilities.
To learn more about how to make an
accessible telephone call, please visit
https://www.fcc.gov/consumers/guides/
telecommunications-relay-service-trs.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

On January 14, 2026, HUD issued a
notice of proposed rulemaking, HUD’s
Implementation of the Fair Housing
Act’s Disparate Impact Standard, 91 FR
1475 (HUD’s 2026 proposed rule).
HUD’s 2026 proposed rule would
remove HUD’s disparate-impact
regulations at 24 CFR part 100 subpart
G, consisting of § 100.500, and make a

corresponding technical revision to 24
CFR 100.5(b).

HUD’s regulations at 24 CFR part 1
(HUD’s Title VI regulations) implement
nondiscrimination requirements under
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964.
Public Law 88-352, 78 Stat. 252 (Title
VI). Section 601 of Title VI prohibits any
person in the United States, on the
ground of race, color, or national origin,
from being excluded from participation
in, being denied the benefits of, or being
subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity receiving Federal
financial assistance. 42 U.S.C. 2000d.
Section 602 of Title VI directs Federal
departments and agencies that provide
Federal financial assistance to any
program or activity, by way of grant,
loan, or contract other than a contract of
insurance or guaranty, to implement
section 601 by, among other things,
issuing rules and regulations. 42 U.S.C.
2000d—-1. HUD provides Federal
financial assistance of the types
described by Title VI; therefore, Title
VI's nondiscrimination prohibition
applies to certain programs and
activities for which Federal financial
assistance is administered by HUD. See
24 CFR 1.1-1.3.

HUD’s Title VI regulations implement
the prohibition against discrimination
on the basis of race, color, or national
origin, which includes exclusion from
participation in, denial of benefits of, or
discrimination under any HUD program
or activity to which 24 CFR part 1
applies. 24 CFR 1.4(a); see also 24 CFR
1.3. HUD’s Title VI regulations were last
substantively amended in 1973,
consistent with uniform amendments
adopted by Federal agencies at that
time. 38 FR 17949 (July 5, 1973). HUD
and DOJ collaborated on this
rulemaking, and both agencies reviewed
public comments provided in response
to HUD’s proposed rule for that
rulemaking. Id. Since then, HUD has
made minor or technical amendments to
sections in 24 CFR part 1 through other
rulemakings to remove outdated
regulations and reduce regulatory
burden,? to update nomenclature in
response to statutory changes,? and to
remove obsolete provisions on
nondiscrimination hearing procedures
and instead cross-reference updated and

183 FR 26360, June 7, 2018 (amended language
in 24 CFR 1.3 to remove outdated cross references
to appendix A to 24 CFR part 1); 60 FR 47260,
September 11, 1995 (removed appendix A to 24
CFR part 1).

250 FR 9268, March 7, 1985 (amended language
in 24 CFR 1.5 to change the phrase ‘“Health,
Education and Welfare” to “Health and Human
Services”).
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consolidated procedures in 24 CFR part
180.3

On December 10, 2025, DOJ issued a
final rule, Rescinding Portions of
Department of Justice Title VI
Regulations To Conform More Closely
With the Statutory Text and To
Implement Executive Order 14281, 90
FR 57141 (DOJ’s 2025 final rule), which
amended DOJ’s Title VI regulations to
remove disparate-impact liability
consistent with changes directed by
Executive Order 14281. See id. at
57141-45. HUD agrees with and adopts
the rationale provided in DOJ’s rule.
HUD’s Title VI regulations that are the
subject of this proposed rulemaking
closely follow DQJ’s rule.

IL. Justification for Rulemaking

HUD'’s regulation at 24 CFR 1.4,
entitled “Discrimination Prohibited,”
contains several provisions that go
beyond the statute and the Constitution
by prohibiting conduct or activities
causing an unintentional disparate
impact. And in some instances, these
provisions may encourage or even
require unlawful discrimination labeled
as “‘affirmative action.” Section
1.4(b)(2)(i) is the general disparate-
impact prohibition, which states that a
“recipient. . . may not. . . utilize
criteria or methods of administration
which have the effect of subjecting
persons to discrimination because of
their race, color, or national origin.”
Beyond that general prohibition,

§ 1.4(b)(3) addresses a Federal-funding
recipient’s selection of the site or
location of facilities and includes two
references to “effect” that extend to
conduct with an unintentional disparate
impact. Section 1.4(b)(6) concerns the
use of “affirmative action” and provides
that funding recipients may (and
sometimes must) use race, color, or
national origin to overcome
unintentional disparate “‘effects,” but
does not expressly specify that the
funding recipient must narrowly tailor
such use nor that this use must serve a
compelling governmental interest, as is
required to satisfy strict scrutiny.
Finally, § 1.4(c) addresses prohibited
discriminatory employment practices
and extends beyond intentional
discrimination to conduct that “tends”
to have a discriminatory effect.

There are serious statutory and
constitutional concerns associated with
§ 1.4’s prohibition on discrimination
because that prohibition encompasses
disparate-impact liability. HUD also has
serious policy concerns with its current

361 FR 52216, October 4, 1996 (amended 24 CFR
1.9 and redesignated then-existing 1.12 as now-
existing 1.10).

disparate-impact regulations because
they create confusion, undermine public
confidence in the nation’s civil rights
laws and the rule of law, and produce
burdensome litigation and compliance
costs.

1. Serious Legal Concerns

There are serious concerns as to
whether Title VI authorizes the
disparate-impact provisions of the
current regulations. As the Supreme
Court has made clear, Title VI prohibits
“only intentional discrimination” and
“permits” facially neutral policies that
result in disparate outcomes when there
is no discriminatory intent. Alexander
v. Sandoval, 532 U.S. 275, 280, 286 n.6
(2001). That is the “single, best
meaning” of Title VI. See Loper Bright
Enters. v. Raimondo, 603 U.S. 369, 400
(2024). Sandoval calls into serious
doubt the legality of HUD’s ““disparate-
impact regulations.” See 532 U.S. at
281-82, 284-85 (noting that DOJ’s then-
existing regulations, which HUD’s
current regulations mirror, were in
“considerable tension” with the
Supreme Court’s Title VI precedents);
see also id. at 286 n.6 (“[Title VI]
permits the very behavior that the
regulations forbid.”).

Although Sandoval resolved only the
question of private enforceability of
Title VI, subsequent cases such as Loper
Bright have made clear that HUD cannot
extend Title VI beyond its best meaning.
See 603 U.S. at 412—13 (holding that
“courts must . . . ensur[e] that [an]
agency acts within” its statutory
authority). And even in the absence of
Supreme Court precedent, HUD would
have concluded that the best reading of
Title VI is that it prohibits only
intentional discrimination.

Title VI authorizes agencies to
promulgate regulations “to effectuate”
the statute’s prohibition of intentional
discrimination. 42 U.S.C. 2000d-1. The
current prohibition of conduct having
an unintentional disparate impact
reaches a vastly broader scope than the
statute itself. This scope is too broad to
be considered a simple prophylactic
measure aimed at preventing intentional
discrimination. See Sandoval, 532 U.S.
at 286 1n.6 (“[Title VI] permits the very
behavior that the regulations forbid.”).
Thus, the disparate-impact regulations
do not “effectuate” Title VI. 42 U.S.C.
2000d-1.

There are also serious concerns about
whether HUD’s Title VI regulations pass
constitutional muster under the Equal
Protection Clause. As the Supreme
Court recently held in Students for Fair
Admissions, Inc. v. President & Fellows
of Harvard College, “‘the Equal
Protection Clause . . . applies without

regard to any differences of race, of
color, or of nationality—it is universal
in its application” and the ““‘guarantee of
equal protection cannot mean one thing
when applied to one individual and
something else when applied to a
person of another color.” 600 U.S. 206
(2023) (SFFA) (internal quotation marks
omitted) (first quoting Yick Wo v.
Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356, 369 (1886); and
then quoting Regents of Univ. of
California v. Bakke, 438 U.S. 265, 289—
90 (1978) (Powell, J.)). Despite the
promises of the Equal Protection Clause,
a funding recipient’s risk of disparate-
impact liability under HUD’s Title VI
regulations is triggered by unintentional
disparate outcomes, which the recipient
may not even know about without
investigation. To evaluate and avoid this
risk, the funding recipient must incur
investigatory costs, such as conducting
an impact analysis, and is coerced to
proactively consider race, color, and
national origin, and potentially use it to
change the unintended disparate
outcomes.

In short, disparate-impact liability
encourages and, in some cases, requires
covered entities to engage in the
intentional use of race and racial
balancing to eliminate those disparate
outcomes by treating certain racial
groups differently from others—the
exact conduct the Equal Protection
Clause forbids. See id. The serious
constitutional concerns raised by these
perverse incentives further confirm that
the best reading of Title VI is that it
prohibits only intentional
discrimination and does not authorize
HUD to impose disparate-impact
liability under that statute. See Edward
J. DeBartolo Corp. v. Fla. Gulf Coast
Bldg. & Constr. Trades Council, 485 U.S.
568, 575 (1988) (“[W]here an otherwise
acceptable construction of a statute
would raise serious constitutional
problems, the Court will construe the
statute to avoid such problems unless
such construction is plainly contrary to
the intent of Congress.” (citing NLRB v.
Catholic Bishop of Chi., 440 U.S. 490,
499-501, 504 (1979)).

This encouraged or coerced use of
race, color, or national origin violates
the Equal Protection Clause unless it
survives review under the “daunting”
strict-scrutiny standard. SFFA, 600 U.S.
at 206; see also Free Speech Coal., Inc.
v. Paxton, 145 S. Ct. 2291, 2310 (2025)
(““Strict scrutiny—which requires a
restriction to be the least restrictive
means of achieving a compelling
governmental interest—is ‘the most
demanding test known to constitutional
law.””” (quoting City of Boerne v. Flores,
521 U.S. 507, 534 (1997))). The use of
race, color, or national origin
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necessitated by the disparate-impact
provisions runs into serious issues with
the requirement of narrow tailoring to
achieve a compelling interest. SFFA,
600 U.S. at 206-07.

Similarly, the “affirmative action”
provision authorizes and sometimes
requires the intentional use of race
without requiring that this intentional
use be narrowly tailored to serve a
recognized compelling interest. Instead,
it encourages intentional racial
balancing “to overcome the effects of”
unintended racial disparities. 24 CFR
1.4(b)(6). Thus, for substantially the
same reasons as above, the “affirmative
action” provision raises serious
constitutional concerns.

As summarized above, there are
serious statutory and constitutional
concerns with HUD’s disparate-impact
regulations under Title VI. But even if
the regulations were legal, HUD finds
that eliminating the potential
constitutional concerns addressed above
would independently justify the
amendment of the regulations. Cf. U.S.
Tel. Ass’nv. FCC, 188 F.3d 521, 528
(D.C. Cir. 1999) (concluding it was not
“arbitrary and capricious” to adopt a
certain policy in order to “avoid| ]
raising a non-trivial constitutional
question”). And even if the regulations
did not raise serious constitutional
concerns, HUD finds that eliminating
the costs and confusion caused by the
mismatch between the statute and the
Title VI disparate-impact regulations
would independently justify the repeal
of the regulations.

2. Serious Policy Concerns

HUD also has serious policy concerns
with the imposition of disparate-impact
liability. Although HUD expresses its
policy concerns with disparate-impact
liability independent of Executive Order
14281, that Order sets forth many valid
policy concerns with disparate-impact
liability. As noted in section 1 of the
Order, “[o]n a practical level, disparate-
impact liability has hindered businesses
from making hiring and other
employment decisions based on merit
and skill, their needs, or the needs of
their customers because of the specter
that such a process might lead to
disparate outcomes, and thus disparate-
impact lawsuits. This has made it
difficult, and in some cases impossible,
for employers to use bona fide job-
oriented evaluations when recruiting,
which prevents job seekers from being
paired with jobs to which their skills are
most suited—in other words, it deprives
them of opportunities for success.” 90
FR at 17537. Moreover, the legal
concerns identified above have caused
uncertainty and confusion for Federal-

funding recipients as to whether and
when they need to comply with the
disparate-impact regulations and when
they can or must consider race, color,
and national origin. As explained above,
Sandoval casts substantial doubt on the
validity of the disparate-impact
regulations that many Federal
departments and agencies, including
HUD, have promulgated pursuant to
Title VI. 532 U.S. at 280-82.

Additionally in practice, disparate-
impact liability may lead covered
entities to engage in racial balancing
even as Title VI forbids intentional
racial discrimination. This tension tends
to create confusion as well as
undermine public confidence in the
nation’s civil rights laws and in the rule
of law itself, as the law seems to both
forbid and require the same conduct.

These problems are amplified by the
arbitrary nature of the racial and ethnic
categories typically used to measure
disparate effects, which, by virtue of
their arbitrariness, typically lack a
meaningful connection to a compelling
interest. See, e.g., SFFA, 600 U.S. at
216-17 (explaining that the “[racial]
categories’ utilized by the programs at
issue were ‘“‘themselves imprecise in
many ways” and ‘‘the use of these
opaque racial categories undermine(d],
instead of promote[d], [their] goals”).
This confusion undermines the law’s
ability to teach principles of
nondiscrimination and is evident in,
among other things, many of the grant
proposals that HUD awarded funds to in
past years.

HUD further notes that Sandoval has
also led to a divergence between Title VI
enforcement by private plaintiffs and
enforcement by Federal departments
and agencies. After Sandoval, private
plaintiffs can enforce only Title VI's
statutory prohibition on intentional
discrimination, while HUD could
continue to pursue disparate-impact
liability. Repealing the disparate-impact
regulations would eliminate this
incongruent enforcement.

Accordingly, through this
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking, HUD is continuing its
fulfillment of directives under Executive
Order 14281. As discussed below,
HUD’s Title VI regulations include
provisions that directly implement or
allude to discriminatory effects and
disparate-impact liability. HUD
accordingly proposes to revise or
remove those provisions for the reasons
set forth above.

HUD is also seeking to make its Title
VI regulations consistent with
regulatory changes to 24 CFR 100.5 and
100.500 proposed by HUD’s 2026
proposed rule. The changes proposed in

this supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking would also align with DOJ’s
2025 final rule. HUD’s Title VI
regulations resulted from uniform
amendments adopted by Federal
agencies and use the same or similar
language as DOJ’s former Title VI
regulations. The proposed changes
would revise or remove those provisions
and improve consistency between DOJ
and HUD regulations that implement
Title VI’s nondiscrimination
requirements. This rule’s proposed
changes would also further the
Administration’s regulatory reform
efforts by promoting the rule of law
through consistency in the Federal
government’s interpretation of Title VI.

III. This Supplemental Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking

This supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking proposes revisions to 24
CFR 1.4 and reopens the public
comment period on HUD’s 2026
proposed rule. New comments received
during this re-opened period will only
be considered if they concern changes
proposed in this supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking. For an
explanation of HUD’s extensive
solicitation and review of public
comment on prior disparate-impact and
discriminatory-effects rulemakings, see
HUD’s 2026 proposed rule at 91 FR
1476-77. HUD is proposing the
following changes to § 1.4:

§1.4(b)(2)

Section 1.4 implements Title VI's
prohibition against intentional
discrimination on the grounds of race,
color, or national origin, in the
participation in, denial of benefits of, or
other subjection to discrimination. See
also 24 CFR 1.3. Paragraph (b) of § 1.4
describes discriminatory actions
specifically prohibited by HUD’s Title
VI regulations, and existing paragraph
(b)(2)(i) incorporates a general
prohibition on Federal financial
assistance recipients using criteria or
methods of administration that have the
effect of ““subjecting persons to
discrimination because of their race,
color or national origin,” or “defeating
or substantially impairing
accomplishment of the objectives of the
program or activity as respect to persons
of a particular race, color, or national
origin.” Because this paragraph
incorporates a general prohibition on
conduct producing unintended
discriminatory effects, HUD is
proposing to remove paragraph (b)(2)(i)
in its entirety and redesignate existing
paragraphs (b)(2)(ii) and (iii) as (b)(2)(i)
and (ii).
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§1.4(b)(3)

Paragraph (b)(3) of § 1.4 addresses a
Federal-funding recipient’s or
applicant’s selection of the site or
location of facilities. It prohibits
applicants and recipients from
discriminating, through purpose “or
effect,” on the grounds of race, color, or
national origin in determining the site
or location of housing, accommodations,
or facilities, or in making related
selections. Paragraph (b)(3) also
prohibits selections made with the
purpose “‘or effect” of “defeating or
substantially impairing the
accomplishment of the objectives of the
[Title VI]” or 24 CFR part 1. HUD is
proposing to remove both instances of
the phrase “or effect,” because they
extend to unintentional discriminatory
effects.

§1.4(b)(6)

Existing paragraph (b)(6)(i) of § 1.4
requires recipients to take “affirmative
action to overcome the effects of prior
discrimination” by the recipient against
persons on the ground of race, color, or
national origin. This provision goes
beyond the Equal Protection Clause,
which permits, but does not mandate, a
government to take narrowly tailored
action to remedy the effects of its
identified past discrimination. See, e.g.,
Bakke, 438 U.S. at 307 (Powell, J.).
Moreover, even putting aside the
mandatory language, this provision does
not expressly require narrow tailoring to
counter particular past discrimination,
but rather simply “affirmative action to
overcome the effects of prior
discrimination.” 24 CFR 1.4(b)(6)(i).
This provision accordingly promotes
potentially illegal race, color, and
national origin discrimination.
Moreover, in some instances, it may
even coerce recipients to consider and
use race preferences when the recipient
may not want to. This is contrary to
HUD’s goal of promoting and defending
a culture of nondiscrimination and is
destructive to the public’s
understanding of and faith in the
nation’s civil rights laws.

Existing paragraph (b)(6)(ii) requires
recipients to take affirmative action
even in the absence of prior
discrimination to “‘overcome the effects
of conditions” that resulted in limiting
the participation of persons of a
particular race, color, or national origin
in an applicable HUD program. This
provision points not to intentional
discrimination, but rather to the
unintentional “effects of conditions.” It
consequently encourages intentional
racial classifications, racial preferences,
and other race-based actions without

requiring the compelling governmental
interest and narrow tailoring that the
Equal Protection Clause demands. This
section is unlawful under the Equal
Protection Clause. This rule, therefore,
proposes to remove paragraph (b)(6).

§1.4(c)(2)

Existing paragraph (c)(2) extends the
prohibition on discrimination to
employment practices of the funding
recipient even “[w]here a primary
objective of the Federal financial
assistance is not to provide
employment” if discrimination in the
non-funded employment practices
“tends, on the ground of race, color, or
national origin, to exclude individuals
from participation in, to deny them the
benefits of, or to subject them to
discrimination under any program to
which this part 1 applies.” This
paragraph prohibits not only intentional
discrimination but also conduct that
“tends” to have a discriminatory effect.

Moreover, HUD notes that paragraph
(c)(2)’s extension to employment
practices where the Federal funding’s
primary objective is not to provide
employment conflicts with 42 U.S.C.
2000d-3. That section states that
“[n]othing contained in [Title VI] shall
be construed to authorize action under
[Title VI] by any department or agency
with respect to any employment
practice of any employer, employment
agency, or labor organization except
where a primary objective of the Federal
financial assistance is to provide
employment.” 42 U.S.C. 2000d-3; see
also Johnson v. Transp. Agency, Santa
Clara Cnty., 480 U.S. 616, 627—28 n.6
(1987) (citing the statutory limitation
and noting Congress’s intent that Title
VI not “impinge” on Title VII, which
prohibits discriminatory employment
practices).

Because paragraph (c)(2) applies to
employment practices that
unintentionally produce discriminatory
effects and conflicts with the statutory
limitation in 42 U.S.C. 2000d-3, HUD is
proposing to remove paragraph (c)(2) in
its entirety. HUD is proposing to
redesignate paragraph (c)(1) as
paragraph (c) and to make a technical
edit to the last sentence of that
paragraph, which cross-references part
III of Executive Order 11246, Equal
Employment Opportunity, (Sept. 24,
1965). Executive Order 14173, Ending
Illegal Discrimination and Restoring
Merit-Based Opportunity (Jan. 21, 2025),
revoked Executive Order 11246.
Therefore, HUD is proposing to revise
the last sentence of newly redesignated
paragraph (c) to state, “The
requirements applicable to construction
employment under such program or

activity are those specified in or
pursuant to Executive Order 14173 or
any executive order which supersedes
or amends it.”” Section 3(b) of Executive
Order 14173 specifies new requirements
for the Federal contracting process and
for Federal contractors and
subcontractors.

IV. Findings and Certifications

Regulatory Review—Executive Orders
12866 and 13563

Under Executive Order 12866,
Regulatory Planning and Review, a
determination must be made regarding
whether a regulatory action is
significant and, therefore, subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget in accordance with the
requirements of the order. 58 FR 51735,
51738 (Sep. 30, 1993). This
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking was determined to be a
significant regulatory action under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866,
but not economically significant under
section 3(f)(1).

Executive Order 13563, Improving
Regulation and Regulatory Review
directs executive agencies to analyze
regulations that are “outmoded,
ineffective, insufficient, or excessively
burdensome, and to modify, streamline,
expand, or repeal them in accordance
with what has been learned.” 76 FR
3821, 3821 (Jan. 18, 2011). Executive
Order 13563 also directs that, where
relevant, feasible, and consistent with
regulatory objectives, and to the extent
permitted by law, agencies identify and
consider regulatory approaches that
reduce burdens and maintain flexibility
and freedom of choice for the public. As
previously discussed, this supplemental
notice of proposed rulemaking removes
unnecessary regulations and is
consistent with Executive Order 13563.

Data limitations make the costs and
benefits of the rule difficult to quantify.
Although it does not represent the
monetary impact of the rule, HUD
issued approximately 4,412 separate
grants and 5,393 separate subsidies
totaling approximately
$170,153,001,187 (approximately
$56,530,401,288 in grants and
$113,622,599,899 in subsidies) over the
past 3 calendar years (CYs) (CY23-
CY25). HUD’s Title VI-related, active
investigations and compliance reviews
regarding these funds and their
recipients totaled 500 over a 3-year
period (CY23-CY25), and HUD’s Title
VI-related, closed investigations and
compliance reviews totaled 585 over
those same 3 years (CY23-CY25).

HUD does not track which of its
investigations and compliance reviews
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involve solely allegations of disparate-
impact discrimination. For enforcement
actions that relate to both intentional
discrimination and conduct having an
unintentional disparate impact, HUD
does not track and cannot reliably
quantify the costs attributable to the
disparate-impact portions of
enforcement actions. That the existence
of a disparate impact is sometimes a
factor that may be considered in
evaluating intentional discrimination
further impedes monetizing costs and
benefits. Therefore, the overall cost
effect on HUD is difficult to quantify.
The deregulatory action should decrease
HUD’s enforcement costs by allowing
HUD to focus enforcement procedures
and resources on intentional
discrimination cases. It should also
produce a qualitative benefit by aligning
HUD’s Title VI regulations with the best
reading of Title VI and DOJ’s revised
Title VI regulations. It should also have
the benefit, albeit difficult to quantify,
of bringing HUD’s conduct in line with
the law. Similarly, HUD is unable to
quantify how funding recipients will
respond to the regulatory changes.
However, HUD anticipates that the
proposed deregulatory action should
result in greater flexibility and lower
compliance costs for recipients.

Ultimately, HUD does not envision
that this proposed rule will appreciably
increase administrative costs or
compliance costs for funding recipients
who must also adhere to the regulations
of another department or agency. This
proposed deregulatory action does not
create any new obligations for funding
recipients. On the contrary, by
eliminating disparate—impact liability
from the regulation, it eliminates a
source of regulatory confusion, narrows
the conduct prohibited, and thus lessens
the costs of compliance and potential
liability. Moreover, recipients who
receive funds for the same program or
activity from more than one Federal
entity already enter into separate
contractual assurances with each
funding entity. See, e.g., 24 CFR 1.5.
These contractual assurances impose
varying requirements that each Federal
funding source deems necessary.
Recipients receiving funds from more
than one Federal agency will remain
responsible for complying with all
applicable assurances and regulatory
requirements. And in any event, HUD
notes that other agencies are currently
amending their regulations to align with
the changes made in this rule, so HUD
anticipates that there will be little, if
any, disparity in federal requirements
regarding disparate-impact liability
going forward.

Based on the analysis of the practical
qualitative costs and benefits noted
above, HUD believes that this proposed
rule is consistent with the principles of
Executive Orders 12866 and 13563,
including the requirements that, to the
extent permitted by law, HUD adopt a
regulation only upon a reasoned
determination that its benefits justify its
costs.

Executive Order 12250

Pursuant to section 1-202 of
Executive Order 12250, DOJ has the
responsibility to “review . . . proposed
rules. . . of the Executive agencies”
implementing nondiscrimination
statutes such as Title VI “in order to
identify those which are inadequate,
unclear or unnecessarily inconsistent.”
Additionally, section 1-101 of
Executive Order 12250 delegated the
President’s responsibility to approve
Title VI regulations to the Attorney
General. See 42 U.S.C. 2000d—-1. DOJ
has reviewed and approved this
proposed rule.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) generally requires
an agency to conduct a regulatory
flexibility analysis of any rule subject to
notice and comment rulemaking
requirements unless the agency certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking would not impose new
compliance obligations on small
entities. To the extent that it has any
economic effect, HUD expects the effect
to be deregulatory because the proposal
would remove effects-based provisions
from HUD'’s Title VI regulations. As
such, there is no change in burden for
those involved in a challenged practice.
Accordingly, the undersigned certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

Executive Order 14192—Unleashing
Prosperity Through Deregulation

Executive Order 14192 requires that
any new incremental costs associated
with new regulations shall, to the extent
permitted by law, be offset by the
elimination of existing costs associated
with at least 10 prior regulations. This
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking proposes to remove
unnecessary existing regulations and
will impose no regulatory costs.

Executive Order 13132—Federalism

Executive Order 13132 prohibits an
agency from publishing any rule that

has federalism implications if the rule
either: (i) imposes substantial direct
compliance costs on State and local
governments and is not required by
statute, or (ii) preempts State law,
unless the agency meets the
consultation and funding requirements
of section 6 of the Executive order. This
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking does not have federalism
implications and does not impose
substantial direct compliance costs on
State and local governments or preempt
State law within the meaning of the
Executive Order.

Environmental Impact

This supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking is a policy document that
sets out nondiscrimination standards.
Accordingly, under 24 CFR 50.19(c)(3),
this rule is categorically excluded from
environmental review under the
National Environmental Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531—
1538) (UMRA) establishes requirements
for Federal agencies to assess the effects
of their regulatory actions on State,
local, and Tribal governments, and on
the private sector. This supplemental
notice of proposed rulemaking does not
impose any Federal mandates on any
State, local, or Tribal governments, or
on the private sector, within the
meaning of the UMRA.

List of Subjects in 24 CFR Part 1

Administrative practice and
procedure, Civil rights, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Accordingly, for the reasons stated in
the preamble, HUD proposes to amend
24 CFR part 1 as follows:

PART 1—NONDISCRIMINATION IN
FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT—
EFFECTUATION OF TITLE VI OF THE
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

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

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 2000d-1 and 3535(d).

m 2. Amend § 1.4 by:
m a. Revising paragraphs (b)(2) and (3);
m b. Removing paragraph (b)(6); and
m c. Revising paragraph (c).
The revisions read as follows:

§1.4 Discrimination Prohibited.
* * * * *

(b) * *x %

(2)(i) A recipient, in operating low-
rent housing with Federal financial
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assistance under the United States
Housing Act of 1937, as amended (42
U.S.C. 1401 et seq.), shall assign eligible
applicants to dwelling units in
accordance with a plan, duly adopted
by the recipient and approved by the
responsible Department official,
providing for assignment on a
community-wide basis in sequence
based upon the date and time the
application is received, the size or type
of unit suitable, and factors affecting
preference or priority established by the
recipient’s regulations, which are not
inconsistent with the objectives of title
VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and
this part 1. The plan may allow an
applicant to refuse a tendered vacancy
for good cause without losing his
standing on the list but shall limit the
number of refusals without cause as
prescribed by the responsible
Department official.

(ii) The responsible Department
official is authorized to prescribe and
promulgate plans, exceptions,
procedures, and requirements for the
assignment and reassignment of eligible
applicants and tenants consistent with
the purpose of paragraph (b)(2)(i) of this
section, this part 1, and title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, in order to
effectuate and ensure compliance with
the requirements imposed thereunder.

(3) In determining the site or location
of housing, accommodations, or
facilities, an applicant or recipient may
not make selections with the purpose of
excluding individuals from, denying
them the benefits of, or subjecting them
to discrimination under any program to
which this part 1 applies, on the ground
of race, color, or national origin; or with
the purpose of defeating or substantially
impairing the accomplishment of the
objectives of the Act or this part 1.

* * * * *

(c) Employment practices. Where a
primary objective of the Federal
financial assistance to a program or
activity to which this part 1 applies is
to provide employment, a recipient may
not, directly or through contractual or
other arrangements, subject a person to
discrimination on the ground of race,
color, or national origin in its
employment practices under such
program or activity (including
recruitment or recruitment advertising,
employment, layoff, termination,
upgrading, demotion, transfer, rates of
pay or other forms of compensation and
use of facilities). The requirements
applicable to construction employment
under such program or activity are those
specified in or pursuant to Executive

Order 14173 or any executive order
which supersedes or amends it.

Scott Turner,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2026-16228 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[MB Docket No. 26-196; RM-12024; DA 26—
806; FR ID 360896]

Television Broadcasting Services Elko,
Nevada

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document proposes to
amend the Table of TV Allotments
(Table) of the Federal Communications
Commission’s (Commission) rules in
response to a petition for rulemaking
filed by Reno (KENV-TV) Licensee, Inc.
(Licensee), the Licensee of full service
television station KENV-DT (KENV-DT
or Station), Elko, Nevada (Elko). The
Licensee holds a construction permit
(CP) to construct a facility on UHF
channel 20 at Elko, and now requests
that the Bureau substitute VHF channel
10 for UHF channel 20 in the Table with
technical parameters set forth in KENV-
DT’s current license. In support of its
channel substitution request, the
Petitioner asserts that substitution of
VHF channel 10 for UHF channel 20 in
the Table will allow the Station to
remain on the air and continue to
provide service to viewers within its
service area. Given that the Licensee
proposes to utilize its currently licensed
parameters, we believe VHF channel 10
can be substituted for UHF channel 20
at Elko as proposed, in compliance with
the principal community coverage
requirements of § 73.618(a) of the
Commission’s rules.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before September 9, 2026 and reply
comments on or before September 24,
2026.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Office of the Secretary, 45
L Street NE, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve
counsel for the Petitioner as follows:
Scott R. Flick, Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw
Pittman LLP, 1200 Seventeenth Street
NW, Washington, DC 20036.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Emily Harrison at Emily.Harrison@

fcc.gov, (202) 418-1665 or Mark
Colombo at Mark.Colombo@fcc.gov,
(202) 418-7611.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking, MB Docket No.
26—196; RM—-12024; DA 26-806,
adopted July 31, 2026, and released July
31, 2026. The full text of this document
is available online at https://
www.fcc.gov/edocs.

This document does not contain
information collection requirements
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1995, Public Law 104—13. In addition,
therefore, it does not contain any
proposed information collection burden
“for small business concerns with fewer
than 25 employees,” pursuant to the
Small Business Paperwork Relief Act of
2002, Public Law 107-198, see 44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(4). Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 601—
612, do not apply to this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that all ex parte contacts are prohibited
from the time a notice of proposed
rulemaking is issued to the time the
matter is no longer subject to
Commission consideration or court
review, see 47 CFR 1.1208. There are,
however, exceptions to this prohibition,
which can be found in § 1.1204(a) of the
Commission’s rules, 47 CFR 1.1204(a).

See §§1.415 and 1.420 of the
Commission’s rules for information
regarding the proper filing procedures
for comments, 47 CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

Providing Accountability Through
Transparency Act: The Providing
Accountability Through Transparency
Act, Public Law 1189, requires each
agency, in providing notice of a
rulemaking, to post online a brief plain-
language summary of the proposed rule.
The required summary of this notice of
proposed rulemaking is available at
https://www.fcc.gov/proposed-
rulemakings.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73
Television.

Federal Communications Commission.
Thomas Horan,
Chief of Staff, Media Bureau.

Proposed Rule

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Federal Communications
Commission proposes to amend 47 CFR
part 73 as follows:

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

m 1. The authority citation for part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 155, 301, 303,
307, 309, 310, 334, 336, 339.
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m 2.In §73.622, in the table in
paragraph (j), under Nevada, revise the
entry for “Elko” to read as follows:

§73.622 Digital television table of
allotments.

* * * * *
(]') * % %
Community Channel No.
Nevada
EIKO oo 10
* * * * *

[FR Doc. 202616268 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

49 CFR Parts 390 and 391

[Docket No. FMCSA-2026—-0826]
RIN 2126-AC99

English Language Proficiency; Out of
Service Criteria

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), Department
of Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: FMCSA proposes to codify
the English language proficiency (ELP)
driver qualification requirement as an
out-of-service (OOS) violation. The
rulemaking would ensure uniform
enforcement by aligning the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations
(FMCSR) with the current enforcement
tolerances in the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria issued
by the Commercial Vehicle Safety
Alliance (CVSA). The rulemaking
responds to a petition from CVSA.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before October 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by Docket Number FMCSA-
2026-0826 using any of the following
methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/
FMCSA-2026-0826/document. Follow
the online instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail: Dockets Operations, U.S.
Department of Transportation, 1200

New Jersey Avenue SE, W58-213,
Washington, DC 20590-0001.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Dockets
Operations, U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, W58-213, Washington, DC
20590-0001, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.

e Fax:(202) 493-2251.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bill
Mahorney, Enforcement Division, Office
of Safety, FMCSA, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Washington, DC 20590—
0001; (202) 493—-0001; bill. mahorney@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FMCSA
organizes this NPRM as follows:

I. Public Participation and Request for
Comments
A. Submitting Comments
B. Viewing Comments and Documents
C. Privacy
II. Executive Summary
A. Purpose and Summary of the Regulatory
Action
B. Summary of Major Provisions
C. Costs and Benefits
III. Abbreviations
IV. Legal Basis
V. Background
VI. Discussion of Proposed Rulemaking
VII International Impacts
VIII. Section-by-Section Analysis
IX. Regulatory Analyses
A. Executive Order (E.O.) 12866
(Regulatory Planning and Review) and
DOT Rulemaking Procedures
B. E.O. 14192 (Unleashing Prosperity
Through Deregulation)
C. Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking
D. Regulatory Flexibility Act
E. Assistance for Small Entities
F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995
G. Paperwork Reduction Act
H. E.O. 13132 (Federalism)
I. Privacy
J. E.O. 13175 (Indian Tribal Governments)
K. National Environmental Policy Act of
1969
L. Rulemaking Summary

I. Public Participation and Request For
Comments

A. Submitting Comments

If you submit a comment, please
include the docket number for this
NPRM (FMCSA-2026-0826), indicate
the specific section of this document to
which your comment applies, and
provide a reason for each suggestion or
recommendation. You may submit your
comments and material online or by fax,
mail, or hand delivery, but please use
only one of these means. FMCSA
recommends that you include your
name, mailing address, email address,
or telephone number in the body of your
document so FMCSA can contact you if

there are questions regarding your
submission.

To submit your comment online, go to
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/
FMCSA-2026-0826/document, click on
this NPRM, click “Comment,” and type
your comment into the text box on the
following screen.

If you submit your comments by mail
or hand delivery, submit them in an
unbound format, no larger than 82 by
11 inches, suitable for copying and
electronic filing.

FMCSA will consider all comments
and material received during the
comment period.

Confidential Business Information (CBI)

CBI is commercial or financial
information that is both customarily and
actually treated as private by its owner.
Under the Freedom of Information Act
(5 U.S.C. 552), CBI is exempt from
public disclosure. If your comments
responsive to the NPRM contain
commercial or financial information
that is customarily treated as private,
that you actually treat as private, and
that is relevant or responsive to the
NPRM, it is important that you clearly
designate the submitted comments as
CBI. Please mark each page of your
submission that constitutes GBI as
“PROPIN” to indicate it contains
proprietary information. FMCSA will
treat such marked submissions as
confidential under the Freedom of
Information Act, and they will not be
placed in the public docket of the
NPRM. Submissions containing CBI
should be sent to Brian Dahlin, Chief,
Regulatory Evaluation Division, Office
of Policy, FMCSA, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Washington, DC 20590—
0001 or via email at brian.g.dahlin@
dot.gov. At this time, you need not send
a duplicate hardcopy of your electronic
CBI submissions to FMCSA
headquarters. Any comments FMCSA
receives not specifically designated as
CBI will be placed in the public docket
for this rulemaking.

B. Viewing Comments and Documents

To view any documents mentioned as
being available in the docket, go to
https://www.regulations.gov/docket/
FMCSA-2026-0826/document, and
choose the document to review. To view
comments, click this NPRM, then click
“Document Comments.” If you do not
have access to the internet, you may
view the docket online by visiting
Dockets Operations in room W58-213 of
the DOT West Building, 1200 New
Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC
20590-0001, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.
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C. Privacy

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553(c),
DOT solicits comments from the public
to inform its regulatory process. DOT
posts these comments, including any
personal information the commenter
provides, to www.regulations.gov as
described in the system of records
notice DOT/ALL 14 (Federal Docket
Management System (FDMS)), which
can be reviewed at https://
www.transportation.gov/individuals/
privacy/privacy-act-system-records-
notices. The comments are posted
without edits and are searchable by the
name of the submitter.

II. Executive Summary

FMCSA proposes to update the
FMCSR to reflect that, under current
enforcement tolerances, a violation of 49
CFR 391.11(b)(2) is an OOS violation.
This rulemaking would make updates to
sections 390.5, 390.5T, and 391.11(b)(2)
to reflect that noncompliance with ELP
requirements will result in a driver
being placed OOS, unless the driver’s
current trip would not involve
transportation in the United States
outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones. These changes
would align the FMCSR with current
enforcement tolerances in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria from CVSA and ensure uniform
enforcement. The rulemaking is
consistent with an April 19, 2026
revision to the CVSA OQS criteria,
which narrows the previous exception
for placing drivers OOS for ELP
violations in U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones. FMCSA anticipates
that the revision would result in annual
costs of approximately $14.4 million for
motor carriers.

II1. Abbreviations

CBI Confidential business information

CE Categorical exclusion

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CMV Commercial motor vehicle

CVSA Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance

DOT Department of Transportation

ELP English language proficiency

E.O. Executive Order

FAQ Frequently asked questions

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FMCSA Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

FMCSR Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations

FR Federal Register

ICC Interstate Commerce Commission

IRFA Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

PIA Privacy Impact Analysis

PTA Privacy Threshold Assessment

NPRM Notice of proposed rulemaking

OMB Office of Management and Budget

0O0S Out-of-service

RFA Regulatory Flexibility Act

UMRA Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995
U.S.C. United States Code

IV. Legal Basis

This NPRM is consistent with the
concurrent authorities of the Motor
Carrier Act of 1935 (49 U.S.C. 31502), as
amended, and the Motor Carrier Safety
Act of 1984 (49 U.S.C. 31131, et seq.),
as amended. Section 204 of the Motor
Carrier Act of 1935 provides that it shall
be the duty of the Interstate Commerce
Commission (ICC) (now the Secretary of
Transportation, after the broad
delegation of jurisdiction to the
Secretary under the ICC Termination
Act of 1995) 1 to regulate common and
contract carriers by motor vehicle as
provided in that act, and that ““to that
end the Commission may establish
reasonable requirements with respect to
. . . qualifications and maximum hours
of service of employees, and safety of
operation and equipment.” Motor
Carrier Act, sec. 204(a)(1)—(2). Section
204 further provides for the
establishment of similar regulations
with respect to private carriers of
property by motor vehicle, if need
therefore is found. See Motor Carrier
Act, section 204(a)(3). The Department
of Transportation Act (Pub. L. 89-670,
80 Stat. 931, Oct. 15, 1966) transferred
the ICC’s safety authority and
regulations to DOT (Section 6(e)(6)(C)),
where those functions were assigned to
the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), and now to FMCSA (49 U.S.C.
113(f)). Most of the Motor Carrier Act of
1935 has been repealed, but the
previous safety provisions have been
retained in 49 U.S.C. 31502(b).

The Motor Carrier Safety Act of 1984
(49 U.S.C. 31131 et seq.) was intended
to recodify the previous ICC and FHWA
regulations. Section 206(e) of the 1984
Act provided that, if DOT failed to issue
new regulations consistent with the
requirements of the statute, ““the
regulations pertaining to commercial
motor vehicle safety which the
Secretary issued before such date of
enactment and in effect on such date of
enactment shall, for purposes of this
title, be deemed to be regulations issued
by the Secretary under this section”
Public Law 95-554, Title II, 98 Stat.
2832, 2834 (Oct. 30, 1984). The
provisions listed in Section 206(a) were
codified as 49 U.S.C. 31136(a)(1)—(4).
Thus, the 1984 Act intended to capture
and recodify the detailed regulations on
commercial motor vehicle safety that
the ICC and FHWA had previously
issued, including the requirement for

1Public Law 104-88, 109 Stat. 803 (Dec. 29,
1995).

ELP. Congress said that even more
clearly in the Senate Report on Title II
of the 1984 Act: “It is the intent of the
Committee [on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation] that nothing in section
6 of the bill [which became Section 206
of the 1984 Act] alter this state of affairs
which has developed under existing
provisions of law. Rather the Committee
intends to reaffirm the scope of DOT’s
authority to regulate safety in this area.”
S. Rep. No. 98-424, at 9 (1984).
Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 31502(b) and
31136(a), FMCSA may prescribe safety
of operation requirements for the
qualification of drivers operating CMVs
in interstate commerce. This rulemaking
addresses the qualifications of motor
carrier employees, consistent with the
safe operation of CMVs.

This NPRM is consistent with the safe
operation of CMVs, as provided for in
49 U.S.C. 31136(a)(1), as the proposal
would ensure that drivers who cannot
meet the minimum qualification
requirements are placed out of service.
The remaining statutory factors and
requirements in section 31136(a), to the
extent they are relevant, are also
satisfied here. In accordance with
section 31136(a)(2), the requirement
under 49 CFR 391.11(b)(2) would not
impose any responsibilities on CMV
drivers that would impair their ability to
operate the vehicles safely. This
rulemaking does not address medical
standards for drivers or possible
physical effects caused by driving CMVs
(section 31136(a)(3) and (a)(4),
respectively). There is no basis to
anticipate that this rulemaking would
lead to driver coercion (section
31136(a)(5)), as the FMCSRs have
required ELP since the 1930s and the
rulemaking is codifying current
enforcement tolerances.

The FMCSA Administrator is
delegated authority under 49 CFR 1.87
to carry out the functions vested in the
Secretary by 49 U.S.C. chapters 311 and
315 as they relate to CMV operators,
programs, and safety.

V. Background

On December 23, 1936, as part of its
newly-promulgated “Motor Carrier
Safety Regulations,” the ICC established
an English language requirement for
drivers of motor vehicles operated in
interstate or foreign commerce by
common and contract carriers. The
original wording, as contained in
paragraph 3 of Part I [Qualification of
Drivers] required that, on and after July
1, 1937, “no motor carrier shall drive, or
require or permit any person to drive,
any motor vehicle operated in interstate
or foreign commerce, unless the person
so driving possesses the following


http://www.regulations.gov
https://www.transportation.gov/individuals/privacy/privacy-act-system-records-notices
https://www.transportation.gov/individuals/privacy/privacy-act-system-records-notices
https://www.transportation.gov/individuals/privacy/privacy-act-system-records-notices
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minimum qualifications: . . . (k) Ability
to read and speak the English language,
unless the person was engaged in so
driving on July 1, 1937 or within one
year prior thereto, but in any case ability
to understand traffic and warning
signs.” 1 Motor Carrier Cases (M.C.C.) 1,
at 18—19; later published at 2 FR 144
(Jan. 22, 1937). The preamble to the ICC
decision stated that “[i]t is evident that
ability to read and speak English is
important to any adequate compliance
with safety regulations. Cognizance has
been taken, however, of the existence in
certain areas of numbers of drivers in
present service who are unable to read
or speak English, but even in these cases
the ability at least to understand traffic
and warning signs is required” 1 M.C.C.
1, at 7-8.

On May 27, 1939, the ICC made
certain changes and additions to the
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations,
including elimination of the exceptions
granted by the original rules for those
drivers unable to read and speak
English. As stated in that notice, “[t]he
intent of the Commission to require
such ability of all drivers in this service
has been unmistakable since 1937, and
the intervening period of more than two
years is regarded as sufficient to justify
the removal of the exception” (14
M.C.C. 669, at 675). As explained above,
while the ICC regulations on ELP have
been recodified, the intent of Congress
to retain and enforce them is clear.

In accordance with 49 CFR 391.11(a),
a person shall not drive a commercial
motor vehicle, as defined in section
390.5T, in interstate commerce unless
the individual meets the driver
qualification requirements in part 391.
Under section 391.11(b)(2), the
Secretary has determined that one such
qualification requirement is that a
person must be able to read and speak
the English language sufficiently to
converse with the general public, to
understand highway traffic signs and
signals in the English language, to
respond to official inquiries, and to
make entries on reports and records.
Pursuant to the regulation, a driver that
cannot do so is therefore not qualified
to operate a CMV in interstate
commerce. In addition, each State or
other entity receiving Federal funds
through FMCSA’s Motor Carrier Safety
Assistance Program, which is currently
all States plus DC and all U.S.
territories, must adopt and maintain
compatible laws, regulations, standards,
and orders concerning CMV safety.
Generally, the compatible State
requirements include applicability of
the rules to CMVs operating in intrastate
commerce. See Subpart G to 49 CFR part

350. This includes the requirements in
section 391.11.

Effective April 1, 2005, CVSA
amended its North American Standard
Out-of-Service Criteria to include
violations of section 391.11(b)(2). CVSA
is a non-profit organization, comprising
Federal, State, provincial, territorial and
local safety officials and industry
representatives, that develops
inspection, training, and enforcement
standards for commercial motor
vehicles. The North American Standard
Out-of-Service Criteria is a reference
guide that sets forth enforcement
tolerances developed and maintained by
CVSA to assist State inspectors in
deciding whether to allow a commercial
motor vehicle or driver, found in
violation of law, to continue in
commerce. It provides a detailed list of
violations that the CVSA membership
has agreed are sufficiently hazardous to
justify restricting further operation by a
driver or a commercial motor vehicle
and placing them out of service. The list
was developed over a period of more
than 40 years by Federal, State and
Provincial safety professionals, with
input from the motor carrier industry,
vehicle and equipment manufacturers,
researchers, and other interested parties.
The North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria is non-binding guidance
to assist Federal and State personnel to
determine whether to place a vehicle or
driver out-of-service.23 All States

2See 68 FR 43893, 43895 (July 24, 2003). The
North American Standard Out-of-Service Criteria
represent enforcement tolerances, and should not
be construed to be regulations. As FMCSA noted in
a July 24, 2003 notice withdrawing an ANPRM
related to the North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria, the Agency decided not to adopt
the Criteria, either through codification of the text
or through incorporation-by-reference, into the
FMCSR. FMCSA continues to believe that the
collaborative process currently used for amending
or revising the North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria has successfully achieved a level of
uniformity amongst enforcement agencies
throughout North America and that it is in the
public interest that these enforcement tolerances
continue to be managed through the partnership
between the Federal, State, and Provincial
governments from the United States, Canada, and
Mexico, with participation by the industry, motor
vehicle and equipment manufacturers, researchers
and other interested parties. See id. at 43894—
43895.

31n 1999, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C.
Circuit considered the issue of whether the North
American Standard Out-of-Service Criteria are
binding regulations because they are referenced in
49 CFR 390.5 and found the answer to be no
because “no federal statute or regulation either
requires or authorizes federal or state agents to use
the [North American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria] in deciding to place a vehicle out of
service,” and ‘“‘the inclusion of the [North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria] in § 390.5 does
not transform the [North American Standard Out-
of-Service Criteria] into substantive rules.” National
Tank Truck Carriers, Inc. v. Federal Highway
Administration of the U.S. Department of
Transportation, 170 F.3d 203 at (Mar. 26, 1999).

participating in the Motor Carrier Safety
Assistance Program consider the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria during roadside inspections. In
accordance with the definition of out-of-
service order under section 390.5T,
violations may be considered an OOS
condition if included within the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria.

On October 1, 2014, FMCSA
published regulatory guidance titled,
“Driver Qualifications; Regulatory
Guidance Concerning the Applicability
of Language Requirement to Drivers
Who Do Not Meet the Hearing
Standard” (79 FR 59139).4 This
guidance explained that the English
language requirement should not be
construed to prohibit operation of a
CMV by hearing-impaired drivers who
can read and write in the English
language but do not speak, for whatever
reason, and were granted exemptions 5
from section 391.41(b)(11) by FMCSA.
Specifically, the guidance advises that a
driver who is granted an exemption
from section 391.41(b)(11) is not
considered unqualified under the ELP
requirement in section 391.11(b)(2) if
the driver is capable of reading and
writing in the English language. In that
circumstance, the hearing-impaired
driver satisfies the English language
requirement. This guidance remains in
effect.

Effective April 1, 2015, CVSA
removed section 391.11(b)(2) from its
North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria. On June 15, 2016,
FMCSA issued a policy memorandum
titled “English Language Proficiency
Testing and Enforcement Policy (MC—
ECE-2016-006)" to provide guidance to
FMCSA personnel conducting safety
investigations, audits, and inspections
of CMVs and drivers. The policy
removed the requirement for FMCSA
personnel to place drivers OOS for ELP
violations and changed the Agency’s
standard for determining non-
compliance with the ELP requirements
of section 391.11(b)(2). Under the 2016
policy, FMCSA personnel were directed
to cite drivers for violations of section
391.11(b)(2) but not to place them OOS,
consistent with CVSA’s change to the

479 FR 59139 (Oct. 1, 2014), available at https://
www.federalregister.gov/documents/2014/10/01/
2014-23435/driver-qualifications-regulatory-
guidance-concerning-the-applicability-of-language-
requirement-to.

5 FMCSA may grant an exemption from the safety
regulations for up to a five-year period if it finds
“such exemption would likely achieve a level of
safety that is equivalent to, or greater than, the level
that would be achieved absent such exemption.” 49
U.S.C. 31136(e) and 31315. See also 49 CFR part
381.


https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2014/10/01/2014-23435/driver-qualifications-regulatory-guidance-concerning-the-applicability-of-language-requirement-to
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2014/10/01/2014-23435/driver-qualifications-regulatory-guidance-concerning-the-applicability-of-language-requirement-to
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enforcement tolerances used by
personnel conducting CMV inspections.

On April 28, 2025, the President
issued Executive Order (E.O.) 14286,
“Enforcing Commonsense Rules of the
Road for America’s Truck Drivers,” 6
which directed FMCSA to rescind the
2016 guidance document and issue new
enforcement guidance to FMCSA
personnel, outlining inspection
procedures necessary to ensure
compliance with the requirements of
section 391.11(b)(2). The E.O. directed
FMCSA to take all necessary and
appropriate actions, consistent with
applicable law, to ensure that the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria are revised such that a violation
of the ELP requirement results in the
driver being placed OOS, including by
working with the relevant entities
responsible for establishing the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria.

On May 1, 2025, during a meeting of
the CVSA Board of Directors where
FMCSA presented on the issue of ELP,
CVSA voted to incorporate violations of
section 391.11(b)(2) into the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria, effective June 25, 2025.7 On
May 20, 2025, FMCSA issued policy
memorandum ‘“English Language
Proficiency Under § 391.11(b)(2) (MC-
SEE-2025-0001)” 8 (May 2025 policy
memo) to rescind the 2016 policy and
provide guidance to FMCSA
enforcement personnel providing
oversight of part 391 in conducting
North American Standard Driver and
Vehicle Inspections who need to
evaluate whether drivers can satisfy the
ELP qualification requirements in
section 391.11(b)(2).2 The May 2025

690 FR 18759 (May 2, 2025), available at https://
www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/05/02/
2025-07786/enforcing-commonsense-rules-of-the-
road-for-americas-truck-drivers.

7“CVSA to Add English Language Proficiency to
Its Out-of-Service Criteria,” CVSA (May 1, 2025),
available at https://cvsa.org/news/elp-oosc/.

8 Available at https://www.fmcsa.dot.gov/
newsroom/updated-internal-agency-enforcement-
policy-english-language-proficiency. On May 22,
2025, FMCSA published related guidance for motor
carriers on what they should do to assess a CMV
driver’s ELP during the driver qualification process.
See FMCSA-DQ-391.11-FAQO001 (2025-05-22),
available at https://www.fmcsa.dot.gov/regulations/
what-should-motor-carrier-do-assess-cmv-drivers-
english-language-proficiency-elp-during.

9The May 2025 policy memo advises FMCSA
personnel to initiate all roadside inspections in
English. If the inspector’s initial contact with the
driver indicates that the driver may not understand
the inspector’s instructions, the inspector should
conduct an ELP assessment consisting of a driver
interview (to determine a driver’s ability to respond
sufficiently to official inquiries) and, if the driver
passes the interview step, a highway traffic sign
recognition assessment (to determine a driver’s
ability to understand sufficiently United States
highway traffic signs, including electronic-display
changeable message signs in the English language).

policy memo also provides enforcement
guidance for discovered violations of
section 391.11(b)(2). The updates to the
North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria that became effective on
June 25, 2025 established violations of
section 391.11(b)(2) as an OOS violation
and incorporated the inspection
procedures from the May 2025 policy
memo, which was applicable only to
Federal personnel.10

On May 22, 2025 and May 28, 2025,
FMCSA trained approximately 650 staff
members—including inspectors,
auditors, investigators, and headquarters
personnel—on internal enforcement
policy MC-SEE-2025-0001 via webinar.
The training included information on
the policy’s background, the key
provisions, procedures for effectuating
the policy, and the updated SafeSpect
violation codes. On June 25, 2025,
FMCSA provided a similar webinar to
state MCSAP personnel.

On October 25, 2025, CVSA submitted
a petition for rulemaking requesting that
FMCSA amend the FMCSR by requiring
that noncompliance with the ELP
requirements in section 391.11(b)(2)
result in a driver being placed O0S.11
CVSA stated that noncompliance with
ELP requirements in section
391.11(b)(2) has already been added to
the North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria, and updating the
FMCSR would be consistent with that
action and the objectives of E.O. 14286.
CVSA provided some recommended
revisions to sections 390.5T and
391.11(b)(2) to accomplish this. The
Agency grants that petition and
proposes to incorporate the
recommended changes, as discussed
below.

On April 16, 2026, FMCSA issued a
policy memorandum, titled “English
Language Proficiency Under
§391.11(b)(2) (MC-SEE-2026—0002)" 12
(April 2026 policy memo), to update the
guidance in the May 2025 policy memo.
The April 2026 policy memo clarified
that FMCSA enforcement personnel
conducting inspections within a U.S.-
Mexico border commercial zone must
determine the scope of the driver’s

10“The CVSA North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria has been amended to state that
drivers who cannot satisfy the English language
proficiency requirements of § 391.11(b)(2), as per
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration’s
(FMCSA) Enforcement Guidance Memo MC-SEE—~
2025-0001, will be declared out of service.” CVSA,
Non-Compliance with English Language Proficiency
Regulation Takes Effect as an Out-of-Service Driver
Violation (June 25, 2025), available at https://
cvsa.org/news/elp-oosc-06252025/.

11 A copy of CVSA’s petition is available in the
docket for this rulemaking.

12 Available at https://www.fmcsa.dot.gov/
regulations/enforcement/fmcsa-elp-guidance-
roadside-policy-mc-see-2026-0002.

current trip before determining whether
to issue an OOS order when citing a
violation of 49 CFR 391.11(b)(2). If the
driver’s current trip (as evidenced by
bills of lading, dispatch records,
equipment interchange receipts, driver
statements, or other related shipping
documents) involves transportation in
the United States that would take the
driver outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones, the driver shall be
placed OOS for a violation of section
391.11(b)(2). If the driver’s current trip
does not involve transportation in the
United States that would take the driver
outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones (even if the cargo
itself is ultimately destined outside of a
border commercial zone via a different
driver), the driver shall not be placed
OQS for a violation of section
391.11(b)(2). As with the May 2025
policy memo, the April 2026 policy
memo applies to FMCSA enforcement
personnel only.

On April 16, 2026, FMCSA also
published a guidance document titled,
“English Language Proficiency Roadside
Enforcement Policy FAQs,” 13 to
address four questions regarding the
April 2026 policy memo.?* The FAQs
provided clarity on the exception for
drivers operating CMVs in the border
commercial zones along the U.S.-
Mexico border, on how to cite violations
under the two-step test, on whether the
violation codes were hardcoded in
SafeSpect to ensure the correct OOS
designation is applied to violation
codes, and on language regarding
initiating an action to disqualify the
driver from operating CMVs in interstate
commerce.

On April 19, 2026, CVSA’s board of
directors voted to revise the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria to update the entry for
violations of section 391.11(b)(2) by
replacing the reference to the May 2025
policy memo with a reference to
“current FMCSA enforcement
guidance.” 15 This change ensures that
the latest FMCSA enforcement guidance
for violations of section 391.11(b)(2),
which is now the April 2026 memo, is
incorporated into the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria. This
incorporation by CVSA makes FMCSA’s
April 2026 policy applicable to State

13 Available at https://www.fmcsa.dot.gov/
regulations/english-language-proficiency-roadside-
enforcement-policy-faqs-0.

14 The guidance document revised a previous
guidance document (FMCSA-DQ-391.11-ELP—
Policy—-CVSA-FAQs (2026—02-03)) that answered
the same four questions based on the May 2025
policy memo.

15 See April 20, 2026 letter to CVSA members
available in the docket for this rulemaking.
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inspectors as well and thereby provides
uniform enforcement by Federal and
State authorities.

VI. Discussion of Proposed Rulemaking

FMCSA proposes to revise the FMCSR
to reflect the current practice of placing
drivers OOS for violations of the ELP
requirements in section 391.11(b)(2),
except when the driver’s current trip
would not involve transportation in the
United States that would take the driver
outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones. As discussed in the
background section above, the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria currently require drivers in
violation of section 391.11(b)(2) to be
placed out of service.

CVSA, through its petition for
rulemaking, requested revisions to
sections 390.5T and 391.11(b)(2) to
reflect that noncompliance with ELP
requirements will result in a driver
being placed OOS. CVSA requested that
section 391.11(b)(2) be added to the list
of regulatory requirements listed in the
definition for out-of-service order in
section 390.5T. Additionally, CVSA
requested a new paragraph (c) be added
to section 391.11 stating that a driver in
violation of paragraph (b)(2) must be
placed out of service immediately.
FMCSA agrees with CVSA that the
changes recommended in their petition
are consistent with CVSA’s enforcement
tolerances in the North American Out-
of-Service Criteria, FMCSA’s updated
enforcement policy in the April 2026
policy memo, and E.O. 14286.

The Agency is proposing to add the
language recommended by CVSA in its
petition, with two slight differences.
First, FMCSA also proposes to update
the definition of out-of-service order in
the suspended section 390.5 to ensure
consistency with section 390.5T.16 This
ensures that the changes made to the
definition in section 390.5T would
remain in effect if the suspension of
section 390.5 is lifted in the future. In
addition, the Agency proposes
additional language at the end of
CVSA’s recommended language in
section 391.11(c).

The addition to section 391.11(c)
would incorporate the limited exception
from being placed OOS for ELP for
drivers whose current trip would not
involve transportation in the United

16 On January 17, 2017, FMCSA suspended
certain regulations relating to the electronic Unified
Registration System and delayed their effective date
indefinitely (82 FR 5292). The suspended
regulations were replaced by temporary provisions
that contain the requirements in place on January
13, 2017. Section 390.5 was one of the sections
suspended and section 390.5T, which is currently
in effect, was one of the replacement sections added
(82 FR 5299).

States outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones. Specifically, the
exception for U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones in the North
American Out-of-Service Criteria,
provides that enforcement personnel
should cite drivers whose current trip
would not involve transportation in the
United States outside of the U.S.-Mexico
border commercial zones for ELP
violations during inspections in such
zones but should not take follow-on
actions of placing the driver OOS or
initiating an action to disqualify the
driver. This exception would not apply
when there is evidence that the driver
intends to operate, or has been
operating, a CMV in the United States
outside the border commercial zones.
This would close a safety loophole to
ensure uniform enforcement, regardless
of where the inspection takes place.
Non-compliant drivers who would not
be placed OOS under this exception
(because they did not operate or intend
to operate in the United States outside
of a border commercial zone) would still
be cited for violating the ELP
requirements in section 391.11(b)(2).
FMCSA notes that under this proposed
rule, a driver not placed OOS for an ELP
violation under the exception could still
be placed OOS if he or she commits a
violation, other than under section
391.11(b)(2), that warrants being placed
00s.

Upon publication of a final rule,
FMCSA will hold training for FMCSA
and State partner enforcement
personnel similar to the ones held in
May and June 2025. This training will
cover the limited exception from the
paragraph above, as well as any other
provisions in a final rule that may differ
from prior enforcement practices.

The proposed revisions to sections
390.5, 390.5T, and 391.11 would ensure
that the FMCSR are consistent with the
enforcement tolerances in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria. In addition, the MCSAP
program requires States to adopt State
laws or regulations compatible with the
FMCSR as a condition of MCSAP grant
eligibility. By codifying the OOS
condition in the FMCSR, States will be
required to adopt a compatible
requirement into their State law
regardless of any future revisions to the
North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria. This would ensure
uniform enforcement of ELP violations
beyond State use of the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria. This
rulemaking would merely codify
enforcement tolerances consistent with
an April 19, 2026 revision to the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria, which narrows the previous

exception for placing drivers OOS for
ELP violations in U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones.

VII. International Impacts

Motor carriers and drivers are subject
to the laws and regulations of the
countries where they operate, unless an
international agreement states
otherwise. Drivers and carriers should
be aware of the regulatory differences
between nations. Canada- and Mexico-
domiciled drivers operating CMVs in
the United States have been subject to
the ELP rules since they were
implemented in the 1930s, regardless of
whether those drivers’ native language
is not English. However, CMV drivers
operating in the commercial zones along
the U.S.-Mexico international border are
not currently subject to being placed
OOS for violating ELP requirements
when their current trip would not
involve transportation in the United
States that would take the driver outside
of the U.S.-Mexico border commercial
zones. Those drivers would not be
impacted by this rulemaking.

The proposed rule is consistent with
established international agreements,
including the United States-Mexico-
Canada Agreement (USMCA) and the
predecessor North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) as well as
agreements providing for the reciprocal
recognition of commercial driver’s
licenses between the United States,
Canada, and Mexico. The ELP
requirement, like other operating
qualification standards, applies equally
to all commercial vehicle drivers
operating in the United States regardless
of nationality. Non-discriminatory,
safety-based operating standards, like
ELP requirements, and the enforcement
tolerances set forth in this proposed rule
are permissible under the USMCA
framework.

VIII. Section-By-Section Analysis

This section-by-section analysis
describes the proposed changes in
numerical order.

Section 390.5 and 390.5T Definitions

FMCSA proposes to revise the
definition of out-of-service order in
sections 390.5 and 390.5T to include
section 391.11(b)(2).

Section 391.11
drivers

General qualification of

FMCSA proposes to add a new
paragraph (c)(1), which would state that
drivers violating paragraph (b)(2) of this
section would be placed OOS. FMCSA
would also add a new paragraph (c)(2),
which would state that drivers would
not be placed OOS if operating in the
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commercial zones, as designated in 49
CFR part 372, subpart B, along the U.S.-
Mexico international border, unless
there is evidence that the person has
operated or intends to operate a CMV in
the United States beyond the boundaries
of the commercial zones.

IX. Regulatory Analyses

A. E.O. 12866 (Regulatory Planning and
Review) and DOT Policies and
Procedures for Rulemakings

FMCSA has considered the impact of
this proposed rule under E.O. 12866 (58
FR 51735, Oct. 4, 1993) and DOT
Rulemaking Procedures (49 CFR part 5,
subpart B). The Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs within the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
determined that this proposed rule is a
significant regulatory action under
section 3(f) of E.O. 12866 and has
reviewed it under that E.O.

The proposed rulemaking does not
create new requirements or obligations
for regulated entities but would codify
and align with current enforcement
tolerances in the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria and
E.O. 14286. The rulemaking is necessary
to ensure uniform enforcement by
aligning the FMCSR with the current
enforcement tolerances in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria. This proposed rule would
incorporate the limited exception from
OQOS violations for drivers whose
current trip would not involve
transportation in the United States
outside of the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones and would amount to
a slight clarification and narrowing of
the previous exception in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria, which had incorporated
FMCSA’s May 2025 internal
enforcement policy, for inspections
performed of drivers “operating [CMVs]
in the border commercial zones along
the U.S.-Mexico border.” The May 2025
policy memo, which was incorporated
by CVSA and effective on June 25, 2025,
stated that enforcement personnel
should cite drivers for ELP violations
during inspections in such zones but
should not take follow-on actions of
placing the driver OOS or initiating an
action to disqualify the driver. The
proposed rule clarifies that this
exception should not be applied where
there is evidence that the driver intends
to operate, or has been operating, a CMV
in interstate commerce outside the U.S.-
Mexico border commercial zones as part
of their current trip. This would ensure
uniform enforcement, regardless of
where the inspection takes place.

Under the regulatory baseline, the
enforcement tolerances in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria, effective June 25, 2025, which
incorporated the May 2025 policy
memo, would remain in effect. The
Agency has had requirements for ELP
dating back to 1936. This proposed rule
would not change the ELP requirements
set forth in section 391.11(b)(2). Further,
the proposal would not impact existing
tools at the Agency’s discretion
regarding letters of disqualification and
civil penalty actions. These tools have
been in place for over 40 years and
would continue to be available to
FMCSA if this proposed rule is
finalized. This regulatory analysis of the
proposed rule does, however, consider
the cost of non-compliance with the
existing ELP requirements with regards
to violations identified during roadside
inspections under certain
circumstances. While the April 2026
memo and the update to the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria have already gone into effect,
DOT has determined that it is
appropriate to consider the costs and
benefits of this policy change since it is
roughly contemporaneous with this
rulemaking.

Between January 2025 and June 24,
2025, 7,812 ELP violations were issued
across the United States, with 33 of
those resulting in OOS orders.?
Between June 25, 2025 and March 19,
2026, there were 60,399 ELP violations
issued, with 19,045 of those resulting in
OOS orders.® The change to CVSA’s
enforcement tolerances in the summer
of 2025 resulted in an increase in ELP
violations and OOS orders. The 19,045
ELP violations that resulted in OOS
orders all occurred outside of border
commercial zones, while the remaining
44,354 ELP violations that occurred in
border commercial zones did not result
in OOS orders.

Though FMCSA believes the recent
increase in ELP violations and OOS
orders tied to the 2025 change in
enforcement tolerances would continue
under the baseline, the proposed rule
would also clarify that OOS orders
should be issued for ELP violations
issued within the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones if the driver’s current
trip involves transportation in the
United States outside of the border
commercial zones. Inspection
documentation collected from June 25,
2025 through March 19, 2026 did not
definitively capture the number of ELP

17 MCMIS/GOTHAM snapshot date as of Oct. 31,
2025.

18 MCMIS/GOTHAM snapshot date as of Mar. 20,
2026.

violations that would fall into this
category. It did capture the origin and
destination of the cargo and the
operating authority of the carrier for
which the driver was working. This
provides FMCSA with two different
proxies for whether the driver had left
or intended to leave the border
commercial zone. For example, if cargo
originated in Mexico and is bound for

a commercial zone, FMCSA assumed
that the driver was not planning to leave
the commercial zone. In this case, under
the proposal, the driver would have
received an ELP violation, but would
not have received an OOS order, which
is the same result as under the June
2025 enforcement tolerances. However,
if the cargo originated in a border
commercial zone and was destined for

a U.S. location outside the commercial
zones, FMCSA assumed that the driver
was planning to leave the commercial
zones and would have received an OOS
order under the proposal. Analyzing all
41,563 violations that were issued in the
commercial zones between June 25,
2025 and March 19, 2026, FMCSA
estimated that 83.5 percent would have
only received ELP violations, and 16
percent would also have received an
OOS order (in addition to the
underlying ELP violation).
Approximately 0.5 percent of the
violations did not include either origin
or destination information.
Extrapolating to an entire year, FMCSA
estimates that there would be
approximately 56,575 ELP violations
within the border commercial zones and
that approximately 9,052 (16 percent)
would be issued as OOS orders. FMCSA
recognizes that origin and destination
information from the inspection
documentation may be specific to the
cargo, and not necessarily the driver
(e.g., where the driver’s destination as
reflected on a dispatch order differs
from the final destination of the cargo as
listed on a waybill), but nevertheless
believes it to be a reasonable estimate of
the number of drivers who would be
affected by the proposed rule.1®

19 FMCSA also considered a second approach to
estimating the number of affected drivers that
analyzed the operating authority of the motor
carriers for which the driver who received the ELP
violation was working. Mexican-owned carriers that
operate only within the border commercial zones
receive OP-2 operating authority. Mexican-owned
carriers that operate within and outside the
commercial zones receive OP—1 operating authority.
All other motor carriers, regardless of ownership,
have operating authority that allows them to
operate within or outside the commercial zones.
Isolating ELP violations attributed to OP-2 carriers
yielded an estimate of the percentage of drivers that
were most likely to have remained inside the zones,
and would not have been placed OOS under the

Continued
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For purposes of this analysis, FMCSA
estimates that approximately 9,000
drivers would receive ELP violations
and also be placed OOS annually within
the border commercial zones. As the
methodology employed by FMCSA
provides an indirect estimate of whether
the driver left, or intended to leave, the
border commercial zones, FMCSA
requests comment on the validity of this
methodology, specifically in relation to
whether it tends to under- or
overestimate the number of drivers that
would have been placed OOS under the
proposal, and whether other
methodologies would produce a more
reliable estimate.

FMCSA evaluates the impact of this
proposal as the difference between
receiving an ELP violation only and
receiving both an ELP violation and an
OOS order, for both motor carriers and
drivers. Generally, repeated violations
issued to a carrier can negatively impact
their Safety Measurement System score
and lead to various consequences. An
OQOS order has a more immediate effect
in that the carrier would need to find a
replacement driver and incur any costs
related to the resulting delivery delay.
Motor carriers are encouraged to
develop hiring practices and procedures
to ensure their drivers are properly
qualified, and, as is the case with all
driver qualifications, are ultimately
responsible for ensuring the driver is
qualified to operate a CMV prior to the
next dispatch. FMCSA does not require
that motor carriers train their drivers in
the English language, however, motor
carriers have the discretion to establish
internal training programs or rely on
already established training materials.
Some companies charge carriers an
hourly detention fee if the delivery
arrives outside the agreed upon window
(e.g., $50 to $100 per hour), while other
companies charge a percentage of the
shipment value (e.g., three percent).20
Multiple industry sources have cited
FleetNet America downtime cost
estimates for a vehicle that range
between $448 and $760 per day.2! 22
This is generally understood to include

proposal, that was nearly the same (15 percent) as
the first approach.

20 Tow4 Tech. The High Cost of Downtime and
Missed Delivery Windows in the Trucking Industry,
available at https://www.tow4tech.com/post/the-
high-cost-of-downtime-and-missed-delivery-
windows-trucking-industry.

21 Tow4 Tech. The High Cost of Downtime and
Missed Delivery Windows in the Trucking Industry,
available at https://www.tow4tech.com/post/the-
high-cost-of-downtime-and-missed-delivery-
windows-trucking-industry.

22 Millennials Maintenance. What a Semi Truck
Breakdown Really Costs a Fleet: The Invoice and
Everything Else, available at: https://millennials
maintenance.com/blog/semi-truck-breakdown-cost-
fleet.

lost revenue, fixed costs (e.g., vehicle
insurance premiums), and delay costs. It
is not clear if it also includes the cost
of finding and dispatching a
replacement driver. Locating and
dispatching an available replacement
driver could require a few hours, or a
few days. FMCSA relies on the higher
end of this estimate and rounds it to
$800 to ensure all costs are accounted
for. Based on subject matter expertise,
FMCSA estimates that a motor carrier
would, on average, require two days to
locate and dispatch the driver, and for
the driver to reach the vehicle and
continue the trip. This cost also does
not consider potential spillover effects
to the broader economy from late
shipments.

For purposes of analysis, FMCSA
assumes that 9,000 drivers would be
placed OOS annually within the border
commercial zones at a cost of $800 per
day, and that it would take an average
of two days to locate and dispatch a
replacement driver and get the freight to
its final destination. This results in an
annual cost of $14.4 million (9,000 x
$800 per day x 2 days).

FMCSA requests comment on how
long it takes on average for a
replacement driver to reach the vehicle
and continue the trip, how long the
driver in violation would remain OOS
and be unable to operate a CMV, and the
average cost of delay associated with
driver OOS orders. Are there other
impacts that FMCSA should consider
when evaluating the difference between
an ELP violation and an OOS order?
Given the costs associated with a driver
being placed OOS, would motor carriers
be less likely to place unqualified
drivers behind the wheel of a CMV?

FMCSA stresses that ELP has been a
longstanding requirement for driver
qualification, and this proposal would
not place new requirements on motor
carriers or drivers. FMCSA does not
generally estimate the costs of non-
compliance in its regulatory impact
analyses, but in this instance, provides
examples of the types of costs that could
be incurred under the proposal should
a motor carrier choose to employ
unqualified drivers.

Further, this proposal would require
that FMCSA and State partner
enforcement personnel working within
the U.S.-Mexico border commercial
zones receive training on how to
identify drivers that intend to operate,
or have been operating, a CMV in
interstate commerce outside the border
commercial zones. FMCSA anticipates
that this training would be conducted
via a 1-hour webinar, similar to the
training undergone for other updates to
enforcement policy. There are

approximately 100 Federal border
inspectors and 1,900 State enforcement
personnel that would undergo this
training. The fully-loaded hourly rate
for Federal Border Inspectors is $84.84
($39.15 base hourly rate 23 + ($39.15 x
47 percent fringe benefits rate 24) +
($39.15 x 69.7 percent overhead rate 25).
The fully-loaded hourly rate for State
enforcement personnel is $60.68 ($30.32
median hourly rate 26) + ($30.32 x 62
percent fringe benefits rate 27) + ($30.32
x 28 percent overhead rate 28). FMCSA
anticipates that this training would
occur in the first year following the
publication of the final rule, and in
subsequent years would be part of the
existing training for inspectors. FMCSA
estimates that training costs for Federal
border inspectors in the first year of the
analysis would total approximately
$8,500 (100 Federal inspectors x 1 hour
x $84.84) and that the training costs for
State inspectors would total
approximately $115,300 (1,900 State
inspectors x 1 hour x $60.68).

FMCSA requests comment on the
methodology to determine the number
of OOS orders that would be issued
under the proposal, and the impact to
motor carriers, the Federal government,
and State partners that would result
from this proposal. The Agency also
requests comment on the aggregate
impact to the supply chain (e.g.,
changes in shipping costs, delayed cargo
delivery), including impacts to shippers,
from an increase in driver OOS orders
in the border commercial zones.

The primary benefit of this proposed
rulemaking would be improved safety
outcomes resulting from more uniform
and consistent enforcement of driver
qualification standards. Aligning the
FMCSR with the current enforcement
tolerances in the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria would
help ensure that drivers operating CMVs
are in compliance with driver
qualification standards related to ELP.
Specifically, codifying these
requirements would yield compounding
benefits for highway safety. It would

23Locality-adjusted hourly wage rate, weighted
by GS grade of FMCSA'’s border inspectors.

24OMB, Object Class Analysis. Divided “civilian
personnel benefits” by “Full time permanent” for
Department of Transportation, page 19. Available
at: https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/
uploads/2025/04/BUDGET-2026-OBJCLASS-1.pdf
(Accessed Apr. 7, 2026).

25 Volpe Project costs. https://www.volpe.dot.gov/
work-with-us/volpe-project-costs (Accessed Apr. 7,
2026).

26 Bureau of Labor Statistics, https://www.bls.gov/
oes/2023/may/naics4_999200.htm.

27 Bureau of Labor Statistics, Employer Costs for
Employee Compensation, Table 3. Available at
https://www.bls.gov/news.release/ecec.t03.htm.

28 Average overhead as provided by States within
eCVSP grant applications.
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close an existing safety loophole,
guaranteeing that uniform enforcement
is applied to unqualified drivers
regardless of where the roadside
inspection takes place and regardless of
possible future amendment of the
enforcement tolerances set forth in the
North American Standard Out-of-
Service Criteria. The rulemaking would
directly protect the safe operation of
CMVs by ensuring that drivers who fail
to meet minimum qualification
requirements are immediately placed
out of service. Consistent ELP
enforcement would ensure drivers
possess the vital ability to read and
understand English-language highway
traffic signs and signals. The
foundational importance of this ability
for adequate compliance with safety
regulations has been recognized by the
government since 1937.

FMCSA also considered an alternative
to this regulatory action; reverting to the
policy in effect on June 15, 2016.
Effective on that date, FMCSA issued a
policy in line with CVSA’s removal of
the ELP requirements under section
391.11(b)(2) from its North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria.
However, reverting to the previous
policy framework would still result in a
disconnect between the applicable
enforcement tolerances and the FMCSRs
as well as a lack of uniform
enforcement, and would not take steps
to close the safety loophole identified in
this proposed rule. As such, the Agency
did not quantify the costs and benefits
associated with this alternative.

B. E.O. 14192 (Unleashing Prosperity
Through Deregulation)

E.O. 14192, Unleashing Prosperity
Through Deregulation, issued on
January 31, 2025 (90 FR 9065), requires
that, for every new regulation issued by
an agency, at least 10 prior regulations
be identified for elimination, and that
the cost of planned regulations be
prudently managed and controlled
through a budgeting process. This
proposed rule is expected to have total
costs greater than zero, and, if finalized,
would therefore qualify as an E.O.
14192 regulatory action.

C. Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking

Under 49 U.S.C. 31136(g), FMCSA is
required to publish an advance notice of
proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) or
proceed with a negotiated rulemaking, if
a proposed safety rule “under this
part” 29 is likely to lead to the

29 Part B of Subtitle VI of Title 49, United States
Code, i.e., 49 U.S.C. chapters 311-317.

promulgation of a major rule.3° As this
proposed rule is not likely to result in
the promulgation of a major rule, the
Agency is not required to issue an
ANPRM or to proceed with a negotiated
rulemaking.

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA,
5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), as amended by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996,31 requires Federal
agencies to consider the effects of the
regulatory action on small business and
other small entities and to minimize any
significant economic impact. The term
small entities comprises small
businesses and not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000 (5 U.S.C.
601(6)). Accordingly, DOT policy
requires an analysis of the impact of all
regulations on small entities, and
mandates that agencies strive to lessen
any adverse effects on these businesses.

When an Agency issues a proposed
rule, the RFA requires the Agency to
‘“‘prepare an initial regulatory flexibility
analysis” that will describe the impact
of the proposed rule on small entities (5
U.S.C. 604(a)). Section 605 of the RFA
allows an agency to certify a rule,
instead of preparing an analysis, if the
rule is not expected to have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

FMCSA has not determined whether
this proposed rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Therefore, FMCSA is publishing this
Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis
(IRFA) to aid the public in commenting
on the potential small business impacts
of the proposals in this NPRM. The
Agency invites all interested parties to
submit data and information regarding
the potential economic impact that
would result from adoption of the
proposals in this NPRM. FMCSA will
consider all comments received in the
public comment process when making a

30 A major rule means any rule that OMB finds
has resulted in or is likely to result in (a) an annual
effect on the economy of $100 million or more; (b)
a major increase in costs or prices for consumers,
individual industries, geographic regions, Federal,
State, or local government agencies; or (c)
significant adverse effects on competition,
employment, investment, productivity, innovation,
or on the ability of United States-based enterprises
to compete with foreign-based enterprises in
domestic and export markets. See 49 CFR 389.3; see
also 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

31Public Law 104-121, 110 Stat. 857, (Mar. 29,
1996).

determination or when completing a
Final Regulatory Flexibility Assessment.

An IRFA must contain the following:

(1) a description of the reasons why
the action by the agency is being
considered;

FMCSA proposes to codify the ELP
driver qualification requirement as an
OOS violation. The rulemaking would
ensure uniform enforcement by aligning
the FMCSR with the current
enforcement tolerances in the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria. The rulemaking responds to a
petition from CVSA.

(2) a succinct statement of the
objective of, and legal basis for, the
proposed rule;

FMCSA proposes to update the
FMCSR to reflect that, under current
enforcement tolerances, a violation of 49
CFR 391.11(b)(2) is an OOS violation.
This NPRM is consistent with the
concurrent authorities of the Motor
Carrier Act of 1935 (49 U.S.C. 31502), as
amended, and the Motor Carrier Safety
Act of 1984 (49 U.S.C. 31131, et seq.),
as amended. Section 204 of the Motor
Carrier Act of 1935 provides that it shall
be the duty of the ICC (now the
Secretary of Transportation, after the
broad delegation of jurisdiction to the
Secretary under the ICC Termination
Act of 1995) 32 to regulate common and
contract carriers by motor vehicle as
provided in that act, and that ““to that
end the Commission may establish
reasonable requirements with respect to
. . . qualifications and maximum hours
of service of employees, and safety of
operation and equipment.” Motor
Carrier Act, section 204(a)(1)—(2).
Section 204 further provides for the
establishment of similar regulations
with respect to private carriers of
property by motor vehicle, if need
therefore is found. Motor Carrier Act,
section 204(a)(3). The Department of
Transportation Act (Pub. L. 89-670, 80
Stat. 931, Oct. 15, 1966) transferred the
ICC’s safety authority and regulations to
DOT (Sec. 6(e)(6)(C)), where those
functions were assigned to FHWA, and
now to FMCSA. See 49 U.S.C. 113(f).
Most of the Motor Carrier Act of 1935
has been repealed, but the previous
safety provisions have been retained in
49 U.S.C. 31502(b).

(3) a description of and, where
feasible, an estimate of the number of
small entities to which the proposed
rule will apply;

This proposed rule would not change
requirements for small entities. Nor
would it change the cost of non-
compliance with the existing ELP

32Public Law 104-88, 109 Stat. 803 (Dec. 29,
1995).
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requirements because the proposed rule
merely codifies existing FMCSA
guidance and CVSA’s North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria.
However, under the analytical
framework explained above, FMCSA is
considering the effects of the revisions
to FMCSA guidance and the North
American Standard Out-of-Service
Criteria that are roughly
contemporaneous with this rulemaking.
Under that methodology, FMCSA
anticipates that approximately 9,000
drivers could be placed OOS annually
as a result of the changes in the
proposed rule. Assuming each driver
was employed by a distinct motor
carrier, a maximum of 9,000 motor
carriers could see an increase in the cost
of non-compliance related to ELP
requirements. FMCSA anticipates that
all impacted entities would operate in
and around the U.S.-Mexico border
commercial zones. FMCSA requests
comment on the number of these motor
carriers that would be considered small.

(4) a description of the projected
reporting, recordkeeping, and other
compliance requirements of the
proposed rule, including an estimate of
the classes of small entities which will
be subject to the requirement and the
type of professional skills necessary for
pre}iaration of the report or record;

There are no reporting, recordkeeping,
or other compliance requirements in
this proposed rulemaking.

(5) an identification, to the extent
practicable, of all relevant Federal rules
that may duplicate, overlap, or conflict
with the proposed rule; and a
description of any significant
alternatives to the proposed rule which
accomplish the stated objectives of
applicable statutes and which minimize
any significant economic impact of the

roposed rule on small entities.

FMCSA is not aware of any relevant
Federal rules that may duplicate,
overlap, or conflict with the proposed
rule. This proposed rule would align the
FMCSR with the current enforcement
tolerances in the North American
Standard Out-of-Service Criteria. As a
practical matter, there are no
alternatives that would also allow for
such an alignment.

E. Assistance for Small Entities

In accordance with section 213(a) of
the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub.
L. 104-121, 110 Stat. 857), FMCSA
wants to assist small entities in
understanding this rulemaking so they
can better evaluate its effects on
themselves and participate in the
rulemaking initiative. If the rulemaking
would affect your small business,

organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please consult the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce or otherwise determine
compliance with Federal regulations to
the Small Business Administration’s
Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
(Office of the National Ombudsman, see
https://www.sba.gov/about-sba/
oversight-advocacy/office-national-
ombudsman), and the Regional Small
Business Regulatory Fairness Boards.
The Ombudsman evaluates these
actions annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of FMCSA, call 1-888—REG—
FAIR (1-888-734—3247). DOT has a
policy regarding the rights of small
entities to regulatory enforcement
fairness and an explicit policy against
retaliation for exercising these rights.

F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (UMRA, 2 U.S.C. 1531-1538)
requires Federal agencies to assess the
effects of their discretionary regulatory
actions. The Act addresses actions that
may result in the expenditure by a State,
local, or Tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$206 million (which is the value
equivalent of $100 million in 1995,
adjusted for inflation to 2024 levels) or
more in any one year. Though this
rulemaking would not result in such an
expenditure, and the analytical
requirements of UMRA do not apply as
a result, the Agency discusses the effects
of this rulemaking elsewhere in this
preamble.

G. Paperwork Reduction Act

This proposed rule contains no new
information collection requirements
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501-3520).

H. E.O. 13132 (Federalism)

A rulemaking has implications for
federalism under section 1(a) of E.O.
13132 (64 FR 43255, Aug. 10, 1999),
Federalism, if it has “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.”

FMCSA has determined that this
rulemaking would not have substantial
direct costs on or for States, nor would

it limit the policymaking discretion of
States. Nothing in this document
preempts any State law or regulation.
Therefore, this rulemaking does not
have sufficient federalism implications
to warrant the preparation of a
Federalism Impact Statement.

I. Privacy

The Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2005,33 requires the Agency to assess
the privacy impact of a regulation that
will affect the privacy of individuals.
This NPRM would not require the
collection of personally identifiable
information.

The Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 552a)
applies only to Federal agencies and any
non-Federal agency that receives
records contained in a system of records
from a Federal agency for use in a
matching program.

The E-Government Act of 2002,34
requires Federal agencies to conduct a
Privacy Impact Analysis (PIA) for new
or substantially changed technology that
collects, maintains, or disseminates
information in an identifiable form. No
new or substantially changed
technology would collect, maintain, or
disseminate information as a result of
this rulemaking. Accordingly, FMCSA
has not conducted a PIA.

The Agency will complete a Privacy
Threshold Assessment (PTA) to evaluate
the risks and effects the proposed
rulemaking might have on collecting,
storing, and sharing personally
identifiable information. The PTA will
be submitted to FMCSA’s Privacy
Officer for review and preliminary
adjudication and to DOT’s Privacy
Officer for review and final
adjudication.

J. E.O. 13175 (Indian Tribal
Governments)

This rulemaking does not have Tribal
implications under E.O. 13175 (65 FR
67249, Nov. 9, 2000), Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it does not have
a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian Tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian Tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian Tribes.

K. National Environmental Policy Act of
1969

FMCSA analyzed this proposed rule
pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.) and determined this action is

33 Public Law 108—447, 118 Stat. 2809, 3268, note
following 5 U.S.C. 552a (Dec. 4, 2014).

34 Public Law 107-347, sec. 208, 116 Stat. 2899,
2921 (Dec. 17, 2002).
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categorically excluded from further
analysis and documentation in an
environmental assessment or
environmental impact statement under
DOT Order 5610.1D,35 Subpart B,
paragraph (e)(6)(s). The categorical
exclusion (CE) in paragraph (6)(s) covers
regulations regarding commercial
driver’s license disqualifications. The
proposed requirements in this
rulemaking are covered by this CE.

L. Rulemaking Summary

As required by 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(4), a
summary of this rulemaking may be
found at regulations.gov, under the
docket number.

List of Subjects

49 CFR Part 390

Highway safety, Intermodal
transportation, Motor carriers, Motor
vehicle safety, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

49 CFR Part 391

Alcohol abuse, Drug abuse, Drug
testing, Highway safety, Motor carriers,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Safety, Transportation.

Accordingly, FMCSA proposes to
amend 49 CFR chapter III, parts 390 and
391 as follows:

PART 390—FEDERAL MOTOR
CARRIER SAFETY REGULATIONS;
GENERAL

m 1. The authority citation for part 390
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 113, 504, 508, 31132,
31133, 31134, 31136, 31137, 31144, 31149,
31151, 31502; sec. 114, Pub. L. 103-311, 108
Stat. 1673, 1677; secs. 212 and 217, Pub. L.
106-159, 113 Stat. 1748, 1766, 1767; sec. 229,
Pub. L. 106-159 (as added and transferred by
sec. 4115 and amended by secs. 4130-4132,

35 Available at https://www.transportation.gov/
mission/dots-procedures-considering-
environmental-impacts.

Pub. L. 109-59, 119 Stat. 1144, 1726, 1743,
1744), 113 Stat. 1748, 1773; sec. 4136, Pub.
L. 109-59, 119 Stat. 1144, 1745; secs.
32101(d) and 32934, Pub. L. 112-141, 126
Stat. 405, 778, 830; sec. 2, Pub. L. 113-125,
128 Stat. 1388; secs. 5403, 5518, and 5524,
Pub. L. 114-94, 129 Stat. 1312, 1548, 1558,
1560; sec. 2, Pub. L. 115-105, 131 Stat. 2263;
and 49 CFR 1.81, 1.81a, 1.87.

m 2. § 390.5 is amended by:
m a. Lifting the suspension of the
section;
m b. Revising the definition of “Out-of-
service order”’; and
m c. Suspending the section.

The revision reads as follows:

§390.5 [Suspended]

* * * * *

Out-of-service order means a
declaration by an authorized
enforcement officer of a Federal, State,
Canadian, Mexican, or local jurisdiction
that a driver, a commercial motor
vehicle, or a motor carrier operation is
out of service pursuant to 49 CFR
386.72, 391.11(b)(2), 392.5, 392.9a,
395.13, or 396.9, or compatible laws, or
the North American Standard Out-of-

Service Criteria.
* * * * *

m 3. §390.5T is amended by revising the
definition of “Out-of-service order” to
read as follows:

§390.5 T Definitions.

* * * * *

Out-of-service order means a
declaration by an authorized
enforcement officer of a Federal, State,
Canadian, Mexican, or local jurisdiction
that a driver, a commercial motor
vehicle, or a motor carrier operation is
out of service pursuant to 49 CFR
386.72, 391.11(b)(2), 392.5, 392.9a,
395.13, or 396.9, or compatible laws, or
the North American Standard Out-of-

Service Criteria.
* * * * *

PART 391—QUALIFICATIONS OF
DRIVERS AND LONGER
COMBINATION VEHICLE (LCV)
DRIVER INSTRUCTORS

m 4. The authority citation for part 391
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 504, 508, 31133,
31136, 31149, 31502; sec. 4007(b), Pub. L.
102—-240, 105 Stat. 1914, 2152; sec. 114, Pub.
L. 103-311, 108 Stat. 1673, 1677; sec. 215,
Pub. L. 106-159, 113 Stat. 1748, 1767; sec.
32934, Pub. L. 112-141, 126 Stat. 405, 830;
secs. 5403 and 5524, Pub. L. 114-94, 129
Stat. 1312, 1548, 1560; sec. 2, Pub. L. 115—
105, 131 Stat. 2263; and 49 CFR 1.87.

m 5.§391.11 is amended by adding new
paragraph (c) to read as follows:

§391.11 General qualifications of drivers.

* * * * *

(c)(1) Except as provided in paragraph
(c)(2) of this section, any person who is
found to be in violation of the
provisions of paragraph (b)(2) of this
section while operating a commercial
motor vehicle in interstate commerce
shall be placed out-of-service
immediately.

(2) Any person who is found to be in
violation of the provisions of paragraph
(b)(2) of this section while operating a
commercial motor vehicle in interstate
commerce in a commercial zone,
designated in part 372, subpart B of this
subchapter, along the U.S.-Mexico
international border will not be placed
out-of-service for that violation, unless
there is evidence that the person has
operated or intends to operate a
commercial motor vehicle in the United
States beyond the boundaries of the
commercial zones.

Issued under authority delegated in 49 CFR
1.87.

Derek D. Barrs,

Administrator.

[FR Doc. 2026—16288 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-EX-P
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[B-55-2026]

Foreign-Trade Zone (FTZ) 129;
Withdrawal of Notification of Proposed
Production Activity; Corvus Energy
USA Ltd.; (Maritime Battery
Equipment); Bellingham, Washington

Notice is hereby given of the
withdrawal of the notification of
proposed production activity submitted
by Corvus Energy USA Ltd. for its
facilities in Bellingham, Washington,
within Subzone 129C. The notification
was docketed on May 29, 2026 (91 FR
33688, June 4, 2026). The withdrawal
was requested on August 5, 2026.

Dated: August 6, 2026.
Elizabeth Whiteman,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 202616234 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[C-533-951, C-489-859]

Welded Stainless Line and Pressure
Pipe From India and the Republic of
Turkiye: Initiation of Countervailing

Duty Investigations

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

DATES: Applicable August 4, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Shane Subler at (202) 482—6241 (India)
and Samuel Evans at (202) 482—2420
(the Republic of Tiirkiye (Tiirkiye)), AD/
CVD Operations, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Petitions

On July 15, 2026, the U.S. Department
of Commerce (Commerce) received
countervailing duty (CVD) petitions
concerning imports of welded stainless
line and pressure pipe (welded stainless
pipe) from India and Tiirkiye filed in
proper form on behalf of Bristol Pipe
and Tube, Inc., Felker Brothers
Corporation, and Primus Pipe and Tube,
Inc. (collectively, the petitioners),
domestic producers of welded stainless
pipe.? The CVD Petitions were
accompanied by antidumping duty (AD)
petitions concerning imports of welded
stainless pipe from India, Tirkiye, and
the United Arab Emirates.?

Between July 20 and 24, 2026,
Commerce requested supplemental
information pertaining to certain aspects
of the Petitions in supplemental
questionnaires.? Between July 22 and
27, 2026, the petitioners filed timely
responses to these requests for
additional information.*

In accordance with section 702(b)(1)
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act), the petitioners allege that the
Government of India (GOI) and
Government of Tiirkiye (GOT) are
providing countervailable subsidies,
within the meaning of sections 701 and
771(5) of the Act, to producers of
welded stainless pipe in India and
Tiirkiye and that such imports are
materially injuring, or threatening
material injury to, the domestic industry
producing welded stainless pipe in the
United States. Consistent with section
702(b)(1) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.202(b), for those alleged programs
on which we are initiating CVD
investigations, the Petitions were

1 See Petitioners’ Letter, “‘Petitions for the
Imposition of Antidumping and Countervailing
Duties,” dated July 15, 2026 (Petitions).

2[d.

3 See Commerce’s Letters, “General Issues
Supplemental Questions,” dated July 20, 2026 (First
General Issues Supplemental Questionnaire); see
also Country-Specific CVD Supplemental
Questionnaires: India CVD Supplemental and
Tiirkiye CVD Supplemental, dated July 20, 2026;
and ““Second General Supplemental Questions,”
dated July 24, 2026 (Second General Issues
Questionnaire).

4 See Petitioners’ Letters, ‘‘Petitioners’ Response
to General Issues Supplemental Questions,” dated
July 22, 2026 (First General Issues Supplement);
Country-Specific CVD Supplemental Responses:
India CVD Supplement and Tiirkiye CVD
Supplement, dated July 22, 2026; and “Petitioners’
Response to Second General Issues Supplemental
Questions,” dated July 27, 2026 (Second General
Issues Supplement).

accompanied by information reasonably
available to the petitioners supporting
their allegations.

Commerce finds that the petitioners
filed the Petitions on behalf of the
domestic industry, because the
petitioners are the interested parties, as
defined in section 771(9)(C) of the Act.
Commerce also finds that the petitioners
demonstrated sufficient industry
support with respect to the initiation of
the requested CVD investigations.>

Periods of Investigation (POI)

Because the Petitions were filed on
July 15, 2026, the POI is January 1,
2025, through December 31, 2025.6

Scope of the Investigations

The product covered by these
investigations is welded stainless pipe
from India and Tiirkiye. For a full
description of the scope of these
investigations, see the appendix to this
notice.

Comments on the Scope of the
Investigations

Between July 20 and July 24, 2026,
Commerce requested information and
clarification from the petitioners
regarding the proposed scope to ensure
that the scope language in the Petitions
is an accurate reflection of the products
for which the domestic industry is
seeking relief.” Between July 22 and 27,
2026, the petitioners provided
clarifications and revised the scope.?
The description of merchandise covered
by these investigations, as described in
the appendix to this notice, reflects
these clarifications.

As discussed in the Preamble to
Commerce’s regulations, we are setting
aside a period for interested parties to
raise issues regarding product coverage
(i.e., scope).? Commerce will consider
all scope comments received from
interested parties and, if necessary, will
consult with interested parties prior to
the issuance of the preliminary
determinations. If scope comments

5 See section on “Determination of Industry
Support for the Petitions,” infra.

6 See 19 CFR 351.204(b)(2).

7 See First General Issues Supplemental
Questionnaire; see also Second General Issues
Supplemental Questionnaire.

8 See First General Issues Supplement at 3—4 and
Exhibit SUPP-I-51; see also Second General Issues
Supplement at 1-2 and Exhibit SUPP2-I-10.

9 See Antidumping Duties; Countervailing Duties,
Final Rule, 62 FR 27296, 27323 (May 19, 1997)
(Preamble); see also 19 CFR 351.312.
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include factual information, all such
factual information should be limited to
public information.1® Commerce
requests that interested parties provide
at the beginning of their scope
comments a public executive summary
for each comment or issue raised in
their submission. Commerce further
requests that interested parties limit
their public executive summary of each
comment or issue to no more than 450
words, not including citations.
Commerce intends to use the public
executive summaries as the basis of the
comment summaries included in the
analysis of scope comments. To
facilitate preparation of its
questionnaires, Commerce requests that
scope comments be submitted by 5:00
p.m. Eastern Time (ET) on August 24,
2026, which is 20 calendar days from
the signature date of this notice. Any
rebuttal comments, which may include
factual information, and should also be
limited to public information, must be
filed by 5:00 p.m. ET on September 3,
2026, which is 10 calendar days from
the initial comment deadline.

Commerce requests that any factual
information that parties consider
relevant to the scope of these
investigations be submitted during that
period. However, if a party subsequently
finds that additional factual information
pertaining to the scope of the
investigations may be relevant, the party
must contact Commerce and request
permission to submit the additional
information. All scope comments must
be filed simultaneously on the records
of the concurrent AD and CVD
investigations.

Filing Requirements

All submissions to Commerce must be
filed electronically via Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping Duty and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (ACCESS),
unless an exception applies.1? An
electronically filed document must be
received successfully in its entirety by
the time and date it is due.

10 See 19 CFR 351.102(b)(21) (defining “factual
information”).

11 See Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings: Electronic Filing Procedures;
Administrative Protective Order Procedures, 76 FR
39263 (July 6, 2011); see also Enforcement and
Compliance; Change of Electronic Filing System
Name, 79 FR 69046 (November 20, 2014), for details
of Commerce’s electronic filing requirements,
effective August 5, 2011. Information on using
ACCESS can be found at https://access.trade.gov/
help and a handbook can be found at https://
access.trade.gov/ACCESS % 20Handbook
% 200n% 20Electronic% 20Filing% 20Procedures_
March2026.pdf.

Consultations

Pursuant to sections 702(b)(4)(A)(1)
and (ii) of the Act, Commerce notified
the GOI and GOT of the receipt of the
Petitions and provided an opportunity
for consultations with respect to the
Petitions.?2 Commerce held
consultations with the GOI on July 27,
2026 13 and with the GOT on July 31,
2026.14

Determination of Industry Support for
the Petitions

Section 702(b)(1) of the Act requires
that a petition be filed on behalf of the
domestic industry. Section 702(c)(4)(A)
of the Act provides that a petition meets
this requirement if the domestic
producers or workers who support the
petition account for: (i) at least 25
percent of the total production of the
domestic like product; and (ii) more
than 50 percent of the production of the
domestic like product produced by that
portion of the industry expressing
support for, or opposition to, the
petition. Moreover, section 702(c)(4)(D)
of the Act provides that, if the petition
does not establish support of domestic
producers or workers accounting for
more than 50 percent of the total
production of the domestic like product,
Commerce shall: (i) poll the industry or
rely on other information in order to
determine if there is support for the
petition, as required by subparagraph
(A); or (ii) determine industry support
using a statistically valid sampling
method to poll the “industry.”

Section 771(4)(A) of the Act defines
the “industry” as the producers as a
whole of a domestic like product. Thus,
to determine whether a petition has the
requisite industry support, the statute
directs Commerce to look to producers
and workers who produce the domestic
like product. The U.S. International
Trade Commission (ITC), which is
responsible for determining whether
“the domestic industry” has been
injured, must also determine what
constitutes a domestic like product in
order to define the industry. While both
Commerce and the ITC apply the same
statutory definition regarding the
domestic like product,?® they do so for
different purposes and pursuant to a

12 See Commerce’s Letters, “Invitation for
Consultations to Discuss the Countervailing Duty
Petition,” dated July 15, 2026.

13 See Memorandum, “Consultations with the
Government of India,” dated July 27, 2026; see also
GOI’s Letter, “Pre-Initiation Comments and
Consultation Note on behalf of the Government of
India (‘GOT’),” dated July 28, 2026.

14 See Memorandum, ‘“‘Consultations with the
Government of Tiirkiye,” dated August 4, 2026; see
also GOT’s Letter, “Consultations Held on July 31,
2026, dated July 31, 2026.

15 See section 771(10) of the Act.

separate and distinct authority. In
addition, Commerce’s determination is
subject to limitations of time and
information. Although this may result in
different definitions of the like product,
such differences do not render the
decision of either agency contrary to
law.16

Section 771(10) of the Act defines the
domestic like product as “a product
which is like, or in the absence of like,
most similar in characteristics and uses
with, the article subject to an
investigation under this title.” Thus, the
reference point from which the
domestic like product analysis begins is
“the article subject to an investigation”
(i.e., the class or kind of merchandise to
be investigated, which normally will be
the scope as defined in the petition).

With regard to the domestic like
product, the petitioners do not offer a
definition of the domestic like product
distinct from the scope of the
investigations.1” Based on our analysis
of the information submitted on the
record, we have determined that welded
stainless pipe, as defined in the scope,
constitutes a single domestic like
product, and we have analyzed industry
support in terms of that domestic like
product.®

In determining whether the
petitioners have standing under section
702(c)(4)(A) of the Act, we considered
the industry support data contained in
the Petitions with reference to the
domestic like product as defined in the
“Scope of the Investigations,” in the
appendix to this notice. To establish
industry support, the petitioners
provided their own shipments of
welded stainless pipe in 2025 and
compared this to the estimated total
shipments of the domestic like product
for the entire domestic industry.19
Because total production data for the
domestic like product for 2025 are not
reasonably available to the petitioners,
and the petitioners have established that

16 See USEC, Inc. v. United States, 132 F.Supp.2d
1, 8 (CIT 2001) (citing Algoma Steel Corp., Ltd. v.
United States, 688 F. Supp. 639, 644 (CIT 1988),
aff'd Algoma Steel Corp., Ltd. v. United States, 865
F.2d 240 (Fed. Cir. 1989)).

17 For a discussion of the domestic like product
analysis as applied to these cases and information
regarding industry support, see Checklists,
“Countervailing Duty Investigation Initiation
Checklists: Welded Stainless Line and Pressure
Pipe from India and the Republic of Tiirkiye,” dated
concurrently with, and hereby adopted by, this
notice (Country-Specific CVD Initiation Checklists),
at Attachment II, Analysis of Industry Support for
the Antidumping and Countervailing Duty Petitions
Covering Welded Stainless Line and Pressure Pipe
from India, the Republic of Tiirkiye, and the United
Arab Emirates (Attachment II). These checklists are
on file electronically via ACCESS.

18 For further discussion, see Attachment II of the
Country-Specific CVD Initiation Checklists.

191d.
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shipments are a reasonable proxy for
production data,20 we relied on data
provided by the petitioners for purposes
of measuring industry support.2?

Our review of the data provided in the
Petitions, the First General Issues
Supplement, and other information
readily available to Commerce indicates
that the petitioners have established
industry support for the Petitions.22
First, the Petitions established support
from domestic producers (or workers)
accounting for more than 50 percent of
the total production of the domestic like
product and, as such, Commerce is not
required to take further action in order
to evaluate industry support (e.g.,
polling).23 Second, the domestic
producers (or workers) have met the
statutory criteria for industry support
under section 702(c)(4)(A)(i) of the Act
because the domestic producers (or
workers) who support the Petitions
account for at least 25 percent of the
total production of the domestic like
product.24 Finally, the domestic
producers (or workers) have met the
statutory criteria for industry support
under section 702(c)(4)(A)(ii) of the Act
because the domestic producers (or
workers) who support the Petitions
account for more than 50 percent of the
production of the domestic like product
produced by that portion of the industry
expressing support for, or opposition to,
the Petitions.2% Accordingly, Commerce
determines that the Petitions were filed
on behalf of the domestic industry
within the meaning of section 702(b)(1)
of the Act.26

Injury Test

Because India and Tiirkiye are
“Subsidies Agreement Countries”
within the meaning of section 701(b) of
the Act, section 701(a)(2) of the Act
applies to these investigations.
Accordingly, the ITC must determine
whether imports of the subject
merchandise from India and/or Ttrkiye
materially injure, or threaten material
injury to, a U.S. industry.

Allegations and Evidence of Material
Injury and Causation

The petitioners allege that imports of
the subject merchandise are benefiting
from countervailable subsidies and that
such imports are causing, or threaten to
cause, material injury to the U.S.
industry producing the domestic like

20 Id,

21]d,

22]d,

23 Id.; see also section 702(c)(4)(D) of the Act.

24 See Attachment II of the Country-Specific CVD

Initiation Checklists.
25 [d.
26 Id,

product. In addition, the petitioners
allege that subject imports from India
and Tirkiye individually exceed the
negligibility threshold provided for
under section 771(24)(A) of the Act.27
The petitioners contend that the
industry’s injured condition is
illustrated by a significant increase in
the volume of subject imports; lost sales
and revenues; underselling and price
depression and/or suppression; decline
in employment variables; low capacity
utilization; and negative impact on
production, shipments, and financial
performance.28 We assessed the
allegations and supporting evidence
regarding material injury, threat of
material injury, causation, cumulation,
negligibility, and we have determined
that these allegations are properly
supported by adequate evidence, and
meet the statutory requirements for
initiation.2°
Initiation of CVD Investigations

Based upon the examination of the
Petitions and supplemental responses,
we find that they meet the requirements
of section 702 of the Act. Therefore, we
are initiating CVD investigations to
determine whether imports of welded
stainless pipe from India and Tiirkiye
benefit from countervailable subsidies
conferred by the GOI and GOT,
respectively. In accordance with section
703(b)(1) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.205(b)(1), unless postponed, we will
make our preliminary determinations no
later than 65 days after the date of this
initiation.

India

Based on our reiew of the Petitions,
we find that there is sufficient
information to initiate a CVD
investigation on 17 programs alleged by
the petitioners. For a full discussion of
the basis for our decision to initiate on
each program, see the India DVD
Initiation Checklist. A public version of
the initiation checklist for this
investigation is available on ACCESS.

Tiirkiye

Based on our review of the Petitions,
we find that there is sufficient
information to initiate a CVD
investigation on 32 programs alleged by
the petitioners. For a full discussion of
the basis for our decision to initiate on

27 For further discussion, see Country-Specific
CVD Initiation Checklists at Attachment III,
Analysis of Allegations and Evidence of Material
Injury and Causation for the Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Petitions Covering Welded
Stainless Line and Pressure Pipe from India, the
Republic of Tiirkiye, and the United Arab Emirates.

28]d.

29]d.

each program, see the Tiirkiye CVD
Initiation Checklist. A public version of
the initiation checklist for this
investigation is available on ACCESS.

Respondent Selection

India

In the Petitions, the petitioners
identified 16 companies in Indija.3°
Commerce intends to follow its standard
practice in CVD investigations and
calculate company-specific subsidy
rates in the investigations. In the event
that Commerce determines that the
number of companies is large, and it
cannot individually examine each
company based upon Commerce’s
resources, Commerce intends to select
mandatory respondents based on
quantity and value (Q&V)
questionnaires issued to the potential
respondents. Commerce normally
selects mandatory respondents in CVD
investigations using U.S. Customs and
Border Protection (CBP) entry data for
U.S. imports under the appropriate
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (HTSUS) subheadings
listed in the scope of the investigations.
However, for the India investigation,
due to overlap in the HTSUS
subheadings listed in the scope of the
investigations and those listed in the
scope of the existing CVD order on
welded stainless pressure pipe from
India,3! we cannot rely on CBP entry
data in selecting respondents.
Notwithstanding the decision to rely on
Q&V questionnaires for respondent
selection, due to the large number of
Indian producers and/or exporters
identified in the Petitions, Commerce
has determined to limit the number of
Q&V questionnaires that it will issue to
exporters and producers based on CBP
data for welded stainless pipe from
India during the POI under the
appropriate HTSUS subheadings listed
in the “Scope of the Investigations,” in
the appendix.32 Accordingly, for India,
Commerce will issue Q&V
questionnaires to the largest producers
and/or exporters that are identified in
the CBP entry data for which there is
complete address information on the
record.

Commerce will post the Q&V
questionnaires along with filing
instruction on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/ec-adcvd-qv-
questionnaire. Producers/exporters of

30 See Petitions at Volume I (page 16 and Exhibit
1-17); see also First General Issues Supplement at
1 and Exhibits SUPP I-17.

31 See Welded Stainless Pressure Pipe from India:
Antidumping Duty and Countervailing Duty Orders,
81 FR 81062 (November 17, 2016).

32 See Memoranda, ‘‘Release of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection Entry Data,” dated July 31, 2026.
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welded stainless pipe from India that do
not receive Q&V questionnaires may
still submit a response to the Q&V
questionnaire and can obtain a copy of
the Q&V questionnaire from
Commerce’s website. Responses to the
Q&V questionnaire may be submitted by
the relevant Indian producers/exporters
no later than 5:00 p.m. ET on August 18,
2026, which is two weeks from the
signature date of this notice. All Q&V
questionnaire responses must be filed
electronically via ACCESS. An
electronically filed document must be
received successfully in its entirety by
ACCESS no later than 5:00 p.m. ET on
the deadline noted above.

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under
administrative protective order (APO) in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(b).
Instructions for filing such applications
may be found on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-
protective-orders.

Ttirkiye

In the Petitions, the petitioners
identified three companies in Tiirkiye.33
Commerce intends to follow its standard
practice in CVD investigations and
calculate company-specific subsidy
rates in the investigations. In the event
that Commerce determines that the
number of companies is large, and it
cannot individually examine each
company based upon Commerce’s
resources, Commerce intends to select
mandatory respondents based on CBP
data for imports entered under the
appropriate HTSUS subheadings listed
in the “Scope of the Investigations,” in
the appendix.

On July 31, 2026, Commerce released
CBP data on imports of welded stainless
pipe from Tiirkiye under APO to all
parties with access to information
protected by APO and indicated that
interested parties wishing to comment
on CBP data and/or respondent
selection must do so within three days
of the publication date of the notice of
initiation of these investigations.34
Comments must be filed electronically
using ACCESS. An electronically filed
document must be received successfully
in its entirety via ACCESS by 5:00 p.m.
ET on the specified deadline. Commerce
will not accept rebuttal comments
regarding the CBP data or respondent
selection.

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under APO
in accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(b).

33 See Petitions at Volume I (page 16 and Exhibit
1-18); see also First General Issues Supplement at
1-2 and Exhibit SUPP I-18.

34 See Memoranda, ‘‘Release of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection Entry Data,” dated July 31, 2026.

Instructions for filing such applications
may be found on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-
protective-orders.

Distribution of Copies of the Petitions

In accordance with section
702(b)(4)(A) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.202(f), a copy of the public version
of the Petitions has been provided to the
GOI and GOT via ACCESS. To the
extent practicable, we will attempt to
provide a copy of the public version of
the Petitions to each exporter named in
the Petitions, as provided under 19 CFR
351.203(c)(2).

ITC Notification

Commerce will notify the ITC of its
initiation, as required by section 702(d)
of the Act.

Preliminary Determinations by the ITC

The ITC will preliminarily determine,
within 45 days after the date on which
the Petitions were filed, whether there
is a reasonable indication that imports
of welded stainless pipe from India and/
or Tirkiye are materially injuring, or
threatening material injury to, a U.S.
industry.3° A negative ITC
determination for either country will
result in the investigation being
terminated.36 Otherwise, these CVD
investigations will proceed according to
statutory and regulatory time limits.

Submission of Factual Information

Factual information is defined in 19
CFR 351.102(b)(21) as: (i) evidence
submitted in response to questionnaires;
(ii) evidence submitted in support of
allegations; (iii) publicly available
information to value factors of
production under 19 CFR 351.408(c) or
to measure the adequacy of
remuneration under 19 CFR
351.511(a)(2); (iv) evidence placed on
the record by Commerce; and (v)
evidence other than factual information
described in (i)—(iv). Section 351.301(b)
of Commerce’s regulations requires any
party, when submitting factual
information, to specify under which
subsection of 19 CFR 351.102(b)(21) the
information is being submitted 37 and, if
the information is submitted to rebut,
clarify, or correct factual information
already on the record, to provide an
explanation identifying the information
already on the record that the factual
information seeks to rebut, clarify, or
correct.38 Time limits for the
submission of factual information are

35 See section 703(a)(1) of the Act.
36 Id.

37 See 19 CFR 351.301(b).

38 See 19 CFR 351.301(b)(2).

addressed in 19 CFR 351.301, which
provides specific time limits based on
the type of factual information being
submitted. Interested parties should
review the regulations prior to
submitting factual information in these
investigations.

Extensions of Time Limits

Parties may request an extension of
time limits before the expiration of a
time limit established under 19 CFR
351.301, or as otherwise specified by
Commerce. In general, an extension
request will be considered untimely if it
is filed after the expiration of the time
limit established under 19 CFR 351.301,
or as otherwise specified by
Commerce.?° For submissions that are
due from multiple parties
simultaneously, an extension request
will be considered untimely if it is filed
after 10:00 a.m. ET on the due date.
Under certain circumstances, Commerce
may elect to specify a different time
limit by which extension requests will
be considered untimely for submissions
which are due from multiple parties
simultaneously. In such a case, we will
inform parties in a letter or
memorandum of the deadline (including
a specified time) by which extension
requests must be filed to be considered
timely. An extension request must be
made in a separate, standalone
submission; under limited
circumstances we will grant untimely
filed requests for the extension of time
limits, where we determine, based on 19
CFR 351.302, that extraordinary
circumstances exist. Parties should
review Commerce’s regulations
concerning the extension of time limits
and the Time Limits Final Rule prior to
submitting factual information in these
investigations.4©

Certification Requirements

Any party submitting factual
information in an AD or CVD
proceeding must certify to the accuracy
and completeness of that information.41
Parties must use the certification
formats provided in 19 CFR
351.303(g).42 Commerce intends to
reject factual submissions if the

39 See 19 CFR 351.302.

40 See 19 CFR 351.301; see also Extension of Time
Limits; Final Rule, 78 FR 57790 (September 20,
2013) (Time Limits Final Rule), available at https://
www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-
22853.htm.

41 See section 782(b) of the Act.

42 See Certification of Factual Information to
Import Administration During Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 78 FR 42678 (July
17, 2013) (Final Rule); see also frequently asked
questions regarding the Final Rule, available at
https://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual
info_final rule FAQ 07172013.pdyf.


https://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual_info_final_rule_FAQ_07172013.pdf
https://enforcement.trade.gov/tlei/notices/factual_info_final_rule_FAQ_07172013.pdf
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-protective-orders
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-protective-orders
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-protective-orders
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-protective-orders
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submitting party does not comply with
the applicable certification
requirements.

Notification to Interested Parties

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under APO
in accordance with 19 CFR 351.305.
Parties wishing to participate in these
investigations should ensure that they
meet the requirements of 19 CFR
351.103(d) (e.g., by filing the required
letters of appearance). Note that
Commerce has amended certain of its
requirements pertaining to the service of
documents in 19 CFR 351.303(f).43

This notice is issued and published
pursuant to sections 702 and 777(i) of
the Act, and 19 CFR 351.203(c).

Dated: August 4, 2026.
Christopher Abbott,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy and
Negotiations, performing the non-exclusive
functions and duties of the Assistant
Secretary for Enforcement and Compliance.

Appendix

Scope of the Investigations

The merchandise covered by these
investigations is circular welded austenitic
stainless line and pressure pipe of any
diameter. This merchandise includes, but is
not limited to, merchandise meeting the
American Society for Testing and Materials
(ASTM) and American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) ASTM A-312/ASME
SA312, ASTM A-358/ASME SA358, ASTM
A-409/ASME SA409 or ASTM A-778
specifications, the American Petroleum
Institute (API) specification 5LC, or
comparable domestic or foreign
specifications.

Excluded from the scope are: (1) welded
stainless mechanical tubing, meeting ASTM
A-554 or comparable domestic or foreign
specifications; (2) boiler, heat exchanger,
superheater, refining furnace, feedwater
heater, and condenser tubing, meeting ASTM
A-249, ASTM A-688 or comparable
domestic or foreign specifications; (3)
specialized tubing, meeting ASTM A-269,
ASTM A-270 or comparable domestic or
foreign specifications; and (4) welded
stainless tubing having a wall thickness of
less than 1.65 mm.

Also excluded from the scope of the
investigations are any products covered by
the existing antidumping and countervailing
duty orders on Welded Stainless Pressure
Pipe from India. See Welded Stainless
Pressure Pipe from India: Antidumping Duty
and Countervailing Duty Orders, 81 FR 81062
(November 17, 2016).

The subject imports are normally classified
in subheadings 7305.31.6010, 7306.11.0010,
7306.11.0050, 7306.40.5005, 7306.40.5040,
7306.40.5062, 7306.40.5064, and
7306.40.5085 of the Harmonized Tariff

43 See Administrative Protective Order, Service,
and Other Procedures in Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 88 FR 67069
(September 29, 2023).

Schedule of the United States (HTSUS). They
may also enter under HTSUS subheadings
7306.40.5042, 7306.40.5044, 7306.40.5080,
and 7306.40.5090. The HTSUS subheadings
are provided for convenience and customs
purposes only; the written description of the
scope of these investigations is dispositive.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16194 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews

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

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Commerce (Commerce) has received
requests to conduct administrative
reviews of various antidumping duty
(AD) and countervailing duty (CVD)
orders with June anniversary dates. In
accordance with Commerce’s
regulations, we are initiating those
administrative reviews.

DATES: Applicable August 10, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brenda E. Brown, AD/CVD Operations,
Customs Liaison Unit, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230; telephone:
(202) 482-4735.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Commerce has received timely
requests, in accordance with 19 CFR
351.213(b), for administrative reviews of
various AD and CVD orders with June
anniversary dates. All deadlines for the
submission of various types of
information, certifications, comments,
or actions by Commerce discussed
below refer to the number of calendar
days from the applicable starting time.

Respondent Selection

In the event that Commerce limits the
number of respondents for individual
examination for administrative reviews
initiated pursuant to requests made for
the orders identified below, Commerce
intends to select respondents based
either on U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (CBP) data for U.S. imports
during the period of review (POR) or
questionnaires in which we request the
quantity and value (Q&V) of sales,
shipments, or exports during the POR.
Where Commerce selects respondents
based on CBP data, we intend to place

the CBP data on the record within five
days of publication of the initiation
notice. Where Commerce selects
respondents based on Q&V data,
Commerce intends to place the Q&V
questionnaire on the record of the
review within five days of publication
of the initiation notice. In either case,
we intend to make our respondent
selection decision within 35 days of the
Federal Register publication of the
initiation notice. Comments regarding
the CBP data (and/or Q&V data (where
applicable)) and respondent selection
should be submitted within seven days
after the placement of the CBP data/
submission of the Q&V data on the
record of the review. Parties wishing to
submit rebuttal comments should
submit those comments within five days
after the deadline for the initial
comments.

In the event that Commerce decides it
is necessary to limit individual
examination of respondents and
conduct respondent selection under
section 777A(c)(2) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act), the
following guidelines regarding
collapsing of companies for purposes of
respondent selection will apply. In
general, Commerce has found that
determinations concerning whether
particular companies should be
“collapsed” (e.g., treated as a single
entity for purposes of calculating AD
rates) require a substantial amount of
detailed information and analysis,
which often require follow-up questions
and analysis. Accordingly, Commerce
will not conduct collapsing analyses at
the respondent selection phase of the
review and will not collapse companies
at the respondent selection phase unless
there has been a determination to
collapse certain companies in a
previous segment of the AD proceeding
(e.g., investigation, administrative
review, new shipper review, or changed
circumstances review). For any
company subject to the review, if
Commerce determined, or continued to
treat, that company as collapsed with
others, Commerce will assume that such
companies continue to operate in the
same manner and will collapse them for
respondent selection purposes.
Otherwise, Commerce will not collapse
companies for purposes of respondent
selection.

Parties are requested to: (a) identify
which companies subject to review
previously were collapsed, and (b)
provide a citation to the proceeding in
which they were collapsed. Further, if
companies are requested to complete
the Q&V questionnaire for purposes of
respondent selection, in general, each
company must report volume and value
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data separately for itself. Parties should
not include data for any other party,
even if they believe they should be
treated as a single entity with that other
party. If a company was collapsed with
another company or companies in the
most recently completed segment of the
proceeding where Commerce
considered collapsing that entity,
complete Q&V data for that collapsed
entity must be submitted.

Notice of No Sales

With respect to AD administrative
reviews, we intend to rescind the review
where there are no suspended entries
for a company or entity under review
and/or where there are no suspended
entries under the company-specific case
number for that company or entity.
Where there may be suspended entries,
if a producer or exporter named in this
notice of initiation had no exports,
sales, or entries during the POR, it may
notify Commerce of this fact within 30
days of publication of this initiation
notice in the Federal Register for
Commerce to consider how to treat
suspended entries under that producer’s
or exporter’s company-specific case
number.

Deadline for Withdrawal of Request for
Administrative Review

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

Deadline for Particular Market
Situation Allegation

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

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

consistent with 19 CFR 351.301(c)(2)(v).
If Commerce finds that a PMS exists
under section 773(e) of the Act, then it
will modify its dumping calculations
appropriately.

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

Separate Rates

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

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

All firms listed below that wish to
qualify for separate rate status in the
administrative reviews involving NME
countries must complete, as
appropriate, either a Separate Rate
Application or Certification, as
described below. In addition, all firms
that wish to qualify for separate rate
status in the administrative reviews of
AD orders in which a Q&V
questionnaire is issued must complete,
as appropriate, either a Separate Rate
Application or Certification, and
respond to the Q&V questionnaire.

For these administrative reviews, in
order to demonstrate separate rate
eligibility, Commerce requires entities
for whom a review was requested, that
were assigned a separate rate in the
most recent segment of this proceeding

in which they participated, to certify
that they continue to meet the criteria
for obtaining a separate rate. The
Separate Rate Certification form will be
available on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/non-market-
economy-separate-rate-applications-
and-certifications on the date of
publication of this Federal Register
notice. In responding to the
certification, please follow the
“Instructions for Filing the
Certification” in the Separate Rate
Certification. Separate Rate
Certifications are due to Commerce no
later than 14 calendar days after
publication of this Federal Register
notice. In addition to filing a Separate
Rate Certification with Commerce no
later than 14 calendar days after
publication of this Federal Register
notice. The deadline and requirement
for submitting a Separate Rate
Certification applies equally to NME-
owned firms, wholly foreign-owned
firms, and foreign sellers who purchase
and export subject merchandise to the
United States.

Entities that currently do not have a
separate rate from a completed segment
of the proceeding 2 should timely file a
Separate Rate Application to
demonstrate eligibility for a separate
rate in this proceeding. In addition,
companies that received a separate rate
in a completed segment of the
proceeding that have subsequently
made changes, including, but not
limited to, changes to corporate
structure, acquisitions of new
companies or facilities, or changes to
their official company name,? should
timely file a Separate Rate Application
to demonstrate eligibility for a separate
rate in this proceeding. The Separate
Rate Application will be available on
Commerce’s website at https://
www.lrade.gov/non-market-economy-
separate-rate-applications-and-
certifications on the date of publication
of this Federal Register notice. In
responding to the Separate Rate
Application, refer to the instructions
contained in the application. Separate
Rate Applications are due to Commerce
no later than 14 calendar days after

2 Such entities include entities that have not
participated in the proceeding, entities that were
preliminarily granted a separate rate in any
currently incomplete segment of the proceeding
(e.g., an ongoing administrative review, new
shipper review, etc.) and entities that lost their
separate rate in the most recently completed
segment of the proceeding in which they
participated.

30Only changes to the official company name,
rather than trade names, need to be addressed via
a Separate Rate Application. Information regarding
new trade names may be submitted via a Separate
Rate Certification.


https://www.trade.gov/non-market-economy-separate-rate-applications-and-certifications
https://www.trade.gov/non-market-economy-separate-rate-applications-and-certifications
https://www.trade.gov/non-market-economy-separate-rate-applications-and-certifications
https://www.trade.gov/non-market-economy-separate-rate-applications-and-certifications
https://www.trade.gov/non-market-economy-separate-rate-applications-and-certifications
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publication of this Federal Register
notice. The deadline and requirement
for submitting a Separate Rate
Application applies equally to NME-
owned firms, wholly foreign-owned
firms, and foreign sellers that purchase
and export subject merchandise to the
United States.

Exporters and producers must file a
timely Separate Rate Application or
Certification if they want to be
considered for individual examination.
Furthermore, exporters and producers
who submit a Separate Rate Application
or Certification and subsequently are
selected as mandatory respondents will
no longer be eligible for separate rate
status unless they respond to all parts of
the questionnaire as mandatory
respondents.

Certification Eligibility

Commerce may establish a
certification process for companies

whose exports to the United States
could contain both subject and non-
subject merchandise. Companies under
review that were deemed to not be
eligible to participate in the certification
program of that proceeding may submit
a Certification Eligibility Application to
establish that they maintain the
necessary systems to track their sales to
the United States of subject and non-
subject goods.

All firms listed below that are not
currently eligible to certify but wish to
establish certification eligibility are
required to submit a Certification
Eligibility Application. The Certification
Eligibility Application will be available
on Commerce’s website at https://
www.trade.gov/sites/default/files/2026-
02/Certification-Eligibility-
Application.pdf?v=1777492320626.
Certification Eligibility Applications
must be filed according to Commerce’s

regulations and are due to Commerce no
later than 30 calendar days after the
publication of the Federal Register
notice.

Exporters and producers that are not
currently eligible to certify, who submit
a Certification Eligibility Application,
and are subsequently selected as
mandatory respondents must respond to
all parts of the questionnaire as
mandatory respondents for Commerce
to consider their Certification Eligibility
Application.

Initiation of Reviews

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)(i), we are initiating
administrative reviews of the following
AD and CVD orders and findings. We
intend to issue the final results of these
reviews not later than June 30, 2027.

Period to be reviewed

ARGENTINA: Raw Honey, A—357-823
Algodonera Avellaneda S.A.
Apicola Danangie
Argentik LLC

Asociacion de Cooperativas Argentinas C.L.

AD Proceedings

Asociacion De Cooperativas Argentinas Cooperativa Limitada

Azul Agronegocios S.A.
Compania Apicola Argentina S.A.
CAM Honey Brothers S.A.

Camino de Circunvalancion y CalleCompania Apicola Argentina S.A.

Compania Inversora Platense S.A.
Cooperativa Apicola La Colmena Ltda.

D’Ambros Maria de los Angeles D’Ambros Maria Daniela SRL
D’Ambros Maria de los Angeles y D’Ambros Maria Daniela SH
D’Ambros Maria de los Angeles y D’Ambros Maria Daniela SRL
D’Ambros Maria de los Angeles D’Ambros Maria Daniela SH

Gasrroni S.R.L

Geomiel S.A.

Gruas San Blas S.A.
Honey & Grains Srl
Industrial Haedo S.A
Mieles Cor Pam Srl
Naiman S.A.

Newsan S.A.

NEXCO S.A.

OSBO S.A.

Patagonik S.A.
Patagonik Food S.A.
Promiel SRL (Vicentin S.A.l.C.)
Terremare Foods S.A.S.
Villamora S.A.
Wenstrade S.A.

BRAZIL: Brass ROG, A—35T—859 ........coiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e ieiitieee e e e e eiittteeeeeeeaetaaeeeeeeeseaaaseeeaeeeaassssseeeaesaassssaneeeseaaasssseeeeeeeaassseneeeesaans

Termomecanica Sao Paulo S.A.

BRAZIL: RAW HONEY, A=851—857 ....eiiiiiiie ittt ettt sae e e e et e e e e e e e me e e e e ne e e e s r e e e sanne e e aann e e e annneesannneennneas

Apidouro Comercial Exportadora e Importadora Ltda.

Apiario Diamante Producao e Comercial de Mel Ltda; Apiario Diamante Comercial Exportadora Ltda

Apiarios Adams Agroindustrial Comercial Exportadora Ltda

Apis Nativa Agroindustrial Exportadora Ltda.

Annamell Imp. E Exp. De Produtos Apicoloas Ltda.

Breyer E. Cia Ltda
Carnauba Do Brasil Ltda.

Central de Cooperativas Apicolas do Semiarido Brasileiro-CASA APIS 4
Central De Cooperativas Apicolas Do (CASA APIS)

Conexao Agro Ltda Me
Cooperativa Mista Dos Apicultores D

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26



https://www.trade.gov/sites/default/files/2026-02/Certification-Eligibility-Application.pdf?v=1777492320626
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Period to be reviewed

Floranectar Ind. Comp. Imp. E Exp. De Mel; Floranectar Ind. Comp. Import E Exportacao

Lambertucci

Matrunita 5

Melbras Importadora E Exportadora Agroindustrial Ltda.6

Minamel Agroindustria Ltda

Nectar Floral

Novomel

S & A Honey Ltda

Safe Logistics

Samel Honey

Samel Industria Alimenticia Ltda.

SANA Construcoes LTDA-EPP

SANA Construcoes LTED

STM Trading

Wenzel's Apicultura; Wenzel's Apicultura Comercio Industria Importacao E Exportacao Ltda.; Wenzel's Apicultura
Comercio Industria Importacao Exportaco Ltda.”

CAMBODIA: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, A—555-003 ..........cccceeriveeanne

Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited

Alumsun Technology Sole Co.,Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited

Bauer Solar Gmbh

Betterial (Viet Nam) Film

Bluebird Solar

Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd. Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
Ch Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Homesole New Energy (Hk)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co.,Ltd

Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

Hr Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology(Thailand) Co.Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)

Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

Ja Solar Pv Viet Nam Co Ltd; Ja Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.; Ja Solar Ne Vietham Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.

Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.

Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.

Kowa Company Ltd.

Led Lighting Company Limited

Letsolar Vietnam Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

Ls Solar Energy Sole Co.,Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co.,Ltd

Mas Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

Mcti Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.

Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar Pv Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd

6/13/25-5/31/26
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Period to be reviewed

Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
Pt Ali Solar Cell

Pt Allianz Solar Indonesia

Pt Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pt Atelier Solar Indonesia

Pt Avecode International

Pt Big Time Energy

Pt Bintan Cellular Indonesia

Pt Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

Pt Clear Energy Indonesia

Pt Desun Power Indonesia

Pt Dunia Solar Indonesia

Pt Eco Solar Indonesia.

Pt Four Seas Solar

Pt Gaotu New Energy Technology

Pt Idn Solar Tech

Pt Jaya Electrical Energy

Pt Jiutan Energy Indonesia

Pt Lesso New Energy

Pt Letsolar Energy Indonesia

Pt Maya Solar Tech

Pt Mega Solar Indonesia

Pt Msun Solar Indonesia

Pt Npekr Technology Indo

Pt Nusa Solar Indonesia

Pt Rec Solar Energy Indonesia

Pt Samamita Industri Indonesia

Pt Sameboat Solar Energy

Pt Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia

Pt Sky Energy Indonesia

Pt Solar Karya Indonesia

Pt Sungold Solar Power

Pt Surya Pertama Indonesia

Pt Thornova Solar Indonesia

Pt Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

Pt Wdy Indonesia Inc

Pt Xtong Tech Indonesia

Pt Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
Pt. Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pv Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar(Laos)Co.,Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy Pv Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong Pv-Tech(Cambodia)Co.,Ltd.
Sld Tech Inc

Solar Long Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology(Laos)Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd
Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
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Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd

Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd

Victor New Energy Co.,Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co

Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

GERMANY: Certain Cold-Drawn Mechanical Tubing and Carbon and Alloy Steel, A—428-845 ............ccccceiiiiiiiiiiiiienns

Benteler Automobiltechnik GmbH

Benteler Lightweight Protection GmbH

Benteler Steel/Tube GmbH; Benteler Distribution International GmbH
Benteler Steel & Tube Corporation

Mannesmann Line Pipe GmbH

Mannesmann Precision Tubes GmbH

Mubea Fahrwerksfedern GmbH

Salzgitter AG

INDIA: Brass ROG, A—533—015 ....oeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeaeeeaaaaaeeaaeeaasanssaeeaeesaaasssseeaaesasanssaneeaaesaasnssneeeeeesansnnes

Rajhans Metals Private Limited
Shree Extrusions Limited

INDIA: Certain Cold-Drawn Mechanical Tubing of Carbon and Alloy Steel, A=533—873 ........ccccceiiriiiiiiinieieeee e

Goodluck India Limited
Salem Steel N.A., LLC
Tube Investments of India Ltd. and Tube Products of India

INDIA: GIYCING, A=B33—883 .......coiiiiiiiiiiiiii bbb e

Aditya Chemicals

Adwith Nutrichem Private Limited

Avid Organics Private Limited

Bajaj Healthcare Limited

Elementis Specialties India Private Limited
Euroasia Trans Continental

Euroasias Organics Private Limited
Galaxy Surfactants Limited

Glisten Biotech

Grauer & Weil (India) Limited

Gujarat Ambuja Export Limited
Gulbrandsen Technologies (India) Private Limited
Indiana Chem Port

Kronox Lab Sciences Private Limited
Kumar Industries

Mass Dye Chem. Private Limited
Medilane Healthcare Private Limited
Meteoric Biopharmaceuticals Private Limited
Mulji Mehta Enterprises

Mulji Mehta Pharma

Mumbai Merchant

Nature Bio

Paras Intermediates Private Limited
Prachin Pharmachem

Priya Chemicals

Promois International Limited

Shari Pharmachem Private Limited

Strava Healthcare Private Limited

Sudeep Pharma Limited

Tarkesh Trading Company

Valaji Pharma Chem

Venus International Exports Private Limited

INDIA: Certain Non-Refillable Steel Cylinders, A—533—012 .......co ettt

Bhiwadi Cylinders Private Limited; Sapphire (India) Private Limited
Mauria Udyog Limited

INDIA: RAW HONEY, A—533—003 ... iiiiiiiiiiiiitiie et ee ettt e ettt e e s aee e e e bt e e sassee e e seeeaaaseeeeaaseeeesseeeaatseeeaaeeeeansseeeanbeeeeanbeeeeanseeeaneeaann

AA Food Factory

Allied Natural Product

Alpro

Ambrosia Natural Products (India) Private Limited; Ambrosia Enterprise; Sunlite India Agro Producer Co. Ltd;
Sunlite India

Aone Enterprises

Apibee Natural Product Private Limited

Apis India Limited

Apl Logistics

Bee Hive Farms

Brij Honey Private Limited

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26
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Dabur India Limited

Ess Pee Quality Products

Ganpati Natural Products

GMC Natural Product

Hitech Natural

Hi-Tech Natural Products India Ltd.
Indocan Honey Pvt. Limited; Queenbee Foods Pvt. Ltd.; Pearlcot Enterprises
Infinator Pvt., Ltd.

Kejriwal Bee Care India Pvt. Limited
KK Natural Food Industries LLP
Natural Agro Foods

NYSA Agro Foods

Salt Range Foods Pvt. Ltd.

Shakti Apifoods Pvt Ltd.

Shan Organics

Shiv Apiaries

Sunlite Organic

UTMT

Vedic Systems

Yieppie Internationals

INDIA: Quartz Surface ProdUCES, A—533—889 .........ccciiiiiiiiiieeiieeeeiieeeeeteeeeette e e ete e e e ataeeeeetaeeesataeaesataeeessseseaseeeeanseeesasseeeaasreeann

Advantis Quartz LLP

Agarwal Techstone

Antique Granito Pvt Ltd

Argil Ceramics

ARL Infratech Ltd.

Aro Granite Industries Ltd.

Artino Quartz Private Ltd.

Asher Stone LLP

Asian Granito India Ltd.

Aura Granite

Baba Super Minerals Private Ltd.
Beyyond Rocks Private Limited
Camrola Quartz Limited

Citta Surfaces India LLP

Classic Marble Co. Pvt., Ltd.
Colors of Rainbow

Cuarzo

Divya Gem Stonex

Divyashakti Ltd.

Eelqg Stone LLP

Engistone India Private Ltd.

Esprit Stones Private Ltd.

Eternal Surfaces Private Ltd.
Evetis Stone India Pvt Ltd

Flex Stone Inc.

Gallery Of Marble

Geetanjali Quartz Pvt., Ltd.

Gel Stones

Global Stones Pvt Ltd

Global Surfaces Limited

Glossy Imp. & Exp. Private Ltd.
Glowstone Industries Private Ltd.
Hi Elite Quartz LLP

Imperiaal Granimarmo Private Ltd.
Inani Marbles & Industries Ltd
JBB Stones India Pvt Ltd

Jyothi Quartz Surfaces

Keros Stone LLP

Krishna Sai Exports

Mahi Granites Pvt., Ltd.

Malbros Marbles & Granites Industries
Marudhar Rocks International Pvt Ltd; Marudhar Quartz Surfaces Pvt Ltd.
Moon Rock & Surfaces Private Ltd.
MPG Stone Pvt., Ltd.

MQ Surfaces Pvt., Ltd.

Nice Quartz and Stones Private Ltd.
Pacific Industries Limited

Pacific Quartz Surfaces LLP
Pokarna Engineered Stone Limited
Prasheel International Private Ltd.
Pristine Quartz Pvt., Ltd.
QuartzKraft LLP

Renshou Industries

6/1/25-5/31/26
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Rocks Forever

RSG Fabrications LLP

Safayar Ceramics Private Ltd.
Shivam Surface India LLP

Sketch Quartz Private Ltd.

Stone Empire Private Ltd.

Stone Imp. & Exp. (India) Private Ltd.
Stoneby India LLP

Sunex Stones Pvt Ltd

Tripura Stones Private Ltd.

Universal Quartz and Natural Stone Private Limited
Venkata Sri Balaji Quartz Surfaces
Yash Gems

JAPAN: GIYCING, A—B88—878 ... ..eiitiiiuiiiiie ittt ettt a e bt eeh et et e e ae e e bt e ea et et e e ea st et e e ea et e bt e saee e bt e ea bt e beeanbeenanenabeennne s

Ajinomoto Co., Inc.
Ajinomoto Healthcare, Inc.
Nagase & Co., Ltd.
Resonac Corporation
Ricoh Company, Limited
Sojitz Corporation

Sojitz Logistics Corporation
Yuki Gosei Kogyo Co., Ltd.

MALAYSIA: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, A—557—830 ..........cccccevuueeennen.

Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited

Alumsun Technology Sole Co., Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited

Bauer Solar GmbH

Betterial (Viet Nam) Film

Bluebird Solar

Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.

Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
Ch Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Hanwha Q CELLS Co., Ltd.

Hanwha Solutions Corporation
Homesole New Energy (HK)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co., Ltd
Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

HR Solar Solution Private Limited
Huana Technology (Thailand) Co. Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)
Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited

Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

JA Solar PV Viet Nam Co Ltd

JA Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.

JA Solar Ne Vietnam Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar (Malaysia) Sdn. Bhd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co., Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd.

LED Lighting Company Limited

6/1/25-5/31/26

12/4/24-5/31/26
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Letsolar Vietnam Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

LS Solar Energy Sole Co., Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co., Ltd
MAS Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

MCT!I Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar PV Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd

Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
PT Ali Solar Cell

PT Allianz Solar Indonesia

PT Apollo Solar Indonesia

PT Atelier Solar Indonesia

PT Avecode International

PT Big Time Energy

PT Bintan Cellular Indonesia

PT Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

PT Clear Energy Indonesia

PT Desun Power Indonesia

PT Dunia Solar Indonesia

PT Eco Solar Indonesia.

PT Four Seas Solar

PT Gaotu New Energy Technology
PT IDN Solar Tech

PT Jaya Electrical Energy

PT Jiutan Energy Indonesia

PT Lesso New Energy

PT Letsolar Energy Indonesia

PT Maya Solar Tech

PT Mega Solar Indonesia

PT Msun Solar Indonesia

PT Npekr Technology Indo

PT Nusa Solar Indonesia

PT REC Solar Energy Indonesia

PT Samamita Industri Indonesia

PT Sameboat Solar Energy

PT SEG Solar Manufaktur Indonesia
PT Sky Energy Indonesia

PT Solar Karya Indonesia

PT Sungold Solar Power

PT Surya Pertama Indonesia

PT Thornova Solar Indonesia

PT Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

PT WDY Indonesia Inc

PT Xtong Tech Indonesia

PT Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
PT. Apollo Solar Indonesia

PV Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar (Laos) Co., Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy PV Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong PV-Tech (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
SLD Tech Inc

Solar Long PV-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology JSC.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology (Laos) Sole Co.
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Solmate Company Ltd
Sova Solar Limited
Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd
Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd
Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Surana Solar Limited
Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.
Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd
Tapan Solar Energy
Tata Power Solar
Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd
Topsun Energy Ltd.
Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co., Ltd
Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd
Victor New Energy Co., Ltd
Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co
Vikram Solar Pvt Limited
Visaka Industries Limited
Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.
Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd
Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.
MALAYSIA: Dioctyl Terephthalate,8 A—557—827 ......cociiiiiiiieiii ittt et b ettt sae e n e sneeeans
UPC Chemicals (Malaysia) Sdn Bhd
MEXICO: Brass RO, A—201—858 .......cc.eiiiiiitiiiieeitie ettt ettt sttt e bt e b e sa et e bt e sa st e bt e e s et e bt e sa bt e beeeab e e ebeesabeenaeeeaneeabeeennes
Industrias Unidas S.A. de C.V.
REPUBLIC OF KOREA: Brass ROd, A=580—916 .......ccccciiieiriiiiieirieeesie et sne e e e sre e sn e sne e nre e nneennes
Booyoung Industry
Daechang Co., Ltd.
SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, A—
L2 USRS
Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited
Alumsun Technology Sole Co., Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited
Bauer Solar Gmbh
Betterial (Viet Nam) Film
Bluebird Solar
Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.
Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
CH Solar Vietnam
Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar
Ecosol Power Private Limited
Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd
Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Enkay Solar Power
Goldi Sun Private Limited
Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd
Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Homesole New Energy (Hk)
Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co., Ltd
Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd
HR Solar Solution Private Limited
Huana Technology (Thailand) Co. Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)
Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited
Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy
Insolation Energy
JA Solar PV Viet Nam Co Ltd; JA Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.
JA Solar Ne Vietnam Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.
Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.
Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited

11/5/24-4/30/26
6/1/25-5/31/26
6/1/25-5/31/26

12/4/24-5/31/26
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Jin Run New Energy Technology Co., Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd.

LED Lighting Company Limited
Letsolar Vietnam Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

LS Solar Energy Sole Co., Ltd
Lshine Global Technology Co., Ltd
MAS Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

MCTI Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.
Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited
Mundra Solar PV Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd
Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd
Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
PT Ali Solar Cell

PT Allianz Solar Indonesia

PT Apollo Solar Indonesia

PT Atelier Solar Indonesia

PT Avecode International

PT Big Time Energy

PT Bintan Cellular Indonesia

PT Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

PT Clear Energy Indonesia

PT Desun Power Indonesia

PT Dunia Solar Indonesia

PT Eco Solar Indonesia.

PT Four Seas Solar

PT Gaotu New Energy Technology
PT IDN Solar Tech

PT Jaya Electrical Energy

PT Jiutan Energy Indonesia

PT Lesso New Energy

PT Letsolar Energy Indonesia

PT Maya Solar Tech

PT Mega Solar Indonesia

PT Msun Solar Indonesia

PT Npekr Technology Indo

PT Nusa Solar Indonesia

PT REC Solar Energy Indonesia

PT Samamita Industri Indonesia

PT Sameboat Solar Energy

PT SEG Solar Manufaktur Indonesia
PT Sky Energy Indonesia

PT Solar Karya Indonesia

PT Sungold Solar Power

PT Surya Pertama Indonesia

PT Thornova Solar Indonesia

PT Tianmei Packaging Indonesia
PT WDY Indonesia Inc

PT Xtong Tech Indonesia

PT Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
PT. Apollo Solar Indonesia

PV Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar (Laos) Co., Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy PV Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong PV-Tech (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
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SLD Tech Inc

Solar Long PV-Tech (Cambodia) Co.

Solar Power Vietham Technology JSC.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology (Laos) Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd

Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
Trina Solar Energy Development Company Limited
Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co., Ltd
Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd

Victor New Energy Co., Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co

Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM: Raw Honey, A=552—833 .........cccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e

Ban Me Thuot HoneyBee Joint Stock Company
Ban Me Thuot Honeybee JSC

Bao Nguyen Honeybee Co., Ltd.

Bee Honey Corporation of Ho Chi Minh City

Daisy Honey Bee Joint Stock Company

Daisy Honey Bee JSC

Dak Nguyen Hong Exploitation of Honey Company Limited TA
Daklak Honey Bee JSC

Daklak Honeybee Joint Stock Company

Dong Nai Honey Bee Corp.

Dongnai HoneyBee Corporation

Golden Bee Company Limited

Golden Honey Co., Ltd.

H.T. Honey Co., Ltd.

Hai Phong Honeybee Company Limited

Haiphong Honeybee Co., Ltd.

Hanoi Honey Bee Joint Stock Company

Hanoi Honeybee Joint Stock Company

Hanoibee JSC

Highlands Honeybee Travel Co., Ltd.

Hoa Vien Pottery Co., Ltd.

Hoa Viet Honeybee Co., Ltd.

Hoa Viet Honeybee One Member Company Limited
Hoang Tri Honey Bee Company Limited

Hoang Tri Honey Bee Company Ltd.

Hoaviet Honeybee Co., Ltd

Hung Binh Phat

Hung Binh Phat Co., Ltd.

Hung Thinh Trading Pvt.

Huong Rung Co., Ltd.

Huong Rung Trading—Investment and Export Company
Huong Rung Trading—Investment and Export Company (Huong Rung Co., Ltd.)
Huong Rung Trading—Investment and Export Company Limited
Huong Viet Honey Co., Ltd.

Nguyen Hong Honey Co., Ltd. Ta

Nguyen Hong Honey Co., LTDTA

Nhieu Loc Company Limited

Phong Son Co., Ltd.

Phong Son Limited Company

Saigon Bees Co., Limited

Saigon Bees Company Limited

Southern Honey Bee Co., Ltd.

Southern Honey Bee Company, Ltd.

Spring Honey Co., Ltd.

6/1/25-5/31/26



51448 Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

Period to be reviewed

Spring Honeybee Co., Ltd.

Thai Hoa Mat Bees Raising Co., Ltd.

Thai Hoa Mat Bees Rasing Co., Ltd.

Thai Hoa Viet Mat Bees Raising Co.

Thanh Hao Bees Company Limited

TNB Foods Co., Ltd.

Viet Thanh Food Co., Ltd.

Viet Thanh Food Technology Development Investment Company Limited
Vinawax Producing Trading and Service Company Limited

SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM: Laminated Woven Sacks, A=552—823 .............cccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiicc s

Fotai Vietham Enterprise Corp.

Ha Dung Company Limited

Kamuri Vietham JSC

Modern Packaging Co., Ltd. (Vietnam)
Nantong Unipack International Co., Ltd.
Shining Star Plastic Co., Ltd.

Thuan Duc JSC

Trung Dong Corporation

Vietnam Evergreen Co., Ltd.

Vietnam Sunrise Packaging Co., Ltd.

SPAIN: Chlorinated 1SOCYaNUrates, A—489—8T4 ........coiiiiiie ittt et e st e sttt saeesteesteeebeesaeesteessseebeeaseeebeesaseeseanns

Electroquimica de Hernani, S.A.
Ercros, S.A.
Industrias Quimicas Tamar, S.L.

SPAIN: Finished Carbon Steel FIanges, A—4B89—815 .......oo ittt sttt n e nareene e

3C Metal Middle East

Aleaciones De Metales Sinterizados S.A.
Allied Fitting Canada

Arrow Pipes & Fittings FZCO

Central Y Almacenes

Chamco Industries

Enerflex Ltd

Farina Group Spain

Friedrich Geldbach Gmbh

Grupo Cunado

J Ray McDermott de Mexico S.A. de C.V.
Krohne Altometer

Laframboise Group Ltd.

Project Materials BV

Propak Systems

Talleres Industriales Steelgo

Transglory S.A.

Tubacero, S.L.

ULMA Advanced Forged Solutions; ULMA Forja, S.Coop.

SPAIN: Prestressed Concrete Steel Wire Strand, A—4B89—821 ........cccouiiiiiiii ittt e et e e et e e e eree e e aaeeeeraeaeenes

Global Special Steel Products S.A.U. (d.b.a. Trenzas y Cables de Acero PSC, S.L.) (TYCSA)

SOUTH AFRICA: Brass Rod, A=791—828 ..o e s

Non-Ferrous Metal Works (SA) (PTY) Ltd.

SWITZERLAND: Certain Cold-Drawn Mechanical Tubing of Carbon and Alloy Steel, A—441-801 .......ccccceiiiiiiiiieicnenns

Benteler Rothrist AG
Mubea Prazisionsstahlrohr AG
Mubea Inc.

TAIWAN: Boltless Steel Shelving Units Prepackaged for Sale, A—583—871 .......cccoceririiririiiiieeesie st

Taiwan Shin Yeh Enterprise Co., Ltd

THAILAND: Boltless Steel Shelving Units Prepackaged for Sale, A—549—846 ..........cccceeriiririieiiiiienienesie e

ABC Tools Mfg. Corp

Bangkok Sheet Metal Public Co., Ltd.

Fuding Industries Company Limited

Great Star Industries

Pengdong Electromechanical (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

Thai First Precision Industry Company Limited

Wire Master Industries (Thailand) Co./Wire Master Industry (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

THAILAND: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, A—549-851 ..........cccceceeieeneen.

Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd.
Alpex Solar Limited

Alumsun Technology Sole Co., Ltd.
Avalon Technologies Limited

Bauer Solar Gmbh

Betterial (Viet Nam) Film

Bluebird Solar

Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.

Boviet Solar Technology Company, Ltd.
Canadian Solar International Limited
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26
6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/13/2025-5/31/2026
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Ch Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd.

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt., Ltd.
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co., Ltd.

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
Homesole New Energy (Hk)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co., Ltd.
Hounen Solar Inc Co., Ltd.

HR Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology (Thailand) Co. Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)

Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited

Integrated Batteries India Private

Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

JA Solar PV Viet Nam Co., Ltd; JA Solar Vietnam Co., Ltd.; JA Solar Ne Vietnham Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co., Ltd.
Karamtara Engineering Pvt., Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd.

LED Lighting Company Limited
Letsolar Vietnam Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt., Ltd.

Loom Solar

LS Solar Energy Sole Co., Ltd.

Lshine Global Technology Co., Ltd.
Mas Solar Systems Pvt., Ltd.

MCT!I Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt., Ltd.

Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar PV Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt., Ltd.
Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
PT Ali Solar Cell

PT Allianz Solar Indonesia

PT Apollo Solar Indonesia

PT Atelier Solar Indonesia

PT Avecode International

PT Big Time Energy

PT Bintan Cellular Indonesia

PT Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

PT Clear Energy Indonesia

PT Desun Power Indonesia

PT Dunia Solar Indonesia

PT Eco Solar Indonesia.

PT Four Seas Solar

PT Gaotu New Energy Technology

PT Idn Solar Tech

PT Jaya Electrical Energy

PT Jiutan Energy Indonesia

PT Lesso New Energy
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PT Letsolar Energy Indonesia

PT Maya Solar Tech

PT Mega Solar Indonesia

PT Msun Solar Indonesia

PT Npekr Technology Indo

PT Nusa Solar Indonesia

PT Rec Solar Energy Indonesia

PT Samamita Industri Indonesia

PT Sameboat Solar Energy

PT Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia

PT Sky Energy Indonesia

PT Solar Karya Indonesia

PT Sungold Solar Power

PT Surya Pertama Indonesia

PT Thornova Solar Indonesia

PT Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

PT Wdy Indonesia Inc

PT Xtong Tech Indonesia

PT Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
PT. Apollo Solar Indonesia

PV Power Technologies Pvt., Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt., Ltd.

Realeen Solar (Laos) Co., Ltd.

Red Sun Energy Long An Co., Ltd.
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt., Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy PV Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Sld Tech Inc.

Solar Long PV-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology (Laos) Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd.

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd.
Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Victor New Energy Co., Ltd.

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co
Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt., Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Certain Alkyl Phosphate Esters, A—570—168 ........ccccosviirieiiiiiieeiie e

ACETO (SHANGHAI) LTD

Anhui RunYue Technology Co., Ltd.

Anhui Shengli Import and Export Co., Ltd
Anhui Shengli Pesticide & Chemistry Co., Ltd
Asambly Chemicals Company Limited
ChemFine International Co. Ltd.

China Jiangsu International Chemical Co., Ltd.
Chongging Hehui Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.
Elastochem Specialty Chemicals Inc.

Elite Chemical Trade Co., Ltd.

Fujian Wynca Technology Co., Ltd.

Futong Chemical Co., Ltd.

Genyk Corporation

Hebei Zhenxing Chemical and Rubber Co., Ltd.

12/4/2024-05/31/2026
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Henan EME Technology Co., Ltd.
Hubei Xingfa Chemicals Group Co., Ltd.
Huntsman Building Solutions
Icool New Materials Co., Ltd.
Jiahua Chemical (Binzhou) Co., Ltd.
Jiahua Chemical (Shanghai) Co., Ltd.
Jiangsu Hualun Chemical Co. Ltd.
Jiangsu Victory Chemical Co., Ltd.
Jiangsu Yoke Technology Co. Ltd.
Logthai-Orotex Co. Ltd
Nanjing Chenxu New Material Co., Ltd.
Nanjing Xuran Chemical Technology Co., Ltd.
Nantong Jiangshan Agrochemical & Chemical Co., Ltd.
Ningguo Long Day Chemical Co., Ltd
Shandong Yarong Chemical Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Fujia Fine Chemical Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Iroyal Chemical Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Keyu New Materials Technology Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Linkseas Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Yadong Chemical Co., Ltd.
Shanghai Yongxiangshun International Trade Co., Ltd.
Shijiazhuang Hejia Chemicals Co., Ltd.
Shijiazhuang Mingxu Chemicals Co., Ltd.
Sinochem International Co., Ltd.
Sinochem Plastics Co. Ltd.
Taizhou Xin’an Flame Retardant Material Co. Ltd.
TB New Materials Co., Ltd.
Tianjin Zhongxin Chemtech Co., Ltd.
Unibrom Corp.
Unitedchem Tianjin Co., Ltd.
Victory Polymers Corp.
Xiangyang Yake Chemical Co., Ltd.
Xinji Hongzheng Chemical Co., Ltd.
Xuancheng City Trooyawn Refined Chemical Industry Co., Ltd.
Yangzhou Chenhua New Material Co., Ltd.
Yantai Sanjiang Chemical Materials Co. Ltd.
Yarong Thailand
Yoke Chemicals and New Materials (Shanghai) Co., Ltd.
Zhangjiagang Fortune Chemical Co., Ltd
Zhangjiangang Create Material Co., Ltd.
Zhe Jiang Hong Hao Technology Co., Ltd.
Zhejiang Wansheng Co., Ltd.
THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Chlorinated Isocyanurates, A—570—898 ...........cccceiiiiiriirieenieeiee e
Heze Huavi Chemical Co., Ltd.
Juancheng Kangtai Chemical Co., Ltd.
Shandong Lantian Disinfection Technology Co., Ltd.
THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Citric Acid and Certain Citrate Salts, A=570-937 ........ccccoiriiieiineieeeee e
RZBC Group Co., Ltd.
RZBC Co., Ltd.
RZBC Import & Export Co., Ltd.
RZBC (Juxian)
THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether Or Not Assembled Into Mod-
UIES,9 A—BT707979 ..ottt e R e R e R e R e Rt e Rt et e et eRe e reereeneeene e reere e nenneenenreens
Sumec Hardware & Tools Co., Ltd.
UKRAINE: Prestressed Concrete Steel Wire Strand, A—823—817 ......cccoi i
PJSC Stalkanat

CVD Proceedings

CAMBODIA: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, C—555—-004 ..........cccceeueeunnne
Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited
Alumsun Technology Sole Co.,Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited
Bauer Solar Gmbh
Betterial (Viet Nam) Film
Bluebird Solar
Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.
Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
Ch Solar Vietnam
Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar
Ecosol Power Private Limited
Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

6/1/25-5/31/26

5/1/25-4/30/26

12/1/24-11/30/25

6/1/25-5/31/26

6/13/25-12/31/25
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Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Homesole New Energy (Hk)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co.,Ltd

Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

Hr Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology(Thailand) Co.Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)
Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

Ja Solar Pv Viet Nam Co Ltd; Ja Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.; Ja Solar Ne Vietham Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd. Led

Lighting Company Limited

Letsolar Vietham Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

Ls Solar Energy Sole Co.,Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co.,Ltd

Mas Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

Mcti Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.
Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar Pv Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd

Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
Pt Ali Solar Cell

Pt Allianz Solar Indonesia

Pt Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pt Atelier Solar Indonesia

Pt Avecode International

Pt Big Time Energy

Pt Bintan Cellular Indonesia

Pt Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

Pt Clear Energy Indonesia

Pt Desun Power Indonesia

Pt Dunia Solar Indonesia

Pt Eco Solar Indonesia.

Pt Four Seas Solar

Pt Gaotu New Energy Technology

Pt Idn Solar Tech

Pt Jaya Electrical Energy

Pt Jiutan Energy Indonesia

Pt Lesso New Energy

Pt Letsolar Energy Indonesia

Pt Maya Solar Tech

Pt Mega Solar Indonesia

Pt Msun Solar Indonesia

Pt Npekr Technology Indo

Pt Nusa Solar Indonesia

Pt Rec Solar Energy Indonesia
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Pt Samamita Industri Indonesia

Pt Sameboat Solar Energy

Pt Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia

Pt Sky Energy Indonesia

Pt Solar Karya Indonesia

Pt Sungold Solar Power

Pt Surya Pertama Indonesia

Pt Thornova Solar Indonesia

Pt Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

Pt Wdy Indonesia Inc

Pt Xtong Tech Indonesia

Pt Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material

Pt. Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pv Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.

Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar(Laos)Co.,Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd

Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited

Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited

Rugged Solar Products Private Limited

Runergy Pv Technology (Thailand)

Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited

Shenglong Pv-Tech(Cambodia)Co.,Ltd.

Slid Tech Inc

Solar Long Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co.

Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.

Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.

Solarspace Technology(Laos)Sole Co.

Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd

Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd

Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim

Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.

Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd

Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd

Victor New Energy Co.,Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co

Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.
INDIA: Certain Non-Refillable Steel Cylinders, C-533-913

Mauria Udyog Limited

INDIA: Certain High Chrome Cast Iron Grinding Media, C-533-931

AIA Engineering Ltd
INDIA: Glycine, C-533-884

Aditya Chemicals

Adwith Nutrichem Private Limited

Avid Organics Private Limited

Bajaj Healthcare Limited

Elementis Specialties India Private Limited

Euroasia Trans Continental

Euroasias Organics Private Limited

Galaxy Surfactants Limited

Glisten Biotech

Grauer & Weil (India) Limited

Gujarat Ambuja Export Limited

Gulbrandsen Technologies (India) Private Limited

Indiana Chem Port

Kronox Lab Sciences Private Limited

Kumar Industries, India

Mass Dye Chem. Private Limited

Medilane Healthcare Private Limited

1/1/25-12/31/25
10/4/24-12/31/25

1/1/25-12/31/25
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Meteoric Biopharmaceuticals Private Limited
Mulji Mehta Enterprises/Mulji Mehta Pharma
Mumbai Merchant

Nature Bio

Paras Intermediates Private Limited

Prachin Pharmachem

Priya Chemicals

Promois International Limited

Shari Pharmachem Private Limited

Strava Healthcare Private Limited

Sudeep Pharma Limited

Tarkesh Trading Company

Valaji Pharma Chem

Venus International Exports Private Limited

MALAYSIA: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, C—557—831 .......cccccccevveirennne

Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited

Alumsun Technology Sole Co.,Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited

Bauer Solar Gmbh Betterial (Viet Nam) Film
Bluebird Solar Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.
Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
Ch Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Hanwha Q CELLS Co., Ltd.

Hanwha Q CELLS Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.
Hanwha Solutions Corporation
Homesole New Energy (Hk)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co.,Ltd

Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

Hr Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology(Thailand) Co.Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)

Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

Ja Solar Pv Viet Nam Co Ltd; Ja Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.; Ja Solar Ne Vietnam Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.

Jinko Solar (Malaysia) Sdn. Bhd.

Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.

Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.

Kowa Company Ltd. Led

Lighting Company Limited

Letsolar Vietham Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

Ls Solar Energy Sole Co.,Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co.,Ltd

Mas Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

Mcti Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.

Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.
Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar Pv Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd

10/4/24-12/31/25
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Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
Pt Ali Solar Cell

Pt Allianz Solar Indonesia

Pt Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pt Atelier Solar Indonesia

Pt Avecode International

Pt Big Time Energy

Pt Bintan Cellular Indonesia

Pt Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

Pt Clear Energy Indonesia

Pt Desun Power Indonesia

Pt Dunia Solar Indonesia

Pt Eco Solar Indonesia.

Pt Four Seas Solar

Pt Gaotu New Energy Technology

Pt Idn Solar Tech

Pt Jaya Electrical Energy

Pt Jiutan Energy Indonesia

Pt Lesso New Energy

Pt Letsolar Energy Indonesia

Pt Maya Solar Tech

Pt Mega Solar Indonesia

Pt Msun Solar Indonesia

Pt Npekr Technology Indo

Pt Nusa Solar Indonesia

Pt Rec Solar Energy Indonesia

Pt Samamita Industri Indonesia

Pt Sameboat Solar Energy

Pt Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia

Pt Sky Energy Indonesia

Pt Solar Karya Indonesia

Pt Sungold Solar Power

Pt Surya Pertama Indonesia

Pt Thornova Solar Indonesia

Pt Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

Pt Wdy Indonesia Inc

Pt Xtong Tech Indonesia

Pt Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
Pt. Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pv Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar(Laos)Co.,Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy Pv Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong Pv-Tech(Cambodia)Co.,Ltd.
Sld Tech Inc

Solar Long Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology(Laos)Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd
Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd
Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
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Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd
Victor New Energy Co.,Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co
Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

REPUBLIC OF KOREA: Brass Rod, C—580—917 .........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiii st e s

Booyoung Industry
Daechang Co., Ltd

REPUBLIC OF KOREA: Certain Epoxy Resins,10 C—580—9020 ..........ccccuttiiiiiieriieriiesiee et et st

Kukdo Chemical Co., Ltd.

SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF VIETNAM: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, C—
LS S PSSP PP PP PPPPPRPPPN

Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited

Alumsun Technology Sole Co.,Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited

Bauer Solar Gmbh

Betterial (Viet Nam) Film

Bluebird Solar

Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.

Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand)
CH Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Homesole New Energy (HK)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co.,Ltd

Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

HR Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology(Thailand) Co.Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)
Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited

Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

Ja Solar Pv Viet Nam Co Ltd; Ja Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.; Ja Solar Ne Vietnam Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd.

LED Lighting Company Limited
Letsolar Vietham Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

LS Solar Energy Sole Co.,Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co.,Ltd
MAS Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

MCTI Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar Pv Limited

1/1/25-12/31/25

4/3/2025-12/31/25

10/4/24-12/31/25
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Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd
Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
PT Ali Solar Cell

PT Allianz Solar Indonesia

PT Apollo Solar Indonesia

PT Atelier Solar Indonesia

PT Avecode International

PT Big Time Energy

PT Bintan Cellular Indonesia

PT Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

PT Clear Energy Indonesia

PT Desun Power Indonesia

PT Dunia Solar Indonesia

PT Eco Solar Indonesia.

PT Four Seas Solar

PT Gaotu New Energy Technology
PT Idn Solar Tech

PT Jaya Electrical Energy

PT Jiutan Energy Indonesia

PT Lesso New Energy

PT Letsolar Energy Indonesia

PT Maya Solar Tech

PT Mega Solar Indonesia

PT Msun Solar Indonesia

PT Npekr Technology Indo

PT Nusa Solar Indonesia

PT Rec Solar Energy Indonesia

PT Samamita Industri Indonesia

PT Sameboat Solar Energy

PT Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia
PT Sky Energy Indonesia

PT Solar Karya Indonesia

PT Sungold Solar Power

PT Surya Pertama Indonesia

PT Thornova Solar Indonesia

PT Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

PT Wdy Indonesia Inc

PT Xtong Tech Indonesia

PT Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
PT. Apollo Solar Indonesia

PV Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar(Laos)Co.,Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy Pv Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong Pv-Tech(Cambodia)Co.,Ltd.
SLD Tech Inc

Solar Long Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology(Laos)Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd
Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.
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Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim

Trina Solar Energy Development Company Limited
Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd

Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd

Victor New Energy Co.,Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co

Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

TAIWAN: Certain EPoxXy ReSINS, 1T C—583—877 ......oiiiiiiiiiiiitieitee ettt et sttt eae e sttt e e bt e s be e eateenaeeeneeaane s

THAILAND: Crystalline Silicon Photovoltaic Cells, Whether or Not Assembled in Modules, C-549-852
Alliance Solar (Laos) Sole Co., Ltd
Alpex Solar Limited
Alumsun Technology Sole Co.,Ltd
Avalon Technologies Limited
Bauer Solar Gmbh
Betterial (Viet Nam) Film
Bluebird Solar
Blue Moon Vina Co., Ltd.

Boviet Solar Technology Company Ltd
Canadian Solar International Limited
Canadian Solar Manufacturing (Thailand) Co., Ltd.
Ch Solar Vietnam

Deshengchang New Material (Thailand)
Devang Solaar

Ecosol Power Private Limited

Edgetel Vietnam Co., Ltd

Emeka Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Emmvee Photovoltaic Power Pvt Ltd
Enerblok (Thailand) Co., Ltd

Enkay Solar Power

Goldi Sun Private Limited

Grauer And Weil (India) Limited
Growthlink (Lao) Co Ltd

Haiyin New Energy (Thailand) Co., Ltd
Homesole New Energy (Hk)

Honyu Solar Viet Nam Co.,Ltd

Hounen Solar Inc Co. Ltd

Hr Solar Solution Private Limited
Huanatechnology(Thailand) Co.Ltd.
Imperial Star Solar (Cambodia)
Indarka Energy Private Limited
Indosolar Limited

Integrated Batteries India Private
Involt Energy

Insolation Energy

Ja Solar Pv Viet Nam Co Ltd; Ja Solar Vietnam Co. Ltd.; Ja Solar Ne Vietnam Company Limited
Jaskiran Products Private Limited
Jessolar Malaysia Sdn. Bhd.

Jiasheng New Energy Technology Sdn
Jilin Royal Group Co., Ltd.

Jinko Solar Technology Sdn. Bhd.
Jinko Solar (Vietnam) Industries Company Limited
Jin Run New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd
Karamtara Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
Kitatsu Solar Cambodia Co., Ltd.
Kowa Company Ltd.

Led Lighting Company Limited
Letsolar Vietnam Company Limited
Levant Solar Pvt. Ltd.

Loom Solar

Ls Solar Energy Sole Co.,Ltd

Lshine Global Technology Co.,Ltd

Mas Solar Systems Pvt. Ltd.

Mcti Scientex Solar Sdn. Bhd.
Microsun Solar Tech Pvt. Ltd.

Modern Solar

Mundra Energy Solar Ltd.

Mundra Solar Energy Limited

Mundra Solar Pv Limited

Navitas Green Solution Pvt. Ltd

9/13/24-12/31/25
6/13/25-12/31/25
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Neety Euro Asia Solar Energy
Newway Power Technology Vietnam Co
Nexuns Vietnam Company Limited
Number King (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

P.A. Extrusion (M) Sdn Bhd

Patanjali Renewables

Premier Energies Photovoltaic Private Limited
Pt Ali Solar Cell

Pt Allianz Solar Indonesia

Pt Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pt Atelier Solar Indonesia

Pt Avecode International

Pt Big Time Energy

Pt Bintan Cellular Indonesia

Pt Blue Sky Solar Indonesia

Pt Clear Energy Indonesia

Pt Desun Power Indonesia

Pt Dunia Solar Indonesia

Pt Eco Solar Indonesia.

Pt Four Seas Solar

Pt Gaotu New Energy Technology

Pt Idn Solar Tech

Pt Jaya Electrical Energy

Pt Jiutan Energy Indonesia

Pt Lesso New Energy

Pt Letsolar Energy Indonesia

Pt Maya Solar Tech

Pt Mega Solar Indonesia

Pt Msun Solar Indonesia

Pt Npekr Technology Indo

Pt Nusa Solar Indonesia

Pt Rec Solar Energy Indonesia

Pt Samamita Industri Indonesia

Pt Sameboat Solar Energy

Pt Seg Solar Manufaktur Indonesia

Pt Sky Energy Indonesia

Pt Solar Karya Indonesia

Pt Sungold Solar Power

Pt Surya Pertama Indonesia

Pt Thornova Solar Indonesia

Pt Tianmei Packaging Indonesia

Pt Wdy Indonesia Inc

Pt Xtong Tech Indonesia

Pt Yisheng Photovoltaic New Material
Pt. Apollo Solar Indonesia

Pv Power Technologies Pvt. Ltd.
Rayzon Solar Pvt Ltd

Realeen Solar(Laos)Co.,Ltd

Red Sun Energy Long An Co Ltd
Renew Photovoltaics Private Limited
Renewsys India Pvt. Ltd.

Royalux Exports Private Limited
Rugged Solar Products Private Limited
Runergy Pv Technology (Thailand)
Saatvik Green Energy Private Limited
Shenglong Pv-Tech(Cambodia)Co.,Ltd.
Sld Tech Inc

Solar Long Pv-Tech (Cambodia) Co.
Solar Power Vietnam Technology Jsc.
Solarspace New Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd.
Solarspace Technology(Laos)Sole Co.
Solmate Company Ltd

Sova Solar Limited

Sunmax Energy (M) Sdn Bhd

Sunrich Worldclass Sdn. Bhd

Suntop Technology (Thailand) Co.,Ltd
Surana Solar Limited

Swelect Energy Systems Ltd.

Taihua New Energy (Thailand) Co Ltd
Tapan Solar Energy

Tata Power Solar

Toenergy Solar Sdn Bhd

Topsun Energy Ltd.

Toyo Solar Clean Energy Company Lim
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Trina Solar Science & Technology (Thailand) Ltd.
Unique New Energy Technology Co.,Ltd

Venus Energy (Cambodia) Co., Ltd

Victor New Energy Co.,Ltd

Vietnam Sunergy Joint Stock Co

Vikram Solar Pvt Limited

Visaka Industries Limited

Waaree Energies Pvt. Ltd.

Yada New Energy Sdn Bhd

Yuan Feng New Energy Co., Ltd.

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Mattresses,'2 C-570—128 ...........ccccevurnne.

Low Ah Chong and Company
Low Ah Cong and Company

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Gas Powered Pressure Washers,13 C—570—149 .........cccceeviiieeieeeeceee e

Jiangsu Nonghua Intelligent Agriculture Technology Co., Ltd.
THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Certain Alkyl Phosphate Esters, C-570—169

ACETO (SHANGHAI) LTD

Anhui RunYue Technology Co., Ltd.

Anhui Shengli Import and Export Co., Ltd

Anhui Shengli Pesticide & Chemistry Co., Ltd

Asambly Chemicals Company Limited

ChemFine International Co. Ltd.

China Jiangsu International Chemical Co., Ltd.

Chongging Hehui Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.

Elastochem Specialty Chemicals Inc.

Elite Chemical Trade Co., Ltd.

Fujian Wynca Technology Co., Ltd.

Futong Chemical Co., Ltd.

Genyk Corporation

Hebei Zhenxing Chemical and Rubber Co., Ltd.

Henan EME Technology Co., Ltd.

Hubei Xingfa Chemicals Group Co., Ltd.

Huntsman Building Solutions

Icool New Materials Co., Ltd.

Jiahua Chemical (Binzhou) Co., Ltd.

Jiahua Chemical (Shanghai) Co., Ltd.

Jiangsu Hualun Chemical Co. Ltd.

Jiangsu Victory Chemical Co., Ltd.

Jiangsu Yoke Technology Co. Ltd.

Logthai-Orotex Co. Ltd

Nanjing Chenxu New Material Co., Ltd.

Nanjing Xuran Chemical Technology Co., Ltd.

Nantong Jiangshan Agrochemical & Chemical Co., Ltd.

Ningguo Long Day Chemical Co., Ltd

Shandong Yarong Chemical Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Fujia Fine Chemical Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Iroyal Chemical Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Keyu New Materials Technology Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Linkseas Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Yadong Chemical Co., Ltd.

Shanghai Yongxiangshun International Trade Co., Ltd.

Shijiazhuang Hejia Chemicals Co., Ltd.

Shijiazhuang Mingxu Chemicals Co., Ltd.

Sinochem International Co., Ltd.

Sinochem Plastics Co. Ltd.

Taizhou Xin’an Flame Retardant Material Co. Ltd.

TB New Materials Co., Ltd.

Tianjin Zhongxin Chemtech Co., Ltd.

Unibrom Corp.

Unitedchem Tianjin Co., Ltd.

Victory Polymers Corp.

Xiangyang Yake Chemical Co., Ltd.

Xinji Hongzheng Chemical Co., Ltd.

Xuancheng City Trooyawn Refined Chemical Industry Co., Ltd.

Yangzhou Chenhua New Material Co., Ltd.

Yantai Sanjiang Chemical Materials Co. Ltd.

Yarong Thailand

Yoke Chemicals and New Materials (Shanghai) Co. Ltd.

Zhangjiagang Fortune Chemical Co., Ltd

Zhangjiangang Create Material Co., Ltd.

Zhejiang Hong Hao Technology Co., Ltd.

Zhejiang Wansheng Co. Ltd.

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Disposable Aluminum Containers, Pans, Trays and Lids,'4 C-570-171 .............

Jiangsu Nice Aluminum Foil Co., Ltd.

1/1/25-12/31/25

1/1/25-12/31/25
10/4/24-12/31/25

10/28/24-12/31/25
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Period to be reviewed

Zhejiang KMD Industrial Co., Ltd.

THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA: Stainless Steel Flanges, C-570-065

Hydro-Fluids Controls Ltd.
Songhai Flange Manufacturing Co., Ltd

1/1/25-12/31/25

Suspension Agreements
None.

Duty Absorption Reviews

During any administrative review
covering all or part of a period falling

4Commerce also received a request for review of
“Central De Gooperativas Apicolas Do (CASA
APIS),” which we consider to be the same
company.

5 Commerce also received requests for review of
“Matrunita Da Amazonia Apicultura Ltda.,” which,
based on contact information provided by the
requestors, refers to the same company.

6 Commerce also received requests for review of
“Melbras Importadora e Exportadora; Melbras
Importadora e Exportadora Agroindustria Ltda.,”
“Melbras Imp.E.Exp. Agro Ltda,” “Melbras
Importadora E Exportadora,” and ‘“Melbras
Importadora e Exportadora Agroindustria Ltda.,”
which we consider to be the same company.

7 Commerce also received a request for review of
“Wenzel’s Apicultura Comercio Industria Import,”
which we consider to be the same company.

8In the initiation notice published on July 9, 2026
(91 FR 42410), Commerce inadvertently listed an
incorrect case number for this review. This serves
as a correction; the corrected case number is A—
557-827.

91In the initiation notice published on February
20, 2026 (91 FR 8186), Commerce inadvertently
omitted the company listed above. This served as
a correction.

101n the correction notice published on July 23,
2026 (91 FR 46405), Commerce inadvertently
misspelled the company listed above as “Kudo
Chemical Co., Ltd.” The correct spelling is listed,
and this notice serves as a correction.

111n the initiation notice published on July 9,
2026, we inadvertently initiated a review of
companies for which we did not receive a review.
See Initiation of Antidumping and Countervailing
Duty Administrative Reviews, 91 FR 42410 (July 9,
2026). Therefore, with this notice, we clarify that
the only companies under review are: (1) Chang
Chun Plastics Co. Ltd.; and (2) Nan Ya Plastics
Corporation.

12 Commerce inadvertently omitted Low Ah
Chong and Company and Low Ah Cong and
Company from the initiation notice published on
July 9, 2026 (91 FR 42410). Inclusion of these
companies here serves as a correction to that notice.

13 Commerce inadvertently omitted Jiangsu
Nonghua Intelligent Agriculture Technology Co.,
Ltd. from the initiation notice published on March
21, 2026 (91 FR 15951). Commerce previously
determined that this company was cross-owned
with Jiangsu Jianghuai Engine Co., Ltd. See Gas
Powered Pressure Washers from the People’s
Republic of China: Antidumping Duty and
Countervailing Duty Orders, 89 FR 9834 (February
12, 2024). Inclusion of this company here serves as
a correction to that notice.

14 Commerce inadvertently omitted two company
names, Zhejiang KMD Industrial Co., Ltd. and
Jiangsu Nice Aluminum Foil Co., Ltd., in the
initiation notice that was published on July 9, 2026.
See Initiation of Antidumping and Countervailing
Duty Administrative Reviews, 91 FR 42410 (July 9,
2026). Commerce is correcting this error in this
notice.

between the first and second or third
and fourth anniversary of the
publication of an AD order under 19
CFR 351.211 or a determination under
19 CFR 351.218(f)(4) to continue an
order or suspended investigation (after
sunset review), Commerce, if requested
by a domestic interested party within 30
days of the date of publication of the
notice of initiation of the review, will
determine whether antidumping duties
have been absorbed by an exporter or
producer subject to the review if the
subject merchandise is sold in the
United States through an importer that
is affiliated with such exporter or
producer. The request must include the
name(s) of the exporter or producer for
which the inquiry is requested.

Gap Period Liquidation

For the first administrative review of
any order, there will be no assessment
of antidumping or countervailing duties
on entries of subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption during the relevant
“gap”’ period of the order (i.e., the
period following the expiry of
provisional measures and before
definitive measures were put into
place), if such a gap period is applicable
to the POR.

Administrative Protective Orders and
Letters of Appearance

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under
administrative protective orders in
accordance with the procedures
outlined in Commerce’s regulations at
19 CFR 351.305. Those procedures
apply to administrative reviews
included in this notice of initiation.
Parties wishing to participate in any of
these administrative reviews should
ensure that they meet the requirements
of these procedures (e.g., the filing of
separate letters of appearance as
discussed at 19 CFR 351.103(d)).

Factual Information Requirements

Commerce’s regulations identify five
categories of factual information in 19
CFR 351.102(b)(21), which are
summarized as follows: (i) evidence
submitted in response to questionnaires;
(ii) evidence submitted in support of
allegations; (iii) publicly available
information to value factors under 19
CFR 351.408(c) or to measure the

adequacy of remuneration under 19 CFR
351.511(a)(2); (iv) evidence placed on
the record by Commerce; and (v)
evidence other than factual information
described in (i)-(iv). These regulations
require any party, when submitting
factual information, to specify under
which subsection of 19 CFR
351.102(b)(21) the information is being
submitted and, if the information is
submitted to rebut, clarify, or correct
factual information already on the
record, to provide an explanation
identifying the information already on
the record that the factual information
seeks to rebut, clarify, or correct. The
regulations, at 19 CFR 351.301, also
provide specific time limits for such
factual submissions based on the type of
factual information being submitted.
Please review the Final Rule, 15
available at https://www.govinfo.gov/
content/pkg/FR-2013-07-17/pdf/2013-
17045.pdyf, prior to submitting factual
information in this segment. Note that
Commerce has amended certain of its
requirements pertaining to the service of
documents in 19 CFR 351.303(f).16

Any party submitting factual
information in an AD or CVD
proceeding must certify to the accuracy
and completeness of that information
using the formats provided at the end of
the Final Rule.1” Commerce intends to
reject factual submissions in any
proceeding segments if the submitting
party does not comply with applicable
certification requirements.

Extension of Time Limits Regulation

Parties may request an extension of
time limits before a time limit
established under Part 351 expires, or as
otherwise specified by Commerce. 18 In
general, an extension request will be
considered untimely if it is filed after
the time limit established under Part
351 expires. For submissions which are
due from multiple parties
simultaneously, an extension request
will be considered untimely if it is filed

15 See Certification of Factual Information To
Import Administration During Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 78 FR 42678 (July
17, 2013) (Final Rule).

16 See Administrative Protective Order, Service,
and Other Procedures in Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings; Final Rule, 88 FR
67069 (September 29, 2023).

17 See section 782(b) of the Act; see also Final
Rule.

18 See 19 CFR 351.302.


https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-07-17/pdf/2013-17045.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-07-17/pdf/2013-17045.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-07-17/pdf/2013-17045.pdf
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after 10:00 a.m. on the due date.
Examples include, but are not limited
to: (1) case and rebuttal briefs, filed
pursuant to 19 CFR 351.309; (2) factual
information to value factors under 19
CFR 351.408(c), or to measure the
adequacy of remuneration under 19 CFR
351.511(a)(2), filed pursuant to 19 CFR
351.301(c)(3) and rebuttal, clarification
and correction filed pursuant to 19 CFR
351.301(c)(3)(iv); (3) comments
concerning the selection of a surrogate
country and surrogate values and
rebuttal; (4) comments concerning CBP
data; and (5) Q&V questionnaires. Under
certain circumstances, Commerce may
elect to specify a different time limit by
which extension requests will be
considered untimely for submissions
which are due from multiple parties
simultaneously. In such a case,
Commerce will inform parties in the
letter or memorandum setting forth the
deadline (including a specified time) by
which extension requests must be filed
to be considered timely. This policy also
requires that an extension request must
be made in a separate, standalone
submission, and clarifies the
circumstances under which Commerce
will grant untimely-filed requests for the
extension of time limits. Please review
the Final Rule, available at https://
www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/
html/2013-22853.htm, prior to
submitting factual information in these
segments.

Notification to Interested Parties

These initiations and this notice are
in accordance with section 751(a) of the
Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)) and 19 CFR
351.221(c)(1)().

Dated: August 6, 2026.

Scot Fullerton,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Operations.

[FR Doc. 2026-16265 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A-533-950, A—489-858, A—520-813]

Welded Stainless Line and Pressure
Pipe From India, the Republic of
Tirkiye, and the United Arab Emirates:
Initiation of Less-Than-Fair-Value
Investigations

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

DATES: Applicable August 4, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Catherine Bonilla at (202) 482—7955 and
Luke Caruso at (202) 482—2081 (India),
Maria Papakostas at (202) 482—-0086
(Republic of Tiirkiye (Tiirkiye)), and
Charles DeFilippo at (202) 482—-3797
(United Arab Emirates (UAE)), AD/CVD
Operations, Enforcement and
Compliance, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue
NW, Washington, DC 20230.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Petitions

On July 15, 2026, the U.S. Department
of Commerce (Commerce) received
antidumping duty (AD) petitions
concerning imports of welded stainless
line and pressure pipe (welded stainless
pipe) from India, Tirkiye, and the UAE,
filed in proper form on behalf of Bristol
Pipe and Tube, Inc., Felker Brothers
Corporation, and Primus Pipe and Tube,
Inc. (the petitioners), domestic
producers of welded stainless pipe.t
The Petitions were accompanied by
countervailing duty (CVD) petitions
concerning imports of welded stainless
pipe from India and Tiirkiye.2

Between July 20 and 29, 2026,
Commerce requested supplemental
information pertaining to certain aspects
of the Petitions in supplemental
questionnaires.3 Between July 22 and
31, 2026, the petitioners filed timely
responses to these requests for
additional information.4

In accordance with section 732(b) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the

1 See Petitioners’ Letter, “‘Petitions for the
Imposition of Antidumping and Countervailing
Duties,” dated July 15, 2026 (Petitions).

2[d.

3 See Commerce’s Letters, “General Issues
Supplemental Questions,” dated July 20, 2026 (First
General Issues Supplemental Questionnaire); First
Country-Specific AD Supplemental Questionnaires:
India AD Supplemental, Tiirkiye AD Supplemental,
and UAE AD Supplemental, dated July 20, 2026;
Second Country-Specific AD Supplemental
Questionnaires: Second India AD Supplemental,
Second Tiirkiye AD Supplemental, and Second
UAE AD Supplemental, dated July 24, 2026;
“Supplemental Questions,” dated July 24, 2026
(Second General Issues Questionnaire); and
Memorandum, ‘“Teleconference with Counsel to the
Petitioners,” dated July 29, 2026 (Third India AD
Supplemental).

4 See Petitioners’ Letters, ‘‘Petitioners’ Response
to General Issues Supplemental Questions,”” dated
July 22, 2026 (First General Issues Supplement);
First Country-Specific AD Supplemental Responses:
India AD Supplement, Tiirkiye AD Supplement,
and UAE AD Supplement, dated July 22, 2026;
Second Country-Specific AD Supplemental
Responses: Second India AD Supplement, Second
Tiirkiye AD Supplement, and Second UAE AD
Supplement, dated July 28, 2026; “‘Response to
Second General Issues Supplemental Questions,”
dated July 28, 2026 (Second General Issues
Supplement); “Petitioners’ Response to Third
Supplemental Questionnaire,” dated July 31, 2026
(Third India AD Supplement).

Act), the petitioners allege that imports
of welded stainless pipe from India,
Tirkiye, and the UAE are being, or are
likely to be, sold in the United States at
less than fair value (LTFV) within the
meaning of section 731 of the Act, and
that imports of such products are
materially injuring, or threatening
material injury to, the welded stainless
pipe industry in the United States.
Consistent with section 732(b)(1) of the
Act, the Petitions were accompanied by
information reasonably available to the
petitioners supporting their allegations.

Commerce finds that the petitioners
filed the Petitions on behalf of the
domestic industry, because the
petitioners are interested parties, as
defined in section 771(9)(C) of the Act.
Commerce also finds that the petitioners
demonstrated sufficient industry
support for the initiation of the
requested LTFV investigations.®

Periods of Investigations (POI)

Because the Petitions were filed on
July 15, 2026, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.204(b)(1), the POI for the India,
Tiirkiye, and UAE LTFV investigations
is July 1, 2025, through June 30, 2026.

Scope of the Investigations

The product covered by these
investigations is welded stainless pipe
from India, Tiirkiye, and the UAE. For
a full description of the scope of these
investigations, see the appendix to this
notice.

Comments on the Scope of the
Investigations

Between July 20 and 24, 2026,
Commerce requested information and
clarification from the petitioners
regarding the proposed scope to ensure
that the scope language in the Petitions
is an accurate reflection of the products
for which the domestic industry is
seeking relief.6 Between July 22 and 27,
2026, the petitioners provided
clarifications and revised the scope.?
The description of merchandise covered
by these investigations, as described in
the appendix to this notice, reflects
these clarifications.

As discussed in the Preamble to
Commerce’s regulations, we are setting
aside a period for interested parties to
raise issues regarding product coverage

5 See section on “Determination of Industry
Support for the Petitions,” infra.

6 See First General Issues Supplemental
Questionnaire; see also Second General Issues
Supplemental Questionnaire.

7 See First General Issues Supplement at 3—4 and
Exhibit SUPP-1-51; see also Second General Issues
Supplement at 1-2 and Exhibit SUPP2-I-10.


https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-22853.htm
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(i.e., scope).8 Commerce will consider
all scope comments received from
interested parties and, if necessary, will
consult with interested parties prior to
the issuance of the preliminary
determinations. If scope comments
include factual information, all such
factual information should be limited to
public information.? Commerce requests
that interested parties provide at the
beginning of their scope comments a
public executive summary for each
comment or issue raised in their
submission. Commerce further requests
that interested parties limit their public
executive summary of each comment or
issue to no more than 450 words, not
including citations. Commerce intends
to use the public executive summaries
as the basis of the comment summaries
included in the analysis of scope
comments. To facilitate preparation of
its questionnaires, Commerce requests
that scope comments be submitted by
5:00 p.m. Eastern Time (ET) on August
24, 2026, which is 20 calendar days
from the signature date of this notice.
Any rebuttal comments, which may
include factual information, and should
also be limited to public information,
must be filed by 5:00 p.m. ET on
September 3, 2026, which is 10 calendar
days from the initial comment deadline.

Commerce requests that any factual
information that parties consider
relevant to the scope of these
investigations be submitted during that
period. However, if a party subsequently
finds that additional factual information
pertaining to the scope of the
investigations may be relevant, the party
must contact Commerce and request
permission to submit the additional
information. All scope comments must
be filed simultaneously on the records
of the concurrent LTFV and CVD
investigations.

Filing Requirements

All submissions to Commerce must be
filed electronically via Enforcement and
Compliance’s Antidumping Duty and
Countervailing Duty Centralized
Electronic Service System (ACCESS),
unless an exception applies.1® An

8 See Antidumping Duties; Countervailing Duties,
Final Rule, 62 FR 27296, 27323 (May 19, 1997)
(Preamble); see also 19 CFR 351.312.

9 See 19 CFR 351.102(b)(21) (defining “factual
information”).

10 See Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings: Electronic Filing Procedures;
Administrative Protective Order Procedures, 76 FR
39263 (July 6, 2011); see also Enforcement and
Compliance; Change of Electronic Filing System
Name, 79 FR 69046 (November 20, 2014), for details
of Commerce’s electronic filing requirements,
effective August 5, 2011. Information on using
ACCESS can be found at https://access.trade.gov/
help.aspx and a handbook can be found at https://

electronically filed document must be
received successfully in its entirety by
the time and date it is due.

Comments on Product Characteristics

Commerce is providing interested
parties an opportunity to comment on
the appropriate physical characteristics
of welded stainless pipe to be reported
in response to Commerce’s AD
questionnaires. This information will be
used to identify the key physical
characteristics of the subject
merchandise in order to report the
relevant costs of production (COP)
accurately, as well as to develop
appropriate product comparison
criteria.

Interested parties may provide any
information or comments that they feel
are relevant to the development of an
accurate list of physical characteristics.
Specifically, they may provide
comments as to which characteristics
are appropriate to use as: (1) general
product characteristics; and (2) product
comparison criteria. We note that it is
not always appropriate to use all
product characteristics as product
comparison criteria. We base product
comparison criteria on meaningful
commercial differences among products.
In other words, although there may be
some physical product characteristics
utilized by manufacturers to describe
welded stainless pipe, it may be that
only a select few product characteristics
take into account commercially
meaningful physical characteristics. In
addition, interested parties may
comment on the order in which the
physical characteristics should be used
in matching products. Generally,
Commerce attempts to list the most
important physical characteristics first
and the least important characteristics
last.

In order to consider the suggestions of
interested parties in developing and
issuing the AD questionnaires, all
product characteristics comments must
be filed by 5:00 p.m. ET on August 24,
2026, which is 20 calendar days from
the signature date of this notice. Any
rebuttal comments must be filed by 5:00
p-m. ET on September 3, 2026, which is
10 calendar days from the initial
comment deadline. All comments and
submissions to Commerce must be filed
electronically using ACCESS, as
explained above, on the record of the
each of the LTFV investigations.

access.trade.gov/ACCESS % 20Handbook
% 200n% 20Electronic % 20Filing% 20Procedures_
March2026.pdf.

Determination of Industry Support for
the Petitions

Section 732(b)(1) of the Act requires
that a petition be filed on behalf of the
domestic industry. Section 732(c)(4)(A)
of the Act provides that a petition meets
this requirement if the domestic
producers or workers who support the
petition account for: (i) at least 25
percent of the total production of the
domestic like product; and (ii) more
than 50 percent of the production of the
domestic like product produced by that
portion of the industry expressing
support for, or opposition to, the
petition. Moreover, section 732(c)(4)(D)
of the Act provides that, if the petition
does not establish support of domestic
producers or workers accounting for
more than 50 percent of the total
production of the domestic like product,
Commerce shall: (i) poll the industry or
rely on other information in order to
determine if there is support for the
petition, as required by subparagraph
(A); or (ii) determine industry support
using a statistically valid sampling
method to poll the “industry.”

Section 771(4)(A) of the Act defines
the “industry” as the producers as a
whole of a domestic like product. Thus,
to determine whether a petition has the
requisite industry support, the statute
directs Commerce to look to producers
and workers who produce the domestic
like product. The U.S. International
Trade Commission (ITC), which is
responsible for determining whether
“the domestic industry”” has been
injured, must also determine what
constitutes a domestic like product in
order to define the industry. While both
Commerce and the ITC apply the same
statutory definition regarding the
domestic like product,?? they do so for
different purposes and pursuant to a
separate and distinct authority. In
addition, Commerce’s determination is
subject to limitations of time and
information. Although this may result in
different definitions of the like product,
such differences do not render the
decision of either agency contrary to
law.12

Section 771(10) of the Act defines the
domestic like product as “a product
which is like, or in the absence of like,
most similar in characteristics and uses
with, the article subject to an
investigation under this title.” Thus, the
reference point from which the
domestic like product analysis begins is

11 See section 771(10) of the Act.

12 See USEC, Inc. v. United States, 132 F.Supp.2d
1, 8 (CIT 2001) (citing Algoma Steel Corp., Ltd. v.
United States, 688 F.Supp.639, 644 (CIT 1988), aff’'d
Algoma Steel Corp., Ltd. v. United States, 865 F.2d
240 (Fed. Cir. 1989)).


https://access.trade.gov/ACCESS%20Handbook%20on%20Electronic%20Filing%20Procedures_March2026.pdf
https://access.trade.gov/ACCESS%20Handbook%20on%20Electronic%20Filing%20Procedures_March2026.pdf
https://access.trade.gov/ACCESS%20Handbook%20on%20Electronic%20Filing%20Procedures_March2026.pdf
https://access.trade.gov/ACCESS%20Handbook%20on%20Electronic%20Filing%20Procedures_March2026.pdf
https://access.trade.gov/help.aspx
https://access.trade.gov/help.aspx
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“the article subject to an investigation”
(i.e., the class or kind of merchandise to
be investigated, which normally will be
the scope as defined in the petition).

With regard to the domestic like
product, the petitioners do not offer a
definition of the domestic like product
distinct from the scope of the
investigations.13 Based on our analysis
of the information submitted on the
record, we have determined that welded
stainless pipe, as defined in the scope,
constitutes a single domestic like
product, and we have analyzed industry
support in terms of that domestic like
product.14

In determining whether the
petitioners have standing under section
732(c)(4)(A) of the Act, we considered
the industry support data contained in
the Petitions with reference to the
domestic like product as defined in the
“Scope of the Investigations,” in the
appendix to this notice. To establish
industry support, the petitioners
provided their own shipments of
welded stainless pipe in 2025 and
compared this to the estimated total
shipments of the domestic like product
for the entire domestic industry.15
Because total production data for the
domestic like product for 2025 are not
reasonably available to the petitioners,
and the petitioners have established that
shipments are a reasonable proxy for
production data,1® we relied on data
provided by the petitioners for purposes
of measuring industry support.1?

Our review of the data provided in the
Petitions, the First General Issues
Supplement, and other information
readily available to Commerce indicates
that the petitioners have established
industry support for the Petitions.18
First, the Petitions established support
from domestic producers (or workers)
accounting for more than 50 percent of
the total production of the domestic like
product and, as such, Commerce is not
required to take further action in order

13For a discussion of the domestic like product
analysis as applied to these cases and information
regarding industry support, see Checklists,
“Antidumping Duty Investigation Initiation
Checklists: Welded Stainless Line and Pressure
Pipe from India, the Republic of Tiirkiye, and the
United Arab Emirates,” dated concurrently with,
and hereby adopted by, this notice (Country-
Specific AD Initiation Checklists), at Attachment II,
Analysis of Industry Support for the Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Petitions Covering Welded
Stainless Line and Pressure Pipe from India, the
Republic of Tiirkiye, and the United Arab Emirates
(Attachment II). These checklists are on file
electronically via ACCESS.

14For further discussion, see Attachment II of the
Country-Specific AD Initiation Checklists.

15]d.

16 Id.

17]d.

18]d.

to evaluate industry support (e.g.,
polling).1? Second, the domestic
producers (or workers) have met the
statutory criteria for industry support
under section 732(c)(4)(A)(i) of the Act
because the domestic producers (or
workers) who support the Petitions
account for at least 25 percent of the
total production of the domestic like
product.2° Finally, the domestic
producers (or workers) have met the
statutory criteria for industry support
under section 732(c)(4)(A)(ii) of the Act
because the domestic producers (or
workers) who support the Petitions
account for more than 50 percent of the
production of the domestic like product
produced by that portion of the industry
expressing support for, or opposition to,
the Petitions.2? Accordingly, Commerce
determines that the Petitions were filed
on behalf of the domestic industry
within the meaning of section 732(b)(1)
of the Act.22

Allegations and Evidence of Material
Injury and Causation

The petitioners allege that the U.S.
industry producing the domestic like
product is being materially injured, or is
threatened with material injury, by
reason of the imports of the subject
merchandise sold at LTFV. In addition,
the petitioners allege that subject
imports exceed the negligibility
threshold provided for under section
771(24)(A) of the Act.23

The petitioners contend that the
industry’s injured condition is
illustrated by a significant increase in
the volume of subject imports;
underselling and price depression and/
or suppression; declines in employment
variables; low capacity utilization; and
negative impact on production,
shipments, and financial performance.24
We assessed the allegations and
supporting evidence regarding material
injury, threat of material injury,
causation, cumulation, as well as
negligibility, and we have determined
that these allegations are properly
supported by adequate evidence, and
meet the statutory requirements for
initiation.25

19 Id.; see also section 732(c)(4)(D) of the Act.

20 See Attachment II of the Country-Specific AD
Initiation Checklists.

21]d.

22]d.

23 For further discussion, see Country-Specific
AD Initiation Checklists at Attachment III, Analysis
of Allegations and Evidence of Material Injury and
Causation for the Antidumping and Countervailing
Duty Petitions Covering Welded Stainless Line and
Pressure Pipe from India, the Republic of Tiirkiye,
and the United Arab Emirates.

24]d.

25 Id.

Allegations of Sales at LTFV

The following is a description of the
allegations of sales at LTFV upon which
Commerce based its decision to initiate
LTFV investigations of imports of
welded stainless pipe from India,
Tiirkiye, and the UAE. The sources of
data for the deductions and adjustments
relating to U.S. price and normal value
(NV) are discussed in greater detail in
the Country-Specific AD Initiation
Checklists.

U.S. Price

For India, the petitioners based export
price (EP) on transaction-specific
average unit values (AUVs) (i.e., month-
and port-specific AUVs) derived from
official import statistics and tied to ship
manifest data. The petitioners made
certain adjustments to U.S. price to
calculate a net ex-factory U.S. price,
where applicable.26

For Tiirkiye and the UAE, the
petitioners EP on POI AUVs derived
from official import statistics.2? For each
country, the petitioners made certain
adjustments to U.S. price to calculate a
net ex-factory U.S. price, where
applicable.

Normal Value 28

For India and the UAE, the petitioners
calculated NV based on home market
pricing information they obtained for
welded stainless pipe produced in and
sold, or offered for sale, in the
respective countries during the POI.29
The petitioners provided information
indicating that the prices for welded
stainless pipe sold or offered for sale in
India and the UAE were below the
COP.30 Therefore, for both countries, the
petitioners calculated NV based on
CV.31 For further discussion of CV, see
the section “Normal Value Based on
Constructed Value.”

For Tiirkiye, the petitioners stated
that they were unable to obtain home
market or third-country pricing
information for welded stainless pipe
produced in Tiirkiye to use as the basis
for NV.32 Therefore, for Tiirkiye, the
petitioners calculated NV based on
CV.33 For further discussion of CV, see

26 See India AD Initiation Checklist.

27 See Gountry-Specific AD Initiation Checklists.

281n accordance with section 773(b)(2) of the Act,
for these investigations, Commerce will request
information necessary to calculate the constructed
value (CV) and COP to determine whether there are
reasonable grounds to believe or suspect that sales
of the foreign like product have been made at prices
that represent less than the COP of the product.

29 See Gountry-Specific AD Initiation Checklists.

30d.

31[d.

32 See Tiirkiye AD Initiation Checklist.

33]d.



Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

51465

the section ‘“Normal Value Based on
Constructed Value.”

Normal Value Based on Constructed
Value

As noted above for India and the
UAE, the petitioners provided
information indicating the prices for
welded stainless pipe sold or offered for
sale in India and the UAE were below
the COP. Therefore, the petitioners
calculated NV based on CV.34

As noted above for Tiirkiye, the
petitioners stated that they were unable
to obtain home market or third country
prices for welded stainless pipe to use
as a basis for NV. Therefore, for Tiirkiye,
the petitioners calculated NV based on
Cv.35

Pursuant to section 773(e) of the Act,
the petitioners calculated CV as the sum
of the cost of manufacturing, selling,
general, and administrative (SG&A)
expenses, financial expenses, and
profit.36 For all countries, in calculating
the cost of manufacturing, the
petitioners relied on a U.S. producer’s
production experience and input
consumption rates for welded stainless
pipe, valued using publicly available
information applicable to the respective
countries.3” In calculating SG&A
expenses, financial expenses, and profit
ratios, the petitioners relied on the fiscal
year 2025 financial statements of
producers of comparable merchandise
domiciled in each country, respectively.

Fair Value Comparisons

Based on the data provided by the
petitioners, there is reason to believe
that imports of welded stainless pipe
from India, Tiirkiye, and the UAE are
being, or are likely to be, sold in the
United States at LTFV. Based on
comparisons of EP or NV in accordance
with sections 772 and 773 of the Act,
the estimated dumping margins for
welded stainless pipe for each of the
countries covered by this initiation are
as follows: (1) India—89.74 to 187.33
percent; (2) Tirkiye—19.54 to 127.36
percent; and (3) the UAE—57.04 to
113.19 percent.38

Initiation of LTFV Investigations

Based upon the examination of the
Petitions and supplemental responses,
we find that they meet the requirements
of section 732 of the Act. Therefore, we
are initiating LTFV investigations to
determine whether imports of welded
stainless pipe from India, Tiirkiye, and

34 See UAE AD Initiation Checklist.

35 See Country-Specific AD Initiation Checklists.
36 Id.

37Id.

38 ]d.

the UAE are being, or are likely to be,
sold in the United States at LTFV. In
accordance with section 733(b)(1)(A) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.205(b)(1),
unless postponed, we will make our
preliminary determinations no later
than 140 days after the date of this
initiation.

Respondent Selection

India

In the Petitions, the petitioners
identified 16 companies in India as
producers and/or exporters of welded
stainless pipe.39 Following standard
practice in LTFV investigations
involving market economy countries,
Commerce would normally select
respondents based on CBP entry data for
imports under appropriate Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States
(HTSUS) listed in the “Scope of the
Investigations” in the appendix.
However, for the India investigation,
due to overlap in the HTSUS
subheadings listed in the scope of the
investigations and those listed in the
scope of the existing AD order on
welded stainless pressure pipe from
India, we cannot rely on CBP entry data
in selecting respondents.
Notwithstanding the decision to rely on
Q&V questionnaires for respondent
selection, due to the large number of
Indian producers and/or exporters
identified in the Petitions, Commerce
has determined to limit the number of
Q&V questionnaires that it will issue to
exporters and producers based on CBP
data for welded stainless pipe from
India during the POI under the
appropriate HTSUS subheadings listed
in the “Scope of the Investigations,” in
the appendix.4® Accordingly, for India,
Commerce will issue Q&V
questionnaires to the largest producers
and/or exporters that are identified in
the CBP entry data for which there is
complete address information on the
record.

Commerce will post the Q&V
questionnaires along with filing
instruction on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/ec-adcvd-qv-
questionnaire. Producers/exporters of
welded stainless pipe from India that do
not receive Q&V questionnaires may
still submit a response to the Q&V
questionnaire and can obtain a copy of
the Q&V questionnaire from
Commerce’s website. Responses to the
Q&V questionnaire may be submitted by

39 See Petitions at Volume I (page 15 and Exhibit

1-17); see also First General Issues Supplement at
1-2 and Exhibit SUPP-I-17.

40 See Memorandum, ‘‘Release of U.S. Customs
and Border Protection Entry Data,” dated July 31,
2026.

the relevant Indian producers/exporters
no later than 5:00 p.m. ET on August 18,
2026, which is two weeks from the
signature date of this notice. All Q&V
questionnaire responses must be filed
electronically via ACCESS. An
electronically filed document must be
received successfully in its entirety by
ACCESS no later than 5:00 p.m. ET on
the deadline noted above.

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under
administrative protective order (APO) in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(b).
Instructions for filing such applications
may be found on Commerce’s website at
https://www.trade.gov/administrative-
protective-orders.

Ttirkiye and the UAE

In the Petitions, the petitioners
identified three companies in Tiirkiye
and five companies in the UAE as
producers and/or exporters of welded
stainless pipe.#! Following standard
practice in LTFV investigations
involving market economy countries, in
the event Commerce determines that the
number of companies is large, and it
cannot individually examine each
company based on Commerce’s
resources, where appropriate,
Commerce intends to select mandatory
respondents based on CBP data for
imports under the appropriate HTSUS
subheadings listed in the “Scope of the
Investigations,” in the appendix.

On July 31 and August 3, 2026,
Commerce released CBP data on imports
of welded stainless pipe from Tiirkiye
and the UAE under APO to all parties
with access to information protected by
APO and indicated that interested
parties wishing to comment on CBP data
and/or respondent selection must do so
within three business days of the
publication date of the notice of
initiation of these investigations.42
Comments must be filed electronically
using ACCESS. An electronically filed
document must be received successfully
in its entirety via ACCESS by 5:00 p.m.
ET on the specified deadline. Commerce
will not accept rebuttal comments
regarding the CBP data or respondent
selection.

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under APO
in accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(b).
Instructions for filing such applications
may be found on Commerce’s website at

41 See Petitions at Volume I (page 15 and Exhibits
1-18 and I-19); see also First General Issues
Supplement at 1-2 and Exhibits SUPP-I-18 and
SUPP-1-19.

42 See Country-Specific Memoranda, ‘‘Release of
U.S. Customs and Border Protection Entry Data,”
dated July 31 and August 3, 2026.
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https://www.trade.gov/administrative-
protective-orders.

Distribution of Copies of the Petitions

In accordance with section
732(b)(3)(A) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.202(f), copies of the public versions
of the Petitions have been provided to
the Governments of India, Tiirkiye, and
the UAE via ACCESS. To the extent
practicable, we will attempt to provide
copies of the public versions of the
Petitions to each exporter named in the
Petitions, as provided under 19 CFR
351.203(c)(2).

ITC Notification

Commerce will notify the ITC of our
initiation, as required by section 732(d)
of the Act.

Preliminary Determinations by the ITC

The ITC will preliminarily determine,
within 45 days after the date on which
the Petitions were filed, whether there
is a reasonable indication that imports
of welded stainless pipe from India,
Tiirkiye and/or the UAE are materially
injuring, or threatening material injury
to, a U.S. industry.43 A negative ITC
determination for any country will
result in the investigation being
terminated with respect to that
country.4* Otherwise, these LTFV
investigations will proceed according to
statutory and regulatory time limits.

Submission of Factual Information

Factual information is defined in 19
CFR 351.102(b)(21) as: (i) evidence
submitted in response to questionnaires;
(ii) evidence submitted in support of
allegations; (iii) publicly available
information to value factors under 19
CFR 351.408(c) or to measure the
adequacy of remuneration under 19 CFR
351.511(a)(2); (iv) evidence placed on
the record by Commerce; and (v)
evidence other than factual information
described in (i)—(iv). Section 351.301(b)
of Commerce’s regulations requires any
party, when submitting factual
information, to specify under which
subsection of 19 CFR 351.102(b)(21) the
information is being submitted 45 and, if
the information is submitted to rebut,
clarify, or correct factual information
already on the record, to provide an
explanation identifying the information
already on the record that the factual
information seeks to rebut, clarify, or
correct.#® Time limits for the
submission of factual information are
addressed in 19 CFR 351.301, which

43 See section 733(a) of the Act.
44]1d.

45 See 19 CFR 351.301(b).

46 See 19 CFR 351.301(b)(2).

provides specific time limits based on
the type of factual information being
submitted. Interested parties should
review the regulations prior to
submitting factual information in these
investigations.

Particular Market Situation Allegation

Section 773(e) of the Act addresses
the concept of particular market
situation (PMS) for purposes of CV,
stating that ““if a particular market
situation exists such that the cost of
materials and fabrication or other
processing of any kind does not
accurately reflect the cost of production
in the ordinary course of trade, the
administering authority may use
another calculation methodology under
this subtitle or any other calculation
methodology.” When an interested
party submits a PMS allegation pursuant
to section 773(e) of the Act (i.e., a cost-
based PMS allegation), the submission
must be filed in accordance with the
requirements of 19 CFR 351.416(b), and
Commerce will respond to such a
submission consistent with 19 CFR
351.301(c)(2)(v). If Commerce finds that
a cost-based PMS exists under section
773(e) of the Act, then it will modify its
dumping calculations appropriately.

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

We note that a PMS allegation filed
pursuant to sections 773(a)(1)(B)(ii)(III)
or 773(a)(1)(C)(iii) of the Act (i.e., a
sales-based PMS allegation) must be
filed within 10 days of submission of a
respondent’s initial section B
questionnaire response, in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.301(c)(2)(i) and 19 CFR
351.404(c)(2).

Extensions of Time Limits

Parties may request an extension of
time limits before the expiration of a
time limit established under 19 CFR
351.301, or as otherwise specified by
Commerce. In general, an extension
request will be considered untimely if it
is filed after the expiration of the time
limit established under 19 CFR 351.301,
or as otherwise specified by

Commerce.*” For submissions that are
due from multiple parties
simultaneously, an extension request
will be considered untimely if it is filed
after 10:00 a.m. ET on the due date.
Under certain circumstances, Commerce
may elect to specify a different time
limit by which extension requests will
be considered untimely for submissions
which are due from multiple parties
simultaneously. In such a case, we will
inform parties in a letter or
memorandum of the deadline (including
a specified time) by which extension
requests must be filed to be considered
timely. An extension request must be
made in a separate, standalone
submission; under limited
circumstances we will grant untimely
filed requests for the extension of time
limits, where we determine, based on 19
CFR 351.302, that extraordinary
circumstances exist. Parties should
review Commerce’s regulations
concerning the extension of time limits
and the Time Limits Final Rule prior to
submitting factual information in these
investigations.48

Certification Requirements

Any party submitting factual
information in an AD or CVD
proceeding must certify to the accuracy
and completeness of that information.4®
Parties must use the certification
formats provided in 19 CFR
351.303(g).5° Commerce intends to
reject factual submissions if the
submitting party does not comply with
the applicable certification
requirements.

Notification to Interested Parties

Interested parties must submit
applications for disclosure under APO
in accordance with 19 CFR 351.305.
Parties wishing to participate in these
investigations should ensure that they
meet the requirements of 19 CFR
351.103(d) (e.g., by filing the required
letter of appearance). Note that
Commerce has amended certain of its
requirements pertaining to the service of
documents in 19 CFR 351.303(f).51

47 See 19 CFR 351.301; see also Extension of Time
Limits; Final Rule, 78 FR 57790 (September 20,
2013) (Time Limits Final Rule), available at https://
www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-09-20/html/2013-
22853.htm.

48 See 19 CFR 351.302; see also, e.g., Time Limits
Final Rule.

49 See section 782(b) of the Act.

50 See Certification of Factual Information to
Import Administration During Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 78 FR 42678 (July
17, 2023) (Final Rule). Additional information
regarding the Final Rule is available at https://
access.trade.gov/Resources/filing/index.html.

51 See Administrative Protective Order, Service,
and Other Procedures in Antidumping and
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This notice is issued and published
pursuant to sections 732(c)(2) and 777(i)
of the Act, and 19 CFR 351.203(c).

Dated: August 4, 2026.
Christopher Abbott,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy and
Negotiations, performing the non-exclusive
functions and duties of the Assistant
Secretary for Enforcement and Compliance.

Appendix

Scope of the Investigations

The merchandise covered by these
investigations is circular welded austenitic
stainless line and pressure pipe of any
diameter. This merchandise includes, but is
not limited to, merchandise meeting the
American Society for Testing and Materials
(ASTM) and American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) ASTM A-312/ASME
SA312, ASTM A-358/ASME SA358, ASTM
A—409/ASME SA409 or ASTM A-778
specifications, the American Petroleum
Institute (API) specification 5LC, or
comparable domestic or foreign
specifications.

Excluded from the scope are: (1) welded
stainless mechanical tubing, meeting ASTM
A-554 or comparable domestic or foreign
specifications; (2) boiler, heat exchanger,
superheater, refining furnace, feedwater
heater, and condenser tubing, meeting ASTM
A-249, ASTM A-688 or comparable
domestic or foreign specifications; (3)
specialized tubing, meeting ASTM A-269,
ASTM A-270 or comparable domestic or
foreign specifications; and (4) welded
stainless tubing having a wall thickness of
less than 1.65 mm.

Also excluded from the scope of the
investigations are any products covered by
the existing antidumping and countervailing
duty orders on Welded Stainless Pressure
Pipe from India. See Welded Stainless
Pressure Pipe from India: Antidumping Duty
and Countervailing Duty Orders, 81 FR 81062
(November 17, 2016).

The subject imports are normally classified
in subheadings 7305.31.6010, 7306.11.0010,
7306.11.0050, 7306.40.5005, 7306.40.5040,
7306.40.5062, 7306.40.5064, and
7306.40.5085 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS). They
may also enter under HTSUS subheadings
7306.40.5042, 7306.40.5044, 7306.40.5080,
and 7306.40.5090. The HTSUS subheadings
are provided for convenience and customs
purposes only; the written description of the
scope of these investigations is dispositive.

[FR Doc. 2026-16193 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

Countervailing Duty Proceedings, 88 FR 67069
(September 29, 2023).

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[RTID 0648-XF938]

Snapper-Grouper Fishery of the South
Atlantic; Requests for Exempted
Fishing Permits

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

ACTION: Notice of receipt of applications
for exempted fishing permits; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces the receipt
of three applications for exempted
fishing permits (EFP) from the Florida
Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission (FWC), Georgia Department
of Natural Resources (GADNR), and
South Carolina Department of Natural
Resources (SCDNR). If issued by NMFS,
each EFP would exempt the applicable
state agency and participating fishermen
from specific Federal regulations
applicable to the recreational harvest of
red snapper in the South Atlantic. The
applicants each propose to pilot test
state data collection and management
strategies for the recreational harvest of
red snapper in 2026. The outcomes of
the 2026 EFPs would inform the need
and refinement of future EFP
applications. The purposes of these
EFPs are to improve data on recreational
fishing effort, catch, and discards of red
snapper in the South Atlantic and to
inform the development of a long-term
state-led management strategy for the
recreational harvest of red snapper.

DATES: Written comments must be
received no later than August 25, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit electronic
comments on any of the applications via
the Federal e-Rulemaking Portal. Go to
https://www.regulations.gov and type
“NOAA-NMFS-2026-2245" in the
Search box. Click the “Comment” icon,
complete the required fields, and enter
or attach your comments.

Comments sent by any other method,
to any other address or individual, or
received after the end of the comment
period will not be considered by NMFS.
All comments received are a part of the
public record and will generally be
posted for public viewing on https://
www.regulations.gov without change.
All personal identifying information
(e.g., name and address), confidential
business information, or otherwise
sensitive information submitted
voluntarily by the sender will be
publicly accessible. NMFS will accept

anonymous comments. Enter “N/A” in
the required fields if you wish to remain
anonymous.

Electronic copies of the EFP
applications may be obtained from the
Southeast Regional Office website at
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
southeast/recreational-fishing-data/
south-atlantic-red-snapper-state-data-
collection-and-management.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andy Strelcheck, phone: 727-824-5305,
email: andy.strelcheck@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The EFPs are requested under the
authority of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act; 16 U.S.C.
1801 et seq.), regulations at 50 CFR
600.745(b) concerning exempted
fishing, the Fishery Management Plan
for the Snapper-Grouper Fishery of the
South Atlantic Region (Snapper-
Grouper FMP), and the implementing
regulations at 50 CFR part 622, subpart
I

On July 10, 2026, FWC, GADNR, and
SCDNR (collectively, “the applicants™)
each submitted an EFP application for
NMEFS review. The North Carolina
Division of Marine Fisheries (NCDMF)
did not submit an EFP application and
has instead requested a separate Federal
waters recreational red snapper season.
The stated primary purposes for these
EFPs are to improve data on recreational
fishing effort, catch, and discards of red
snapper in the South Atlantic, and to
inform the development of a long-term
state-led management strategy for the
recreational harvest of red snapper.
Additional purposes for the EFPs
include: (1) evaluating mandatory
electronic reporting programs for
monitoring catch; (2) providing
recreational fishermen on privately
owned vessels (private vessels, private
anglers) and the owners or operators of
charter vessels or headboats (for-hire
fishermen) increased fishing
opportunities for red snapper; (3)
quantifying angler participation and
characterizing angler behavior; and (4)
collecting related biological information
from the fishery. The percent standard
error estimates for the recreational
harvest of red snapper are high,
indicating low precision and significant
uncertainty that would benefit from
improved data collection efforts and
approaches. Better data could reduce
the uncertainty around the estimates of
harvest and discards from the
recreational sector. These proposed
EFPs aim to address these challenges by
improving recreational catch estimation


https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/southeast/recreational-fishing-data/south-atlantic-red-snapper-state-data-collection-and-management
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and reducing discards so fishing
opportunities can increase.

The geographic locations of the states’
proposed projects are South Atlantic
state and Federal waters off Florida,
Georgia, and South Carolina. Currently,
red snapper data from the recreational
sector are collected through NMFS’
Marine Recreational Information
Program (MRIP) and the Southeast
Headboat Survey, and supplemented by
FWC’s specialized East Coast Red
Snapper (ECRS) survey and various
state carcass collection programs. NMFS
collaborated with Florida to develop the
ECRS in 2012 to provide more accurate
estimates of in-season red snapper
landings given MRIP’s limitations in
generating precise and timely in-season
estimates during the short Federal
seasons supported by recreational
annual catch limits (ACLs) in recent
years.

The applicants propose to use an
existing state-based survey (FWC)
certified by NMFS, or test new
mandatory or voluntary electronic
methods for data collection (FWC,
GADNR, SCDNR) during extended state
and Federal recreational red snapper
fishing seasons to further increase the
precision of recreational catch, effort,
and discard estimates. The applicants
collaborated to develop similar
proposals, and this notice addresses the
three state applications together due to
similarities between the applicants’

desired timing for the proposed projects.

This notice summarizes the states’
applications for EFPs by the shared
features, and then describes unique
project elements by state. Reference the
individual state EFP applications for
complete details of each proposed
project at the website in the ADDRESSES
section.

None of the applicants’ proposed
projects would apply to commercial
harvest of red snapper in South Atlantic
state or Federal waters. Commercial
harvest in South Atlantic Federal waters
opened on July 13, 2026, and will close
if NMFS determines landings reach or
are projected to reach the 102,951-
pound commercial ACL during the
fishing year.

Project Descriptions and Shared
Elements

The proposed projects summarized in
this notice would apply to the
recreational harvest of red snapper in
state and Federal waters off Florida,
Georgia, and South Carolina during
2026. The applicants state that the
proposed EFP projects would provide
more precise estimates of recreational
fishermen targeting red snapper, fishing
effort and catch, and would gather

information that may be used for further
state involvement in management of the
resource.

Each of the applicants have proposed
harvest limits for red snapper off the
respective states for the 2026
recreational seasons. FWC has requested
a limit of 185,379 red snapper, GADNR
has requested a limit of 10,759 red
snapper, and SCDNR has requested a
limit of 19,253 red snapper. The
applications detail the methods used to
calculate the expected harvest amounts
during the extended recreational
seasons and proposed limits. In
summary, the applicants first removed
commercial landings and dead discards
(the number fish not kept and estimated
to die) from the 509,000 fish total ACL
specified in the final rule for Secretarial
Amendment 59 to the Snapper-Grouper
FMP (Secretarial Amendment) (90 FR
24527, June 11, 2025). The applicants
then reduced the estimated recreational
dead discards associated with the total
ACL (463,033 fish) using the ratio of
MRIP to FWC State Reef Fish Survey
(SRFS) dead discards from 2021 through
2024 (2.15). The SRFS-equivalent
amount of dead discards (215,344 fish)
was then subtracted from the
recreational portion of dead discards
associated with the total ACL, resulting
in a difference of 247,688 fish. The
current recreational ACL of 22,797 fish
(landings only), established by the
Secretarial Amendment, was then
converted to a SRFS equivalent of 2,871
fish using the ratio of MRIP to SRFS
landings from 2021 through 2024 (7.94).
The resulting amount of landed fish was
then added to the difference in dead
discards to calculate a proposed total
harvest level for South Atlantic red
snapper (247,688 plus 2,871 equals
250,559 fish). The catch level of 250,559
fish is inclusive of catch that was also
expected to occur off North Carolina.
The cumulative harvest level requested
by FWC, GADNR, and SCDNR is
215,391 red snapper.

The applicants would manage red
snapper harvest through near real-time
monitoring of trip-level notification and
reporting requirements. GADNR and
SCDNR would use a census-based
electronic data collection method to
generate effort and catch estimates from
private anglers, while FWC would
estimate monthly private angler effort
and catch using SRFS and secondarily
using a voluntary smartphone web-
based application (phone app) to gather
trip level information. For-hire effort
and catch will be estimated via the
MRIP For-hire Survey in Florida, the
Federal for-hire logbook reporting
program in South Carolina and Georgia,
and Southeast Region Headboat Survey

across all three states. Red snapper
harvest would also be managed through
bag limits, a size limit (SCDNR), and
enforcement and outreach support.

Participants, Permits, and License
Requirements

Recreational fishermen participating
under an EFP would include state-
permitted private anglers, and state or
federally permitted for-hire fishermen.
Any discussion in this notice that
relates to an angler that has paid, or
provided other compensation, to access
fish from a for-hire vessel is described
as a paying angler on a for-hire vessel.

Each project would allow the
recreational harvest of red snapper in
state and Federal waters daily during
October with additional fishing days
possible in December. All red snapper
harvest would be closed in November
under all proposed projects. During
November, each applicant would
evaluate its October landings data
relative to its proposed harvest limit to
determine whether further red snapper
harvest is available in December under
an EFP. If an applicant determines that
red snapper landings have not reached
its proposed harvest limit, the applicant
would allow for further fishing days in
December so its participants could
harvest up to the proposed limit and
would communicate those dates to
NMFS. If an applicant estimates that the
number of fish landed under an EFP
will reach the proposed harvest limit
during the recreational season, the
applicant would prohibit harvest under
its individual EFP and in state waters
for the rest of 2026. The applicant
would communicate a harvest closure
with participants through email and
other electronic media. The applicants
proposed other harvest accountability
measures and those are discussed in the
state sections later. All of the proposed
projects would end after December 31,
2026. The applicants proposed these
recreational seasons to gather baseline
data over a longer and more varied
period compared to recent Federal
seasons, and after consideration of
fishery and environmental data, and
public input.

To participate as a private angler or
for-hire fisherman in any of the
proposed projects and be exempted
from Federal regulations for recreational
red snapper harvest, a participant must
follow all of the requirements under the
EFP issued to the state in which they are
licensed and will land the fish.
Participating private anglers and for-hire
operators landing red snapper in the
states granted EFPs would be required
to have the necessary state and Federal
permits and licenses for the states where
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they will land the fish. All of the
applicants have proposed that any
fishing trip under an EFP would need to
begin and end in the respective state.
Bag Limits

The recreational bag limit would be
one red snapper per person per day.
Additionally, each of the applicants
propose that the captain and crew of a
for-hire vessel may not retain red
snapper. Further harvest controls by
each state applicant as applicable are
summarized later.

Monitoring and Reporting

Participants in all states would be
required to submit a mandatory trip
declaration prior to each trip.
Participants in Georgia and South
Carolina would be required to report
electronically to the applicable state
agency after a fishing trip. Participants
in Florida would be required to report
to SRFS and may also voluntarily report
through an FWC phone app.
Participants in Georgia and South
Carolina would be required to complete
and submit a trip report before they can
initiate a new trip. Methods to submit
the mandatory trip report would vary by
state and whether fishing would occur
as a private angler or on a vessel
operated by a for-hire fisherman. More
information on reporting requirements
are found in the Project Summaries by
State section of this notice.

Reports to NMF'S

The applicants would meet with
NMEFS near the end of 2026 to discuss
outcomes of the recreational fishing
season and provide final project reports
to NMFS by April 30 (GADNR and
SCDNR) and May 31, 2027 (FWC). The
reports would contain the various data
with analyses of results and how project
goals were achieved while outlining
lessons learned and suggested
improvements to enhance data
collection, reporting, and future
management. The applicants would use
the data to refine harvest estimates and
project parameters for any subsequent
EFP applications.

These proposed extended recreational
seasons would replace the Federal
recreational season annually announced
by NMFS under current regulations.
Unless specifically exempted under an
EFP, current Federal regulations will
continue to apply. For example, if a
regulatory closure occurs in-season for
any species other than for recreationally
harvested red snapper, EFP participants
would be prohibited from harvesting
that species. Participation under each
EFP may require additional or more
restrictive provisions than current

Federal regulations, such as a state
license requirement or different harvest
limit, and those provisions are
summarized later by state and detailed
in each application.

Project Summaries by State
Florida

The pilot project would test two
methods of recreational data collection
to improve monitoring of red snapper
fishing effort, landings, and discards by
private anglers and for-hire fishermen in
state and Federal waters during the
proposed recreational fishing season in
2026. FWC has requested a harvest limit
of 185,379 red snapper.

Participants, Permits, and License
Requirements

FWC would allow for participation
under the proposed project if applicable
state license and Federal permit
requirements are met. A private angler
would need a valid saltwater
recreational fishing license issued by
Florida (or otherwise be exempt) and a
valid SRFS endorsement to fish in state
and Federal waters. For-hire fishermen
would need a state for-hire permit to
fish in state waters only, while the same
state permit and a Federal charter
vessel/headboat permit for snapper-
grouper would be required to fish in
state and Federal waters. FWC would
also require state and federally licensed
for-hire participants to sign up for the
Atlantic For-Hire Reef Fish Registry.
FWC proposes that the harvest of red
snapper under an EFP would be allowed
by hook-and-line and spearfishing gear.

Aggregate Bag Limit

In addition to a maximum of one red
snapper per person each day, FWC
proposes to manage red snapper harvest
as part of a 10-fish aggregate bag limit
of multiple snapper-grouper species to
test whether such a limit could reduce
discard mortality of the aggregate
species. The proposed composition and
limits for the species in the aggregate are
detailed in the FWC application linked
in the ADDRESSES section. Once a
participant reaches any combination of
10 fish from the aggregate bag limit, they
would be required to stop bottom
fishing for federally managed snapper-
grouper species for the remainder of the
trip to minimize catch and reduce
discard mortality of other snapper-
grouper species. Fishermen may still
target other species managed by the
state or NMFS after reaching the
aggregate limit, such as coastal
migratory pelagic species, like king
mackerel.

Monitoring and Reporting

FWC would use SRFS and a voluntary
phone app for trip reporting. FWC
would require private anglers and for-
hire operators to submit a mandatory
trip declaration using the phone app
before each fishing trip. A trip
declaration could provide additional
insight into intended and actual fishing
effort during the fishing season. Private
anglers and for-hire captains fishing
under the EFP would be required to
report information about the trip,
landings, and discards through SRFS.
FWC would also encourage participants
to voluntarily submit the same trip
information through the voluntary
phone app. Trip reports submitted
voluntarily through the phone app
would need to occur within 24 hours
after a fishing trip ends. FWC would
evaluate the utility of the phone app as
a method for collecting recreational data
and comparing those data with those
sourced through SRFS. Data collected
would include elements such as the
number of fish harvested and released,
and the number of fish released alive
and dead. For-hire fishermen would
continue to report all for-hire trips
under an EFP as required by existing
regulations (50 CFR 622.176(b)).

FWC would monitor landings and
prohibit red snapper harvest if landings
reached the proposed harvest limit.
Moreover, if red snapper landed under
an EFP during 2026 reach 141.5 percent
of the proposed harvest limit, FWC has
proposed to discuss with NMFS a
potentially reduced red snapper harvest
limit in any future EFP application.

Enforcement

FWC’s proposed enforcement strategy
for the pilot project would combine
direct field monitoring by state and
Federal agents with efforts to educate
stakeholders regarding the project’s
requirements. FWC managers would
closely coordinate with law
enforcement, field biologists, and phone
staff to ensure all parties are informed
of the project’s specific requirements,
such as the aggregate bag limit.
Participant registration would allow for
law enforcement to verify participants’
identities. Furthermore, FWC staff
would conduct dockside sampling and
angler interviews at access points to
validate catch data and ensure
adherence to the experimental fishing
guidelines, including verifying the
possession and recording the use of
descending devices.

Outreach

FWC would implement a targeted
outreach plan for EFP participants to
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minimize confusion and increase
compliance. Outreach would include
information on how the aggregate bag
limit would change throughout the
fishing season for some snapper-grouper
species as the fishing season for some
species could be open or closed to
harvest. FWC has already developed
outreach materials for the aggregate bag
limit, which have been tested recently
under other issued EFPs. FWC would
also disseminate information and
requirements through community
networks and fishing groups.
Additionally, FWC would seek to match
state water regulations with EFP
requirements in Federal waters.
Identical regulations in state and
Federal waters would help to minimize
confusion, enhance compliance, and
augment enforcement.

Florida would provide NMFS with a
draft progress report summarizing the
preliminary results of project activities
for review and comment by March 1,
2027.

Georgia

GADNR has requested an EFP to
conduct a pilot study to test a state-
based data collection system for the
recreational harvest of red snapper off
Georgia in state and Federal waters.
GADNR has requested a harvest limit of
10,759 red snapper for its proposed
recreational fishing season in 2026.

Participants, Permits, and License
Requirements

GADNR would allow for participation
under the proposed project if applicable
state license and Federal permit
requirements are met. Private anglers
would be required to possess a valid
Georgia recreational fishing license and
a free annual Saltwater Information
Program permit. For-hire fishermen
would be required to be properly
licensed in Georgia and, when operating
in Federal waters, to hold a valid
Federal charter vessel/headboat permit
for snapper-grouper. GADNR would also
provide each for-hire vessel a
personalized letter of permission, which
must be on the vessel during the EFP
period. All participants would be
required to register with the state’s
electronic data reporting application
and follow all mandatory reporting
conditions. GADNR does not propose a
fishing gear limitation for participation
in the EFP. Therefore, the current
allowable gear types for recreational
fishing in the snapper-grouper fishery
would continue to apply.

Monitoring and Reporting

GADNR proposes to use VESL, an
electronic reporting application

developed by Bluefin Data LLG, to
collect data from private anglers. As a
condition of participation under the EFP
and before fishing may occur, private
anglers would need to declare each trip
via the VESL application no earlier than
5 days before departure. Upon declaring
a trip, private anglers would receive a
trip authorization code. Each participant
would then need to complete and
submit a mandatory trip report no later
than 24 hours after the trip departure
time. The mandatory trip report would
need to be completed and submitted
prior to receiving an authorization code
to initiate a new trip. Consistent with
current state law, the project would
require each private angler to submit a
report—except under certain
circumstances, when an alternate trip
participant would be allowed to submit
data on another angler’s behalf. For
example, a participant that is a parent
or guardian could report on behalf of a
non-licensed child that is fishing under
an EFP. The data collected through
VESL could include trip length and end
time, depth fished, the number of red
snapper harvested or released, and
whether fish were alive or dead upon
release. Mandatory trip reporting by for-
hire fishermen would continue under
existing requirements at 50 CFR
622.176(b). During November, red
snapper harvest would be closed,
although GADNR would ask
participants to continue to abide by trip
notification and reporting requirements
for any fishing trips occurring then.

Enforcement

Compliance with the EFP would be
enforced by GADNR law enforcement in
cooperation with other state and Federal
partners, who would conduct at-sea and
dockside intercepts to verify that private
anglers have obtained the required
licenses and trip authorization codes.
Officers would also monitor for-hire
fishing activity to ensure that mandatory
trip reports are submitted following the
landing of any red snapper.
Additionally, GADNR would utilize law
enforcement engagement and data from
the existing MRIP to identify and
determine rates of non-compliance
during 2026. GADNR would provide
weekly in-season reporting of
unadjusted absolute landings to NMFS
based on a Monday through Sunday
reporting week.

Outreach

To support the successful
implementation of the 2026 project,
GADNR would develop and distribute a
variety of outreach materials to educate
private anglers and for-hire fishermen
about the participation requirements

and expectations. These materials
would include a dedicated web page to
provide project information, support for
VESL, and best fishing practices.
Further, GADNR plans to staff a phone
help line to assist project participants.

Georgia would provide to NMFS a
draft progress report summarizing the
preliminary results of the project for
review and comment by January 31,
2027. Georgia would meet with the
other applicants and NMFS in early
2027 to discuss outcomes of its EFP
project and how improvements could be
incorporated into future EFP
applications.

South Carolina

SCDNR has applied for an EFP to
conduct a pilot study to test a state-
based data collection system for the
recreational harvest of red snapper off
South Carolina in state and Federal
waters. SCDNR has requested a harvest
limit of 19,253 red snapper for its
proposed recreational fishing season in
2026.

Participants, Permits, and License
Requirements

SCDNR would allow a fisherman to
harvest red snapper under the EFP if
applicable state license and Federal
permit requirements are met. Private
anglers would be required to possess an
existing state saltwater fishing license
(or otherwise be exempt) and a state-
issued experimental red snapper harvest
permit. To fish in Federal waters, a for-
hire fisherman would need a state
charter vessel or headboat license, and
Federal charter vessel/headboat permit
for snapper-grouper. To prevent causing
an increase of new for-hire fishermen
who seek to participate under an EFP
and to harvest red snapper, SCDNR
would require that fishermen must have
been in possession of a valid Federal
for-hire permit any time between July 1
and December 31, 2025. All
participating private anglers and for-hire
fishermen would need to possess a copy
of the EFP while fishing. SCDNR would
distribute a digital copy of the issued
EFP to all participating private anglers
and for-hire fishermen. Harvest of red
snapper under an EFP would be allowed
by hook-and-line (specifically rod and
reel, handline, or bandit gear) and
spearfishing gear.

Minimum Size Limit

In addition to the daily bag limit of
one red snapper, SCDNR has proposed
a minimum size limit for red snapper of
20 inches (approximately 51
centimeters) in total length, which
would match the current minimum size
limit in state waters. SCDNR stated that
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such a limit in Federal waters off South
Carolina would provide compliance and
enforcement benefits across
jurisdictions. All other provisions for
red snapper and other species would
remain in effect.

Monitoring and Reporting

Participating private anglers and for-
hire fishermen would use VESL, a data
reporting program to register to fish.
VESL is the application currently used
to collect electronic for-hire data from
state licensed and federally permitted
charter vessels and headboats. To
participate under the EFP, private
anglers must declare each trip via the
VESL application no earlier than 5 days
before departure, and then complete and
submit a mandatory trip report no later
than 24 hours after the trip departure
time. Upon declaring a trip, private
anglers would receive a trip
authorization code, which must be
presented to law enforcement for
inspection upon request. Under certain
circumstances, alternate trip
participants may submit data on another
angler’s behalf. To ensure compliance
and data integrity, the VESL system is
designed so that a new trip cannot be
initiated or authorized until the
previous trip’s report has been
completed and submitted. For-hire
fishermen would continue mandatory
reporting through the same VESL
application in compliance with existing
requirements at 50 CFR 622.176(b). The
data collected through the SCDNR
project could include elements such as
the number of red snapper harvested,
the number of fish released alive or
dead, primary depth fished, and total
hours spent fishing. During November,
red snapper harvest would be closed,
although SCDNR would continue to
require notification and reporting
requirements for any fishing trips
participants take that month. To
encourage continued compliance in
November with required trip declaration
and report submissions, SCDNR would
offer material incentives to participants.

Enforcement

Compliance with the EFP regulations
would be enforced by SCDNR law
enforcement officers, who would
conduct inspections both at sea and at
landing locations. Officers would verify
that all private anglers and for-hire
fishermen possess the necessary valid
licenses and permits. During these
encounters, enforcement personnel
would verify the trip authorization code
from private anglers for the specific trip.
To ensure data integrity, enforcement
officers would also monitor for-hire
fishermen to verify that landed fish

correspond with submitted mandatory
reports. SCDNR would provide
unadjusted absolute harvest and discard
values for red snapper collected during
October.

Outreach

To support the successful
implementation of the 2026 pilot
program, SCDNR has proposed an
outreach and education campaign to
ensure angler compliance and build
positive momentum for the new data
reporting program. Prior to and during
a red snapper recreational season,
SCDNR would use email and other
electronic communication, and in-
person communication to clearly
communicate permit and reporting
requirements. A dedicated website
would provide instructional videos for
the VESL application, and guides to
assist with accurate data entry and
reporting. During the fishing season,
SCDNR staff and law enforcement
would engage directly with participants
at docks to distribute materials, assist
with the post-trip reporting process, and
collect or verify biological data.

SCDNR would provide to NMFS a
draft progress report summarizing the
preliminary results of the project for
review and comment by November 16,
2026. At this time, SCDNR would also
coordinate with NMFS to determine the
viability of a December harvest period.

Requested Exemptions

The applicants have each requested
exemptions to certain Federal
regulations for the proposed projects in
the South Atlantic.

1. 50 CFR 622.181(c)(2) limits the
harvest and possession of red snapper to
the specified season, and applies these
limitations to a federally permitted for-
hire vessel in both state and Federal
waters.

2. 50 CFR 622.183(b)(5)(i) specifies
when the recreational season will occur
each year.

3. 50 CFR 622.193(y)(2) specifies the
annual catch limit and accountability
measures applicable to the recreational
harvest of red snapper.

NMFS Preliminary Finding

NMFS finds the applications warrant
further consideration based on a
preliminary review. The applications
are considered together in this notice
because of the similar nature. However,
each application is independent and
will be considered individually as part
of the overall management of red
snapper. If issued by NMFS, an EFP
may impose possible conditions,
including but not limited to a
prohibition on fishing within marine

protected areas, marine sanctuaries, or
special management zones without
additional authorization.

Final decisions on issuance of EFPs
and the regulatory exemptions will
depend on NMFS’ review of public
comments received on the applications,
consultations with the appropriate
fishery management agencies of the
affected states, the South Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, and the
U.S. Coast Guard, and a determination
that the activities to be taken under the
EFPs are consistent with all other
applicable laws.

Additional Background

In early May 2026, NMFS issued EFPs
to FWC, GADNR, SCDNR, and NCDMF.
Each EFP authorized an expanded
recreational fishing season in 2026 for
South Atlantic red snapper in Federal
waters off each respective state.

On May 5, 2026, Plaintiffs in
Southeastern Fisheries Association, Inc.
v. Lutnick, No. 1:26—cv—-1533 (D.D.C.)
filed a lawsuit challenging the issuance
of the EFPs under the Administrative
Procedure Act.

On May 21, 2026, the United States
District Court for the District of
Columbia issued an order granting the
Plaintiffs’ motion for a preliminary
injunction, halting activities under all
four of the EFPs that authorized the
2026 state recreational red snapper
seasons in the South Atlantic.

On June 18, 2026, GADNR requested
to withdraw their application and
relinquish their EFP. On June 19, 2026,
FWC, SCDNR, and NCDMF requested
NMFS to cancel the issued EFPs. NMFS
subsequently rescinded all four EFPs in
a separate letter to each state on June 26,
2026.

The EFPs requested in the three new
applications from FWC, GADNR, and
SCDNR addressed in this notice include
additional information found lacking by
the Court and otherwise address issues
where the Court found the underlying
record insufficient to support the
agency’s decisions.

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

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Shannon Bettridge,

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

[FR Doc. 2026-16192 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No.: ED-2026-SCC-0562]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Shaping the Future of Loan Repayment

AGENCY: Institute of Education Sciences
(IES), Department of Education (ED).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of
1995, the Department is proposing a
new information collection request
(ICR).

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for proposed
information collection requests should
be submitted within 30 days of
publication of this notice. Click on this
link www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain to access the site. Find this
information collection request (ICR) by
selecting ‘“Department of Education”
under “Currently Under Review,” then
check the “Only Show ICR for Public
Comment” checkbox. Reginfo.gov
provides two links to view documents
related to this information collection
request. Information collection forms
and instructions may be found by
clicking on the “View Information
Collection (IC) List” link. Supporting
statements and other supporting
documentation may be found by
clicking on the “View Supporting
Statement and Other Documents” link.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Matt Soldner,
202-453-7441.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department 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: Shaping the Future
of Loan Repayment.

OMB Control Number: 1850-NEW.

Type of Review: A new ICR.

Respondents/Affected Public:
Individuals and Households Total
Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 60.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 30.

Abstract: The National Center for
Education Evaluation (NCEE) at the
Institute of Education Sciences (IES)
within the U.S. Department of
Education (ED) requests clearance from
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) to conduct new data collection
activities for the Shaping the Future of
Loan Repayment: Participation and
Repayment Progress in Federal Student
Loan Plans study.

Little information exists on what
borrowers understand about how
repayment plan features such as longer
repayment period, forgiveness, a
payment cap, an interest subsidy, or
income-driven monthly payment, affect
aspects of repayment and how
borrowers may prioritize these different
plan features. Improving the borrower
repayment experience requires
understanding how borrowers choose
repayment plans, including their
understanding of available options,
comprehension of plan features and
how those features affect their ability to
pay back their loans, and the priorities
that guide their decisions. In this study,
ED seeks to understand which
borrowers do and do not enroll in IDR
plans, why they do so, how long they
stay in their plans, their repayment
behaviors, and other household finance
and life course outcomes, as feasible.

The 60-day Federal Register notice
was published on March 19, 2026, Vol.
91., No. 53 page 13297. Four comments
were received on the study’s
recruitment and proposed data
collection plan. No comments expressed
opposition to or concerns about the
proposed data collection. Broadly,
commenters emphasized the importance
of acknowledging broader factors in the
framing for the study and highlighted
the need to account for the diversity of
borrowers and their complex repayment
experiences in sampling, recruitment,
and interview methods. After reviewing
the public comments, the study team
revised selected measures of household
financial circumstances in the interview
protocol. No changes are recommended
to the IDR sampling plan, recruitment
strategy, data collection plan, or the
analytic focus.

This request covers telephone/virtual
interviews with federal student loan
borrowers in repayment. This is the first

and only request for the collection of
data for this study.

Ross Santy,

Chief Data Officer, Office of Planning,
Evaluation and Policy Development.
[FR Doc. 2026-16223 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
[Docket No.: ED-2026-SCC—-2014]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to the Office of
Management and Budget for Review
and Approval; Comment Request;
Federal Work Study (FWS) Wages for
Student Aid Index

AGENCY: Federal Student Aid (FSA),
Department of Education (ED).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) of
1995, the Department is proposing an
extension without change of a currently
approved information collection request
(ICR).

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for proposed
information collection requests should
be submitted within 30 days of
publication of this notice. Click on this
link www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain to access the site. Find this
information collection request (ICR) by
selecting ‘“‘Department of Education”
under “Currently Under Review,” then
check the “Only Show ICR for Public
Comment” checkbox. Reginfo.gov
provides two links to view documents
related to this information collection
request. Information collection forms
and instructions may be found by
clicking on the “View Information
Collection (IC) List” link. Supporting
statements and other supporting
documentation may be found by
clicking on the “View Supporting
Statement and Other Documents” link.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
specific questions related to collection
activities, please contact Carolyn Rose,
(202) 453-5967.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department 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
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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: Federal Work
Study (FWS) Wages for Student Aid
Index.

OMB Control Number: 1845-0178.

Type of Review: Extension without
change of a currently approved ICR.

Respondents/Affected Public: State,
Local, and Tribal Governments; Private
Sector Total Estimated Number of
Annual Responses: 415,997.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 62,400.

Abstract: This is a request for an
extension without change of the
reporting and recordkeeping associated
with this information collection. This
collection is used to gather information
available to participating institutions of
higher education (IHE) which is
required to fully calculate eligibility for
title IV student financial aid for
applicants under the Higher Education
Act of 1965, as amended (HEA). The
Department is updating to remove 200

hours from the total burden calculation.
There is no other change to the
collection.

Pursuant to Sec 483(a)(2)(F) of the
HEA, the Department of Education (the
Department) is required to collect an
applicant’s income earned under the
FWS program from the IHE participating
in the FWS program, and may not add
additional questions to the FAFSA form
to obtain this information from the
FAFSA applicant.

Ross Santy,

Chief Data Officer, Office of Planning,
Evaluation and Policy Development.
[FR Doc. 2026-16222 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice Announcing Research Training
Programs in the Education Sciences,
Research Training Programs in Special
Education, Statistical and Research
Methodology in Education, Using
Longitudinal Data To Support State
Education Policymaking, and Using
Longitudinal Data To Support State
Education Policymaking in Special
Education Program Competitions

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Institute of Education
Sciences (IES) at the U.S. Department of
Education (ED) is soliciting applications
for new awards of the Fiscal Year (FY)
2027 Research Training Programs in the
Education Sciences, Research Training
Programs in Special Education,
Statistical and Research Methodology in
Education, Using Longitudinal Data to
Support State Education Policymaking,
and Using Longitudinal Data to Support
State Education Policymaking in Special
Education programs, Assistance Listing
Numbers 84.305B, 84.324B, 84.305D,
84.305S and 84.3248S.

DATES: Complete proposals must be
submitted electronically through the
Grants.gov “APPLY” function by
11:59:59 p.m. Eastern Time October 1,
2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

ALN and name Telephone Email
84.305B Research Training in the Education SCiences ..........cccccvveevieiieeneeecieenen. 202-987-0999 | Courtney.Pollack@ed.gov.
84.324B Research Training in Special Education ...................... 202-987-0071 | Katherine.Taylor@ed.gov.
84.305D Statistical and Research Methodology in Education ... | 202-987-0072 | Emily.Weaver@ed.gov.
84.305S Using Longitudinal Data to Support State Education Policymaking ........... 202-987-0071 | Katherine.Taylor@ed.gov.
84.324S Using Longitudinal Data to Support State Education Policymaking in 202-987-0071 | Katherine.Taylor@ed.gov.

Special Education.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FY
2027 Requests for Applications include
topic areas, scientific peer review
criteria, and requirements for each
competition listed below. IES is
announcing the following competitions:

National Center for Education Research

(NCER) Competitions

Research Training Programs in the
Education Sciences (ALN 84.305B).
Under this competition, NCER will
consider only applications that address
one of the following topics:

e Early Career Development and
Mentoring Program for Education
Research

e Methods Training for Education
Research

Statistical and Research Methodology
in Education (ALN 84.305D). Under this
competition, NCER will consider only
applications that address one of the
following topics:

e Core Grants

¢ Toolkits, Guidelines, Compendia,
Review Papers, and Curated Data
Resources

Using Longitudinal Data to Support
State Education Policymaking (ALN
84.305S). Under this competition, NCER
will consider only applications that
address State agencies’ use of their
State’s education longitudinal data
systems to provide evidence for their
own program and policy decisions, and
those of their local education agencies,
regarding increasing access to high-
quality education and increased
academic achievement for learners from
prekindergarten through adult
education.

National Center for Special Education
Research (NCSER) Competitions

Research Training Programs in
Special Education (ALN 84.324B).
Under this competition, NCSER will
consider only applications that address
one of the following topics:

e Early Career Development and
Mentoring

e Methods Training for Special
Education Research

Using Longitudinal Data to Support
State Education Policymaking in
Special Education (ALN 84.3248S).
Under this competition, NCSER will
consider only applications that address
State agencies’ use of their State’s
education longitudinal data systems to
provide evidence for their own program
and policy decisions, and those of their
local education agencies, pertaining to
learners with or at risk for disabilities
from birth through postsecondary
education.

Maximum Award: Maximum awards
vary by competition and topic as
specified in the cognizant Request for
Applications. For the Research Training
in the Education Sciences (ALN
84.305B) and Research Training in
Special Education (ALN 84.324B)
programs, the maximum award is
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$800,000. For the Statistical and
Research Methodology in Education
(ALN 84.305D) program, the maximum
award is $900,000. For the Using
Longitudinal Data to Support State
Education Policymaking (ALN 84.305S)
and Using Longitudinal Data to Support
State Education Policymaking in Special
Education (ALN 84.324S) programs, the
maximum award is $1,200,000.

Eligible Applicants: For the Using
Longitudinal Data to Support State
Education Policymaking (ALN 84.305S)
and Using Longitudinal Data to Support
State Education Policymaking in Special
Education (ALN 84.324S) grants
programs, institutions that have the
demonstrated ability and capacity to
conduct rigorous research are eligible to
apply. Eligible applicants include, but
are not limited to, state agencies
responsible for education programs and
policies, non-profit and for-profit

organizations, and public and private
agencies and institutions, such as
colleges and universities. Applications
must include the State agency or State
postsecondary system responsible for
the education issue, program, or policy
to be examined. Eligible State agencies
include the State educational agency
(SEA) responsible for the State’s K—12
sector as well as other State agencies
responsible for other specific education
sectors such as early intervention, early
childhood education, prekindergarten,
career and technical education,
postsecondary education, and adult
education. In addition, a State
postsecondary system may serve as the
eligible State agency. Eligible State
agencies may apply alone, or in
conjunction with research organizations
such as universities and research firms,
and/or with other appropriate

organizations (such as other State
agencies or local educational agencies).

For all other competitions in this
notice, applicants that have
demonstrated the ability and capacity to
conduct rigorous research are eligible to
apply. Eligible applicants include, but
are not limited to, nonprofit and for-
profit organizations and public and
private agencies, including state
education agencies, and institutions of
higher education, such as colleges and
universities.

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 9501 et
seq.

To Apply: The complete funding
opportunity announcement and all
information needed to apply, including
topics program requirements, are
available on ED’s website at https://
ies.ed.gov/funding/grants and on
Grants.gov at

Name and ALN

Grants.gov link

Research Training Programs in the Education Sciences (ALN 84.305B)
Statistical and Research Methodology in Education (ALN 305D)

Using Longitudinal Data to Support State Education Policymaking (ALN

84.3059).

Research Training Programs in Special Education (ALN 84.324B)

Using Longitudinal Data to Support State Education Policymaking in Special

Education (ALN 84.324S).

https//grants.gov/search-results-detail/363466.
https//grants.gov/search-results-detail/363468.
https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/363469.

https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/363467.
https://grants.gov/search-results-detail/363471.

The application notice and
instructions on Grants.gov is the official
document governing the grant
competitions.

Accessible Format: On request to the
program contact person listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT,
individuals with disabilities can obtain
this document in an accessible format.

Matthew Soldner,

Acting Director, Institute of Education
Sciences.

[FR Doc. 2026-16259 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[DOE-HQ-2026-0695]

Plan of Action Under the Defense
Production Act (Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee)

AGENCY: Office of Nuclear Energy, U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE).
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: On October 23, 2025, the
Department of Energy held a public
meeting to discuss the development of
voluntary agreements and plans of
action under the Defense Production
Act. As part of that meeting, a draft
voluntary agreement was released to the

accompanying docket and published in
the Federal Register for comment. This
notice publishes the plan of action for
the Market-Integrated Fuel Utilization
Committee under the “Nuclear Fuel
Cycle Consortium” Voluntary
Agreement, approved by the Secretary
of Energy, after consultation by the
Attorney General and Chairman of the
Federal Trade Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Robert Rova, Chief of Staff, Nuclear Fuel
Cycle, Office of Nuclear Energy,
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue SW, Washington,
DC 20585. Telephone: (301) 903—9096.
Email: DPAconsortium@
nuclear.energy.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority and Background

On August 25, 2025, the Department
of Energy (“DOE”) published an interim
final rule to codify standards and
procedures for developing and
implementing voluntary agreements
pursuant to section 708 of the Defense
Production Act of 1950 (“DPA”’), Public
Law 81-774 (Sept. 8, 1950) (codified at
50 U.S.C. 4558). See 90 FR 41279. As
explained in that interim final rule,
DOE’s procedures were developed in
accordance with the DPA statute and are
consistent with recent Executive orders

related to nuclear energy and a
Presidential declaration of a national
energy emergency. See Executive Order
(“E.O.”) 14302 (Reinvigorating the
Nuclear Industrial Base), 90 FR 22595
(May 29, 2025) and E.O. 14156
(Declaring a National Energy
Emergency), 90 FR 8433 (Jan. 29, 2025).
E.O. 14302 charges DOE with
developing and maintaining a resilient,
secure, and sustainable nuclear fuel
supply chain, from mining through the
management of spent nuclear fuel and
high-level radioactive waste, for
purposes of national security and energy
independence.

Consistent with this charge, the DPA,
and DOE’s related rule, DOE held a
public meeting on October 23, 2025, to
discuss the development of voluntary
agreements and plans of action pursuant
to section 708 of the DPA. See 90 FR
48268 (Oct. 15, 2025). At that meeting,
DOE presented for discussion and
comment a draft voluntary agreement
concerning the nuclear fuel cycle that
set out the broad framework to be
followed with respect to furthering the
goals of E.O. 14302. That draft
agreement was placed in the public
docket and made available for public
comment. DOE also reproduced that
draft agreement in the Federal Register
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and solicited further public comment.
See 90 FR 51208 (Nov. 17, 2025).

From January 2026 to March 2026,
Consortium members met to develop
plans of action to implement the
Voluntary Agreement. Proposals were
reviewed in a closed Steering
Committee session on March 26, 2026.
See 91 FR 17958 (April 9, 2026). Three
plans of action were finalized in
advance of the second public meeting of
the Consortium that was held on April
23, 2026, where meeting panels were
held to discuss the goals of the plans of
action. See 91 FR 20420 (April 16,
2026).

The text of the final version of the
plan of action for The Market-Integrated
Fuel Utilization Committee follows at
the end of this document.

Signing Authority

This document of the Department of
Energy was signed on July 28, 2026, by
Theodore Garrish, Assistant Secretary
for Nuclear Energy, pursuant to
delegated authority from the Secretary
of Energy. The document with the
original signature and date is
maintained by DOE. For administrative
purposes only, and in compliance with
requirements of the Office of the Federal
Register, the undersigned DOE Federal
Register Liaison Officer has been
authorized to sign and submit the
document in electronic format for
publication, as an official document of
the Department of Energy. This
administrative process in no way alters
the legal effect of this document upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2026.

Treena V. Garrett,
Federal Register Liaison Officer, U.S.
Department of Energy.

Set forth below is the full text of the
final version of the plan of action for the
Market-Integrated Fuel Utilization
Committee.

DOE Nuclear Fuel Cycle DPA
Consortium

Plan of Action

Market-Integrated Fuel Utilization
Committee

Authorities

Section 708, Defense Production Act
(50 U.S.C. 4558); Section 161, Atomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2201); Section
123, Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C.
2153); Section 124, Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 2154); Executive Order (E.O.)
14156, Declaring a National Energy
Emergency (90 FR 8433); E.O. 14302,
Reinvigorating the Nuclear Industrial
Base (90 FR 22595). Pursuant to Defense
Production Act section 708(f)(1)(A), the

Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy
certifies that this Agreement is
necessary to help provide for the
national defense.

Participants acknowledge and agree to
comply with all provisions of the
Defense Production Act (DPA) section
708, as amended, and regulations
related thereto which are promulgated
by the Department of Energy (DOE), the
Attorney General, and the Federal Trade
Commission (FTC). DOE has
promulgated standards and procedures
pertaining to voluntary agreements in 10
CFR part 821. The Chairperson shall
inform Participants of new rules and
regulations as they are issued. Further
information on definitions for terms in
this Plan of Action are available in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Definitions.”

Mission Statement

As the implementing body of the
Nuclear Dominance—3 by 33 moonshot
challenge, “Fast Forward Nuclear
Dominance,” the Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee and its
subcommittees are focused on how to
turn material that we produce into
reactor-usable materials that the utilities
and end-users will buy and deploy.

Scope of Activities

The Fabrication & Deconversion
Subcommittee activities will focus on
ways to assess, develop, strengthen, and
expand domestic nuclear fuel
fabrication (and corresponding supply
chain) and high-assay low-enriched
uranium (HALEU) deconversion
capabilities in the United States,
ensuring the secure and reliable
production of commercial and advanced
nuclear fuels.

The Recycling & Reprocessing
Subcommittee activities will focus on
how to establish a domestic, secure,
resilient, closed nuclear fuel cycle
through the operation of commercial
reprocessing and recycling technologies
while unlocking economic value from
the fuel and isotope products recovered
from Used Nuclear Fuel (UNF).

The Reactors Subcommittee will focus
on accelerating reactor deployment and
securing critical materials and
components to support that deployment
while leveraging reactor vendor market
knowledge to understand how to best
deliver the next generation of nuclear
power plants, including small modular
reactors.

Participation Criteria

The Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee members shall
actively participate in designated
working groups, providing subject

matter expertise, data, and/or other
resources as defined in their company’s
approved capability statement. Failure
to meet participation requirements,
defined as no less than 75% of
scheduled meetings and timely
submission of accepted deliverables,
may result in suspension of membership
privileges, including loss of voting
rights and removal from the Committee.

The Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee will have one
DOE Committee Chair who will convene
the group, convey DOE priorities and
concerns, coordinate activities between
Participants, and ensure administration
of the Plan of Action (POA). Each
Committee will report through the
Committee Chair all milestones and
achievements.

The Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee will have two
Industry Co-leads, as voted by the other
participants. This role will be staggered
and rotate every six months among the
members of each Committee, as
identified in Appendix 1 of the
Voluntary Agreement.

Each Participant in the Market-
Integrated Fuel Utilization Committee
will submit a short “capability
statement”” that maps their contribution
to the Market-Integrated Fuel Utilization
Committee’s goals.

The Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee intends to
coordinate with the National Nuclear
Security Administration (NNSA), the
Department of War (DoW), and the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
to ensure the highest level of
collaboration and communication.

A representative of the Department of
Justice (DOJ) or FTC must be in
attendance at each substantive Market-
Integrated Fuel Utilization Committee
meeting to provide oversight and
guidance.

Committee working groups are at the
discretion of the Market-Integrated Fuel
Utilization Committee leadership but
should be identified. The Secretary of
Energy, the appropriately delegated
DOE official, or their federal
representative must approve in advance
any substantive meeting among
Participants to ‘“‘discuss problems,
determine policies, recommend actions,
and make decisions necessary to carry
out the agreement.” 10 CFR 821.4(c)(1).
A representative from the federal
government must be in attendance at all
substantive working group meetings, as
required by 50 U.S.C. 4558(h)(5) and 10
CFR 821.4(c)(4). This representative
may be an appropriately delegated DOE
official. DOJ and FTC must be notified
of any such meetings and may also
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attend, at their discretion. 10 CFR
821.4(c)(4).

Further information on effective dates
and duration of participation,
modification and amendment, rules and
regulations, expenses, withdrawal and
removal is available in the Voluntary
Agreement under “Committee
Participation.”

Roles and Responsibilities

Subcommittees will identify their
members and contributions through
identification of specific actions or
activities in support of the moonshot
goal. For specific information on
deliverables, see Timelines and
Milestones.

Framework for a Domestic Circular
Nuclear Fuel Economy

Members will identify their expected
contribution to this 60-day deliverable
and subsequent follow-on actions
identified in advance of the final
Steering Committee meeting of 2026 as
follows:

Design and establish the structure,
eligibility criteria, and offtake terms for
an Advanced Fuel Availability Program
(AFAP) for domestically recycled
nuclear materials, modeled on the
HALEU Availability Program, and
collectively evaluate and recommend
the appropriate federal funding
mechanism—including potential
utilization of Nuclear Waste Fund
accrued interest or congressional
appropriations to capitalize the
program.

Identify applicable existing technical
standards (including relevant ASTM
International standards) and agree on
commercial reference terms for
recovered materials and isotopes
produced from used nuclear fuel
recycling, thereby establishing the
industry benchmarks required for
project financing and federal program
design.

Reactor Component Demand
Aggregation

Members will identify their expected
contribution to this 60-day deliverable
and subsequent follow-on actions
identified in advance of the final
Steering Committee meeting of 2026 as
follows:

Contributor: Companies to be
identified.

Reviewer: Companies to be identified.

Reporting & Record Keeping

Each Committee, Subcommittee, and
working group meeting shall produce a
record of participants, objectives,
outcomes, and next steps. All such
meetings will be recorded with

transcripts on Microsoft Teams. The
DOE Chair will keep this record.

Any substantive meeting including
more than one industry participant that
is not inclusive of the DOE Chair is
subject to the same record keeping and
reporting requirements as a regular
Committee, Subcommittee, or working
group meeting.

See “Record Keeping” under
“Committee Participation” and
“Information Management and
Responsibilities” in the Voluntary
Agreement for more details on record
keeping.

Timelines and Milestones

The original moonshot goals have
been prioritized based upon near-term
needs and opportunities as stated
below. As the Consortium’s work
progresses, additional goals may be
defined and assigned across
subcommittees to address emerging
priorities, gaps, and areas of
opportunity. All subcommittees are
expected to contribute to current
priority goals while remaining
positioned to support or lead future
goals as identified. In addition to the 60-
day deliverables below, subcommittees
are authorized to take any follow-on
actions to brief, clarify, supplement, or
respond to Steering Committee direction
arising from those deliverables,
including the development of
subsequent POAs.

Framework for a Domestic Circular
Nuclear Fuel Economy

Within 60 days, the Committee will
submit a report to DOE that provides a
quantitative roadmap for federal value-
based compensation model including
associated funding approaches that
enables a commercially viable recycling
and reprocessing sector.

The report will evaluate
compensation mechanisms,
transportation, repackaging, title-
transfer and related activities to
compensate industry for reducing
federal final-disposition liabilities and
expanding the supply of domestically
recovered nuclear materials.

It may outline the mechanics for an
“Advanced Fuel Availability Program”
that uses fixed-price offtake agreements
to generate the bankable demand signal
required for private developers to raise
capital, build capacity, and deliver
strategic materials at scale.

Reactor Component Aggregation

Within 60 days, the Committee will
submit a report to DOE that outlines
how a coordinated demand-aggregation
mechanism could be established and
operated to support nuclear reactors,

critical reactor components, and
materials markets.

The report will first define the
prospective participants, the
organizational home for the mechanism,
and the specific materials and
components covered.

The report will assess how
consolidated and anonymized (where
appropriate) demand-signal data can be
collected, validated, and used to inform
industrial-based planning.

The report will evaluate the feasibility
of coordinated or pooled purchasing
and any necessary safeguards to
minimize negative impacts on
competition.

The report will also identify
contracting approaches capable of
demonstrating real, quantifiable demand
for priority supply-chain elements using
anonymized buyer pools, collective
purchasing structures, or other
combined demand signals to strengthen
supplier confidence and accelerate
industrial-base expansion.

Antitrust Defense

Under the provisions of DPA
subsection 708(j), each Participant in
this Plan shall have available as a
defense to any civil or criminal action
brought for violation of the antitrust
laws (or any similar law of any State)
with respect to any action to develop or
carry out this Plan, insofar as such
action was taken by the Participant in
the course of developing or carrying out
this Plan, that the Participant fully
complied with the provisions of DPA
section 708 and the rules promulgated
thereunder, and that the Participant
acted in accordance with the terms of
the Voluntary Agreement and this Plan.
Except in the case of actions taken to
develop this Plan, this defense shall be
available only if and to the extent the
Participant asserting the defense
demonstrates that the action was
specified in, or was within the scope of,
this Plan and within the scope of the
appropriate Committee(s), including
being taken at the direction and under
the active supervision of DOE.

This defense shall not apply to any
action occurring after the termination of
this Plan. Immediately upon
modification of this Plan, no defense to
antitrust claims under DPA section 708
shall be available to any subsequent
action that is beyond the scope of the
modified Plan. The Participant asserting
the defense bears the burden of proof to
establish the elements of the defense.
The defense shall not be available if the
person against whom the defense is
asserted shows that the action was taken
for the purpose of violating the antitrust
laws.
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Prior to participation in this
Agreement or a POA, Participants agree
to consult with internal or external
antitrust or compliance counsel about
the scope of the antitrust defense as
outlined herein or in any subsequent
POA, as needed.

Information Sharing

Participants in this POA are bound by
the requirements outlined in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Information Management and
Responsibilities,” which also addresses
Competitively Sensitive Information
(CSI) and Oversight.

All CSI provided by a Participant as
described in the Voluntary Agreement is
deemed CSI, except for information that:

is published or has been made publicly
available at the time of disclosure by the
Participant;

was in the possession of, or was
lawfully and readily available to, DOE
from another source at the time of
disclosure without breaching any
obligation of confidentiality applicable
to the other source; or

was independently developed or
acquired without reference to or
reliance upon the Participant’s CSIL

Where information deemed CSI is
required to be disclosed by law,
regulation, or court order, the
“Competitively Sensitive” (or
substantially similar) label will continue
to attach to all information and
portion(s) of documents that are not
made public through the required
disclosure.

Resources Required

Execution of this Plan of Action and
its follow-on actions in advance of the
final Steering Committee meeting of
2026 may require the following assets
and legal mechanisms:

Direct Assets: In-kind labor, materials,
and operational resources from
Consortium participants.

Signatures
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[DOE-HQ-2026-1024]

Plan of Action Under the Defense
Production Act (Material Sufficiency
Committee)

AGENCY: Office of Nuclear Energy, U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE).

ACTION: Notice of availability.

Signature:
Date:

Theodore Garrish, Assistant Secretary for
Nuclear Energy

Signature:

Date:

Josh Jarrell, Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Nuclear Fuel Cycle

[FR Doc. 2026—-16225 Filed 8-7—26; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

SUMMARY: On October 23, 2025, the
Department of Energy held a public
meeting to discuss the development of
voluntary agreements and plans of
action under the Defense Production
Act. As part of that meeting, a draft
voluntary agreement was released to the
accompanying docket and published in
the Federal Register for comment. This
notice publishes the plan of action for
the Material Sufficiency Committee
under the “Nuclear Fuel Cycle
Consortium” Voluntary Agreement,
approved by the Secretary of Energy,
after consultation by the Attorney
General and Chairman of the Federal
Trade Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Robert Rova, U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue SW,
Washington, DC 20585. Telephone:
(301) 903-9096. Email:
DPAconsortium@nuclear.energy.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority and Background

On August 25, 2025, the Department
of Energy (“DOE”) published an interim
final rule to codify standards and
procedures for developing and
implementing voluntary agreements
pursuant to section 708 of the Defense
Production Act of 1950 (“DPA”’), Public
Law 81-774 (Sept. 8, 1950) (codified at
50 U.S.C. 4558). See 90 FR 41279. As
explained in that interim final rule,
DOE’s procedures were developed in
accordance with the DPA statute and are
consistent with recent Executive orders
related to nuclear energy and a
Presidential declaration of a national
energy emergency. See Executive Order
(E.O.) 14302 (Reinvigorating the Nuclear
Industrial Base), 90 FR 22595 (May 29,
2025) and E.O. 14156 (Declaring a
National Energy Emergency), 90 FR
8433 (Jan. 29, 2025). E.O. 14302 charges
DOE with developing and maintaining a
resilient, secure, and sustainable
nuclear fuel supply chain, from mining
through the management of spent
nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive
waste, for purposes of national security
and energy independence.

Consistent with this charge, the DPA,
and DOE’s related rule, DOE held a
public meeting on October 23, 2025, to

discuss the development of voluntary
agreements and plans of action pursuant
to section 708 of the DPA. See 90 FR
48268 (Oct. 15, 2025). At that meeting,
DOE presented for discussion and
comment a draft voluntary agreement
concerning the nuclear fuel cycle that
set out the broad framework to be
followed with respect to furthering the
goals of E.O. 14302. That draft
agreement was placed in the public
docket and made available for public
comment. DOE also reproduced that
draft agreement in the Federal Register
and solicited further public comment.
See 90 FR 51208 (Nov. 17, 2025).

From January 2026 to March 2026,
Consortium members met to develop
plans of action to implement the
Voluntary Agreement. Proposals were
reviewed in a closed Steering
Committee session on March 26, 2026.
See 91 FR 17958 (April 9, 2026). The
three plans of action were finalized in
advance of the second public meeting of
the Consortium that was held on April
23, 2026, where panels were held to
discuss the goals of the plans of action.
See 91 FR 20420 (April 16, 2026).

The text of the final version of the
plan of action for The Material
Sufficiency Committee follows at the
end of this document.

Signing Authority

This document of the Department of
Energy was signed on July 28, 2026, by
Theodore Garrish, Assistant Secretary
for Nuclear Energy, pursuant to
delegated authority from the Secretary
of Energy. The document with the
original signature and date is
maintained by DOE. For administrative
purposes only, and in compliance with
requirements of the Office of the Federal
Register, the undersigned DOE Federal
Register Liaison Officer has been
authorized to sign and submit the
document in electronic format for
publication, as an official document of
the Department of Energy. This
administrative process in no way alters
the legal effect of this document upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2026.

Treena V. Garrett,

Federal Register Liaison Officer,U.S.
Department of Energy.

Set forth below is the full text of the
final version of the plan of action for the
Material Sufficiency Committee.
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DOE Nuclear Fuel Cycle DPA
Consortium

Plan of Action Material Sufficiency
Committee

Authorities

Section 708, Defense Production Act
(50 U.S.C. 4558); Section 161, Atomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2201); Section
123, Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C.
2153); Section 124, Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 2154); Executive Order (E.O.)
14156, Declaring a National Energy
Emergency (90 FR 8433); E.O. 14302,
Reinvigorating the Nuclear Industrial
Base (90 FR 22595). Pursuant to Defense
Production Act section 708(f)(1)(A), the
Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy
certifies that this Agreement is
necessary to help provide for the
national defense.

Participants acknowledge and agree to
comply with all provisions of the
Defense Production Act (DPA) section
708, as amended, and regulations
related thereto which are promulgated
by the Department of Energy (DOE), the
Attorney General, and the Federal Trade
Commission (FTC). DOE has
promulgated standards and procedures
pertaining to voluntary agreements in 10
CFR part 821. The Chairperson shall
inform Participants of new rules and
regulations as they are issued. Further
information on definitions for terms in
this Plan of Action are available in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Definitions.”

Mission Statement

As the implementing body of the
Nuclear Dominance—3 by 33 moonshot
challenge, “Operation Nuclear Warp
Speed,” the Material Sufficiency
Committee and its subcommittees are
focused on how to produce enough
nuclear material domestically to sustain
existing and projected domestic reactor
fleet operations independent of
geopolitical supply disruption.

Scope of Activities

The Mining & Milling Subcommittee
activities will focus on how to
accelerate and expand the production of
U.S.-origin, unobligated natural
uranium concentrate (U308) to fulfill
critical national security requirements
and to support affordable civil nuclear

fuel supply.
The Conversion Subcommittee

activities will focus on how to
comprehensively evaluate and
strengthen the United States’ domestic
uranium conversion capacity, securing
the foundational material required for a
robust, resilient, and domestically-
controlled nuclear fuel supply chain,
thereby underpinning national security,
meeting the growing need for energy

independence, ensuring access to
uninterruptible power supplies,
addressing the global race to dominate
in artificial intelligence, and sustaining
U.S. leadership in related technologies.
The Enrichment Subcommittee
activities will focus on how to
strategically assess and revitalize the
United States’ domestic uranium
enrichment capabilities, ensuring the
secure and reliable production of low-
enriched uranium (LEU—< 10.0 w/0)
and high-assay, low-enriched uranium
(HALEU—10.0 to 19.75 w/0) necessary
for addressing the global race to
dominate in artificial intelligence,
meeting the growing need for energy
independence, providing access to
uninterruptible power supplies for
national security, supporting the
advanced reactor fleet, and sustaining
U.S. leadership in related technologies.

Participation Criteria

The Material Sufficiency Committee
members shall actively participate in
designated working groups, providing
subject matter expertise, data, and/or
other resources as defined in their
company’s approved capability
statement. Failure to meet participation
requirements, defined as no less than
75% of scheduled meetings and timely
submission of accepted deliverables,
may result in suspension of membership
privileges, including loss of voting
rights and removal from the Committee.

The Material Sufficiency Committee
will have one DOE Committee Chair
who will convene the group, convey
DOE priorities and concerns, coordinate
activities between Participants, and
ensure administration of the Plan of
Action (POA). Each Committee will
report through the Committee Chair all
milestones and achievements.

The Material Sufficiency Committee
will have two Industry Co-leads, as
voted by the other participants. This
role will be staggered and rotate every
six months among the members of each
Committee, as identified in Appendix 1
of the Voluntary Agreement.

Each company in the Material
Sufficiency Committee will submit a
short “capability statement” that maps
their contribution to the Material
Sufficiency Committee’s goals.

The Material Sufficiency Committee
intends to coordinate with the National
Nuclear Security Administration
(NNSA), the Department of War (DoW),
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) to ensure the highest level of
collaboration and communication.

The Material Sufficiency Committee
intends to regularly engage the
Consortium Advisory Forum members
in this POA as follows:

The Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI)

A representative of the Department of
Justice (DQJ) or FTC must be in
attendance at each Material Sufficiency
Committee meeting to provide oversight
and guidance.

Committee working groups are at the
discretion of the Material Sufficiency
Committee leadership but should be
identified. The Secretary of Energy, the
appropriately delegated DOE official, or
their federal representative, must
approve in advance any substantive
meeting among Participants to “discuss
problems, determine policies,
recommend actions, and make decisions
necessary to carry out the agreement.”
10 CFR 821.4(c)(1). A representative
from the federal government must be in
attendance at all substantive working
group meetings, as required by 50 U.S.C.
4558(h)(5) and 10 CFR 821.4(c)(4). This
representative may be an appropriately
delegated DOE official. DOJ and FTC
must be notified of any such meetings
and may also attend, at their discretion.
10 CFR 821.4(c)(4).

Further information on effective dates
and duration of participation,
modification and amendment, rules and
regulations, expenses, withdrawal and
removal is available in the Voluntary
Agreement under “Committee
Participation.”

Roles and Responsibilities

Subcommittees will identify their
members and contributions through
identification of specific actions or
activities in support of the moonshot
goal. For specific information on
deliverables, see Timelines and
Milestones.

Permitting & Regulatory Acceleration
(Defense Priority Permitting Lane)

Members will contribute to this 60-
day deliverable and subsequent follow-
on actions identified in advance of the
final Steering Committee meeting of
2026 as follows:

Contributors

The following companies have
indicated a commitment to participate
in the preparation of the 60-day
deliverable: enCore Energy, Energy
Fuels, DISA, IsoEnergy, and Laramide
Resources/NuFuels. Other participants
are to be determined.

The following companies have
indicated they can commit to providing
uranium data towards the advancement
of the Defense Priority Permitting Lane
(DPPL) for designated national security
uranium projects, as well as participate
in other DPA-prioritized programs
aimed at stocking the Strategic Uranium
Reserve: Anfield Energy, Cameco
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Resources, DISA, enCore Energy, Energy
Fuels, General Atomics, IsoEnergy,
Laramide Resources/NuFuels, Strata
Energy, Uranium Energy Corporation,
and Ur-Energy.

Conversion & Enrichment Gap
Assessment

* Providing relevant information for
the gap assessment as requested.

Members will contribute to this 60-
day deliverable and subsequent follow-
on actions identified in advance of the
final Steering Committee meeting of
2026 as follows:

Demand-Side

Develop survey questions (Identify
feed Uranium Hexafloride (UF6) and
Separative Work Units (SWU) required,
as well as uncovered requirements by
year, for every existing and proposed
reactor): [

Identify companies that mandatory
response to survey is needed:

Determine demand for reactors to get
to Moonshot of 400GW by 2050 that are
beyond any company’s business plan:
Supply-Side

Develop survey questions (Identify
UF6 conversion and enrichment
services in production, as well as
proposed expansion and amount of
contractual commitment, by year):

Identify companies that mandatory
response to survey is needed: [List of
companies TBC]

Aggregate Data (both supply and
demand) to determine gap and
determine how much more UF6
Conversion and Enrichment services are
needed by year, through 2050: [List of
companies TBC]

Reporting & Record Keeping

Each Committee, Subcommittee, and
working group meeting shall produce a
record of participants, objectives,
outcomes, and next steps. All such
meetings will be recorded with
transcripts on Microsoft Teams. The
DOE Chair will keep this record.

Any substantive meeting including
more than one industry participant that
is not inclusive of the DOE Chair is
subject to the same record keeping and
reporting requirements as a regular
Committee, Subcommittee, or working
group meeting.

See “Record Keeping” under
“Committee Participation” and
“Information Management and
Responsibilities”” in the Voluntary
Agreement for more details on record
keeping.

Timelines and Milestones

The original moonshot goals have
been prioritized based upon near-term

needs and opportunities as stated
below. As the Consortium’s work
progresses, additional goals may be
defined and assigned across
subcommittees to address emerging
priorities, gaps, and areas of
opportunity. All subcommittees are
expected to contribute to current
priority goals while remaining
positioned to support or lead future
goals as identified. In addition to the 60-
day deliverables below, subcommittees
are authorized to take any follow-on
actions to brief, clarify, supplement, or
respond to Steering Committee direction
arising from those deliverables,
including the development of
subsequent POAs.

Permitting & Regulatory Acceleration
(Defense Priority Permitting Lane)

Within 60 days, the Committee will
submit a report to DOE that examines
the removal of unnecessary and
duplicative regulatory roadblocks to
expanding U.S. uranium production by
establishing a defense-priority
permitting lane for designated national
security uranium projects. These
projects could include projects to
deliver needed levels of domestically
mined, milled, converted, unobligated
U308 or UF6 before 2033, or other fuel
cycle projects that are being slowed by
regulatory roadblocks.

The Committee will also explore how
to streamline permitting and licensing
processes through general permits,
permit-by-rule, and elimination of non-
statutory administrative delays.

Conversion & Enrichment Gap
Assessment

Within 60 days, the Committee will
develop a report in collaboration with
NEI and their associated independent
third party that thoroughly identifies
and, where possible, quantifies all
significant medium-to-long term gaps in
domestic uranium conversion and
enrichment capacity for both LEU and
HALEU and commercial and
government customers.

This assessment will provide linkages
directly to national demand projections
(defense, advanced reactors, and
existing civilian reactors) and points out
strategic solutions, such as reserves, for
bridging the gaps while identifying any
foreign supplies.

Follow-on gap assessment using the
EIA to collect additional fuel cycle gap
information may be considered after
evaluation of the NEI-collected
information.

Antitrust Defense

Under the provisions of DPA
subsection 708(j), each Participant in

this Plan shall have available as a
defense to any civil or criminal action
brought for violation of the antitrust
laws (or any similar law of any State)
with respect to any action to develop or
carry out this Plan, insofar as such
action was taken by the Participant in
the course of developing or carrying out
this Plan, that the Participant fully
complied with the provisions of DPA
section 708 and the rules promulgated
thereunder, and that the Participant
acted in accordance with the terms of
the Voluntary Agreement and this Plan.
Except in the case of actions taken to
develop this Plan, this defense shall be
available only if and to the extent the
Participant asserting the defense
demonstrates that the action was
specified in, or was within the scope of,
this Plan and within the scope of the
appropriate Committee(s), including
being taken at the direction and under
the active supervision of DOE.

This defense shall not apply to any
action occurring after the termination of
this Plan. Immediately upon
modification of this Plan, no defense to
antitrust claims under DPA section 708
shall be available to any subsequent
action that is beyond the scope of the
modified Plan. The Participant asserting
the defense bears the burden of proof to
establish the elements of the defense.
The defense shall not be available if the
person against whom the defense is
asserted shows that the action was taken
for the purpose of violating the antitrust
laws.

Prior to participation in this
Agreement or a POA, Participants agree
to consult with internal or external
antitrust or compliance counsel about
the scope of the antitrust defense as
outlined herein or in any subsequent
POA, as needed.

Information Sharing

Participants in this POA are bound by
the requirements outlined in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Information Management and
Responsibilities,” which also addresses
Competitively Sensitive Information
(CSI) and Oversight.

All CSI provided by a Participant as
described in the Voluntary Agreement is
deemed CSI, except for information that:

is published or has been made publicly
available at the time of disclosure by the
Participant;

was in the possession of, or was
lawfully and readily available to, DOE
from another source at the time of
disclosure without breaching any
obligation of confidentiality applicable
to the other source; or
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was independently developed or
acquired without reference to or
reliance upon the Participant’s CSI.

Where information deemed CSI is
required to be disclosed by law,
regulation, or court order, the
“Competitively Sensitive” (or
substantially similar) label will continue
to attach to all information and
portion(s) of documents that are not
made public through the required
disclosure.

Resources Required

Execution of this Plan of Action and
its follow-on actions in advance of the
final Steering Committee meeting of
2026 may require the following assets
and legal mechanisms:

Direct Assets: In-kind labor, materials,
and operational resources from
Consortium participants.

Signatures
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
Signature:

Date:

Theodore Garrish,
Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy.

Signature:

Date:

Josh Jarrell,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Fuel
Cycle.

[FR Doc. 2026—16226 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[DOE-HQ-2026-0694]

Plan of Action Under the Defense
Production Act (Human Mobilization
Committee)

AGENCY: Office of Nuclear Energy, U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE).
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: On October 23, 2025, the
Department of Energy held a public
meeting to discuss the development of
voluntary agreements and plans of
action under the Defense Production
Act. As part of that meeting, a draft
voluntary agreement was released to the
accompanying docket and published in
the Federal Register for comment. This
notice publishes the plan of action for
the Human Mobilization Committee
under the “Nuclear Fuel Cycle
Consortium” Voluntary Agreement,
approved by the Secretary of Energy,
after consultation by the Attorney
General and Chairman of the Federal
Trade Commission.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Robert Rova, U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue SW,

Washington, DC 20585. Telephone:
(301) 903-9096. Email:
DPAconsortium@nuclear.energy.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority and Background

On August 25, 2025, the Department
of Energy (“DOE”’) published an interim
final rule to codify standards and
procedures for developing and
implementing voluntary agreements
pursuant to section 708 of the Defense
Production Act of 1950 (“DPA”’), Public
Law 81-774 (Sept. 8, 1950) (codified at
50 U.S.C. 4558). See 90 FR 41279. As
explained in that interim final rule,
DOE’s procedures were developed in
accordance with the DPA statute and are
consistent with recent Executive Orders
related to nuclear energy and a
Presidential declaration of a national
energy emergency. See Executive Order
(“E.O.”) 14302 (Reinvigorating the
Nuclear Industrial Base), 90 FR 22595
(May 29, 2025) and E.O. 14156
(Declaring a National Energy
Emergency), 90 FR 8433 (Jan. 29, 2025).
E.O. 14302 charges DOE with
developing and maintaining a resilient,
secure, and sustainable nuclear fuel
supply chain, from mining through the
management of spent nuclear fuel and
high-level radioactive waste, for
purposes of national security and energy
independence.

Consistent with this charge, the DPA,
and DOE’s related rule, DOE held a
public meeting on October 23, 2025, to
discuss the development of voluntary
agreements and plans of action pursuant
to section 708 of the DPA. See 90 FR
48268 (Oct. 15, 2025). At that meeting,
DOE presented for discussion and
comment a draft voluntary agreement
concerning the nuclear fuel cycle that
set out the broad framework to be
followed with respect to furthering the
goals of E.O. 14302. That draft
agreement was placed in the public
docket and made available for public
comment. DOE also reproduced that
draft agreement in the Federal Register
and solicited further public comment.
See 90 FR 51208 (Nov. 17, 2025).

From January 2026 to March 2026,
Consortium members met to develop
plans of action to implement the
Voluntary Agreement. Proposals were
reviewed in a closed Steering
Committee session on March 26, 2026.
See 91 FR 17958 (April 9, 2026). Three
plans of action were finalized in
advance of the second public meeting of
the Consortium that was held on April
23, 2026, where panels were held to
discuss the goals of the plans of action.
See 91 FR 20420 (April 16, 2026).

The text of the final version of the
plan of action for The Human

Mobilization Committee follows at the
end of this document.
Signing Authority

This document of the Department of
Energy was signed on July 28, 2026, by
Theodore Garrish, Assistant Secretary
for Nuclear Energy, pursuant to
delegated authority from the Secretary
of Energy. The document with the
original signature and date is
maintained by DOE. For administrative
purposes only, and in compliance with
requirements of the Office of the Federal
Register, the undersigned DOE Federal
Register Liaison Officer has been
authorized to sign and submit the
document in electronic format for
publication, as an official document of
the Department of Energy. This
administrative process in no way alters
the legal effect of this document upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC, on August 6,
2026.
Treena V. Garrett,

Federal Register Liaison Officer, U.S.
Department of Energy.

Set forth below is the full text of the
final version of the plan of action for the
Human Mobilization Committee.

DOE Nuclear Fuel Cycle DPA
Consortium Plan of Action Human
Mobilization

Authorities

Section 708, Defense Production Act
(50 U.S.C. 4558); Section 161, Atomic
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2201); Section
123, Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C.
2153); Section 124, Atomic Energy Act
(42 U.S.C. 2154); Executive Order (E.O.)
14156, Declaring a National Energy
Emergency (90 FR 8433); E.O. 14302,
Reinvigorating the Nuclear Industrial
Base (90 FR 22595). Pursuant to Defense
Production Act section 708(f)(1)(A), the
Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy
certifies that this Agreement is
necessary to help provide for the
national defense.

Participants acknowledge and agree to
comply with all provisions of the
Defense Production Act (DPA) section
708, as amended, and regulations
related thereto which are promulgated
by the Department of Energy (DOE), the
Attorney General, and the Federal Trade
Commission (FTC). DOE has
promulgated standards and procedures
pertaining to voluntary agreements in 10
CFR part 821. The Chairperson shall
inform Participants of new rules and
regulations as they are issued. Further
information on definitions for terms in
this Plan of Action are available in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Definitions.”
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Mission Statement

As the implementing body of the
Nuclear Dominance—3 by 33 moonshot
challenge, “Americans Power Nuclear,”
the Human Mobilization Committee and
its subcommittees, are focused on how
to align workforce, capital, and industry
practices to address material sufficiency
& market integrated fuel utilization at
speed.

Scope of Activities

The Workforce Development
Subcommittee activities will focus on
ways to align government, industry, and
education partners to identify workforce
gaps, and develop a workforce strategy
and implementation plan to double the
nuclear fuel cycle workforce.

The Supply Chain Subcommittee
activities will focus on ways to
strengthen the entire domestic nuclear
fuel supply chain by identifying
vulnerabilities, developing remedies for
those vulnerabilities, and coordinating
the efforts across all fuel cycle elements.

The Economics and Finance
Subcommittee will focus on ways to
identify, evaluate, and leverage
government funding and private capital
to finance expansion of the domestic
nuclear fuel supply chain.

Further information on effective dates
and duration of participation,
modification and amendment, rules and
regulations, expenses, withdrawal and
removal is available in the Voluntary
Agreement under ‘“Committee
Participation.”

Participation Criteria

The Human Mobilization Committee
members shall actively participate in
designated working groups, providing
subject matter expertise, data, and/or
other resources as defined in their
company’s approved capability
statement. Failure to meet participation
requirements, defined as no less than
75% of scheduled meetings and timely
submission of accepted deliverables,
may result in suspension of membership
privileges, including loss of voting
rights and removal from the Committee.

The Human Mobilization Committee
will have one DOE Committee Chair
who will convene the group, convey
DOE priorities and concerns, coordinate
activities between Participants, and
ensure administration of the Plan of
Action (POA). Each Committee will
report through the Committee Chair all
milestones and achievements.

The Human Mobilization Committee
will have two Industry Co-leads, as
voted on by the other participants. This
role will be staggered and rotate every
six months among the members of each

Committee, as identified in Appendix 1
of the Voluntary Agreement.

Each company in the Human
Mobilization Committee will submit a
short “capability statement” that maps
their contribution to the Human
Mobilization Committee’s goals.

The Human Mobilization Committee
intends to coordinate with the National
Nuclear Security Administration
(NNSA), the Department of War (DoW),
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) to ensure the highest level of
collaboration and communication.

The Human Mobilization Committee
intends to regularly engage Consortium
Advisory Forum members in this POA
as follows:

Thought Partner: DOE Office of
Energy Jobs (OEJ), North Carolina State
University (NCSU), Gateway for
Accelerated Innovation in Nuclear
(GAIN), Center for Energy Workforce
Development (CEWD).

Reviewer: DOE Office of Energy
Dominance Financing (EDF), Small
Business Administration (SBA),
Department of Labor (DOL), OE]J, Energy
Communities Alliance (ECA), Purdue
University, CEWD, North America’s
Building Trades Unions (NABTU),
American Nuclear Society (ANS),
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
(LBNL).

Data Provider: EDF, Nuclear Energy
Institute (NEI), NCSU, Oak Ridge
Associated Universities (ORAU), George
Mason University (GMU), Purdue
University, National Laboratory of the
Rockies (NLR), Idaho National
Laboratory (INL), NABTU, ANS.

Contributor: NEI, ORAU, ECA, GMU,
NLR, GAIN, INL.

Workforce SME: NEI, NCSU, ORAU,
GMU, GAIN, NABTU, ANS.

Supply Chain: Nuclear Energy
Institute.

Supply Chain: Nuclear Innovation
Alliance.

A representative of the Department of
Justice (DOJ) or FTC must be in
attendance at each Human Mobilization
Committee meeting to provide oversight
and guidance.

Committee working groups are at the
discretion of the Human Mobilization
Committee leadership but should be
identified. The Secretary of Energy, the
appropriately delegated DOE official, or
their federal representative, must
approve in advance any substantive
meeting among Participants to “discuss
problems, determine policies,
recommend actions, and make decisions
necessary to carry out the agreement.”
10 CFR 821.4(c)(1). A representative
from the federal government must be in
attendance at all substantive working
group meetings, as required by 50 U.S.C.

4558(h)(5) and 10 CFR 821.4(c)(4). This
representative may be an appropriately
delegated DOE official. DOJ and FTC
must be notified of any such meetings
and may also attend, at their discretion.
10 CFR 821.4(c)(4).

Further information on effective dates
and duration of participation,
modification and amendment, rules and
regulations, expenses, withdrawal and
removal is available in the Voluntary
Agreement under ‘‘Committee
Participation.”

Roles and Responsibilities

Subcommittees will identify their
members and contributions through
identification of specific actions or
activities in support of the moonshot
goal. For specific information on
deliverables, see Timelines and
Milestones.

Critical Workforce Development Gap &
Strategic Options Report

Members will identify their expected
contribution to this 60-day deliverable
and subsequent follow-on actions
identified in advance of the final
Steering Committee meeting of 2026 as
follows:

Reviewer: Constellation, Oklo.

Contributor: 3M.

Supply Chain Vulnerability Assessment

Within 60 days, the committee will
provide a report that provides a detailed
picture of the domestic nuclear fuel
cycle supply chain, identifying
dependencies, vulnerabilities, sole
sources, single points of failure, and
foreign-sourcing risks. This includes
assessing gaps in specialized equipment
and services for the following
subcommittees, supported by
Participants as follows:

Mining & Milling: Companies to be
identified.

Conversion: Companies to be
identified.

Enrichment: Companies to be
identified.

Fuel Fabrication & Deconversion:
Companies to be identified.

Reporting & Record Keeping

Each Committee, Subcommittee, and
working group meeting shall produce a
record of participants, objectives,
outcomes, and next steps. All such
meetings will be recorded with
transcripts on Microsoft Teams. The
DOE Chair will keep this record.

Any substantive meeting including
more than one industry participant that
is not inclusive of the DOE Chair is
subject to the same record keeping and
reporting requirements as a regular
committee, subcommittee, or working
group meeting.
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See “Record Keeping” under
“Committee Participation” and
“Information Management and
Responsibilities” in the Voluntary
Agreement for more details on record
keeping.

Timelines and Milestones

The original moonshot goals have
been prioritized based upon near-term
needs and opportunities as stated
below. As the Consortium’s work
progresses, additional goals may be
defined and assigned across
subcommittees to address emerging
priorities, gaps, and areas of
opportunity. All subcommittees are
expected to contribute to current
priority goals while remaining
positioned to support or lead future
goals as identified. In addition to the 60-
day deliverables below, subcommittees
are authorized to take any follow-on
actions to brief, clarify, supplement, or
respond to Steering Committee direction
arising from those deliverables,
including the development of
subsequent POAs.

Critical Workforce Development Gap &
Strategic Options Report

By the end of 2026, the Committee
will provide a Critical Workforce
Development Gap & Strategic Options
Report identifying the most urgent near-
term and long-term actions federal
agencies, industry, national laboratories
and academia can take to build a robust
domestic nuclear fuel cycle workforce.
It will propose strategies to close skill
gaps, strengthen workforce resilience,
and meet strategic national objectives.

Within 60 days, the Committee will
provide a Fuel Cycle Workforce
Development Capacity Snapshot and
Preliminary Demand Outlook report as
a first step to complete the report.

The report will provide a clear
baseline for the domestic nuclear
workforce across the entire fuel cycle. It
will also project the national workforce
needs over 5—10 years, covering existing
and advanced reactor needs.

It will identify vulnerabilities and
integrate expanded datasets to
determine granular workforce
requirements under short, medium, and
long-term scenarios. The Snapshot
report will support the development of
the Critical Workforce Development Gap
& Strategic Options Report.

Supply Chain Vulnerability Assessment

Within 60 days, the committee will
provide a report that provides a detailed
picture of the domestic nuclear fuel
cycle supply chain, identifying
dependencies, vulnerabilities, sole
sources, single points of failure, and

foreign-sourcing risks. This includes
assessing gaps in specialized equipment
and services.

Antitrust Defense

Under the provisions of DPA
subsection 708(j), each Participant in
this Plan shall have available as a
defense to any civil or criminal action
brought for violation of the antitrust
laws (or any similar law of any State)
with respect to any action to develop or
carry out this Plan, insofar as such
action was taken by the Participant in
the course of developing or carrying out
this Plan, that the Participant fully
complied with the provisions of DPA
section 708 and the rules promulgated
thereunder, and that the Participant
acted in accordance with the terms of
the Voluntary Agreement and this Plan.
Except in the case of actions taken to
develop this Plan, this defense shall be
available only if and to the extent the
Participant asserting the defense
demonstrates that the action was
specified in, or was within the scope of,
this Plan and within the scope of the
appropriate Committee(s), including
being taken at the direction and under
the active supervision of DOE.

This defense shall not apply to any
action occurring after the termination of
this Plan. Immediately upon
modification of this Plan, no defense to
antitrust claims under DPA section 708
shall be available to any subsequent
action that is beyond the scope of the
modified Plan. The Participant asserting
the defense bears the burden of proof to
establish the elements of the defense.
The defense shall not be available if the
person against whom the defense is
asserted shows that the action was taken
for the purpose of violating the antitrust
laws.

Prior to participation in this
Agreement or a POA, Participants agree
to consult with internal or external
antitrust or compliance counsel about
the scope of the antitrust defense as
outlined herein or in any subsequent
POA, as needed.

Information Sharing

Participants in this POA are bound by
the requirements outlined in the
Voluntary Agreement under
“Information Management and
Responsibilities,” which also addresses
CSI and Oversight.

All CSI provided by a Participant as
described in the Voluntary Agreement is
deemed CSI, except for information that:
is published or has been made publicly
available at the time of disclosure by the
Participant;
was in the possession of, or was
lawfully and readily available to, DOE

from another source at the time of
disclosure without breaching any
obligation of confidentiality applicable
to the other source; or
was independently developed or
acquired without reference to or
reliance upon the Participant’s CSL
Where information deemed CSI is
required to be disclosed by law,
regulation, or court order, the
“Competitively Sensitive” (or
substantially similar) label will continue
to attach to all information and
portion(s) of documents that are not
made public through the required
disclosure.

Resources Required

Execution of this Plan of Action and
its follow-on actions in advance of the
final Steering Committee meeting of
2026 may require the following assets
and legal mechanisms:

Direct Assets: In-kind labor, materials,
and operational resources from
Consortium participants.

Signatures
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
Signature:

Date:

Theodore Garrish,
Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy.

Signature:

Date:

Josh Jarrell,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Nuclear Fuel
Cycle.

[FR Doc. 2026-16224 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 7153-018]

Consolidated Hydro New York, LLC;
Notice of Settlement Agreement and
Soliciting Comments

Take notice that the following
settlement agreement has been filed
with the Commission and is available
for public inspection.

a. Type of Application: Settlement
Agreement.

b. Project No.: 7153-018.

c. Date filed: July 31, 2026.

d. Applicant: Consolidated Hydro
New York, LLC.

e. Name of Project: Victory Mills
Hydroelectric Project.

f. Location: On the Fish Creek, in the
Village of Victory, Town of Saratoga,
Saratoga County, New York.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Rule 602 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.602.
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h. Applicant Contact: Mr. Kevin
Webb, Hydro Licensing Manager, Enel
Green Power North America, Inc., 100
Brickstone Square, Suite 300, Andover,
MA 01810; telephone (978) 935-6039.

i. FERC Contact: Silvia Pineda-
Munoz, Project Coordinator, Mid-
Atlantic Branch, Division of
Hydropower Licensing; telephone at
(202) 502-8388; email at silvia.pineda-
munoz@ferc.gov.

j. Deadline for filing comments:
September 4, 2026, by 5:00 p.m. Eastern
Time. Reply comments due: September
14, 2026, by 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time.

The Commission strongly encourages
electronic filing. Please file comments
using the Commission’s eFiling system
at https://ferconline.ferc.gov/
FERCOnline.aspx. Commenters can
submit brief comments up to 10,000
characters, without prior registration,
using the eComment system at https://
ferconline.ferc.gov/
QuickComment.aspx. 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 via U.S. Postal
Service to: Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street NE, Room
1A, Washington, DC 20426.
Submissions sent via any other carrier
must be addressed to: Debbie-Anne A.
Reese, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 12225 Wilkins
Avenue, Rockville, Maryland 20852. All
filings must clearly identify the project
name and docket number on the first
page: Victory Mills Hydroelectric
Project (P-7153-018).

The Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure 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. Consolidated Hydro New York, LLC
filed the Settlement Agreement on
behalf of itself and the New York State
Department of Environmental
Conservation and the U.S. Department
of the Interior’s U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. The purpose of the Settlement
Agreement is to resolve among the
signatories all issues associated with
issuance of a new license for the Victory
Mills Hydroelectric Project, including
water quality enhancement, upstream
American eel passage, downstream fish
passage and exclusion, invasive species

management, and eagle protection. The
signatories request that the Commission
incorporate into any new license the
protection, mitigation, and
enhancement measures identified in
section 3 of the Settlement Agreement
and that the new license be issued for

a term of 45 years from its effective date.

1. A copy of the Settlement Agreement
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 (i.e., P=7153). For assistance,
contact FERC Online Support.

You may also register online at
https://ferconline.ferc.gov/
FERCOnline.aspx to be notified via
email of new filings and issuances
related to this or other pending projects.
For assistance, contact FERC Online
Support.

m. For public inquiries and assistance
with making filings such as
interventions, comments, or requests for
rehearing, contact the Office of Public
Participation at (202) 502—6595 or OPP@
ferc.gov.

(Authority: 18 CFR 2.1)
Dated: August 5, 2026.
Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16239 Filed 8—7—-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Project No. 9028—-012]

Banister Hydro, Inc.; Notice of
Reasonable Period of Time for Water
Quality Certification Application

On July 21, 2026, Banister Hydro, Inc.
(Banister Hydro) submitted to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission) a notice from the Virginia
Department of Environmental Quality
(Virginia DEQ) that Virginia DEQ
received a complete request for a Clean
Water Act section 401(a)(1) water
quality certification as defined in 40
CFR 121.5, from Banister Hydro, in
conjunction with the above captioned
project on July 16, 2026. Pursuant to the
Commission’s regulations,! we hereby
notify Virginia DEQ of the following:

Date of Receipt of the Certification
Request: July 16, 2026.

Reasonable Period of Time to Act on
the Certification Request: One year, July
16, 2027.

118 CFR 4.34(b)(5)(iii).

If Virginia DEQ fails or refuses to act
on the water quality certification request
on or before the above date, then the
certifying authority is deemed waived
pursuant to section 401(a)(1) of the
Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1341(a)(1).

(Authority: 18 CFR 2.1)
Dated: August 5, 2026.
Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16241 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP26-559-000]

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation;
Notice of Request Under Blanket
Authorization and Establishing
Intervention and Protest Deadline

Take notice that on July 30, 2026,
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
(National Fuel), 6363 Main Street,
Williamsville, New York 14221-5887,
filed in the above referenced docket, a
prior notice request pursuant to 18 CFR
157.205 and 157.216 of the
Commission’s regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (NGA), and National
Fuel’s blanket certificate issued in
Docket No. CP83—-4-000, for
authorization to abandon injection/
withdrawal Well WH61in its Wharton
Storage Field, and abandon in place the
associated Well Line TRW61 consisting
of approximately 425 feet of 4-inch
diameter steel pipe. All of the above
facilities are located in Wharton
Township, Potter County, Pennsylvania
(Wharton Well WH61 Plug &
Abandonment Project). National Fuel
has determined that Well WH61
contains localized defects and provides
negligible injection and withdrawal
services and therefore is no longer
practical to operate and maintain. The
estimated cost to abandon these
facilities is $147,000.00, all as more
fully set forth in the request which is on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

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). 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
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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.

User assistance is available for
eLibrary and the Commission’s website
during normal business hours from
FERC 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.

Any questions concerning this request
should be directed to Meghan M. Emes,
Senior Counsel, National Fuel Gas
Supply Corporation, 6363 Main Street,
Williamsville, New York 14221-5887],
by phone at (716) 857-7004, or by email
at emesm@natfuel.com.

Public Participation

There are three ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project: you can file a protest to the
project, you can file a motion to
intervene in the proceeding, and you
can file comments on the project. There
is no fee or cost for filing protests,
motions to intervene, or comments. The
deadline for filing protests, motions to
intervene, and comments is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. How to file
protests, motions to intervene, and
comments is explained below.

For public inquiries and assistance
with making filings such as
interventions, comments, or requests for
rehearing, contact the Office of Public
Participation (OPP) at (202) 502—6595 or
OPP@ferc.gov.

Protests

Pursuant to section 157.205 of the
Commission’s regulations under the
NGA,* any person 2 or the Commission’s
staff may file a protest to the request. If
no protest is filed within the time
allowed or if a protest is filed and then
withdrawn within 30 days after the
allowed time for filing a protest, the
proposed activity shall be deemed to be
authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for protest. If a protest is
filed and not withdrawn within 30 days
after the time allowed for filing a
protest, the instant request for
authorization will be considered by the
Commission.

Protests must comply with the
requirements specified in section

118 CFR 157.205.
2Persons include individuals, organizations,

businesses, municipalities, and other entities. 18
CFR 385.102(d).

157.205(e) of the Commission’s
regulations,? and must be submitted by
the protest deadline, which is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. Filings
that do not meet requirements of 18 CFR
157.205(e)(2) ¢ will not be considered
protests by the Commission.® A protest
may also serve as a motion to intervene
so long as the protestor states it also
seeks to be an intervenor.

Interventions

Any person has the option to file a
motion to intervene in this proceeding.
Only intervenors have the right to
request rehearing of Commission orders
issued in this proceeding and to
subsequently challenge the
Commission’s orders in the U.S. Circuit
Courts of Appeal.

To intervene, you must submit a
motion to intervene to the Commission
in accordance with Rule 214 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure ¢ and the regulations under
the NGA 7 by the intervention deadline
for the project, which is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. As
described further in Rule 214, your
motion to intervene must state, to the
extent known, your position regarding
the proceeding, as well as your interest
in the proceeding. For an individual,
this could include your status as a
landowner, ratepayer, resident of an
impacted community, or recreationist.
You do not need to have property
directly impacted by the project in order
to intervene. For more information
about motions to intervene, refer to the
FERC website at https://www.ferc.gov/
resources/guides/how-to/intervene.asp.

All timely, unopposed motions to
intervene are automatically granted by
operation of Rule 214(c)(1). Motions to
intervene that are filed after the
intervention deadline are untimely and
may be denied. Any late-filed motion to
intervene must show good cause for
being late and must explain why the
time limitation should be waived and
provide justification by reference to
factors set forth in Rule 214(d) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations. A
person obtaining party status will be
placed on the service list maintained by
the Secretary of the Commission and
will receive copies (paper or electronic)
of all documents filed by the applicant
and by all other parties.

318 CFR 157.205(e).

418 CFR 157.205(e)(2).

5 Cheniere Creole Trail Pipeline, L.P., 195 FERC
161,208, at P 8 n.16 (2026).

618 CFR 385.214.

718 CFR 157.10.

Comments

Any person wishing to comment on
the project may do so. The Commission
considers all comments received about
the project in determining the
appropriate action to be taken. To
ensure that your comments are timely
and properly recorded, please submit
your comments on or before 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. The filing
of a comment alone will not serve to
make the filer a party to the proceeding.
To become a party, you must intervene
in the proceeding.

How To File Protests, Interventions, and
Comments

There are two ways to submit
protests, motions to intervene, and
comments. In both instances, please
reference the Project docket number
CP26-559—-000 in your submission.

(1) You may file your protest, motion
to intervene, and comments by using the
Commission’s eFiling feature, which is
located on the Commission’s website
(www.ferc.gov) under the link to
Documents and Filings. New eFiling
users must first create an account by
clicking on “eRegister.” You will be
asked to select the type of filing you are
making; first select “General” and then
select “Protest”, “Intervention”, or
“Comment on a Filing”; or 8

(2) You can file a paper copy of your
submission by mailing it to the address
below. Your submission must reference
the Project docket number CP26-559—
000.

To file via USPS: Debbie-Anne A.
Reese, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First Street
NE, Washington, DC 20426.

To file via any other method: Debbie-
Anne A. Reese, Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 12225
Wilkins Avenue, Rockville, Maryland
20852.

The Commission encourages
electronic filing of submissions (option
1 above) and has eFiling staff available
to assist you at (202) 502—-8258 or
FercOnlineSupport@ferc.gov.

Protests and motions to intervene
must be served on the applicant either
by mail at: Meghan M. Emes, Senior
Counsel, National Fuel Gas Supply
Corporation, 6363 Main Street,
Williamsville, New York 14221-5887,
or by email (with a link to the
document) at emesm@natfuel.com. Any
subsequent submissions by an

8 Additionally, you may file your comments
electronically by using the eComment feature,
which is located on the Commission’s website at
www.ferc.gov under the link to Documents and
Filings. Using eComment is an easy method for
interested persons to submit brief, text-only
comments on a project.
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intervenor must be served on the
applicant and all other parties to the
proceeding. Contact information for
parties can be downloaded from the
service list at the eService link on FERC
Online.

Tracking the Proceeding

Throughout the proceeding,
additional information about the project
will be available from OPP at (202) 502—
6595 or on the FERC website at
www.ferc.gov using the “eLibrary” link
as described above. The eLibrary link
also provides access to the texts of all
formal documents issued by the
Commission, such as orders, notices,
and rulemakings.

In addition, the Commission offers a
free service called eSubscription which
allows you to keep track of all formal
issuances and submittals in specific
dockets. 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. For more information and to
register, go to www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
esubscription.asp.

(Authority: 18 CFR 2.1)
Dated: August 5, 2026.
Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16236 Filed 8-7-26; 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:

Filings Instituting Proceedings

Docket Numbers: RP26—1038-000.

Applicants: Honeoye Storage
Corporation.

Description: Compliance filing:
NAESB 4.0 Revision to be effective 1/1/
2027.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5059.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/17/26.

Docket Numbers: RP26—-1039-000.

Applicants: Tres Palacios Gas Storage
LLC.

Description: Compliance filing: Order
No. 587—AB (Docket No. RM96—1-044)
Compliance Filing to be effective 1/1/
2027.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5073.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/17/26.

Any person desiring to intervene, to
protest, or to answer a complaint in any
of the above proceedings must file in
accordance with Rules 211, 214, or 206
of the Commission’s Regulations (18
CFR 385.211, 385.214, or 385.206) 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.

Filings in Existing Proceedings

Docket Numbers: RP24-349-000.

Applicants: Spire Storage West LLC.

Description: Report Filing: Spire West
Notification of Change in Circumstances
to be effective N/A.

Filed Date: 7/10/26.

Accession Number: 20260710-5206.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/17/26.

Any person desiring to protest in any
of the above proceedings must file in
accordance with Rule 211 of the
Commission’s Regulations (18 CFR
385.211) on or before 5:00 p.m. Eastern
time on the specified comment date.

The filings are accessible in the
Commission’s eLibrary system (https://
elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/
fercgensearch.asp) by querying the
docket number.

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.

For public inquiries and assistance
with making filings such as
interventions, comments, or requests for
rehearing, contact the Office of Public
Participation at (202) 502—-6595 or OPP@
ferc.gov.

Dated: August 5, 2026.

Debbie-Anne A. Reese,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2026—16240 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Combined Notice of Filings #1

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric rate
filings:

Docket Numbers: ER10-1484—039;
ER13-1069-028; ER12—-2381-025.

Applicants: MP2 Energy NE LLC, MP2
Energy LLC, Shell Energy North
America (US), 5108.

Description: Notice of Non-Material
Change in Status of Shell Energy North
America (US), L.P., et al.

Filed Date: 7/29/26.

Accession Number: 20260729-5183.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/19/26.

Docket Numbers: ER10-1817-033.

Applicants: Southwestern Public
Service Company.

Description: Notice of Change in
Status of Southwestern Public Service
Company.

Filed Date: 7/29/26.

Accession Number: 20260729-5180.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/19/26.

Docket Numbers: ER10-1818-042.

Applicants: Public Service Company
of Colorado.

Description: Notice of Change in
Status of Public Service Company of
Colorado.

Filed Date: 7/29/26.

Accession Number: 20260729-5181.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/19/26.

Docket Numbers: ER25-2883—-003.

Applicants: Redfield PV I, LLC.

Description: Notice of Non-Material
Change in Status of Redfield PV I, LLC.

Filed Date: 7/29/26.

Accession Number: 20260729-5182.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/19/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-2318-000.

Applicants: Alcoa Power Generating
Inc., Bracewell LLP.

Description: Refund Report: Alcoa
Power Generating Inc. submits tariff
filing per 35.19a(b): Refund Report to be
effective N/A.

Filed Date: 8/4/26.

Accession Number: 20260804-5181.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/25/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—-2461—-000.

Applicants: Northern States Power
Company, a Minnesota Corporation.

Description: Refund Report: 2026—08—
04 Plum Creek E&P—793—Refund
Report to be effective N/A.

Filed Date: 8/4/26.

Accession Number: 20260804-5165.

Comment Date: 5 pm ET 8/25/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-2728-001.

Applicants: California Grid Holdings
LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
Response to Deficiency Letter and
Request for Shortened Comment Period
to be effective 8/4/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5160.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—-3424-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing: 4978
Blue Valley Grid Surplus
Interconnection GIA to be effective 10/
5/2026.
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Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5007.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26

Docket Numbers: ER26—-3425-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Revisions to Remove MSRs from the
Calibration Adjustment Process to be
effective 12/31/9998.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5025.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—3426-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Clarify that LSEs Must Attest to
Compliance with Order 719’s Opt-In
Requirement to be effective 10/6/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5030.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—-3427-000.

Applicants: Ameren Illinois
Company, Midcontinent Independent
System Operator, Inc., Ameren Illinois
Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Ameren Illinois Company submits tariff
filing per 35.13(a)(2)(iii: 2026—08-05_
SA 4825 Ameren Illinois-Prairie Flats
Solar E&P (J2273) to be effective 8/6/
2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805—-5049.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—3428-000.

Applicants: Southwest Power Pool,
Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing: 4934
Beavertail Storage II Surplus
Interconnection GIA to be effective 10/
5/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5055.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-3429-000.

Applicants: Snapdragon Solar, LLC.

Description: Initial Rate Filing:
Petition for Order Accepting Market-
Based Rate Tariff to be effective 8/10/
2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5068.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—3430-000.

Applicants: PJM Interconnection,
L.L.C.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
Original NSA, SA No. 8039; Queue No.
AF1-038 to be effective 10/5/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805—-5078.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—-3432-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
2026—08-05 4827 NSP-NSP GIA
(E0040) to be effective 7/28/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805—-5097.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-3433-000.

Applicants: Pacific Gas and Electric
Company.

Description: Notice of Termination of
Service Agreement of No. 67 of Pacific
Gas and Electric Company.

Filed Date: 8/4/26.

Accession Number: 20260804-5207.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/25/26

Docket Numbers: ER26-3434-000.

Applicants: Pacific Gas and Electric
Company.

Description: Notice of Termination of
Service Agreement No. 71 of Pacific Gas
and Electric Company.

Filed Date: 8/4/26.

Accession Number: 20260804-5208.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/25/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-3436—-000.

Applicants: Deriva Energy Beckjord
Storage LLC.

Description: Tariff Amendment:
Notice of Cancellation and Request for
Waiver of Market-Based Rate Tariff to be
effective 8/6/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5108.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—3437-000.

Applicants: TransAlta Centralia
Generation LLC.

Description: Compliance filing:
Application for Cost Recovery to be
effective 3/17/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5112.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—-3438-000.

Applicants: Public Service Company
of New Mexico.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
PNM’s Certificate of Concurrence Filing
for TEP SA 645 & SA 647 to be effective
6/8/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5113.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26-3439-000.

Applicants: Midcontinent
Independent System Operator, Inc.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
2026-08-05_SA 4824 NIPSCO-NIPSCO
GIA (E0042) to be effective 7/24/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.

Accession Number: 20260805-5122.

Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Docket Numbers: ER26—3440-000.

Applicants: NSTAR Electric
Company.

Description: § 205(d) Rate Filing:
NSTAR-Vitol Inc. Transfer Agreement

(CMEEC Use Rights) to be effective 10/
31/2026.

Filed Date: 8/5/26.
Accession Number: 20260805-5196.
Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/26/26.

Take notice that the Commission
received the following electric securities
filings:

Docket Numbers: ES26—68-000;
ES26-69-000; ES26—-70-000; ES26—71—
000; ES26-72—-000; ES26-73-000; ES26—
74—-000.

Applicants: National Grid Generation
LLC, New England Power Company,
New England Hydro-Transmission
Electric Company, Inc., Niagara
Mohawk Power Corporation, Nantucket
Electric Company, Massachusetts
Electric Company, National Grid USA.

Description: Application Under
Section 204 of the Federal Power Act for
Authorization to Issue Securities of
National Grid USA, et al.

Filed Date: 7/31/26.
Accession Number: 20260731-5305.
Comment Date: 5 p.m. ET 8/21/26.

The filings are accessible in the
Commission’s eLibrary system (https://
elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/
fercgensearch.asp) by querying the
docket number.

Any person desiring to intervene, to
protest, or to answer a complaint in any
of the above proceedings must file in
accordance with Rules 211, 214, or 206
of the Commission’s Regulations (18
CFR 385.211, 385.214, or 385.206) 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.

For public inquiries and assistance
with making filings such as
interventions, comments, or requests for
rehearing, contact the Office of Public
Participation at (202) 502—-6595 or OPP@
ferc.gov.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026—-16235 Filed 8-7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. CP26-558-000]

El Paso Natural Gas Company, L.L.C.;
Notice of Request Under Blanket
Authorization and Establishing
Intervention and Protest Deadline

Take notice that on July 30, 2026, El
Paso Natural Gas Company, L.L.C.
(EPNG), Post Office Box 1087, Colorado
Springs, CO 80944, filed in the above
referenced docket, a prior notice request
pursuant to sections 18 CFR 157.205,
157.208, 157.210 and 157.211 of the
Commission’s regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (NGA), and EPNG’s
blanket certificate issued in Docket No.
CP82-435-000, for authorization to
construct, install, modify, operate and
maintain an approximately 5.8-mile, 16-
inch diameter pipeline lateral, and
appurtenances, connecting EPNG’s
parallel Line Nos. 1100 and 1103 to the
proposed McCloud Meter Station at the
terminus of the pipeline lateral. All of
the above facilities are located in El
Paso County, Texas (McCloud Lateral
Project). The project will allow EPNG to
provide up to 167,000 Dekatherms per
day (Dth/day) of firm transportation
service from its South Mainline System
to a new delivery point that will
ultimately provide service to a planned
new power generation facility. The
estimated cost for the project is $20.3
million, all as more fully set forth in the
request which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

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). 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.

User assistance is available for
eLibrary and the Commission’s website
during normal business hours from
FERC Online Support at (202) 5026652
(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.

Any questions concerning this request
should be directed to Francisco Tarin,
Director, Regulatory, Post Office Box
1087, Colorado Springs, CO 80944, by
phone at (719) 667-7517, or by email at
Francisco_Tarin@kindermorgan.com.

Public Participation

There are three ways to become
involved in the Commission’s review of
this project: you can file a protest to the
project, you can file a motion to
intervene in the proceeding, and you
can file comments on the project. There
is no fee or cost for filing protests,
motions to intervene, or comments. The
deadline for filing protests, motions to
intervene, and comments is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. How to file
protests, motions to intervene, and
comments is explained below.

For public inquiries and assistance
with making filings such as
interventions, comments, or requests for
rehearing, contact the Office of Public
Participation (OPP) at (202) 502—6595 or
OPP@ferc.gov.

Protests

Pursuant to section 157.205 of the
Commission’s regulations under the
NGA,* any person 2 or the Commission’s
staff may file a protest to the request. If
no protest is filed within the time
allowed or if a protest is filed and then
withdrawn within 30 days after the
allowed time for filing a protest, the
proposed activity shall be deemed to be
authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for protest. If a protest is
filed and not withdrawn within 30 days
after the time allowed for filing a
protest, the instant request for
authorization will be considered by the
Commission.

Protests must comply with the
requirements specified in section
157.205(e) of the Commission’s
regulations,? and must be submitted by
the protest deadline, which is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. Filings
that do not meet requirements of 18 CFR
157.205(e)(2) 4 will not be considered
protests by the Commission.5 A protest
may also serve as a motion to intervene
so long as the protestor states it also
seeks to be an intervenor.

118 CFR 157.205.

2Persons include individuals, organizations,
businesses, municipalities, and other entities. 18
CFR 385.102(d).

318 CFR 157.205(e).

418 CFR 157.205(e)(2).

5 Cheniere Creole Trail Pipeline, L.P., 195 FERC
161,208, at P 8 n.16 (2026).

Interventions

Any person has the option to file a
motion to intervene in this proceeding.
Only intervenors have the right to
request rehearing of Commission orders
issued in this proceeding and to
subsequently challenge the
Commission’s orders in the U.S. Circuit
Courts of Appeal.

To intervene, you must submit a
motion to intervene to the Commission
in accordance with Rule 214 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure ¢ and the regulations under
the NGA 7 by the intervention deadline
for the project, which is 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. As
described further in Rule 214, your
motion to intervene must state, to the
extent known, your position regarding
the proceeding, as well as your interest
in the proceeding. For an individual,
this could include your status as a
landowner, ratepayer, resident of an
impacted community, or recreationist.
You do not need to have property
directly impacted by the project in order
to intervene. For more information
about motions to intervene, refer to the
FERC website at hitps://www.ferc.gov/
resources/guides/how-to/intervene.asp.

All timely, unopposed motions to
intervene are automatically granted by
operation of Rule 214(c)(1). Motions to
intervene that are filed after the
intervention deadline are untimely and
may be denied. Any late-filed motion to
intervene must show good cause for
being late and must explain why the
time limitation should be waived and
provide justification by reference to
factors set forth in Rule 214(d) of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations. A
person obtaining party status will be
placed on the service list maintained by
the Secretary of the Commission and
will receive copies (paper or electronic)
of all documents filed by the applicant
and by all other parties.

Comments

Any person wishing to comment on
the project may do so. The Commission
considers all comments received about
the project in determining the
appropriate action to be taken. To
ensure that your comments are timely
and properly recorded, please submit
your comments on or before 5:00 p.m.
Eastern Time on Oct 5, 2026. The filing
of a comment alone will not serve to
make the filer a party to the proceeding.
To become a party, you must intervene
in the proceeding.

618 CFR 385.214.
718 CFR 157.10.
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How To File Protests, Interventions, and
Comments

There are two ways to submit
protests, motions to intervene, and
comments. In both instances, please
reference the Project docket number
CP26-558—-000 in your submission.

(1) You may file your protest, motion
to intervene, and comments by using the
Commission’s eFiling feature, which is
located on the Commission’s website
(www.ferc.gov) under the link to
Documents and Filings. New eFiling
users must first create an account by
clicking on “eRegister.” You will be
asked to select the type of filing you are
making; first select “General” and then
select “Protest”, “Intervention”, or
“Comment on a Filing”; or 8

(2) You can file a paper copy of your
submission by mailing it to the address
below. Your submission must reference
the Project docket number CP26-558—
000.

To file via USPS: Debbie-Anne A.
Reese, Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First Street
NE, Washington, DC 20426.

To file via any other method: Debbie-
Anne A. Reese, Secretary, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 12225
Wilkins Avenue, Rockville, Maryland
20852.

The Commission encourages
electronic filing of submissions (option
1 above) and has eFiling staff available
to assist you at (202) 502—-8258 or
FercOnlineSupport@ferc.gov.

Protests and motions to intervene
must be served on the applicant either
by mail at: Francisco Tarin, Director,
Regulatory, Post Office Box 1087,
Colorado Springs, CO 80944, or by
email (with a link to the document) at
Francisco_Tarin@kindermorgan.com.
Any subsequent submissions by an
intervenor must be served on the
applicant and all other parties to the
proceeding. Contact information for
parties can be downloaded from the
service list at the eService link on FERC
Online.

Tracking the Proceeding

Throughout the proceeding,
additional information about the project
will be available from OPP at (202) 502—
6595 or on the FERC website at
www.ferc.gov using the “‘eLibrary” link
as described above. The eLibrary link
also provides access to the texts of all

8 Additionally, you may file your comments
electronically by using the eComment feature,
which is located on the Commission’s website at
www.ferc.gov under the link to Documents and
Filings. Using eComment is an easy method for
interested persons to submit brief, text-only
comments on a project.

formal documents issued by the
Commission, such as orders, notices,
and rulemakings.

In addition, the Commission offers a
free service called eSubscription which
allows you to keep track of all formal
issuances and submittals in specific
dockets. 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. For more information and to
register, go to www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/
esubscription.asp.

(Authority: 18 CFR 2.1)
Dated: August 5, 2026.
Debbie-Anne A. Reese,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16237 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0444; EPA-HQ-
OPPT-2018-0446; FRL—13481-01-OCSPP]

o-Dichlorobenzene and p-
Dichlorobenzene; Draft Risk
Evaluations Under the Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA); Notice
of Availability and Request for
Comment

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or Agency) is announcing
the availability of and seeking public
comment on the draft risk evaluations
under the Toxic Substances Control Act
(TSCA) for o-dichlorobenzene (CASRN
95-50—1) and p-dichlorobenzene
(CASRN 106—46-7). The purpose of risk
evaluations under TSCA is to determine
whether a chemical substance presents
an unreasonable risk of injury to health
or the environment under the
conditions of use (COUs), including
unreasonable risk to potentially exposed
or susceptible subpopulations identified
as relevant to the risk evaluation by
EPA, and without consideration of costs
or non-risk factors. EPA is seeking
public comment on the draft risk
evaluations for o-dichlorobenzene and
p-dichlorobenzene.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before October 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments on
the o-dichlorobenzene draft risk
evaluation, identified by docket
identification (ID) number EPA-HQ-
OPPT-2018-0444, online at https://

www.regulations.gov. Submit your
comments on the p-dichlorobenzene
draft risk evaluation, identified by
docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPPT-
2018-0446, online at https://
www.regulations.gov.

Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments. Do not submit
electronically any information you
consider to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Additional instructions on commenting
and visiting the docket, along with more
information about dockets generally, are
available at https://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For technical information on o-
dichlorobenzene: Peter Deck, Existing
Chemical Risk Management Division,
Office of Pollution Prevention and
Toxics, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460-0001; telephone
number: (202) 564—3703; email address:
oDCB.TSCA@epa.gov.

For technical information on p-
dichlorobenzene: Ingrid Feustel,
Existing Chemical Risk Management
Division, Office of Pollution Prevention
and Toxics, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460-0001; telephone
number: (202) 564—-3199; email address:
pDCB.TSCA@epa.gov.

For general information: The TSCA
Assistance Information Service Hotline,
Goodwill Vision Enterprises, 422 South
Clinton Ave., Rochester, NY 14620;
telephone number: (800) 471-7127 or
(202) 554—1404; email address: TSCA-
Hotline@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Executive Summary

A. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general and may be of particular
interest to those involved in the
manufacture (defined under TSCA
section 3(9) to include import),
processing, distribution, use, and
disposal of o-dichlorobenzene and p-
dichlorobenzene, related industry trade
organizations, non-governmental
organizations with an interest in human
and environmental health, State and
local governments, Tribal Nations, and/
or those interested in the assessment of
risks involving chemical substances and
mixtures regulated under TSCA. As
such, the Agency has not attempted to
describe all the specific entities that this
action might apply to. If you need help
determining applicability, consult the
relevant technical contact listed under
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.
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B. What is the Agency’s authority for
taking this action?

The Agency is conducting this risk
evaluation under TSCA section 6, 15
U.S.C. 2605, which requires that EPA
conduct risk evaluations on chemical
substances and identifies the minimum
components EPA must include in the
risk evaluations. Each risk evaluation
must be conducted consistent with the
best available science, be based on the
weight of the scientific evidence,
consider reasonably available
information, and not consider costs or
non-risk factors (15 U.S.C. 2605(b)(4),
2625(h), (i), and (k)). See also the
implementing procedural regulations at
40 CFR part 702.

C. What action is the Agency taking?

EPA is announcing the availability of
and seeking public comment on draft
risk evaluations under TSCA for o-
dichlorobenzene and p-
dichlorobenzene, including related
technical support documents. EPA used
the best available science to prepare
these draft risk evaluations and
preliminarily determined, based on the
weight of scientific evidence, that o-
dichlorobenzene and p-dichlorobenzene
present unreasonable risk to human
health driven primarily by certain COUs
analyzed in the draft risk evaluations.

D. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments?

1. Submitting CBI

Do not submit CBI to EPA through
https://www.regulations.gov or email. If
you wish to include CBI in your
comment, please follow the applicable
instructions at https://www.epa.gov/
dockets/commenting-epa-docketst#rules
and clearly mark the information that
you claim to be CBI Information so
marked will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR parts 2 and 703, as applicable.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.

When preparing and submitting your
comments, see the commenting tips at
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets.

II. Background
A. What is o-Dichlorobenzene?

o-Dichlorobenzene is a clear to pale
yellow liquid with a pleasant, aromatic
odor. It exists in a liquid phase at
ambient temperatures. o-
Dichlorobenzene is processed as a
reactant and incorporated into
formulation, mixture, or reaction
products. Industrial and commercial
uses range from use as a solvent in dyes
and pigments to use in lubricant and

degreaser products and in inks and
paint strippers. Consumer uses include
lubricant and degreaser products, air
care products, and other uses such as
ceramics glazing and cleaning products.
It has low to moderate solubility in
aqueous systems and is a moderately
volatile organic compound. Exposure to
o-dichlorobenzene can occur via
inhalation of vapors during use and via
the dermal route through contact with
solids or accidental splashing from
liquid products. When released to water
or soil, o-dichlorobenzene volatilizes to
the surrounding atmosphere. Air is
expected to be the primary pathway of
exposure to o-dichlorobenzene in the
environment.

B. What is p-Dichlorobenzene?

p-Dichlorobenzene is a colorless to
white crystalline solid that has a strong,
pungent odor and which is poorly
soluble in water but miscible in most
organic solvents. At ambient
temperature, it undergoes sublimation,
passing directly from a solid to a vapor
state. Industrial and commercial uses of
p-dichlorobenzene range from the
manufacture of thermoplastic and use in
solvents (which become part of product
formulation or mixtures) to use in air
care products as continuous-action air
fresheners. Consumer uses include in
air care products, lubricants and
greases, and building and construction
products. The volatilization of p-
dichlorobenzene from these products
has been identified as a potential
mechanism of exposure. Thus, exposure
to p-dichlorobenzene can occur via
inhalation of vapors during use and via
the dermal route through contact with
solids or accidental splashing from
liquid products. When released to water
or soil, p-dichlorobenzene volatilizes to
the surrounding atmosphere. Air is
expected to be the primary pathway of
exposure to p-dichlorobenzene in the
environment.

C. Summary of Activities for the Risk
Evaluations of o-and p-Dichlorobenzene

In December 2019, EPA announced its
designation of o-dichlorobenzene
(Docket ID: EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0444)
and p-dichlorobenzene (Docket ID:
EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0446) as high
priority substances for risk evaluation
under TSCA (84 FR 71924, December
30, 2019) (FRL-10003-15). In April
2020, EPA published and sought public
comment on the draft scopes of the o-
dichlorobenzene and p-dichlorobenzene
risk evaluations (85 FR 19941, April 9,
2020) (FRL-10007—-11-OCSPP), and,
after considering public comments,
issued the final scopes in September
2020 (85 FR 55281, September 4, 2020)

(FRL—10013—90—OCSPP). In April 2026,
EPA released the draft hazard
assessments for both o-dichlorobenzene
and p-dichlorobenzene for public
comment and external peer review by
the Science Advisory Committee on
Chemicals (SACC) (91 FR 19131, April
14, 2026) (FRL-13266—01-OCSPP). As
part of the SACC deliberations, the
Agency held a virtual public meeting to
discuss the draft hazard assessments for
both o-dichlorobenzene and p-
dichlorobenzene in June 2026. For more
information about this meeting, go to
the SACC website at https://
www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review/science-
advisory-committee-chemicals-
meetings. These documents, other
supporting documents, and public
comments are in docket ID number
EPA-HQ-OPPT-2026-1189 at https://
www.regulations.gov. The draft risk
evaluations for o-dichlorobenzene and
p-dichlorobenzene are being released
with this notice and are available at
https://www.regulations.gov in Docket
ID numbers EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0444
and EPA-HQ-OPPT-2018-0446,
respectively.

EPA is now opening a 60-day public
comment period on the draft risk
evaluations for both o-dichlorobenzene
and p-dichlorobenzene. External peer
review is not needed on the draft risk
evaluations and chemistry, fate, release,
and exposure assessments because in
addition to the peer review of the draft
hazard assessments, as noted above, the
methodologies used in the development
of the draft risk evaluations have been
previously peer reviewed by the SACC
in published risk evaluations for 1,1-
dichloroethane (90 FR 26581, June 23,
2025) (FRL-11809-04), 1,3-butadiene
(91 FR 264, January 5, 2026) (FRL—
12241-05—0CSPP), and phthalates (91
FR 373, January 6, 2026) (FRL-13111-
01-OCSPP), as well as the Draft TSCA
Screening Level Approach for Assessing
Ambient Air and Water Exposures to
Fenceline Communities (87 FR 3294,
January 21, 2022) (FRL-9392-01—
OCSPP).

III. Request for Comment

EPA seeks feedback on the assessment
of risk presented in the draft risk
evaluations for o-dichlorobenzene and
p-dichlorobenzene, copies of which are
available in their respective dockets,
and encourages all potentially interested
parties, including individuals,
governmental and non-governmental
organizations, non-profit organizations,
academic institutions, research
institutions, and private sector entities
to comment on the draft risk evaluation.
To the extent possible, the Agency asks
commenters to please cite any public


https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets#rules
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets#rules
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review/science-advisory-committee-chemicals-meetings
https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review/science-advisory-committee-chemicals-meetings
https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review/science-advisory-committee-chemicals-meetings

51490

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

data related to or that support comments
provided, and to the extent permissible,

describe any supporting data that is not

publicly available.

EPA welcomes specific input on each
section of the draft exposure
assessments, draft hazard assessments,
and draft risk evaluations with
particular interest in the assessment of
human exposures resulting from
industrial, commercial, and consumer
use of o-dichlorobenzene and p-
dichlorobenzene; exposure controls and
personal protective equipment used to
mitigate o-dichlorobenzene and p-
dichlorobenzene exposures in industrial
settings; time-weighted average
occupational inhalation exposures using
monitoring information from multiple
shift lengths; characterization of risks
associated with the manufacture, use,
and disposal of o-dichlorobenzene and
p-dichlorobenzene; and determination
of unreasonable risks associated with
these substances.

Although EPA seeks public comment
on all aspects of the draft risk evaluation
packages, the Agency particularly seeks
comments on the following for o-
dichlorobenzene:

e Process descriptions, worker
activities, concentrations (in air,
product, or process) and current
prevalence of the following o-
dichlorobenzene activities:

1. Domestic manufacture;

2. Processing as a reactant;

3. Use in ink, toner, and colorant
products;

4. Use as a cleaning product in the dry
cleaning or furnishing care industry
including evidence of use in the U.S. as
a spot cleaner or alternative
applications; and,

5. Consumer and commercial/
occupational use as a cleaner for septic
and cesspool tanks.

e Consumer use septic tank cleaner
products containing o-dichlorobenzene
including product availability,
ingredients and composition, and use
instructions.

e Whether and how exposure controls
and personal protective equipment
(PPE) are used during the manufacture,
processing, and use of o-
dichlorobenzene for each of the COUs
depicted in Table ES—1 of the Draft Risk
Evaluation for o-Dichlorobenzene.
Although EPA has test order data,
additional information on when and
where exposure controls and PPE are
used (including for protection against
inhalation and dermal exposures) would
be informative.

e The application (i.e., mapping) of
the Industrial Use of Solvents OES to
the three COUs:

1. Processing—Recycling;

2. Industrial Use—Solvents (which
become part of product formulation or
mixture)—Printing ink manufacturing,
paint and coating manufacturing,
synthetic dye and pigment
manufacturing; and

3. Industrial Use—Non-incorporative
activities—Processing aids, not
otherwise listed.

e The approach for derivation and
utility of 15-min exposure values,
including extrapolation of the hour
occupational exposure value to a 15-min
time-weighted average and
extrapolation of the original animal data
down to a 30-min duration to calculate
a short-term exposure value based on
principles of (ten Berge et al., 1986).

e The modeling approach used to
determine inhalation exposure to o-
dichlorobenzene from the use of paints
and coatings OES, based on the
Automotive Refinishing Spray Coating
Mist Inhalation Model, which estimates
worker inhalation exposure based on
the concentration of the chemical of
interest in the nonvolatile portion of the
sprayed product and the concentration
of over sprayed mist/particles (OECD,
2011).

e The confidence ratings applied to
hazard and exposure values in this risk
evaluation. For example, EPA applied a
Robust confidence rating for both
hazard values, including for the liver
point of departure when extrapolated to
dermal exposure based on oral and
inhalation data.

The Agency particularly seeks
comments on the following for p-
dichlorobenzene:

e Process descriptions, worker
activities, concentrations, and current
prevalence of COUs of p-
dichlorobenzene, including typical
schedules (shifts per year and hours per
shift) for workers at sites using p-
dichlorobenzene.

e The representativeness of
monitoring data compared to the
distribution of other sites at which the
same OESs occur.

¢ Reasonableness of the assumption
of negligible exposures from products
with very low, residual concentrations
of p-dichlorobenzene (i.e., Use of
Lubricants and Greases and Use of Fuels
and Related Products OESs).

e Whether dermal exposure to
workers is foreseeable in any cases
where a heated stream of neat, liquid p-
dichlorobenzene is present.

e Reasonableness of the assumptions
used to estimate dermal exposure,
including for occupational non-users
(ONUs).

o Representativeness of high-end
exposure estimates for intermediate
dermal occupational exposures.

e Applicability of the Generic Model
for Central Tendency and High-End
Inhalation Exposure to Total and
Respirable Particulates Not Otherwise
Regulated to p-dichlorobenzene, which
is a solid at room temperature and also
sublimates.

¢ Use of p-dichlorobenzene in
abrasive grinding wheels, in particular
with respect to exposure for both
workers and ONUs.

¢ Prevalence of the use of p-
dichlorobenzene in laboratories.

e Whether and how exposure controls
and PPE are used during the
manufacture, processing, and use of p-
dichlorobenzene for each of the COUs,
especially the use of gloves (e.g.,
prevalence of use and glove material)
during commercial use of p-
dichlorobenzene in air care products,
and

1. Although EPA has test order data,
additional information on when and
where exposure controls and PPE are
used would be informative.

e Whether it is appropriate to
normalize a 1-hour time weighted
average (TWA) concentration to a 24-
hour TWA for a commercial exposure
scenario, when the hazard value is
based on a 24-hour exposure.

¢ The use of Indoor Environmental
Concentrations in Buildings with
Conditioned and Unconditioned Zones
(IECCU) to model exposure to
continuous action air fresheners for
consumer and commercial COUs,
including model assumptions.

IV. Next Steps

EPA will consider comments received
on the draft risk evaluations as well as
input from the SACC peer review of the
draft hazard assessments and then
announce the availability of the final
risk evaluations for o-dichlorobenzene
and p-dichlorobenzene. Under TSCA
section 6, EPA must use the final risk
evaluation as a basis to determine, based
on the weight of scientific evidence,
whether or not a chemical presents an
unreasonable risk to health or the
environment, without consideration of
costs or other non-risk factors, including
unreasonable risks to potentially
exposed or susceptible subpopulations
identified as relevant to the risk
evaluation by EPA, under the chemical’s
COUs.

If EPA determines in its final risk
evaluation that a chemical presents an
unreasonable risk to health or the
environment, the chemical will move to
risk management action under TSCA
section 6(a) for the relevant COUs. Like
the prioritization and risk evaluation
processes, there will be an opportunity
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for public comment on any proposed
risk management actions.

For more information about the TSCA
risk evaluation process for existing
chemicals, go to https://www.epa.gov/
assessing-and-managing-chemicals-
under-tsca.

(Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2601 et seq.)

Douglas M. Troutman,

Assistant Administrator, Office of Chemical
Safety and Pollution Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2026-16263 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50—-P

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

Commission Meeting—Sunshine Act
Notice

TIME AND DATE: Tuesday, August 11,
2026, 1:00 p.m. Eastern Time or earlier.
PLACE: The meeting will be held in-
person.
STATUS: The meeting will be closed to
the public.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
The following items will be
considered at the meeting:
¢ Pending Litigation
Recommendation(s)

Note: The Legal Counsel has certified that,
in the Legal Counsel’s opinion, the
Commission meeting scheduled for August
11, 2026, concerning a recommendation to
participate in civil litigation may properly be
closed under the 3rd, 6th, 7th, and 10th
exemptions to the Government in the
Sunshine Act, 5 U.S.C. 552b(10), and
Commission regulations at 29 CFR
1612.13(a).

Please telephone (202) 921-2750, or

email commissionmeetingcomments@
eeoc.gov at any time for information on
this meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Raymond Windmiller, Executive
Officer, (202) 921-2705.

Dated: August 5, 2026.

Raymond D. Windmiller,

Executive Officer, Executive Secretariat.
[FR Doc. 2026—16244 Filed 8—-6—26; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 6570-01-P

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION
Sunshine Act Meetings

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Thursday,
August 13, 2026.

PLACE: You may observe this meeting in
person at 1501 Farm Credit Drive,
McLean, Virginia 22102-5090, or
virtually. If you would like to observe,

at least 24 hours in advance, visit

FCA.gov, select “Newsroom,” then

select “Events.” From there, access the

linked “Instructions for board meeting

visitors’” and complete the described

registration process.

STATUS: This meeting will be open to the

public.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The

following matters will be considered:

¢ Annual Report on the Farm Credit
System’s Young, Beginning, and
Small Farmers and Ranchers Mission
Performance

e Office of Secondary Market Oversight
Periodic Report

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:

If you need more information or

assistance for accessibility reasons, or

have questions, contact Ashley

Waldron, Secretary to the Board.

Telephone: 703-883-4009. TTY: 703—

883—4056.

Ashley Waldron,

Secretary to the Board.

[FR Doc. 2026-16200 Filed 8—6—26; 11:15 am]
BILLING CODE 6705-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[FR ID: 361207]

Privacy Act of 1974; Matching Program
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of a new matching
program.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Privacy Act of 1974, as amended
(“Privacy Act”), this document
announces a new computer matching
program the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC or Commission or
Agency) and the Universal Service
Administrative Company (USAC) will
conduct with the Iowa Department of
Health and Human Services. The
purpose of this matching program is to
verify the eligibility of applicants to and
subscribers of Lifeline, which is
administered by USAC under the
direction of the FCC. More information
about this program is provided in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below.

DATES: Written comments are due on or
before September 9, 2026. This
computer matching program will
commence on September 9, 2026, and
will conclude after 18 months.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Shana
Yates, FCC, 45 L Street NE, Washington,
DC 20554, or to Privacy@fcc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Shana Yates at (202) 418—0683 or
Privacy@fcc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Lifeline program provides support for
discounted broadband and voice
services to low-income consumers.
Lifeline is administered by the
Universal Service Administrative
Company (USAC) under FCC direction.
Consumers qualify for Lifeline through
proof of income or participation in a
qualifying program, such as Medicaid,
the Supplemental Nutritional
Assistance Program (SNAP), Federal
Public Housing Assistance,
Supplemental Security Income (SSI),
Veterans and Survivors Pension Benefit,
or various Tribal-specific federal
assistance programs.

In a Report and Order adopted on
March 31, 2016, (81 FR 33026, May 24,
2016) (2016 Lifeline Modernization
Order), the Commission ordered USAC
to create a National Lifeline Eligibility
Verifier (‘“National Verifier”’), including
the National Lifeline Eligibility Database
(LED), that would match data about
Lifeline applicants and subscribers with
other data sources to verify the
eligibility of an applicant or subscriber.
The Commission found that the
National Verifier would reduce
compliance costs for Lifeline service
providers, improve service for Lifeline
subscribers, and reduce waste, fraud,
and abuse in the program.

Participating Agencies

Iowa Department of Health and
Human Services (source agency);
Federal Communications Commission
(recipient agency) and Universal Service
Administrative Company.

Authority for Conducting the Matching
Program

The authority to conduct the
matching program for the FCC’s Lifeline
program is 47 U.S.C. 254(a) through (c),
and (j).

Purpose(s)

The purpose of this new matching
agreement is to verify the eligibility of
applicants and subscribers to Lifeline
and other Federal programs that use
qualification for Lifeline as an eligibility
criterion. This new agreement will
permit eligibility verification for the
Lifeline program by checking an
applicant’s/subscriber’s participation in
SNAP in Iowa Department of Health and
Human Services. Under FCC rules,
consumers receiving these benefits
qualify for Lifeline discounts.
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Categories of Individuals

The categories of individuals whose
information is involved in the matching
program include, but are not limited to,
those individuals who have applied for
Lifeline; are currently receiving Lifeline;
are individuals who enable another
individual in their household to qualify
for Lifeline; are minors whose status
qualifies a parent or guardian for
Lifeline; or are individuals who have
received Lifeline.

Categories of Records

The categories of records involved in
the matching program include the last
four digits of the applicant’s Social
Security Number, date of birth, first and
last name. The National Verifier will
transfer these data elements to the Iowa
Department of Health and Human
Services which will respond either
“yes” or “no” that the individual is
enrolled in a qualifying assistance
program: SNAP administered by the
Iowa Department of Health and Human
Services.

System(s) of Records

The records shared as part of this
matching program reside in the Lifeline
system of records, FCC/WCB-1,
Lifeline, which was published in the
Federal Register at 91 FR 9251 (Feb. 25,
2026).

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene Dortch,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16266 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

GULF COAST ECOSYSTEM
RESTORATION COUNCIL

[Docket No.: 108062026—-1111-01]

Notice of Council Updated NEPA
Procedures

AGENCY: Gulf Coast Ecosystem
Restoration Council.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Gulf Coast Ecosystem
Restoration Council (Council) has
updated its procedures (NEPA
Procedures) for implementing the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). The Council’s updated NEPA
Procedures are available at
www.restorethegulf.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Please send questions by email to John
Ettinger by email john.ettinger@
restorethegulf.gov or telephone (504)
444-3522.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 5,
2015, the Council issued its NEPA

Procedures (80 FR 25680). The
Council’s 2015 NEPA Procedures were
based on the Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations at 40
CFR parts 1500-1508. On January 8,
2026, CEQ issued a final rule removing
these regulations (91 FR 618) in accord
with Executive Order (E.O.) 14154,
Unleashing American Energy (January
20, 2025). E.O. 14154 further directed
agencies to revise their NEPA
implementing procedures consistent
with the E.O. Accordingly, the Council
has revised its NEPA Procedures. As
part of the revision process the Council
eliminated a Categorical Exclusion for
administrative and routine office
activities, which do not meet the
definition of major Federal action. The
Council’s updated NEPA Procedures
can be found at www.restorethegulf.gov.

Keala J. Hughes,

Director of External Affairs & Tribal Relations,
Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council.

[FR Doc. 2026-16267 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2026-P-6298]

Determination That OZOBAX
(Baclofen) Oral Solution, 5 Milligrams/
5 Milliliters Was Not Withdrawn From
Sale for Reasons of Safety or
Effectiveness

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA, Agency, or we)
has determined that OZOBAX (baclofen)
oral solution, 5 milligrams (mg)/5
milliliters (mL), was not withdrawn
from sale for reasons of safety or
effectiveness. This determination means
that FDA will not begin procedures to
withdraw approval of abbreviated new
drug applications (ANDAs) that refer to
this drug product, and it will allow FDA
to continue to approve ANDAs that refer
to the product as long as they meet
relevant legal and regulatory
requirements.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Heather Dorsey, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 51, Rm. 6269,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 301—
796—-3600, heather.dorsey@fda.hhs.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
505(j) of the Federal Food, Drug, and

Cosmetic Act (FD&C Act) (21 U.S.C.
355(j)) allows the submission of an
ANDA to market a generic version of a
previously approved drug product. To
obtain approval, the ANDA applicant
must show, among other things, that the
generic drug product: (1) has the same
active ingredient(s), dosage form, route
of administration, strength, conditions
of use, and (with certain exceptions)
labeling as the listed drug, which is a
version of the drug that was previously
approved, and (2) is bioequivalent to the
listed drug. ANDA applicants do not
have to repeat the extensive clinical
testing otherwise necessary to gain
approval of a new drug application
(NDA).

Section 505(j)(7) of the FD&C Act
requires FDA to publish a list of all
approved drugs. FDA publishes this list
as part of the “Approved Drug Products
With Therapeutic Equivalence
Evaluations,” which is known generally
as the “Orange Book.” Under FDA
regulations, drugs are removed from the
list if the Agency withdraws or
suspends approval of the drug’s NDA or
ANDA for reasons of safety or
effectiveness or if FDA determines that
the listed drug was withdrawn from sale
for reasons of safety or effectiveness (21
CFR 314.162).

A person may petition the Agency to
determine, or the Agency may
determine on its own initiative, whether
a listed drug was withdrawn from sale
for reasons of safety or effectiveness.
This determination may be made at any
time after the drug has been withdrawn
from sale, but must be made prior to
approving an ANDA that refers to the
listed drug (§ 314.161 (21 CFR 314.161)).
FDA may not approve an ANDA that
does not refer to a listed drug.

OZOBAX (baclofen) oral solution, 5
mg/5 mL, is the subject of NDA 208193,
held by Metacel Pharmaceuticals LLC,
and initially approved on September 18,
2019. OZOBAX is indicated for the
treatment of spasticity resulting from
multiple sclerosis, particularly for the
relief of flexor spasms and concomitant
pain, clonus, and muscular rigidity.

In a letter dated October 13, 2023,
Metacel Pharmaceuticals LLC notified
FDA that OZOBAX (baclofen) oral
solution, 5 mg/5 mL, was being
discontinued, and FDA moved the drug
product to the “Discontinued Drug
Product List” section of the Orange
Book.

Novitium Pharma LLC submitted a
citizen petition dated June 2, 2026
(Docket No. FDA-2026-P-6298), under
21 CFR 10.30, requesting that the
Agency determine whether OZOBAX
(baclofen) oral solution, 5 mg/5 mL, was
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withdrawn from sale for reasons of
safety or effectiveness.

After considering the citizen petition
and reviewing Agency records and
based on the information we have at this
time, FDA has determined under
§314.161 that OZOBAX (baclofen) oral
solution, 5 mg/5 mL, was not
withdrawn for reasons of safety or
effectiveness. The petitioner has
identified no data or other information
suggesting OZOBAX (baclofen) oral
solution, 5 mg/5 mL was withdrawn for
reasons of safety or effectiveness. We
have carefully reviewed our files for
records concerning the withdrawal of
OZOBAX (baclofen) oral solution, 5 mg/
5 mL, from sale. We have also
independently evaluated relevant
literature and data for possible
postmarketing adverse events. We have
reviewed the available evidence and
determined that this drug product was
not withdrawn from sale for reasons of
safety or effectiveness.

Accordingly, the Agency will
continue to list OZOBAX (baclofen) oral
solution, 5 mg/5 mL, in the
“Discontinued Drug Product List”
section of the Orange Book. The
“Discontinued Drug Product List”
delineates, among other items, drug
products that have been discontinued
from marketing for reasons other than
safety or effectiveness. FDA will not
begin procedures to withdraw approval
of approved ANDAs that refer to this
drug product. Additional ANDAs for
this drug product may also be approved
by the Agency as long as they meet all
other legal and regulatory requirements
for the approval of ANDAs. If FDA
determines that labeling for this drug
product should be revised to meet
current standards, the Agency will
advise ANDA applicants to submit such
labeling.

Grace R. Graham,

Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation,
and International Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2026-16248 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2025-E-5206]

Determination of Regulatory Review
Period for Purposes of Patent
Extension; BRINSUPRI

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA or the Agency) has
determined the regulatory review period
for BRINSUPRI and is publishing this
notice of that determination as required
by law. FDA has made the
determination because of the
submission of an application to the
Director of the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO), Department
of Commerce, for the extension of a
patent which claims that human drug
product.

DATES: Anyone with knowledge that any
of the dates as published (see
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION) are
incorrect may submit either electronic
or written comments and ask for a
redetermination by October 9, 2026.
Furthermore, any interested person may
petition FDA for a determination
regarding whether the applicant for
extension acted with due diligence
during the regulatory review period by
February 8, 2027. See ‘Petitions” in the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for
more information.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
as follows. Please note that late,
untimely filed comments will not be
considered. The https://
www.regulations.gov electronic filing
system will accept comments until
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time at the end of
October 9, 2026. Comments received by
mail/hand delivery/courier (for written/
paper submissions) will be considered
timely if they are received on or before
that date.

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.

¢ 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—
2025—-E-5206 for “Determination of
Regulatory Review Period for Purposes
of Patent Extension; BRINSUPRIL.”
Received comments, those filed in a
timely manner (see ADDRESSES), 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, 240-402-7500.

e 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 §10.20 (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://
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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, 240-402—-7500.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick Clouser, Office of the
Commissioner, Food and Drug
Administration, 12420 Parklawn Drive,
Rockville, MD 20852, 240—402-5276.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

The Drug Price Competition and
Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984
(Pub. L. 98—417) and the Generic
Animal Drug and Patent Term
Restoration Act (Pub. L. 100-670)
generally provide that a patent may be
extended for a period of up to 5 years
so long as the patented item (human
drug or biological product, animal drug
product, medical device, food additive,
or color additive) was subject to
regulatory review by FDA before the
item was marketed. Under these acts, a
product’s regulatory review period
forms the basis for determining the
amount of extension an applicant may
receive.

A regulatory review period consists of
two periods of time: a testing phase and
an approval phase. For human drug
products, the testing phase begins when
the exemption to permit the clinical
investigations of the drug becomes
effective and runs until the approval
phase begins. The approval phase starts
with the initial submission of an
application to market the human drug
product and continues until FDA grants
permission to market the drug product.
Although only a portion of a regulatory
review period may count toward the
actual amount of extension that the
Director of USPTO may award (for
example, half the testing phase must be
subtracted as well as any time that may
have occurred before the patent was
issued), FDA’s determination of the
length of a regulatory review period for
a human drug product will include all
of the testing phase and approval phase
as specified in 35 U.S.C. 156(g)(1)(B).

FDA has approved for marketing the
human drug product, BRINSUPRI
(brensocatib). BRINSUPRI is a
dipeptidyl peptidase 1 (DPP1) inhibitor
indicated for the treatment of non-cystic
fibrosis bronchiectasis in adult and

pediatric patients 12 years of age and
older. Subsequent to this approval, the
USPTO received a patent term
restoration application for BRINSUPRI
(U.S. Patent No. 9,522,894) from Insmed
Incorporated and the USPTO requested
FDA'’s assistance in determining the
patent’s eligibility for patent term
restoration. In a letter dated 2/11/2026,
FDA advised the USPTO that this
human drug product had undergone a
regulatory review period and that the
approval of BRINSUPRI represented the
first permitted commercial marketing or
use of the product. Thereafter, the
USPTO requested that FDA determine
the product’s regulatory review period.

II. Determination of Regulatory Review
Period

FDA has determined that the
applicable regulatory review period for
BRINSUPRI is 2,922 days. Of this time,
2,679 days occurred during the testing
phase of the regulatory review period,
while 243 days occurred during the
approval phase. These periods of time
were derived from the following dates:

1. The date an exemption under
section 505(i) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FD&C Act) (21 U.S.C.
355(i)) became effective: 8/11/2017.
FDA has verified the applicant’s claim
that the date the investigational new
drug application became effective was
on 8/11/2017.

2. The date the application was
initially submitted with respect to the
human drug product under section 505
of the FD&C Act: 12/12/2024. FDA has
verified the applicant’s claim that the
new drug application (NDA) for
BRINSUPRI (NDA 217673) was initially
submitted on 12/12/2024.

3. The date the application was
approved: 8/12/2025. FDA has verified
the applicant’s claim that NDA 217673
was approved on 8/12/2025.

This determination of the regulatory
review period establishes the maximum
potential length of a patent extension.
However, the USPTO applies several
statutory limitations in its calculations

of the actual period for patent extension.

In its application for patent extension,
this applicant seeks 1,585 days of patent
term extension.

III. Petitions

Anyone with knowledge that any of
the dates as published are incorrect may
submit either electronic or written
comments and, under 21 CFR 60.24, ask
for a redetermination (see DATES).
Furthermore, as specified in § 60.30 (21
CFR 60.30), any interested person may
petition FDA for a determination
regarding whether the applicant for
extension acted with due diligence

during the regulatory review period. To
meet its burden, the petition must
comply with all the requirements of
§60.30, including but not limited to:
must be timely (see DATES), must be
filed in accordance with § 10.20, must
contain sufficient facts to merit an FDA
investigation, and must certify that a
true and complete copy of the petition
has been served upon the patent
applicant. (See H. Rept. 857, part 1, 98th
Cong., 2d sess., pp. 41-42, 1984.)
Petitions should be in the format
specified in 21 CFR 10.30.

Submit petitions electronically to
https://www.regulations.gov at Docket
No. FDA-2013-S—0610. Submit written
petitions (two copies are required) to the
Dockets Management Staff (HFA—305),
Food and Drug Administration, 5630
Fishers Lane, Rm. 1061, Rockville, MD
20852.

Grace R. Graham,

Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation,
and International Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16247 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2025-E-0707]
Determination of Regulatory Review

Period for Purposes of Patent
Extension; DAYVIGO

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA or the Agency) has
determined the regulatory review period
for DAYVIGO and is publishing this
notice of that determination as required
by law. FDA has made the
determination because of the
submission of an application to the
Director of the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO), Department
of Commerce, for the extension of a
patent which claims that human drug
product.

DATES: Anyone with knowledge that any
of the dates as published (see
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION) are
incorrect may submit either electronic
or written comments and ask for a
redetermination by October 9, 2026.
Furthermore, any interested person may
petition FDA for a determination
regarding whether the applicant for
extension acted with due diligence
during the regulatory review period by
February 8, 2027. See “‘Petitions” in the
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section for
more information.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
as follows. Please note that late,
untimely filed comments will not be
considered. The https://
www.regulations.gov electronic filing
system will accept comments until
11:59 p.m. Eastern Time at the end of
October 9, 2026. Comments received by
mail/hand delivery/courier (for written/
paper submissions) will be considered
timely if they are received on or before
that date.

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.

¢ 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.

¢ 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—
2025-E—-0707 for ‘“‘Determination of
Regulatory Review Period for Purposes
of Patent Extension; DAYVIGO.”
Received comments, those filed in a
timely manner (see ADDRESSES), 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, 240-402-7500.

¢ 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 §10.20 (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, 240—-402-7500.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick Clouser, Office of the
Commissioner, Food and Drug
Administration, 240-402-5276.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

The Drug Price Competition and
Patent Term Restoration Act of 1984
(Pub. L. 98-417) and the Generic
Animal Drug and Patent Term
Restoration Act (Pub. L. 100-670)
generally provide that a patent may be

extended for a period of up to 5 years
so long as the patented item (human
drug or biological product, animal drug
product, medical device, food additive,
or color additive) was subject to
regulatory review by FDA before the
item was marketed. Under these acts, a
product’s regulatory review period
forms the basis for determining the
amount of extension an applicant may
receive.

A regulatory review period consists of
two periods of time: a testing phase and
an approval phase. For human drug
products, the testing phase begins when
the exemption to permit the clinical
investigations of the drug becomes
effective and runs until the approval
phase begins. The approval phase starts
with the initial submission of an
application to market the human drug
product and continues until FDA grants
permission to market the drug product.
Although only a portion of a regulatory
review period may count toward the
actual amount of extension that the
Director of USPTO may award (for
example, half the testing phase must be
subtracted as well as any time that may
have occurred before the patent was
issued), FDA’s determination of the
length of a regulatory review period for
a human drug product will include all
of the testing phase and approval phase
as specified in 35 U.S.C. 156(g)(1)(B).

FDA has approved for marketing the
human drug product, DAYVIGO
(lemborexant). DAYVIGO is an orexin
receptor antagonist indicated for the
treatment of adult patients with
insomnia, characterized by difficulties
with sleep onset and/or sleep
maintenance. Subsequent to this
approval, the USPTO received a patent
term restoration application for
DAYVIGO (U.S. Patent No. 8,268,848)
from Eisai R&D Management Co., Ltd
and the USPTO requested FDA’s
assistance in determining the patent’s
eligibility for patent term restoration. In
a letter dated 2/11/2026, FDA advised
the USPTO that this human drug
product had undergone a regulatory
review period and that the approval of
DAYVIGO represented the first
permitted commercial marketing or use
of the product. Thereafter, the USPTO
requested that FDA determine the
product’s regulatory review period.

II. Determination of Regulatory Review
Period

FDA has determined that the
applicable regulatory review period for
DAYVIGO is 3,004 days. Of this time,
2,646 days occurred during the testing
phase of the regulatory review period,
while 358 days occurred during the
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approval phase. These periods of time
were derived from the following dates:

1. The date an exemption under
section 505(i) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FD&C Act) (21 U.S.C.
355(i)) became effective: 9/28/2011. The
applicant claims 9/26/2011, as the date
the investigational new drug application
(IND) became effective. However, FDA
records indicate that the IND effective
date was 9/28/2011, which was the first
date after receipt of the IND that the
investigational studies were allowed to
proceed.

2. The date the application was
initially submitted with respect to the
human drug product under section 505
of the FD&C Act: 12/27/2018. FDA has
verified the applicant’s claim that the
new drug application (NDA) for
DAYVIGO (NDA 212028) was initially
submitted on 12/27/2018.

3. The date of issuance of the interim
final rule controlling the drug under
section 201(j) of the Controlled
Substances Act: 4/7/2020. FDA has
verified the applicant’s claim that NDA
212028 was approved on December, 20,
2019 and that the Drug Enforcement
Agency issued an interim final rule
controlling the product on April, 7,
2020.

This determination of the regulatory
review period establishes the maximum
potential length of a patent extension.
However, the USPTO applies several
statutory limitations in its calculations
of the actual period for patent extension.
In its application for patent extension,
this applicant seeks 930 days of patent
term extension.

III. Petitions

Anyone with knowledge that any of
the dates as published are incorrect may
submit either electronic or written
comments and, under 21 CFR 60.24, ask
for a redetermination (see DATES).
Furthermore, as specified in § 60.30 (21
CFR 60.30), any interested person may
petition FDA for a determination
regarding whether the applicant for
extension acted with due diligence
during the regulatory review period. To
meet its burden, the petition must
comply with all the requirements of
§60.30, including but not limited to:
must be timely (see DATES), must be
filed in accordance with § 10.20, must
contain sufficient facts to merit an FDA
investigation, and must certify that a
true and complete copy of the petition
has been served upon the patent
applicant. (See H. Rept. 857, part 1, 98th
Cong., 2d sess., pp. 41-42, 1984.)
Petitions should be in the format
specified in 21 CFR 10.30.

Submit petitions electronically to
https://www.regulations.gov at Docket

No. FDA-2013-5S-0610. Submit written
petitions (two copies are required) to the
Dockets Management Staff (HFA-305),
Food and Drug Administration, 5630
Fishers Lane, Rm. 1061, Rockville, MD
20852.

Grace R. Graham,

Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation,
and International Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2026-16246 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2026—-N-8004]

Molecular and Clinical Genetics Panel
of the Medical Devices Advisory
Committee; Notice of Meeting;
Establishment of a Public Docket;
Request for Comments—GRAIL, Inc.
Galleri

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice; establishment of a
public docket; request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) announces a
forthcoming public advisory committee
meeting of the Molecular and Clinical
Genetics Panel of the Medical Devices
Advisory Committee (the Committee).
The general function of the Committee
is to provide advice and
recommendations to FDA. The meeting
will be open to the public. FDA is
establishing a docket for public
comment.

DATES: The meeting will be held on
September 23, 2026, from 9 a.m. to 6
p-m. Eastern Time.

ADDRESSES: The public will have the
option to participate, and all
participants will be heard, viewed,
captioned, and recorded for this
advisory committee meeting via an
online teleconferencing and/or video
conferencing platform. Answers to
commonly asked questions about FDA
advisory committee meetings, including
information regarding special
accommodations due to a disability,
visitor parking, and transportation may
be accessed at: https://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/
AboutAdvisoryCommittees/
ucm408555.htm.

The online web conference meeting
will be available at the following link on
the day of the meeting at: https://
youtube.com/live/
83XzLN7Dbg4?feature=share.

The address for in-person attendance
is FDA White Oak Campus, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 31 Conference
Center, the Great Room (Rm. 1503),
Silver Spring, MD 20993—-0002.

FDA is establishing a docket for
public comment on this meeting. The
docket number is FDA-2026-N—-8004.
The docket will close on September 16,
2026. Please note that late, untimely
filed comments will not be considered.
The https://www.regulations.gov
electronic filing system will accept
comments until 11:59 p.m. Eastern Time
at the end of September 16, 2026.
Comments received by mail/hand
delivery/courier (for written/paper
submissions) will be considered timely
if they are received on or before that
date.

Comments received on or before
September 8, 2026, will be provided to
the Committee. Comments received after
that date will be taken into
consideration by FDA. In the event that
the meeting is cancelled, FDA will
continue to evaluate any relevant
applications or information, and
consider any comments submitted to the
docket, as appropriate.

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:


https://www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/AboutAdvisoryCommittees/ucm408555.htm
https://www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/AboutAdvisoryCommittees/ucm408555.htm
https://www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/AboutAdvisoryCommittees/ucm408555.htm
https://www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/AboutAdvisoryCommittees/ucm408555.htm
https://youtube.com/live/83XzLN7Dbg4?feature=share
https://youtube.com/live/83XzLN7Dbg4?feature=share
https://youtube.com/live/83XzLN7Dbg4?feature=share
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

51497

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. [Insert
Docket Number] for ‘“Molecular and
Clinical Genetics Panel of the Medical
Devices Advisory Committee; Notice of
Meeting; Establishment of a Public
Docket; Request for Comments-GRAIL,
Inc. Galleri.” Received comments, those
filed in a timely manner (see
ADDRESSES), 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, 240-402-7500.

¢ 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.” FDA
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 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 the 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-
09-1 8/£df/201 5-23389.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, 240—-402-7500.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Evella Washington, Advisory Committee
Oversight Management Staff, Food and
Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 1, Rm. 3214,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 301—
796—6683, CDRH _MDAC@fda.hhs.gov.
A notice in the Federal Register about
last-minute modifications that impact a
previously announced advisory
committee meeting cannot always be
published quickly enough to provide
timely notice. Therefore, you should
always check FDA’s website at https://
www.fda.gov/AdvisoryCommittees/
default.htm and scroll down to the
appropriate advisory committee meeting
link, or call the advisory committee
information line to learn about possible
modifications before the meeting.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Agenda: The meeting presentations
will be heard, viewed, captioned, and
recorded through an online
teleconferencing and/or video
conferencing platform.

On September 23, 2026, the
Committee will meet in an open session
to discuss, make recommendations, and
vote on information regarding the
premarket approval application (PMA)
for the Galleri® test sponsored by
GRAIL, Inc. The proposed indications
for use statement is as follows: The
Galleri® test is a qualitative, next-
generation sequencing (NGS)-based in
vitro diagnostic test intended to detect
cancer-specific methylation patterns in
cell-free DNA isolated from peripheral
whole blood. The Galleri® test is
intended for screening for the early
detection of multiple types of cancer, in
adults aged 50 years or older. The test
is also intended for the prediction of
Cancer Signal Origin in individuals
with a Cancer Signal Detected test
result. A test result of Cancer Signal
Detected, including a predicted Cancer
Signal Origin, may indicate the presence
of an invasive solid tumor or
hematologic malignancy and should be
followed by a diagnostic workup
recommended by qualified healthcare
professionals. A test result of No Cancer
Signal Detected does not rule out the
presence of cancer, and individuals
should continue with guideline-
recommended single-cancer screening
tests. This test is performed at GRAIL,
Inc. Prescription only.

FDA intends to make background
material available to the public no later

than two (2) business days before the
meeting. If FDA is unable to post the
background material on its website prior
to the meeting, the background material
will be made publicly available on
FDA’s website at the time of the
advisory committee meeting.
Background material and the link to the
online teleconference and/or video
conference meeting will be available at
https://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/Calendar/
default.htm. Scroll down to the
appropriate advisory committee meeting
link.

The meeting will include an online
meeting platform in conjunction with
the physical meeting room (see
ADDRESSES) and slide presentations with
audio and video components to allow
the presentation of materials at the
advisory committee meeting.

Procedure: Interested persons may
present data, information, or views,
orally or in writing, on issues pending
before the Committee. All electronic and
written submissions to the Docket (see
ADDRESSES) on or before September 8,
2026, will be provided to the
Committee. Oral presentations from the
public will be scheduled between
approximately 1:00 p.m. and 2:00 p.m.
Eastern Time. Those individuals
interested in making formal oral
presentations should notify the contact
person and submit a brief statement of
the general nature of the evidence or
arguments they wish to present, the
names and addresses of proposed
participants, whether they would like to
present online or in-person, and an
indication of the approximate time
requested to make their presentation on
or before August 28, 2026. Time allotted
for each presentation may be limited. If
the number of registrants requesting to
speak is greater than can be reasonably
accommodated during the scheduled
open public hearing session, FDA may
conduct a lottery to determine the
speakers for the scheduled open public
hearing session. Similarly, room for
interested persons to participate in-
person may be limited. If the number of
registrants requesting to speak in-person
during the open public hearing is
greater than can be reasonably
accommodated in the venue for the in-
person portion of the advisory
committee meeting, FDA may conduct a
lottery to determine the speakers who
will be invited to participate in-person.
The contact person will notify
interested persons regarding their
request to speak by August 31, 2026.
Persons attending FDA’s advisory
committee meetings are advised that
FDA is not responsible for providing
access to electrical outlets.
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For press inquiries, please contact the
HHS Press Room at https://
www.hhs.gov/press-room/index.html or
202-690-6343.

FDA welcomes the attendance of the
public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with disabilities.
If you require accommodations due to a
disability, please contact Evella
Washington CORH MDAC@fda.hhs.gov
(see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT)
at least 7 days in advance of the
meeting.

FDA is committed to the orderly
conduct of its advisory committee
meetings. Please visit our website at
https://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/
AboutAdvisoryCommittees/
ucm111462.htm for procedures on
public conduct during advisory
committee meetings.

Notice of this meeting is given under
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). This meeting notice
also serves as notice that, pursuant to 21
CFR 10.19, the requirements in 21 CFR
14.22(b), (f), and (g) relating to the
location of advisory committee meetings
are hereby waived to allow for this
meeting to take place using an online
meeting platform in conjunction with
the physical meeting room (see
ADDRESSES). This waiver is in the
interest of allowing greater transparency
and opportunities for public
participation, in addition to
convenience for advisory committee
members, speakers, and guest speakers.
The conditions for issuance of a waiver
under 21 CFR 10.19 are met.

Grace R. Graham,

Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation,
and International Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2026—16245 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4164-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission to OMB for
Review and Approval; Public Comment
Request; Transforming Pediatrics for
Early Childhood Program Performance
Measures

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration (HRSA), Department of
Health and Human Services.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
HRSA submitted an Information
Collection Request (ICR) to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval. Comments
submitted during the first public review
of this ICR will be provided to OMB.
OMB will accept further comments from
the public during the review and
approval period. OMB may act on
HRSA’s ICR only after the 30-day
comment period for this notice has
closed.

DATES: Comments on this ICR should be
received no later than September 9,
2026.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain. Find this particular
information collection by selecting
“Currently under Review—Open for
Public Comments” or by using the
search function.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request a copy of the clearance requests
submitted to OMB for review, email
Samantha Miller, the HRSA Information
Collection Clearance Officer, at
paperwork@hrsa.gov or call (301) 443—
3983.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Information Collection Request Title:
Transforming Pediatrics for Early
Childhood Program Performance
Measures, OMB No. 09068&xxxx—New.
Abstract: The Transforming Pediatrics
for Early Childhood (TPEC) Program is

authorized by 42 U.S.C. 701(a)(2) (Title
V, §501(a)(2) of the Social Security Act),
which authorizes awards for special
projects of regional and national
significance in maternal and child
health. HRSA’s Special Projects of
Regional and National Significance
program supports HRSA’s mission to
improve the health and well-being of
America’s mothers, children, and
families. Through the TPEC Program,
HRSA directly funds organizations with
statewide or tribal reach to place early
childhood development experts in local
pediatric practices to deliver team-based
care to young children and their
families. All TPEC funding recipients
will collect data and report standardized
annual performance measures included
in this ICR.

A 60-day notice published in the
Federal Register on April 16, 2026, vol.
91, No. 73; pp. 20472-20473. There
were no public comments.

Need and Proposed Use of the
Information: HRSA will use the
information to monitor and provide
oversight to TPEC funding recipients so
the recipients can successfully access,
analyze, and use pediatric practice-level
and state-level data to meet program
goals. HRSA will also use the
performance information to demonstrate
program accountability and impact to
young children and their families served
by the TPEC-funded pediatric practices.

Likely Respondents: TPEC funding
recipients.

Burden Statement: Burden in this
context means the time expended by
persons to generate, maintain, retain,
disclose, or provide the information
requested. This includes the time
needed to review instructions; to
develop, acquire, install, and utilize
technology and systems for the purpose
of collecting, validating, and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; to train
personnel and to be able to respond to
a collection of information; to search
data sources; to complete and review
the collection of information; and to
transmit or otherwise disclose the
information. The total annual burden
hours estimated for this ICR are
summarized in the table below.

TOTAL ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN HOURS

Average
Number of Total
Number of Total burden per
Form name responses per burden
respondents responses response
respondent (in hours) hours
Transforming Pediatrics for Early Childhood (TPEC) Program Perform-
ANCE MEASUIES ......cuvieiieeee ettt eeeetee e e e e e e e e e e e earaee e e e e s eeennrneees 10 1 10 120 1,200
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TOTAL ESTIMATED ANNUALIZED BURDEN HOURS—Continued
Average
Number of Total
Number of Total burden per

Form name responses per burden

respondents respondent responses (ri%sESErsse) hours
B Io] - | PSSO 10 1 10 120 1,200

Amy P. McNulty,

Deputy Director, Executive Secretariat.
[FR Doc. 2026-16227 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4165-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Office of the Director, Notice of Charter
Renewal

In accordance with Title 41 of the
U.S. Code of Federal Regulations,
Section 102-3.65(a), notice is hereby
given that the charter for the Fogarty
International Center Advisory Board
(FICAB) is being renewed for an
additional two-year period on August
31, 2026.

It is determined that the FICAB is in
the public interest in connection with
the performance of duties imposed on
the National Institutes of Health by law,
and that these duties can best be
performed through the advice and
counsel of this group.

The Public Interest Determination
follows:

National Institutes of Health Fogarty
International Center Advisory Board
Public Interest Determination

Pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.60(a), to
establish, renew, reestablish, or merge a
discretionary (agency discretion)
advisory committee, an agency must
first consult with the General Services
Administration’s Committee
Management Secretariat (the Secretariat)
and, as part of the consultation, provide
a written public interest determination
approved by the head of the agency to
the Secretariat with a copy to the Office
of Management and Budget. In addition,
pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.35, an agency
shall follow the same consultation
process and document in writing the
same determination of need before
creating a subcommittee under a
discretionary committee that is not
made up entirely of members of a parent
advisory committee.

Information on the following factors
for the committee is provided to the
Secretariat to demonstrate that renewing
the committee is in the public interest:

1. Annual budget: The annual budget
for the committee is $151,338.

a. Federal personnel on a full-time
equivalent (FTE) basis: Federal
personnel (based on full-time equivalent
(FTE) usage basis) and other Federal
internal costs. The estimated annual
person years of staff support are .7 at an
estimated cost of $130,780.

b. Other Federal internal costs: The
estimate for other Federal internal costs
is 0.

c. Proposed payments to members:
The estimated payment for non-Federal
members is $6,400 and the estimated
prorated salary for Federal members is
$3,740.

d. Proposed number of members: The
Board will consist of not more than 13
members appointed by the Secretary
and the following nonvoting ex officio
members: the Directors of 2 NIH
institutes or centers with active
international programs and any
additional officers or employees of the
United States as the Secretary
determines necessary for the Board to
effectively carry out its functions.

e. Reimbursable costs: The estimate
for reimbursable costs, including
members’ travel expenses, is $10,418.

2. If applicable, the total dollar value
of grants expected to be recommended
during the fiscal year:

During the FY25 reporting period,
FICAB reviewed 143 applications for
programs, requesting $52,043,864. NIH
is unable to project an amount as the
number of awards made are contingent
on a variety of factors, such as annual
appropriations, number of applications
received, NIH research priorities, etc.

3. Criteria for selecting members to
ensure the committee has the necessary
expertise and fairly balanced
membership:

The Board shall consist of not more
than 13 members appointed by the
Secretary and Federal ex officio
members. Non-Federal members must
be eligible to serve as Special
Government Employees (SGEs) and will
serve as SGEs, as defined by 18 U.S.C.
202.

The Chair of the Board will be
selected by the Secretary from among
the appointed members, except that the
Secretary may select the Director, FIC,
to be the Chair.

The term of office of the Chair will be
two years.

Of the 13 appointed members, 10
shall be selected from among the
leading representatives of the health and
scientific disciplines relevant to the
activities of the FIC, particularly
representatives of the biomedical and
behavioral fields, such as molecular and
cellular biology, neurosciences, basic
physiology, epidemiology, immunology,
nutrition, public health, economics, and
demography. Three members shall be
appointed by the Secretary from the
general public and shall include leaders
in the fields of health-related enterprises
such as pharmaceutical or life insurance
companies, voluntary organizations
committed to betterment of public
health, international health, and
international health law.

Non-Federal members will be invited
to serve for overlapping four-year terms,
except that any member appointed to
fill a vacancy for an unexpired term will
be appointed for the remainder of that
term. The Secretary shall make
appointments in such a manner as to
ensure that the terms of the appointed
members do not all expire in the same
year. An appointed member may serve
180 days after the expiration of that
member’s term if a successor has not
taken office. A member who has been
appointed for a term of four years may
not be reappointed to this Board before
two years from the date of expiration of
that member’s term of office.

Nonvoting ex officio members will
include the Directors of 2 NIH institutes
or centers with active international
programs and any additional officers or
employees of the United States as the
Secretary determines necessary for the
Board to effectively carry out its
functions.

4. List of all other Federal advisory
committees of the agency:

e Advisory Committee on Research on

Women’s Health
e Advisory Committee to the Director,

National Institutes of Health
e Advisory Council on Parkinson’s

Research, Care and Services
¢ Aging and Neurodegeneration

Integrated Review Group
o AIDS Research Advisory Committee,

NIAID
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Applied Immunology and Disease
Control Integrated Review Group
Applied Therapeutics for Cancer
Integrated Review Group
Biobehavioral and Behavioral
Processes Integrated Review Group
Bioengineering Sciences &
Technologies Integrated Review
Group

Biological Chemistry and
Macromolecular Biophysics
Integrated Review Group

Board of Regents of the National
Library of Medicine

Board of Scientific Counselors Eunice
Kennedy Shriver National Institute of
Child Health and Human
Development

Board of Scientific Counselors
National Human Genome Research
Institute

Board of Scientific Counselors of the
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute

Board of Scientific Counselors of the
NIH Clinical Center

Board of Scientific Counselors,
Division of Translational Toxicology
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Cancer Institute

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Center for Complementary
and Integrative Health

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Eye Institute

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Arthritis and
Musculoskeletal and Skin Diseases
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Biomedical
Imaging and Bioengineering

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Dental and
Craniofacial Research

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Diabetes and
Digestive and Kidney Diseases
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Environmental
Health Sciences

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Mental Health
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute of Neurological
Disorders and Stroke

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute on Aging

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute on Alcohol Abuse
and Alcoholism

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute on Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute on Drug Abuse
Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Institute on Minority Health
and Health Disparities and National
Institute of Nursing Research

Board of Scientific Counselors,
National Library of Medicine

Brain Disorders and Clinical
Neuroscience Integrated Review
Group

Cardiovascular and Respiratory
Sciences Integrated Review Group
Cell Biology Integrated Review Group
Center for Scientific Review Special
Emphasis Panel

Council of Councils

Cures Acceleration Network Review
Board

Digestive, Kidney and Urological
Systems Integrated Review Group
Division of Intramural Research Board
of Scientific Counselors National
Institute of Allergy and Infectious
Diseases

Emerging Technologies and Training
Neurosciences Integrated Review
Group

Endocrinology, Metabolism, Nutrition
and Reproductive Sciences Integrated
Review Group

Fogarty International Center Advisory
Board

Genes, Genomes, and Genetics
Integrated Review Group

Healthcare Delivery and
Methodologies Integrated Review
Group

Infectious Diseases and Immunology
A Integrated Review Group

Infectious Diseases and Immunology
B Integrated Review Group
Integrative, Functional and Cognitive
Neuroscience Integrated Review
Group

Interagency Autism Coordinating
Committee

Interagency Pain Research
Coordinating Committee
Interdisciplinary Molecular Sciences
and Training Integrated Review Group
Molecular, Cellular and
Developmental Neuroscience
Integrated Review Group

Muscular Dystrophy Coordinating
Committee

Musculoskeletal, Oral, and Skin
Sciences Integrated Review Group
National Advisory Allergy and
Infectious Diseases Council

National Advisory Board on Medical
Rehabilitation Research

National Advisory Child Health and
Human Development Council
National Advisory Council for
Biomedical Imaging and
Bioengineering

National Advisory Council for
Complementary and Integrative
Health

National Advisory Gouncil for Human
Genome Research

National Advisory Council for
Nursing Research

National Advisory Council on Aging

National Advisory Council on
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism
National Advisory Council on Drug
Abuse

National Advisory Council on
Minority Health and Health
Disparities

National Advisory Dental and
Craniofacial Research Council
National Advisory Environmental
Health Sciences Council

e National Advisory Eye Council
o National Advisory General Medical

Sciences Council

National Advisory Mental Health
Council

National Advisory Neurological
Disorders and Stroke Council
National Arthritis and
Musculoskeletal and Skin Diseases
Advisory Council

National Cancer Advisory Board

e National Cancer Institute Clinical

Trials and Translational Research
Advisory Committee

National Cancer Institute Council of
Research Advocates

National Center for Advancing
Translational Sciences Advisory
Council

National Deafness and Other
Communication Disorders Advisory
Council

National Diabetes and Digestive and
Kidney Diseases Advisory Council
National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Advisory Council

National Science Advisory Board for
Biosecurity

National Toxicology Program Board of
Scientific Counselors

National Toxicology Program Special
Emphasis Panel

NIH Clinical Center Research Hospital
Board

Office of AIDS Research Advisory
Council

Office of Research Infrastructure
Programs Special Emphasis Panel
Oncology 1—Basic Translational
Integrated Review Group

Oncology 2—Translational Clinical
Integrated Review Group

Population Sciences and
Epidemiology Integrated Review
Group

President’s Cancer Panel

e Risk, Prevention and Health Behavior

Integrated Review Group

Scientific Advisory Committee on
Alternative Toxicological Methods
Scientific and Technical Review
Board on Biomedical and Behavioral
Research Facilities

Scientific Management Review Board

o Sickle Cell Disease Advisory

Committee
Sleep Disorders Research Advisory
Board
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¢ Social and Community Influences on

Health Integrated Review Group
e Surgical Sciences, Biomedical

Imaging and Bioengineering

Integrated Review Group
¢ Vaccine Research Center Board of

Scientific Counselors National

Institute of Allergy and Infectious

Diseases
e Vascular and Hematology Integrated

Review Group

5. Justification that the information or
advice provided by the Federal advisory
committee or subcommittee is not
available from another Federal advisory
committee, another Federal Government
source, or any other more cost-effective
and less burdensome source:

FICAB provides expert advice in
global health research, training,
international collaboration, and research
capacity strengthening that is not
available from other Federal Advisory
Committees or government sources. FIC
Advisory Board members bring
specialized scientific expertise and
extensive experience working
internationally and conducting global
research. There is no comparable
committee with the unique combination
of expertise in research and global
health. The independent expertise of the
Board strengthens FIC’s global health
research and training activities and
helps to ensure these activities align
with U.S. and NIH health, security, and
scientific policies and goals.

The costs to convene FICAB are
described in response to item #1. The
Board conducts the statutorily required
second-level review of grant
applications, ensuring appropriate
evaluation of funding recommendations
following initial peer review. This grant
review cannot be conducted through
more cost-effective or less burdensome
alternative mechanisms.

6. If the consultation is a committee
renewal, a summary of the previous
accomplishments of the committee and
the reasons it needs to continue:

FIC’s uniquely international mission
requires external expertise to support
sound decision-making, responsible use
of public funds, and alignment with
U.S. priorities. The Board has played a
key role in shaping FIC’s strategic
direction, program priorities, and
funding decisions. Its guidance has
helped to ensure that FIC’s portfolio
remains rigorous, relevant, and aligned
with NIH and HHS priorities. The Board
has also provided advice to shape NIH
global research that has helped position
the U.S. as a global leader in biomedical
research.

7. Explanation of why the committee/
subcommittee is essential to the conduct
of agency business:

FIC is essential to agency operations
because it fulfills the required second-
level review of FIC grant applications,
as required under section 492 of the
PHS Act. The Board also provides
critical advice to the NIH Director and
FIC Director on scientific,
programmatic, and policy matters
related to global health research. The
Board advises on research investments
and international collaborations that
strengthen global capacity to detect,
prevent, and respond to emerging health
threats, thereby supporting U.S. health
security. It also provides insight on
program design and performance to
ensure FIC’s initiatives promote
scientific excellence and responsible
oversight of federal resources. This
independent guidance ensures that
FIC’s portfolio aligns with U.S. health,
security, and scientific policies and
goals to make America safer, stronger
and more prosperous.

In conclusion, this public interest
determination documents that renewing
the committee is in the public interest,
essential to the conduct of agency
business, and that the information to be
obtained is not already available
through another advisory committee or
source within the Federal Government.

Inquiries may be directed to Patricia
Brandt Hansberger, Acting Director,
Office of Federal Advisory Committee
Policy, Office of the Director, National
Institutes of Health, 6701 Democracy
Boulevard, Suite 1000, Bethesda,
Maryland 20892 (Mail code 4875),
Telephone (301) 496-2123, or
patricia.hansberger@nih.gov.

Dated: August 4, 2026.
Margaret N. Vardanian,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2026-16257 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4167-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute on Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders;
Notice of Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 1009 of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of a
meeting of the National Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders
Advisory Council.

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 Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders Advisory
Council.

Date: September 3, 2026.

Time: 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Address: National Institutes of Health,
Neuroscience Center, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Rockville, MD 20852.

Meeting Format: In Person and Virtual
Meeting.

Contact Person: Rebecca Wagenaar-Miller,
Ph.D., Director, Division of Extramural
Activities, NIDCD/NIH, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Bethesda, MD 20892, (301) 496—
8693, rebecca.wagenaar-miller@nih.gov.

Information is also available on the
Institute’s/Center’s home page: https://
www.nided.nih.gov/about/advisory-council,
where an agenda and any additional
information for the meeting will be posted
when available.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.173, Biological Research
Related to Deafness and Communicative
Disorders, National Institutes of Health, HHS

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Rosalind M. Niamke,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2026-16204 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

National Institute on Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders;
Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of a
meeting of the National Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders
Advisory Council.

The meeting will be open to the
public, with attendance limited to space
available. Individuals who plan to
attend and need special assistance, such
as sign language interpretation or other
reasonable accommodations, should
notify the Contact Person listed below
in advance of the meeting.

Name of Committee: National Deafness and
Other Communication Disorders Advisory
Council.

Date: September 4, 2026.

Time: 10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.


https://www.nidcd.nih.gov/about/advisory-council
https://www.nidcd.nih.gov/about/advisory-council
mailto:rebecca.wagenaar-miller@nih.gov
mailto:patricia.hansberger@nih.gov
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Agenda: To review and evaluate grant
applications.

Address: National Institutes of Health,
Neuroscience Center, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Rockville, MD 20852.

Meeting Format: In Person and Virtual
Meeting.

Contact Person: Rebecca Wagenaar-Miller,
Ph.D., Director, Division of Extramural
Activities, NIDCD/NIH, 6001 Executive
Boulevard, Bethesda, MD 20892, (301) 496—
8693, rebecca.wagenaar-miller@nih.gov.

Information is also available on the
Institute’s/Center’s home page: https://
www.nided.nih.gov/about/advisory-council,
where an agenda and any additional
information for the meeting will be posted
when available.

(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance

Program Nos. 93.173, Biological Research

Related to Deafness and Communicative

Disorders, National Institutes of Health, HHS
Dated: August 5, 2026.

Rosalind M. Niamke,

Program Analyst, Office of Federal Advisory

Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2026-16205 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4167-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Services Administration

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection;
Comment Request

In compliance with Section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 concerning
opportunity for public comment on
proposed collections of information, the
Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Services Administration (SAMHSA)
will publish periodic summaries of
proposed projects. To request more
information on the proposed projects or
to obtain a copy of the information
collection plans, call the SAMHSA
Reports Clearance Officer on (240) 276—
0361.

Comments are invited on: (a) whether
the proposed collections of information
are necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; 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.

Proposed Project: Extension to the
Currently Approved 0930-0395 0930-
0395 Generic Clearance for Grant
Program Monitoring Activities

The Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration
(SAMHSA) is requesting approval from
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for an extension of the generic
information collection request (ICR)
entitled Generic Clearance for Grant
Program Monitoring Activities currently
approved under the OMB number 0930—
0395. This generic ICR allows SAMHSA
to collect standardized information from
its grant recipients necessary to perform
agency program oversight activities such
as monitoring progress on recipient
activities and determining and
responding to recipient’s training and
technical assistance (T/TA) needs.
SAMHSA currently manages grant
programs that provide prevention,
treatment, recovery support services,
and T/TA for substance use treatment
and mental health providers along the
continuum of care including prevention,
harm reduction, treatment, and
recovery. To carry out OMB Circular A—
1021 and 2 CFR part 215.51,2 SAMHSA
must collect grant program information
necessary to ensure compliance with
federal and programmatic requirements.

SAMHSA'’s grant recipients are
currently required to submit various
types of performance reports in
accordance with their individual
program requirements. For example,
recipients often submit bi-annual
progress reports as one form of
information collection.

When required, performance reports
shall generally contain, for each award,
brief information on each of the
following:

—Update on the status of key personnel
required by the grant and staffing
levels proposed by the recipient.

—Annual number of clients served, or
individuals trained compared to the
proposed/planned and the actual
clients served/individuals trained.

1Gircular A-102: Grants and Cooperative
Agreements with State and Local Governments

22 CFR part 215.51: https://www.govinfo.gov/
content/pkg/CFR-2012-title2-vol1/pdf/CFR-2012-
title2-vol1-subtitleA.pdf.

—Comparison of actual progress and
accomplishments with the goals and
objectives established for the period.

—Obstacles and next steps for achieving
established goals that were not met, if
appropriate.

—Success stories of positive outcomes
of clients served or impact of the
program on the community.

—Other pertinent information
including, when appropriate, program
specific questions that reflect
statutory requirements, the agency’s
strategic priorities, and/or program’s
policy goals.

—Information previously requested in a
grant Notice of Funding Opportunities
(NOFO).

SAMHSA program offices have ever-
evolving monitoring needs, dependent
on both internal and external factors,
such as, but not limited to current grant
recipient activities and needs; uses of
federal funds; changes to aspects of
programs based on statutory authority,
federal regulations or policy, and/or
Congressional appropriations;
availability of program office funds for
site visits (desk monitoring); matters of
importance related to national health
and safety needs of the public, or other
events that lead to program changes.
There are times when standardized
collections of quantitative and
qualitative information allows for
program offices the ability to monitor
recipient activities and needs.

A generic clearance would provide
SAMHSA'’s program offices the
flexibility to create and use tailored
information collection templates based
on current program reporting
requirements. This is important to allow
for SAMHSA’s:

—Monitoring of compliance with
federal practice, guidelines, and
requirements,

—Oversight of the implementation of
the scope of the grant activities with
the grant recipients’ proposed project,

—Assessment of the efficiency and
efficacy of recipient activities,

—Quick understanding of and
remediation to national, regional,
and/or site-specific issues,

—Provision of additional support and
technical assistance, as needed,

—Documentation of promising
practices, innovative services, and
program strengths, and

—Flexible and responsive oversight of
federal funds.


https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CFR-2012-title2-vol1/pdf/CFR-2012-title2-vol1-subtitleA.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CFR-2012-title2-vol1/pdf/CFR-2012-title2-vol1-subtitleA.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CFR-2012-title2-vol1/pdf/CFR-2012-title2-vol1-subtitleA.pdf
https://www.nidcd.nih.gov/about/advisory-council
https://www.nidcd.nih.gov/about/advisory-council
mailto:rebecca.wagenaar-miller@nih.gov
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Responses
Number of Total Hours per Total annual | Hourly wage
Type of respondent respondents resp%?\rdent responses response burden hours cost Total hour cost
Progress Report Template (An-

[Q1VE: ) R 4,000 1 4,000 8 32,000 3$30 $960,000
Progress Report (Interim) ........ 2,500 2 5,000 6 30,000 30 900,000
Grant Closeouts .........ccccceeeneene 1,000 1 1,000 10 10,000 30 300,000
Site Visit Report Template ....... 4,000 1 4,000 6 24,000 30 720,000
Other ..oooeveeeeeeeee e 4,000 1 4,000 6 24,000 30 720,000

Total v 20,000 | cooreeeeeeeeee 28,000 | .ooeeerieeeenne 180,000 | .ooeveeeieeine 3,600,000

Written comments and

recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/

PRAMain. Find this particular

information collection by selecting
“Currently under 30-day Review—Open
for Public Comments” or by using the

search function.

Alicia Broadus,
Public Health Advisor.

[FR Doc. 2026-16190 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|

BILLING CODE 4162-20-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND

SECURITY
Coast Guard
[Docket No. USCG—-2026-0045]

Collection of Information Under
Review by Office of Management and
Budget; OMB Control Number: 1625

0009
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.

ACTION: Thirty-day notice requesting

comments.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 the
U.S. Coast Guard is forwarding an
Information Collection Request (ICR),

abstracted below, to the Office

of

Management and Budget (OMB), Office

of Information and Regulatory

Affairs

(OIRA), requesting an extension of its
approval for the following collection of
information: 1625-0009, Oil Record
Book for Ships; without change. Our
ICR describes the information we seek
to collect from the public. Review and

comments by OIRA ensure we
impose paperwork burdens

only

commensurate with our performance of

duties.

3The hourly wage estimate is $30 based on the

Occupational Employment and Wages,

Mean

Hourly Wage Rate for 21-0000 Community and

Social Service Occupations= $30.31/hr.

as of May

2024. (https://www.bls.gov/oes/current/

0es5210000.htm)

DATES: You may submit comments to
the Coast Guard and OIRA on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Comments to the Coast
Guard should be submitted at https://
www.regulations.gov. Search for docket
number [USCG-2026-0045]. Written
comments and recommendations to
OIRA for the proposed information
collection should be sent within 30 days
of publication of this notice to https://
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain.

Find this particular information
collection by selecting “Currently under
30-day Review—Open for Public
Comments” or by using the search
function.

A copy of the ICR is available through
the docket on the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov. Additionally,
copies are available from:
COMMANDANT (CG-PM), ATTN:
PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT
MANAGER, U.S. COAST GUARD, 2703
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. AVE. SE,
STOP 7710, WASHINGTON, DC 20593-
7710.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: A.L.
Craig, Office of Privacy Management,
telephone (571) 607—4058, or email hgs-
dg-m-cg-61-pii@uscg.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Participation and Request for
Comments

This notice relies on the authority of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995;
44 U.S.C. chapter 35, as amended. An
ICR is an application to OIRA seeking
the approval, extension, or renewal of a
Coast Guard collection of information
(Collection). The ICR contains
information describing the Collection’s
purpose, the Collection’s likely burden
on the affected public, an explanation of
the necessity of the Collection, and
other important information describing
the Collection. There is one ICR for each
Collection. The Coast Guard invites
comments on whether this ICR should
be granted based on the Collection being
necessary for the proper performance of
Departmental functions. In particular,
the Coast Guard would appreciate
comments addressing: (1) the practical

utility of the Collection; (2) the accuracy
of the estimated burden of the
Collection; (3) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of
information subject to the Collection;
and (4) ways to minimize the burden of
the Collection on respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology. These
comments will help OIRA determine
whether to approve the ICR referred to
in this Notice.

We encourage you to respond to this
request by submitting comments and
related materials. Comments to Coast
Guard or OIRA must contain the OMB
Control Number of the ICR. They must
also contain the docket number of this
request, USCG-2026-0045, and must be
received by September 9, 2026.

Submitting Comments

We encourage you to submit
comments at https://
www.regulations.gov. If your material
cannot be submitted using https://
www.regulations.gov, contact the person
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this document for
alternate instructions. Documents
mentioned in this notice as being
available in the docket, and public
comments, are in our online docket at
https://www.regulations.gov and can be
viewed by following that website’s
instructions. If you go to the online
docket and sign up for email alerts, you
will be notified when comments are
posted.

We accept anonymous comments.
Comments we post to https://
www.regulations.gov will include any
personal information you have
provided. For more about privacy and
submissions to the Coast Guard in
response to this document, see DHS’s
eRulemaking System of Records notice
(85 FR 14226, March 11, 2020). For
more about privacy and submissions to
OIRA in response to this document, see
the https://www.reginfo.gov, comment-
submission web page. OIRA posts its
decisions on ICRs online at https://
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
after the comment period for each ICR.


https://www.bls.gov/oes/current/oes210000.htm
https://www.bls.gov/oes/current/oes210000.htm
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
https://www.regulations.gov
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An OMB Notice of Action on each ICR
will become available via a hyperlink in
the OMB Control Number: 1625-0009.

Previous Request for Comments

This request provides a 30-day
comment period required by OIRA. The
Coast Guard published the 60-day
notice (91 FR 27356, May 14, 2026)
required by 44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2). That
notice elicited no comments.
Accordingly, no changes have been
made to the Collection.

Information Collection Request

Title: Oil Record Book for Ships.

OMB Control Number: 1625-0009.

Summary: The Act to Prevent
Pollution from Ships (APPS) and the
International Convention for Prevention
of Pollution from Ships, 1973, as
modified by the 1978 Protocol relating
thereto (MARPOL 73/78), requires that
information about oil cargo or fuel
operations be entered into an Oil Record
Book (CG—4602A). The requirement is
contained in 33 CFR 151.25.

Need: This information is used to
verify sightings of actual violations of
the APPS to determine the level of
compliance with MARPOL 73/78 and as
a means of reinforcing the discharge
provisions.

Forms: CG-4602A, Oil Record Books
for Ships.

Respondents: Operators of vessels.

Frequency: On occasion.

Hour Burden Estimate: The estimated
burden has increased from 15,741 hours
to 19,858 hours a year, due to an
increase in the estimated annual
number of respondents.

Authority: The Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995; 44 U.S.C. chapter 35, as
amended.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Bradley E. White,

Chief, Office of Privacy Management, U.S.
Coast Guard.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16253 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard
[Docket No. USCG-2025-0298]

Collection of Information Under
Review by Office of Management and
Budget; OMB Control Number: 1625—
0001

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Thirty-day notice requesting
comments.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 the

U.S. Coast Guard is forwarding an
Information Collection Request (ICR),
abstracted below, to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs
(OIRA), requesting an extension of its
approval for the following collection of
information: 1625—-0001, Report of
Marine Casualty & Chemical Testing of
Commercial Vessel Personnel; without
change. Our ICR describes the
information we seek to collect from the
public. Review and comments by OIRA
ensure we only impose paperwork
burdens commensurate with our
performance of duties.

DATES: You may submit comments to
the Coast Guard and OIRA on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Comments to the Coast
Guard should be submitted using the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at https://
www.regulations.gov. Search for docket
number [USCG-2025-0298]. Written
comments and recommendations to
OIRA for the proposed information
collection should be sent within 30 days
of publication of this notice to https://
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain.

Find this particular information
collection by selecting “Currently under
30-day Review—Open for Public
Comments” or by using the search
function.

A copy of the ICR is available through
the docket on the internet at https://
www.regulations.gov. Additionally,
copies are available from:
COMMANDANT (CG-PM), ATTN:
PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT
MANAGER, U.S. COAST GUARD, 2703
MARTIN LUTHER KING JR. AVE SE,
STOP 7710, WASHINGTON, DC 20593-
7710.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: A.L.
Craig, Office of Privacy Management,
telephone (571) 607—4058, or email hgs-
dg-m-cg-61-pii@uscg.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Participation and Request for
Comments

This notice relies on the authority of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995;
44 U.S.C. chapter 35, as amended. An
ICR is an application to OIRA seeking
the approval, extension, or renewal of a
Coast Guard collection of information
(Collection). The ICR contains
information describing the Collection’s
purpose, the Collection’s likely burden
on the affected public, an explanation of
the necessity of the Collection, and
other important information describing
the Collection. There is one ICR for each
Collection.

The Coast Guard invites comments on
whether this ICR should be granted

based on the Collection being necessary
for the proper performance of
Departmental functions. In particular,
the Coast Guard would appreciate
comments addressing: (1) the practical
utility of the Collection; (2) the accuracy
of the estimated burden of the
Collection; (3) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of
information subject to the Collection;
and (4) ways to minimize the burden of
the Collection on respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology. These
comments will help OIRA determine
whether to approve the ICR referred to
in this Notice.

We encourage you to respond to this
request by submitting comments and
related materials. Comments to Coast
Guard or OIRA must contain the OMB
Control Number of the ICR. They must
also contain the docket number of this
request, USCG-2025-0298, and must be
received by September 9, 2026.

Submitting Comments

We encourage you to submit
comments through the Federal
eRulemaking Portal at https://
www.regulations.gov. If your material
cannot be submitted using https://
www.regulations.gov, contact the person
in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this document for
alternate instructions. Documents
mentioned in this notice as being
available in the docket, and public
comments, are in our online docket at
https://www.regulations.gov and can be
viewed by following that website’s
instructions. If you go to the online
docket and sign up for email alerts, you
will be notified when comments are
posted.

We accept anonymous comments.
Comments we post to https://
www.regulations.gov will include any
personal information you have
provided. For more about privacy and
submissions to the Coast Guard in
response to this document, see DHS’s
eRulemaking System of Records notice
(85 FR 14226, March 11, 2020). For
more about privacy and submissions to
OIRA in response to this document, see
the https://www.reginfo.gov, comment-
submission web page. OIRA posts its
decisions on ICRs online at https://
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
after the comment period for each ICR.
An OMB Notice of Action on each ICR
will become available via a hyperlink in
the OMB Control Number: 1625-0001.

Previous Request for Comments

This request provides a 30-day
comment period required by OIRA. The
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Coast Guard published the 60-day
notice (90 FR 44382, September 15,
2025) required by 44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2).
This 60-day notice elicited one
anonymous comment supporting
approval of the Collection. Accordingly,
no changes have been made to the
Collection.

Information Collection Request

Title: Report of Marine Casualty &
Chemical Testing of Commercial Vessel
Personnel.

OMB Control Number: 1625-0001.

Summary: Marine casualty
information is needed for CG
investigations of commercial vessel
casualties involving death, vessel
damage, etc., as mandated by Congress.
Chemical testing information is needed
to improve CG detection/reduction of
drug use by mariners.

Need: As delegated by the Secretary of
Homeland Security to the Commandant,
46 U.S.C. 6101 authorizes the Coast
Guard to prescribe regulations for the
reporting of marine casualties involving
death, serious injury, material loss of
property, material damage affecting the
seaworthiness of a vessel, or significant
harm to the environment. It also
requires information on the use of
alcohol be included in a marine casualty
report. Section 7503 of title 46 of the
U.S.C., authorizes the Coast Guard to
deny the issuance of licenses,
certificates of registry, and merchant
mariner’s documents (seaman’s papers)
to users of dangerous drugs. Similarly,
46 U.S.C. 7704 requires the Coast Guard
to revoke such papers unless a holder
provides satisfactory proofs that the
holder has successfully completed a
rehabilitation program acceptable to the
Coast Guard and is determined to be, by
a competent substance abuse
professional, free from misuse of
chemical substances and that the risk of
subsequent misuse of chemical
substances is sufficiently low to justify
returning to safety-sensitive positions.

Forms:

e CG-2692, Report of Marine
Casualty, Commercial Diving Casualty,
or

OCS-related Casualty:

e CG-2692A, Barge Addendum.

e CG—2692B, Report of Mandatory
Chemical Testing Following a Serious
Marine Incident Involving Vessels in
Commercial Service.

e CG—2692C, Personnel Casualty
Addendum.

¢ CG—2692D, Involved Persons and
Witnesses Addendum.

Respondents: Vessel owners and
operators.

Frequency: On occasion.

Hour Burden Estimate: The estimated
burden has decreased from 21,525 hours
to 19,179 hours a year, due to a decrease
in the estimated annual number of
responses.

Authority: The Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995; 44 U.S.C. chapter 35, as
amended.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Bradley E. White,

Chief, Office of Privacy Management, U.S.
Coast Guard.

[FR Doc. 2026-16232 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-6568—N-05]

Second Notice of HUD Non-Vacant
Loan Sale (HNVLS 2026-1)

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner, U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development
(HUD).

ACTION: Notice of sale of reverse
mortgage loans.

SUMMARY: This notice updates the
announcement issued on January 21,
2026 (91 FR 2555) of HUD’s intention to
offer a number of home equity
conversion mortgages (HECM, or reverse
mortgage loans) secured by occupied
properties with an estimated bid date on
September 1, 2026. Because the sale was
delayed, HUD is issuing this second,
updated notice of HNVLS 2026—-1. The
sale will consist of due and payable
Secretary-held reverse mortgage loans
with a loan balance of approximately
$465 million. The mortgage loans
consist of first-liens secured by real
property that is occupied, where the
borrower and any borrowing or non-
borrowing spouse are deceased, and
heirs have not come forward in the time
elapsed. This initiative supports HUD’s
continued efforts to reduce financial
risk to the Mutual Mortgage Insurance
Fund and promote the efficient
disposition of defaulted assets.
Additional information regarding sale
structure, loan pool composition, and
bidding procedures will be provided in
subsequent announcements. This notice
also generally describes the bidding
process for the sale and an attestation
required to qualify to bid in the sale.
This is the second sale offering of its
type and is scheduled for September 1,
2026.

DATES: For this sale action, the Bidder
Information Package (BIP) will be made
available to qualified bidders on or

about August 4, 2026. Bids for the
HNVLS 2026-1 sale will be accepted
from 10:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. ET on the
Bid Date, which is currently scheduled
for September 1, 2026 (Bid Date). HUD
anticipates that awards will be held on
or about September 3, 2026 (the Award
Date).

ADDRESSES: To become an eligible
bidder and receive the BIP for the
HNVLS 2026-1 sale, prospective
bidders must complete, execute, and
submit a Confidentiality Agreement,
Qualification Statement and Attestation
Addendum to the Qualification
Statement acceptable to HUD. The
documents will be available in preview
form with free login on the Transaction
Specialist (TS), Falcon Capital Advisors,
website: http://
www.falconassetsales.com. This website
contains information and links to
register for the sale and electronically
complete and submit documents.

If you cannot submit electronically,
please submit executed documents via
mail or facsimile to Falcon Capital
Advisors: Falcon Capital Advisors, 427
N Lee Street, Alexandria, VA 22314,
Attention: Glenn Ervin, HUD HNVLS
Loan Sale Coordinator. eFax: 1-202—
393—4125.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Lucey, Director, Office of Asset Sales,
Room 9216, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street
SW, Washington, DC 20410-8000;
telephone 202-708-2625, extension
3927 (this is not a toll-free number).
HUD welcomes and is prepared to
receive calls from individuals who are
deaf or hard of hearing, as well as
individuals with speech or
communication disabilities. To learn
more about how to make an accessible
telephone call, please visit https://
www.fcc.gov/consumers/guides/
telecommunications-relay-service-trs.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice announces HUD’s intention to
sell due and payable Secretary-held
reverse mortgage loans in HNVLS 2026—
1. HUD is offering approximately 1,500
reverse mortgage notes with a loan
balance of approximately $465 million.
The mortgage loans consist of first-liens
secured by occupied single family
properties, where the borrower and co-
borrowing spouse are deceased, and
heirs have not come forward in the time
elapsed.

A listing of the mortgage loans will be
included in the due diligence materials
made available to eligible bidders. The
mortgage loans will be sold without
FHA insurance and with servicing
released.
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The Bidding Process

The BIP describes in detail the
procedure for bidding in HNVLS 2026—
1. The BIP also includes the applicable
standardized, non-negotiable sales
contract for HNVLS 2026-1, called the
Conveyance, Assignment, and
Assumption Agreement (CAA). The
CAA will contain first look
requirements.

HUD will evaluate the bids submitted
and determine the successful bids in
terms of the best value to HUD, in its
sole and absolute discretion. If a bidder
is successful, it will be required to
submit a deposit. The deposit will be
calculated based upon the total dollar
value of the bidder’s potential award.
Awards are contingent on HUD
receiving the deposit in the timeframe
set out in the bid deposit confirmation.
The deposit amount will be applied to
the sale price on the settlement date.

This notice provides some of the basic
terms of sale. The CAA will be released
in the BIP or BIP Supplement, as
applicable. These documents provide
comprehensive contractual terms and
conditions to which eligible bidders
will acknowledge and agree. To ensure
a competitive bidding process, the terms
of the bidding process and the CAA are
not subject to negotiation.

Due Diligence Review

The BIP describes how eligible
bidders may access the due diligence
materials remotely via a high-speed
internet connection.

Mortgage Loan Sale Policy

HUD reserves the right to remove
mortgage loans from a sale at any time
prior to the Award Date and the
settlement date. HUD also reserves the
right to reject any and all bids, in whole
or in part, and include any unsold
reverse mortgage loans from the HNVLS
2026-1 sale in a later sale. Deliveries of
mortgage loans will occur in
conjunction with settlement and
servicing transfer, no later than 60 days
after the Award Date.

The reverse mortgage loans offered for
sale were insured by and were assigned
to HUD pursuant to section 255 of the
National Housing Act, as amended. The
sale of the reverse mortgage loans is
pursuant to HUD’s authority in section
204(g) of the National Housing Act.

Mortgage Loan Sale Procedure

HUD selected an open competitive
whole-loan sale as the method to sell
the reverse mortgage loans for this
specific sale transaction. For the HNVLS
2026-1 sale, HUD has determined that
this method of sale optimizes HUD’s
return on the sale of these reverse

mortgage loans, affords the greatest
opportunity for all eligible bidders to
bid on the reverse mortgage loans, and
provides the quickest and most efficient
vehicle for HUD to dispose of the due
and payable reverse mortgage loans.
Bidder Ineligibility

In order to bid in HNVLS 2026-1 as
an eligible bidder, a prospective bidder
must complete, execute, and submit a
Confidentiality Agreement, a
Qualification Statement (HUD-9611)
and an Attestation to the Qualification
Statement that are acceptable to HUD. In
past sales, nonprofit and governmental
entities were able to submit a
qualification addendum (HUD-9612),
which required additional certifications
and documentation regarding the
entity’s organizational structure. This
additional information collection will
be removed for HNVLS 2026-1.
Nonprofit and governmental entities
will be required to certify eligibility
only under the Qualification Statement
(HUD-9611). The Confidentiality
Agreement, Qualification Statement and
Attestation collectively are the
“Qualification Documents.”

In the Qualification Statement, the
prospective bidder must disclose its key
employees, including officers, directors
and other decision makers and provide
certain representations and warranties
regarding the prospective bidder,
including (i) the prospective bidder’s
board of directors, (ii) the prospective
bidder’s direct parent, (iii) the
prospective bidder’s subsidiaries, (iv)
any related entity with which the
prospective bidder shares a common
officer, director, subcontractor or sub-
contractor who has access to
Confidential Information as defined in
the Confidentiality Agreement or is
involved in the formation of a bid
transaction (collectively the ‘“Related
Entities”), and (v) the prospective
bidder’s repurchase lenders. The
prospective bidder is ineligible to bid on
any of the reverse mortgage loans
included in HNVLS 2026-1 if the
prospective bidder, its Related Entities,
or its repurchase lenders, are any of the
following, unless other exceptions apply
as provided for in the Qualification
Statement.

1. An individual or entity that is
currently debarred, suspended, or
excluded from doing business with
HUD pursuant to the Governmentwide
Suspension and Debarment regulations
at 2 CFR parts 180 and 2424;

2. An individual or entity that is
currently suspended, debarred, or
otherwise restricted by any department
or agency of the federal government or
of a state government from doing

business with such department or
agency;

3. An individual or entity that is
currently debarred, suspended, or
excluded from doing mortgage related
business, including having a business
license suspended, surrendered or
revoked, by any federal, state, or local
government agency, division, or
department;

4. An entity that has had its right to
act as a Government National Mortgage
Association (“Ginnie Mae”’) issuer
terminated and its interest in mortgages
backing Ginnie Mae mortgage-backed
securities extinguished by Ginnie Mae;

5. An individual or entity that is in
violation of its neighborhood stabilizing
outcome obligations or post-sale
reporting requirements under a
Conveyance, Assignment, and
Assumption Agreement executed for a
past sale;

6. An employee of HUD’s Office of
Housing, a member of such employee’s
household, or an entity owned or
controlled by any such employee or
member of such an employee’s
household with household to be
inclusive of the employee’s father,
mother, stepfather, stepmother, brother,
sister, stepbrother, stepsister, son,
daughter, stepson, stepdaughter,
grandparent, grandson, granddaughter,
father-in-law, mother-in-law, brother-in-
law, sister-in-law, son-in-law, daughter-
in-law, first cousin, the spouse of any of
the foregoing, and the employee’s
spouse;

7. A contractor, subcontractor, and/or
consultant or advisor (including any
agent, employee, partner, director, or
principal of any of the foregoing) who
performed services for or on behalf of
HUD in connection with the sale;

8. An individual or entity that
knowingly acquired or will acquire
prior to the sale date material non-
public information, other than that
information which is made available to
Bidder by HUD pursuant to the terms of
the Qualification Statement, about
mortgage loans offered in the sale;

9. An individual or entity that
knowingly employs or uses the services
of an employee of HUD’s Office of
Housing (other than in such employee’s
official capacity); or

10. An individual or entity that
knowingly uses the services, directly or
indirectly, of any person or entity
ineligible under 1 through 10 to assist
in preparing any of its bids on the
mortgage loans.

The Qualification Statement has
additional representations and
warranties which the prospective bidder
must make, including but not limited to
the representation and warranty that the
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prospective bidder or its Related
Entities are not and will not knowingly
use the services, directly or indirectly,
of any person or entity that is any of the
following (and, to the extent that any
such individual or entity would prevent
the prospective bidder from making the
following representations, such
individual or entity has been removed
from participation in all activities
related to this sale and has no ability to
influence or control individuals
involved in formation of a bid for this
sale):

(1) An entity or individual that is
ineligible to bid on any included reverse
mortgage loan or on the pool containing
such reverse mortgage loan because it is
an entity or individual that:

(a) Serviced or held such reverse
mortgage loan at any time during the
six-month period prior to the bid, or

(b) Is any principal of any entity or
individual described in the preceding
sentence;

(c) Any employee or subcontractor of
such entity or individual during that
six-month period; or

(d) Any entity or individual that
employs or uses the services of any
other entity or individual described in
this paragraph in preparing its bid on
such reverse mortgage loan.

Also, in alignment with Executive
Order (E.O.) 14376 (“Stopping Wall
Street From Competing With Main
Street Homebuyers”) and subsequent
congressional action, prospective
bidders must provide an attestation that
no mortgage loan purchased will result
in an acquisition of the security
property in circumstances that would be
prohibited by Title X of the 21st Century
ROAD to Housing Act (Pub. L. 119-
101), which furthers the purposes of the
E.O.

Freedom of Information Act Requests

HUD reserves the right, in its sole and
absolute discretion, to disclose
information regarding HNVLS 2026-1,
including, but not limited to, the
identity of any successful qualified
bidder and its bid price or bid
percentage for any pool of loans or
individual loan, upon the closing of the
sale of all the mortgage loans. Even if
HUD elects not to publicly disclose any
information relating to HNVLS 2026-1,
HUD will disclose any information that
HUD is obligated to disclose pursuant to
the Freedom of Information Act and all
regulations promulgated thereunder.

Scope of Notice
This notice applies to HNVLS 2026—

1 and does not establish HUD’s policy
for the sale of other mortgage loans.

Joseph M. Gormley,

President of the Government National
Mortgage Association performing the
delegable duties of the Assistant Secretary
for Housing—Federal Housing Commissioner.
[FR Doc. 2026-16242 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

[Docket No. FWS-HQ-1A-2026-2707;
FXIA16710900000—-267—-FF09A30000]

Foreigh Endangered Species; Receipt
of Permit Applications

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of receipt of permit
applications; request for comments.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), invite the
public to comment on applications to
conduct certain activities with foreign
species that are listed as endangered
under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA). With some exceptions, the ESA
prohibits activities with listed species
unless Federal authorization is issued
that allows such activities. The ESA also
requires that we invite public comment
before issuing permits for any activity
otherwise prohibited by the ESA with
respect to any endangered species.
DATES: Comments will be accepted on or
before September 9, 2026. Comments
submitted electronically using the
Federal eRulemaking Portal (see
ADDRESSES, below) must be received by
11:59 p.m. eastern time on the closing
date.

To ensure your comment is received
and considered, you must submit it
using one of the methods identified in
the ADDRESSES section of this document.
Comments submitted through any
method not authorized in this
document, or sent to an address not
listed here, will not be considered.
ADDRESSES:

Comment submission: All
submissions must include the docket
number FWS-HQ-IA-2026-2707, for
this document. You must submit
comments using one of the following
methods:

e Electronic submission: Federal
eRulemaking Portal at: https://
www.regulations.gov. In the Search box,
enter FWS-HQ-IA-2026-2707, which is
the docket number for this action. Then

click the Search button. On the resulting
page, you may submit a comment by
clicking on “Comment.” Please ensure
that you have found the correct
document before submitting your
comments.

e U.S. mail: Public Comments
Processing, Attn: Docket No. FWS-HQ-
1A-2026-2707, Policy and Regulations
Branch, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
MS: PRB (JAO/3W), 5275 Leesburg Pike,
Falls Church, VA 22041-3803.

Comments submitted through any
method not authorized in this
document, or sent to an address not
listed here, will not be considered. We
will not accept comments via email, fax,
or hand delivery. We are not required to
consider comments that are submitted
after the comment period ends or that
are submitted via a method outside of
these instructions. Comments
containing profanity, vulgarity, threats,
or other inappropriate content will not
be considered.

We will post all comments at https://
www.regulations.gov. You may request
that we withhold personal identifying
information from public review;
however, we cannot guarantee that we
will be able to do so. See Request for
Public Comments for more information.
For more information, see Public
Comment Procedures under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Timothy MacDonald, by phone at 703—
358-2185 or via email at DMAFR@
fws.gov. Individuals in the United States
who are deaf, deafblind, hard of hearing,
or have a speech disability may dial 711
(TTY, TDD, or TeleBraille) to access
telecommunications relay services.
Individuals outside the United States
should use the relay services offered
within their country to make
international calls to the point-of-
contact in the United States.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

To help us carry out our conservation
responsibilities for affected species, and
in consideration of section 10(c) of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), we
invite public comments on permit
applications before final action is taken.
With some exceptions, the ESA
prohibits certain activities with listed
species unless Federal authorization is
issued that allows such activities.
Permits issued under section 10(a)(1)(A)
of the ESA allow otherwise prohibited
activities for scientific purposes or to
enhance the propagation or survival of
the affected species. Service regulations
regarding prohibited activities with
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endangered species, captive-bred
wildlife registrations, and permits for
any activity otherwise prohibited by the
ESA with respect to any endangered
species are available in title 50 of the
Code of Federal Regulations in part 17.

II. Permit Applications

We invite comments on the following
applications.

Applicant: Tanganyika Wildlife
Foundation DBA Tanganyika Wildlife
Park, Goddard, KS; Permit No.
PER33760718

The applicant requests a permit to
import two male captive-born cheetahs
(Acinonyx jubatus) from African Lion
Safari, Cambridge, Canada, for the
purpose of enhancing the propagation or
survival of the species. This notification
is for a single import.

Applicant: Clark R. Bavin National Fish
and Wildlife Forensics Laboratory,
Ashland, OR; Permit No. PER34378491

The applicant requests a permit to
import, export, and re-export biological
samples derived from captive-born and
wild animals as well as artificially
propagated and wild plants, many of
unknown origin, for all species listed
under the ESA for the purpose of
enhancing the propagation or survival of
the species. This notification covers
activities to be conducted by the
applicant over a 5-year period.

Applicant: Northern Illinois University,
DeKalb, IL; Permit No. PER33827580

The applicant requests a permit to
import biological samples derived from
wild Goeldi’s marmoset (Callimico
goeldii) from the Museo Nacional de
Historia Natural, La Paz, Bolivia, for the
purpose of scientific research. This
notification is for a single import.

Applicant: Mountain Gorilla Veterinary
Project, Berkeley, CA; Permit No.
PER34439384

The applicant requests authorization
to import biological samples derived
from wild gorilla (Gorilla gorilla) in
Uganda for the purpose of scientific
research. This notification covers
activities to be conducted by the
applicant over a 5-year period.

Applicant: Emory University, Atlanta,
GA; Permit No. PER34439237

The applicant requests authorization
to import biological samples of wild
chimpanzee (Pan troglodytes) from the
Jane Goodall Institute, Kigoma,
Tanzania, for the purposes of scientific
research. This notification covers
activities to be conducted by the
applicant over a 5- year period.

Applicant: Zoological Society of San
Diego DBA San Diego Zoo Wildlife
Alliance, San Diego, CA; Permit No.
PER33995016

The applicant requests a permit to
import one female captive-born
mandrill (Mandrillus sphinx) from Zoo
de Granby, Granby, Canada, for the
purpose of enhancing the propagation or
survival of the species. This notification
is for a single import.

Applicant: Akron Zoological Park,
Akron, OH; Permit No. PER34194881

The applicant requests authorization
to import two female, captive-born snow
leopards (Uncia uncia) from Toronto
Zoo, Toronto, Canada for the purpose of
enhancing the propagation or survival of
the species. This notification is for a
single import.

Applicant: Arima Genomics Inc.,
Carlsbad, CA; Permit No. PER33350403

The applicant requests authorization
to import biological samples of wild but
captive-held neotropical otter (Lontra
longicaudis) from the Universidade
Estadua de Campinas, Sdo Paulo, Brazil,
for the purposes of scientific research.
This notification is for a single import.

Applicant: LWF LLC, DBA Salt Branch
Wildlife, George West, TX; Permit No.
PER34236370

The applicant requests a captive-bred
wildlife registration under 50 CFR
17.21(g) for the following species, to
enhance the propagation or survival of
the species. This notification covers
activities to be conducted by the
applicant over a 5-year period.

Common name Scientific name

Arabian oryx
Red lechwe ................

Oryx leucoryx.
Kobus leche.

Applicant: LWF LLC, DBA Salt Branch
Wildlife, George West, TX; Permit No.
PER34236393

The applicant requests a permit
authorizing the culling of excess
Arabian oryx (Oryx leucoryx) and Red
lechwe (Kobus leche) from the captive
herd maintained at their facility, to
enhance the species’ propagation and
survival. This notification covers
activities to be conducted by the
applicant over a 5-year period.

Multiple Trophy Applicants

The following applicants request
permits to import sport-hunted trophies
of male bontebok (Damaliscus pygargus
pygargus) culled from a captive herd
from the Republic of South Africa, for
the purpose of enhancing the
propagation or survival of the species.

¢ Applicant: Kenneth Cook,
Floodwood, MN; Permit No.
PER34269817

o Applicant: Bruce Spanton, Inman, SC;
Permit No. PER34306428

e Applicant: Teresa Craig, Gibsonville,
NC; Permit No. PER34306542

¢ Applicant: Robert Horn, Greenwood,
LA; Permit No. PER34307715

o Applicant: Brian Douglas Williams,
Austin, TX; Permit No. PER34311043

e Applicant: Charles Rosamilia, Jr.,
Lock Haven, PA; Permit No.
PER34315550

e Applicant: Gregory A. Header,
Richland, PA; Permit No.
PER34316526

e Applicant: Erica Netzley, Valencia,
CA; Permit No. PER34362492

II1. Public Comment Procedures

A. How do I comment on submitted
applications?

We invite the public and local, State,
Tribal, and Federal agencies to comment
on these applications. Before issuing
any of the requested permits, we will
take into consideration any information
that we receive during the public
comment period.

You may submit your comments and
materials by one of the methods in
ADDRESSES. We will not consider
comments sent by email or to an address
not in ADDRESSES. We will not consider
or include in our administrative record
comments we receive after the close of
the comment period (see DATES).

When submitting comments, please
specify the name of the applicant and
the permit number at the beginning of
your comment. Provide sufficient
information to allow us to authenticate
any scientific or commercial data you
include. The comments and
recommendations that will be most
useful and likely to influence agency
decisions are: (1) Those supported by
quantitative information or studies; and
(2) those that include citations to, and
analyses of, the applicable laws and
regulations.

B. May I review comments submitted by
others?

You may view and comment on
others’ public comments at https://
www.regulations.gov unless our
allowing so would violate the Privacy
Act (5 U.S.C. 552a) or Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552).

C. Who will see my comments?

If you submit a comment at https://
www.regulations.gov, your entire
comment, including any personal
identifying information, will be posted
on the website. If you submit a hard
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copy comment that includes personal
identifying information, such as your
address, phone number, or email
address, you may request at the top of
your document that we withhold this
information from public review.
However, we cannot guarantee that we
will be able to do so. Moreover, all
submissions from organizations or
businesses, and from individuals
identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, will be
made available for public disclosure in
their entirety.

IV. Next Steps

After the comment period closes, we
will make decisions regarding permit
issuance. If we issue permits to any of
the applicants listed in this notice, we
will publish a notice in the Federal
Register. You may locate the notice
announcing the permit issuance by
searching https://www.regulations.gov
for the permit number listed above in
this document. For example, to find
information about the potential issuance
of Permit No. 12345A, you would go to
regulations.gov and search for
“12345A.

V. Authority

We issue this notice under the
authority of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.), and its implementing regulations.

Scott Carleton,

Acting Branch Chief, Branch of Permits,
Division of Management Authority, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16260 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4333-15-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation Nos. 701-TA-789 and 731—
TA-1777 (Final)]

Truck Bed Covers From China;
Scheduling of the Final Phase of
Countervailing Duty and Antidumping
Duty Investigations

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice of the scheduling of the final
phase of antidumping and
countervailing duty investigation Nos.
701-TA-789 and 731-TA-1777 (Final)
pursuant to the Tariff Act of 1930 to
determine whether an industry in the
United States is materially injured or
threatened with material injury, or the

establishment of an industry in the
United States is materially retarded, by
reason of imports of truck bed covers
from China, provided for in subheading
8708.29.51 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States,
preliminarily determined by the
Department of Commerce (‘“Commerce”)
to be subsidized by the government of
China. Commerce’s preliminary
determinations with respect to truck bed
covers from China, alleged to be sold in
the United States at less-than-fair-value,
are pending.

DATES: July 27, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Caitlyn Costello (202-205-2058), Office
of Investigations, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 500 E Street SW,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (https://
www.usitc.gov). The public record for
these investigations may be viewed on
the Commission’s electronic docket
(EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Scope.—For purposes of these
investigations, Commerce has defined
the subject merchandise as truck bed
covers, which are protective shields
made of aluminum, steel, fiberglass,
carbon fiber, plastic, and/or water-
resistant fabric that are sized to span the
open-top area of a pickup truck. When
fully assembled and installed, truck bed
covers have a width between 45 and 75
inches (actual) and a length between 55
and 100 inches (actual), and can be used
to secure the cargo area of a pickup
truck and/or repel water.

Truck bed covers typically encompass
four general configurations—i.e.,
folding, roll-up, one-piece, and
retractable. Folding truck bed covers
consist of two or more interconnected,
hinged panels which may be made from
a rigid material or a soft material with
a rigid frame. Roll-up truck bed covers
can be made of soft material with rigid
crossbars, or rigid material such as slats,
which allow the cover to roll forward
for access to the truck bed, and which
can be secured with straps, buckles, or
other fasteners. One-piece truck bed
covers are rigid covers that open from
the tailgate end of the truck bed using
a hinge or pivot, typically with the
assistance of struts for opening and

closing. Retractable truck bed covers are
made of interconnected rigid slats or
one-piece aluminum-reinforced
polycarbonate that retract into a
recessed canister to allow access to the
truck bed. Retractable truck bed covers
may be manually operated or
electrically powered with a motor, and
electric models may include additional
features such as fob keys, Bluetooth
connectivity, or LED lights.

The scope of the investigation
includes not only the cover material
(i.e., the protective shield made of
aluminum, steel, fiberglass, carbon fiber,
plastic, and/or water-resistant fabric),
but also any accompanying hardware for
the mounting or storage of the truck bed
cover (e.g., rails, canisters, latches,
straps, clasps, clamps, nuts, bolts,
washers, screws, hitch pins, weather
strips/seals/gaskets) or other parts (e.g.,
locks, struts, drain tubes, motors),
provided that such hardware or other
parts are entered with and invoiced
with the cover material. Truck bed
covers are included within the scope
whether or not they are accompanied
with such hardware or other parts.
Moreover, any hardware for the
mounting or storage of the truck bed
cover (e.g., rails, canisters, latches,
straps, clasps, clamps, nuts, bolts,
washers, screws, hitch pins, weather
strips/seals/gaskets) or other parts (e.g.,
locks, struts, drain tubes, motors) are
covered within the scope if such items
are separately entered as a truck bed
cover mounting or installation kit.

Excluded from the scope are truck
caps (also known as camper shells,
toppers, or canopies), which are
enclosures that can be mounted on truck
bed rails to extend the height of a truck
bed by at least 12 inches (actual), thus
creating a fully-enclosed, lockable
storage area for cargo.

Also excluded from the scope of the
investigation are any products already
covered by the scope of any extant
antidumping and/or countervailing duty
orders, including Aluminum Extrusions
from the People’s Republic of China:
Antidumping Duty Order, 76 FR 30650
(May 26, 2011), and Aluminum
Extrusions from the People’s Republic
of China: Countervailing Duty Order, 76
FR 30653 (May 26, 2011).

Background.—The final phase of
these investigations is being scheduled
pursuant to sections 705(b) and 731(b)
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1671d(b) and 1673d(b)), as a result of
affirmative preliminary determinations
by Commerce that certain benefits
which constitute subsidies within the
meaning of § 703 of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1671b) are being provided to
manufacturers, producers, or exporters
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in China of truck bed covers, and that
such products are being sold in the
United States at less than fair value
within the meaning of § 733 of the Act
(19 U.S.C. 1673b). The investigations
were requested in petitions filed on
February 25, 2026, by RealTruck, Inc.,
Ann Arbor, Michigan.

For further information concerning
the conduct of this phase of the
investigations, hearing procedures, and
rules of general application, consult the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A and B
(19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A and C (19 CFR part 207).

Participation in the investigations and
public service list.—Persons, including
industrial users of the subject
merchandise and, if the merchandise is
sold at the retail level, representative
consumer organizations, wishing to
participate in the final phase of these
investigations as parties must file an
entry of appearance with the Secretary
to the Commission, as provided in
§201.11 of the Commission’s rules, no
later than 21 days prior to the hearing
date specified in this notice. A party
that filed a notice of appearance during
the preliminary phase of the
investigations need not file an
additional notice of appearance during
this final phase. The Secretary will
maintain a public service list containing
the names and addresses of all persons,
or their representatives, who are parties
to the investigations.

Please note the Secretary’s Office will
accept only electronic filings during this
time. Filings must be made through the
Commission’s Electronic Document
Information System (EDIS, https://
edis.usitc.gov). No in-person paper-
based filings or paper copies of any
electronic filings will be accepted until
further notice.

Limited disclosure of business
proprietary information (BPI) under an
administrative protective order (APO)
and BPI service list—Pursuant to
§207.7(a) of the Commission’s rules, the
Secretary will make BPI gathered in the
final phase of these investigations
available to authorized applicants under
the APO issued in the investigations,
provided that the application is made
no later than 21 days prior to the
hearing date specified in this notice.
Authorized applicants must represent
interested parties, as defined by 19
U.S.C. 1677(9), who are parties to the
investigations. A party granted access to
BPI in the preliminary phase of the
investigations need not reapply for such
access. A separate service list will be
maintained by the Secretary for those
parties authorized to receive BPI under
the APO.

Staff report.—The prehearing staff
report in the final phase of these
investigations will be placed in the
nonpublic record on October 1, 2026,
and a public version will be issued
thereafter, pursuant to § 207.22 of the
Commission’s rules.

Hearing.—The Commission will hold
a hearing in connection with the final
phase of these investigations beginning
at 9:30 a.m. on October 15, 2026.
Requests to appear at the hearing should
be filed in writing with the Secretary to
the Commission on or before October 8,
2026. Any requests to appear as a
witness via videoconference must be
included with your request to appear.
Requests to appear via videoconference
must include a statement explaining
why the witness cannot appear in
person; the Chairman, or other person
designated to conduct the investigation,
may in their discretion for good cause
shown, grant such a request. Requests to
appear as a remote witness due to
illness or a positive COVID-19 test
result may be submitted by 3:00 p.m.
the business day prior to the hearing.
Further information about participation
in the hearing will be posted on the
Commission’s website at https://
www.usitc.gov/calendarpad/
calendar.html.

A nonparty who has testimony that
may aid the Commission’s deliberations
may request permission to present a
short statement at the hearing. All
parties and nonparties desiring to
appear at the hearing and make oral
presentations should attend a
prehearing conference, if deemed
necessary, to be held at 9:30 a.m. on
October 13, 2026. Parties shall file and
serve written testimony and
presentation slides in connection with
their presentation at the hearing by no
later than noon on October 14, 2026.
Oral testimony and written materials to
be submitted at the public hearing are
governed by sections 201.6(b)(2),
201.13(f), and 207.24 of the
Commission’s rules. Parties must submit
any request to present a portion of their
hearing testimony in camera no later
than 7 business days prior to the date of
the hearing.

Written submissions.—Each party
who is an interested party shall submit
a prehearing brief to the Commission.
Prehearing briefs must conform with the
provisions of § 207.23 of the
Commission’s rules; the deadline for
filing is October 8, 2026. Parties shall
also file written testimony in connection
with their presentation at the hearing,
and posthearing briefs, which must
conform with the provisions of § 207.25
of the Commission’s rules. The deadline
for filing posthearing briefs is October

22, 2026. In addition, any person who
has not entered an appearance as a party
to the investigations may submit a
written statement of information
pertinent to the subject of the
investigations, including statements of
support or opposition to the petition, on
or before October 22, 2026. On
November 4, 2026, the Commission will
make available to parties all information
on which they have not had an
opportunity to comment. Parties may
submit final comments on this
information on or before November 6,
2026, but such final comments must not
contain new factual information and
must otherwise comply with § 207.30 of
the Commission’s rules. All written
submissions must conform with the
provisions of § 201.8 of the
Commission’s rules; any submissions
that contain BPI must also conform with
the requirements of §§ 201.6, 207.3, and
207.7 of the Commission’s rules. The
Commission’s Handbook on Filing
Procedures, available on the
Commission’s website at https://
www.usitc.gov/documents/handbook
on_filing procedures.pdf, elaborates
upon the Commission’s procedures with
respect to filings.

Additional written submissions to the
Commission, including requests
pursuant to § 201.12 of the
Commission’s rules, shall not be
accepted unless good cause is shown for
accepting such submissions, or unless
the submission is pursuant to a specific
request by a Commissioner or
Commission staff.

In accordance with §§201.16(c) and
207.3 of the Commission’s rules, each
document filed by a party to the
investigations must be served on all
other parties to the investigations (as
identified by either the public or BPI
service list), and a certificate of service
must be timely filed. The Secretary will
not accept a document for filing without
a certificate of service.

Authority: These investigations are
being conducted under authority of title
VII of the Tariff Act of 1930; this notice
is published pursuant to § 207.21 of the
Commission’s rules.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: August 5, 2026.

Lisa Barton,

Secretary to the Commission.

[FR Doc. 2026—-16195 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation Nos. 701-TA-805 and 731—
TA-1804 (Preliminary)]

Perfluoroalkoxy Alkane From India;
Institution of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Investigations and
Scheduling of Preliminary Phase
Investigations

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice of the institution of investigations
and commencement of preliminary
phase antidumping and countervailing
duty investigation Nos. 701-TA-805
and 731-TA-1804 (Preliminary)
pursuant to the Tariff Act of 1930 to
determine whether there is a reasonable
indication that an industry in the
United States is materially injured or
threatened with material injury, or the
establishment of an industry in the
United States is materially retarded, by
reason of imports of perfluoroalkoxy
alkane from India, provided for in
subheading 3904.69.50 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States, that are alleged to be sold
in the United States at less than fair
value and alleged to be subsidized by
the Government of India. Unless the
Department of Commerce (‘“Commerce”)
extends the time for initiation, the
Commission must reach a preliminary
determination in antidumping and
countervailing duty investigations in 45
days, or in this case by September 21,
2026. The Commission’s views must be
transmitted to Commerce within five
business days thereafter, or by
September 28, 2026.

DATES: August 5, 2026.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Calvin Chang ((202) 205-3062), Office of
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street SW,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (https://
www.usitc.gov). The public record for
these investigations may be viewed on
the Commission’s electronic docket
(EDIS) at https://edis.usitc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background.—These investigations
are being instituted, pursuant to
sections 703(a) and 733(a) of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1671b(a) and
1673b(a)), in response to petitions filed
on August 5, 2026, by The Chemours
Company FC, LLC, Wilmington,
Delaware.

For further information concerning
the conduct of these investigations and
rules of general application, consult the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A and B
(19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A and B (19 CFR part 207).

Participation in the investigations and
public service list—Persons wishing to
participate in the investigations as
parties must file an entry of appearance
with the Secretary to the Commission,
as provided in §§201.11 and 207.10 of
the Commission’s rules, not later than
seven days after publication of this
notice in the Federal Register.
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
duty 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 these investigations upon the
expiration of the period for filing entries
of appearance.

Limited disclosure of business
proprietary information (BPI) under an
administrative protective order (APO)
and BPI service list—Pursuant to
§207.7(a) of the Commission’s rules, the
Secretary will make BPI gathered in
these investigations available to
authorized applicants representing
interested parties (as defined in 19
U.S.C. 1677(9)) who are parties to the
investigations under the APO issued in
the investigations, provided that the
application is made not later than seven
days after the publication of this notice
in the Federal Register. A separate
service list will be maintained by the
Secretary for those parties authorized to
receive BPI under the APO.

Conference.—The Office of
Investigations will hold a staff
conference in connection with the
preliminary phase of these
investigations beginning at 9:30 a.m. on
August 26, 2026. Requests to appear at
the conference should be emailed to
preliminaryconferences@usitc.gov (DO
NOT FILE ON EDIS) on or before noon
on August 24, 2026. Please provide an
email address for each conference
participant in the email. Information on
conference procedures, format, and
participation, including guidance for

requests to appear as a witness via
videoconference, will be available on
the Commission’s Public Calendar
(Calendar (USITC) | United States
International Trade Commission). A
nonparty who has testimony that may
aid the Commission’s deliberations may
request permission to participate by
submitting a short statement.

Please note the Secretary’s Office will
accept only electronic filings during this
time. Filings must be made through the
Commission’s Electronic Document
Information System (EDIS, hittps://
edis.usitc.gov). No in-person paper-
based filings or paper copies of any
electronic filings will be accepted until
further notice.

Written submissions.—As provided in
§§201.8 and 207.15 of the
Commission’s rules, any person may
submit to the Commission on or before
5:15 p.m. on August 31, 2026, a written
brief containing information and
arguments pertinent to the subject
matter of the investigations. Parties shall
file written testimony and
supplementary material in connection
with their presentation at the conference
no later than 4:00 p.m. on August 25,
2026. All written submissions must
conform with the provisions of § 201.8
of the Commission’s rules; any
submissions that contain BPI must also
conform with the requirements of
§§201.6, 207.3, and 207.7 of the
Commission’s rules. The Commission’s
Handbook on Filing Procedures,
available on the Commission’s website
at https://www.usitc.gov/documents/
handbook _on_filing procedures.pdyf,
elaborates upon the Commission’s
procedures with respect to filings.

In accordance with §§201.16(c) and
207.3 of the rules, each document filed
by a party to the investigations must be
served on all other parties to the
investigations (as identified by either
the public or BPI service list), and a
certificate of service must be timely
filed. The Secretary will not accept a
document for filing without a certificate
of service.

Certification.—Pursuant to § 207.3 of
the Commission’s rules, any person
submitting information to the
Commission in connection with these
investigations must certify that the
information is accurate and complete to
the best of the submitter’s knowledge. In
making the certification, the submitter
will acknowledge that any information
that it submits to the Commission
during these investigations 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 these or related investigations or
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reviews, 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 contract
personnel will sign appropriate
nondisclosure agreements.

Authority: These investigations are
being conducted under authority of title
VII of the Tariff Act of 1930; this notice
is published pursuant to § 207.12 of the
Commission’s rules.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: August 5, 2026.
Lisa Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2026-16203 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION
[Docket Nos. MC2026-333 and K2026-328]
New Postal Products

AGENCY: Postal Regulatory Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission is noticing a
recent Postal Service filing for the
Commission’s consideration concerning
a negotiated service agreement. This
notice informs the public of the filing,
invites public comment, and takes other
administrative steps.

DATES: Comments are due: August 13,
2026.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments
electronically via the Commission’s
Filing Online system at https://
www.prc.gov. Those who cannot submit
comments electronically should contact
the person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section by
telephone for advice on filing
alternatives.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David A. Trissell, General Counsel, at
202-789-6820.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Table of Contents

1. Introduction
II. Public Proceeding(s)
III. Summary Proceeding(s)

1. Introduction

Pursuant to 39 CFR 3041.405, the
Commission gives notice that the Postal
Service filed request(s) for the
Commission to consider matters related
to Competitive negotiated service
agreement(s). The request(s) may
propose the addition of a negotiated

service agreement from the Competitive
product list or the modification of an
existing product currently appearing on
the Competitive product list.

The public portions of the Postal
Service’s request(s) can be accessed via
the Commission’s website (http://
www.pre.gov). Non-public portions of
the Postal Service’s request(s), if any,
can be accessed through compliance
with the requirements of 39 CFR
3011.301.1

Section II identifies the docket
number(s) associated with each Postal
Service request, if any, that will be
reviewed in a public proceeding as
defined by 39 CFR 3010.101(p), the title
of each such request, the request’s
acceptance date, and the authority cited
by the Postal Service for each request.
For each such request, the Commission
appoints an officer of the Commission to
represent the interests of the general
public in the proceeding, pursuant to 39
U.S.C. 505 and 39 CFR 3000.114 (Public
Representative). The Public
Representative does not represent any
individual person, entity or particular
point of view, and, when Commission
attorneys are appointed, no attorney-
client relationship is established.
Section II also establishes comment
deadline(s) pertaining to each such
request.

The Commission invites comments on
whether the Postal Service’s request(s)
identified in Section II, if any, are
consistent with the policies of title 39.
Applicable statutory and regulatory
requirements include 39 U.S.C. 3632, 39
U.S.C. 3633, 39 U.S.C. 3642, 39 CFR
part 3035, and 39 CFR part 3041.
Comment deadline(s) for each such
request, if any, appear in Section II.

Section III identifies the docket
number(s) associated with each Postal
Service request, if any, to add a
standardized distinct product to the
Competitive product list or to amend a
standardized distinct product, the title
of each such request, the request’s
acceptance date, and the authority cited
by the Postal Service for each request.
Standardized distinct products are
negotiated service agreements that are
variations of one or more Competitive
products, and for which financial
models, minimum rates, and
classification criteria have undergone
advance Commission review. See 39
CFR 3041.110(n); 39 CFR 3041.205(a).
Such requests are reviewed in summary
proceedings pursuant to 39 CFR
3041.325(c)(2) and 39 CFR

1 See Docket No. RM2018-3, Order Adopting
Final Rules Relating to Non-Public Information,
June 27, 2018, Attachment A at 19-22 (Order No.
4679).

3041.505(f)(1). Pursuant to 39 CFR
3041.405(c)—(d), the Commission does
not appoint a Public Representative or
request public comment in proceedings
to review such requests.

II. Public Proceeding(s)

1. Docket No(s).: MC2026-333 and
K2026-328; Filing Title: USPS Request
to Add Priority Mail & USPS Ground
Advantage Contract 1059 to the
Competitive Product List and Notice of
Filing Materials Under Seal; Filing
Acceptance Date: August 5, 2026; Filing
Authority: 39 U.S.C. 3642, 39 CFR
3035.105, and 39 CFR 3041.310; Public
Representative: Christopher Mohr;
Comments Due: August 13, 2026.

III. Summary Proceeding(s)

None. See Section II for public
proceedings.

This Notice will be published in the
Federal Register.

Danielle LeFlore,

Legal Assistant.

[FR Doc. 2026-16229 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-FW-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[OMB Control No. 3235-0186]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Collection;
Comment Request; Extension: Form
N-8B-2

Upon Written Request, Copies Available
From: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of FOIA Services,
100 F Street NE, Washington, DC
20549-2736
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant

to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the Securities

and Exchange Commission (SEC or

“Commission”) is soliciting comments

on the proposed collection of

information described below.

Unit investment trusts (“UITs”) are
required to register with the Securities
and Exchange Commission
(““Commission’’) as investment
companies under the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a—1
et seq.) (the “Investment Company
Act”). Section 8(b) of the Investment
Company Act (15 U.S.C. 80a—8(b))
provides that each registered investment
company must file a registration
statement with the Commission that
includes certain information about the
company and recites the company’s
policies on certain significant matters.
UITs other than separate accounts that
are currently issuing securities,
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including UITs that are issuers of
periodic payment plan certificates, UITs
of which a management investment
company is the sponsor or depositor,
and UIT ETFs,? satisfy this requirement
by filing on Form N-8B-2. Among other
items, this Form requires disclosure
about the organization of a UIT, its
securities, the personnel and affiliated
persons of the depositor, distribution
and redemption of securities, the trustee
or custodian, and financial statements.

For UITs that are required to file on
Form N-8B-2 to register under the
Investment Company Act, the
Commission has yet to adopt an
integrated registration form satisfying
the requirements of the Securities Act
and the Investment Company Act.
Absent an integrated disclosure system,
filings on Form N-8B-2 serve as the
only means by which such UITs can
satisfy the filing and disclosure
requirements imposed by section 8(b) of
the Investment Company Act.

The purpose of Form N-8B-2 is to
satisfy the filing and disclosure
requirements of the Investment
Company Act. The information required
to be filed with the Commission assures
the public availability and
dissemination of the information and
permits verification of compliance with
Investment Company Act requirements.
Each UIT subject to the Form N-8B-2
filing requirement is required to file
Form N—-8B-2 only once and does not
file post-effective amendments to Form
N-8B-2.2 Compliance with the
disclosure requirements of Form N-8B—
2 is mandatory. Responses to the
disclosure requirements will not be kept
confidential.

We estimate that approximately 1 UIT
files Form N—8B-2 annually at 40 hours
per response, for a total annual time
burden of 40 hours. We estimate the
total annual external cost burden is
$11,610, based on 15 hours of outside
legal services at a wage rate of $774 per
hour for an attorney in the securities
industry.

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.

Written comments are invited on: (a)
whether this proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the SEC,
including whether the information will

1 See Exchange-Traded Funds, Investment
Company Act Release No. 33646 (Sept. 25, 2019)
[84 FR 57162 (Oct. 24, 2019)].

2 See Exchange-Traded Funds, Investment
Company Act Release No. 33140 (June 28, 2018) [83
FR 37332 (July 31, 2018)] at note 7 and
accompanying text.

have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
the SEC’s estimate of the burden
imposed by the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and the assumptions
used; (c) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (d) ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated, electronic
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

Please direct your written comments
on this 60-Day Collection Notice to
Austin Gerig, Director/Chief Data
Officer, Securities and Exchange
Commission, c/o Tanya Ruttenberg via
email to PaperworkReductionAct@
sec.gov by October 9, 2026.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Sherry R. Haywood,
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16199 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Meetings

TIME AND DATE: 2:00 p.m. on Thursday,
August 13, 2026.

PLACE: The meeting will be held via
remote means and at the Commission’s
headquarters, 100 F Street, NE,
Washington, DC 20549.

STATUS: This meeting will be closed to
the public.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Commissioners, Counsel to the
Commissioners, the Secretary to the
Commission, and recording secretaries
will attend the closed meeting. Certain
staff members who have an interest in
the matters also may be present.

In the event that the time, date, or
location of this meeting changes, an
announcement of the change, along with
the new time, date, and/or place of the
meeting will be posted on the
Commission’s website at https://
WWW.Sec.gov.

The General Counsel of the
Commission, or his designee, has
certified that, in his opinion, one or
more of the exemptions set forth in 5
U.S.C. 552b(c)(3), (5), (), (7), (8), 9(B)
and (10) and 17 CFR 200.402(a)(3),
(a)(5), (a)(6), (a)(7), (a)(8), (a)(9)(ii) and
(a)(10), permit consideration of the
scheduled matters at the closed meeting.

The subject matter of the closed
meeting will consist of the following
topics:

Institution and settlement of injunctive
actions;

Institution and settlement of administrative
proceedings;

Resolution of litigation claims; and

Other matters relating to examinations and
enforcement proceedings.

At times, changes in Commission

priorities require alterations in the
scheduling of meeting agenda items that
may consist of adjudicatory,
examination, litigation, or regulatory
matters.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
For further information, please contact
Vanessa A. Countryman from the Office
of the Secretary at (202) 551-5400.

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552b.

Dated: August 6, 2026.
Vanessa A. Countryman,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026—-16233 Filed 8-6—26; 11:15 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[OMB Control No. 3235-0176]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request; Extension:
Rule 8b-1 to 8b-5; 8b—10 to 8b-22; and
8b—-25 to 8b—31

Upon Written Request, Copies Available
From: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of FOIA Services,
100 F Street NE, Washington, DC
20549-2736

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the Securities
and Exchange Commission (“SEC” or
“Commission”) is submitting to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) this request for extension of the
previously approved collection of
information.

Rules 8b-1 to 8b—5; 8b—10 to 8b—22;
and 8b-25 to 8b—31 (“rules under
Section 8(b)”’) (17 CFR 270.8b—1 to 8b—
33) under the Investment Company Act
of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a—1 et seq.)
(“Investment Company Act”) set forth
the procedures for preparing and filing
a registration statement under the
Investment Company Act. These
procedures are intended to facilitate the
registration process. These rules
generally do not require respondents to
report information.?

1 Although the rules under Section 8(b) of the
Investment Company Act are generally procedural
in nature, two of the rules require respondents to
disclose some limited information. Rule 8b-3 (17
CFR 270.8b-3) provides that whenever a
registration form requires the title of securities to
be stated, the registrant must indicate the type and

Continued


mailto:PaperworkReductionAct@sec.gov
mailto:PaperworkReductionAct@sec.gov
https://www.sec.gov
https://www.sec.gov

51514

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

The SEC believes that it is appropriate
to estimate the total respondent burden
associated with preparing each
registration statement form rather than
attempt to isolate the impact of the
procedural instructions under Section
8(b) of the Investment Company Act,
which impose burdens only in the
context of the preparation of the various
registration statement forms.
Accordingly, the SEC is not submitting
a separate burden estimate for the rules
under Section 8(b), but instead will
include the burden for these rules in its
estimates of burden for each of the
registration forms under the Investment
Company Act. The SEC is, however,
submitting an hourly burden estimate of
one hour for administrative purposes.

The collection of information under
the rules under Section 8(b) is
mandatory. The information provided
under the rules under Section 8(b) is not
kept confidential.

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.

Written comments are invited on: (a)
whether this proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the SEC,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
the SEC’s estimate of the burden
imposed by the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and the assumptions
used; (c) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (d) ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated, electronic
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

Please direct your written comments
on this 60-Day Collection Notice to
Austin Gerig, Director/Chief Data
Officer, Securities and Exchange
Commission, c¢/o Tanya Ruttenberg via
email to PaperworkReductionAct@
sec.gov by October 9, 2026.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Sherry R. Haywood,
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026—-16202 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

general character of the securities to be issued. Rule
8b—22 (17 CFR 270.8b-22) provides that if the
existence of control is open to reasonable doubt, the
registrant may disclaim the existence of control, but
it must state the material facts pertinent to the
possible existence of control. The information
required by both of these rules is necessary to
ensure that investors have clear and complete
information upon which to base an investment
decision.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[OMB Control No. 3235-0360]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Collection;
Comment Request; Extension: Form
N-17f-2

Upon Written Request, Copies Available
From: Securities and Exchange
Commission, Office of FOIA Services,
100 F Street NE, Washington, DC
20549-2736

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC or
“Commission”) is soliciting comments
on the proposed collection of
information described below.

Rule 17f-2 (17 CFR 270.17f-2),
entitled “Custody of Investments by
Registered Management Investment
Company,” was adopted in 1940 under
section 17(f) of the Investment Company
Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a-17(f)) (the
“Act”), and was last amended
materially in 1947. Rule 17f-2
establishes safeguards for arrangements
in which a registered management
investment company (‘“fund”) is
deemed to maintain custody of its own
assets, such as when the fund maintains
its assets in a facility that provides
safekeeping but not custodial services.?

Form N-17f-2 (17 CFR 274.220) is
entitled ““Certificate of Accounting of
Securities and Similar Investments in
the Custody of Management Investment
Companies.” Form N-17{-2 is the cover
sheet for the accountant examination
certificates prepared under rule 17{-2.
Form N-17f-2 facilitates the filing
process for accountant examination
certificates. The form has a purely
administrative purpose and does not
require any additional information
(beyond that required by rule 17f-2) to
be collected. Form N-17f-2 increases
the accessibility of the examination
certificates to both Commission staff
and interested investors by ensuring
that the certificates are filed under the
proper SEC file number and correct
name of a fund.

The rule includes several
recordkeeping or reporting
requirements. The fund’s directors must
prepare a resolution designating not
more than five fund officers or
responsible employees who may have

1The rule generally requires all assets to be
deposited in the safekeeping of a “bank or other
company whose functions and physical facilities
are supervised by Federal or State authority.” The
fund’s securities must be physically segregated at
all times from the securities of any other person.

access to the fund’s assets. The
designated access persons (two or more
of whom must act jointly when
handling fund assets) must prepare a
written notation providing certain
information about each deposit or
withdrawal of fund assets, and must
transmit the notation to another officer
or director designated by the directors.
Independent public accountants must
verify the fund’s assets three times each
year, and two of those examinations
must be unscheduled.?2

We estimate that approximately 194
funds file Form N-17f-2 each year,3 and
that it takes approximately 2 hours per
response to prepare and file Form N-
17f-2 with the Commission.
Commission staff further estimates that
on average each fund files Form N-17{—
2 approximately three times a year for
a total annual hourly burden per fund
of approximately 6 hours. Thus, the
total annual burden for preparing and
filing Form N-17f-2 is approximately
1,160 hours (an increase from the
previously approved 990 hours).
Commission staff estimates that it takes
on average 1.25 hours of fund
accountants at a cost of $243 per hour
to prepare each Form N—17f-2 and 0.75
hours of clerical time at a cost of $125
per hour to file the form with the
Commission for a total annual cost per
fund of approximately $1,192.50.
Therefore we estimate the total cost of
the hour burden for filing Form N-17{—
2’s collection of information
requirements to be approximately
$231,345.

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.

Written comments are invited on: (a)
whether this proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the SEC,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; (b) the accuracy of
the SEC’s estimate of the burden
imposed by the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and the assumptions
used; (c) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (d) ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of

2The accountant must transmit to the
Commission promptly after each examination a
certificate describing the examination on Form N—
17f-2. The third (scheduled) examination may
coincide with the annual verification required for
every fund by section 30(g) of the Act (15 U.S.C.
80a29(g)).

30n average, each year approximately 194 funds
filed Form N-17f-2 with the Commission during
calendar years 2023-2025.


mailto:PaperworkReductionAct@sec.gov
mailto:PaperworkReductionAct@sec.gov

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

51515

information on respondents, including
through the use of automated, electronic
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

Please direct your written comments
on this 60-Day Collection Notice to
Austin Gerig, Director/Chief Data
Officer, Securities and Exchange
Commission, c/o Tanya Ruttenberg via
email to PaperworkReductionAct@
sec.gov by October 9, 2026.

Dated: August 5, 2026.
Sherry R. Haywood,
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16198 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-106042; File No. 4-631]

Joint Industry Plan; Order Granting
Approval of the Twenty-Seventh
Amendment to the National Market
System Plan To Address Extraordinary
Market Volatility To Establish
Temporary Price Band Protections in
Overnight Trading

August 5, 2026.

1. Introduction

On May 27, 2026, Nasdaq, Inc., on
behalf of the following parties to the
Plan to Address Extraordinary Market
Volatility (“Plan” or “LULD Plan”)
Pursuant to Rule 608 of Regulation NMS
under the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 (“Act” or “Exchange Act”):1 24X
National Exchange LLC, Cboe BZX
Exchange, Inc., Cboe BYX Exchange,

1 See Securities Exchange Act Release Nos. 67091,
77 FR 33498 (June 6, 2012); 68953 (February 20,
2013), 78 FR 13113 (Feb. 26, 2013); 69287 (April
3,2013), 78 FR 21483 (Apr. 10, 2013); 70273
(August 27, 2013), 78 FR 54321 (September 3,
2013); 70530 (September 26, 2013), 78 FR 60937
(October 2, 2013); 71247 (January 7, 2014), 79 FR
2204 (January 13, 2014); 71851 (April 3, 2014), 79
FR 19687 (April 9, 2014); 74323 (February 19,
2015), 80 FR 10169 (February 25, 2015); 76244
(October 22, 2015), 80 FR 66099 (October 28, 2015);
77679 (April 21, 2016), 81 FR 24908 (April 27,
2016); 78703 (August 26, 2016), 81 FR 60397
(September 1, 2016); 79845 (January 19, 2017), 82
FR 8551 (January 26, 2017); 80455 (April 13, 2017),
82 FR 18519 (April 19, 2017); 80549 (April 28,
2017), 82 FR 20928 (May 4,2017); 81720
(September 26, 2017), 82 FR 45922 (October 2,
2017); 82887 (March 15, 2018), 83 FR 12414 (March
21, 2018); 83044 (April 12, 2018), 83 FR 17205
(April 18, 2018); 85623 (April 11, 2019), 84 FR
16086 (April 17, 2019); 88122 (February 5, 2020),
85 FR 7805 (February 11, 2020); 88704 (April 21,
2020), 85 FR 23383 (April 27, 2020); 89420 (July 29,
2020), 85 FR 46762 (August 3, 2020); 90068
(October 1, 2020), 85 FR 63322 (October 7, 2020);
101036 (September 16, 2024), 89 FR 77203
(September 20, 2024); 103042 (May 14, 2025), 90 FR
21529 (May 20, 2025); 103845 [September 3, 2025),
90 FR 43254 (September 8, 2025); and 105443 (May
12, 2026), 91 FR 27995 (May 15, 2026).

Inc., Cboe EDGA Exchange, Inc., Cboe
EDGX Exchange, Inc., Financial
Industry Regulatory Authority, Inc.,
Investors Exchange LLC, Long-Term
Stock Exchange, Inc., MEMX LLC,
MIAX PEARL, LLG, Nasdaq Texas LLC,
Nasdaq PHLX LLC, New York Stock
Exchange LLC, NYSE American LLC,
NYSE Arca, Inc., NYSE Texas, Inc.,
NYSE National, Inc., and The Nasdaq
Stock Market LLC (collectively,
“Participants”), filed with the Securities
and Exchange Commission
(“Commission”) pursuant to Section
11A(a)(3) of the Exchange Act2 and
Rule 608 thereunder,3 a proposal to
amend the Plan (“Amendment No.
277).4# Amendment No. 27 proposes to
establish phased price band protections
to overnight trading (‘““Overnight
Protections”) in anticipation of
overnight trading by certain national
securities exchanges.®

Notice of filing of Amendment No. 27
was published for comment in the
Federal Register on June 4, 2026.6 The
Commission has received no comments
regarding the proposed amendment to
the Plan. The Commission hereby grants
approval of Amendment No. 27.

II. Description of the Plan

The Participants filed the Plan with
the Commission on April 5, 2011, to
create a market-wide limit up-limit
down (“LULD”’) mechanism intended to
address extraordinary market volatility
in NMS Stocks, as defined in Rule
600(b)(65) of Regulation NMS under the
Exchange Act.” The Plan sets forth
procedures that provide for market-wide
LULD requirements to prevent trades in
individual NMS Stocks from occurring
outside of the specified Price Bands.?
These LULD requirements are coupled
with Trading Pauses, as defined in
Section I(Y) of the Plan, to
accommodate more fundamental price
moves. In particular, the Participants
adopted this Plan to address
extraordinary volatility in the securities
markets, i.e., significant fluctuations in

215 U.S.C 78k-1(a)(3).

317 CFR 242.608.

4 See Letter from Andrew Oppenheimer, Head of
U.S. Equities, Nasdaq, to Vanessa Countryman,
Secretary, Commission, dated May 27, 2026
(“Transmittal Letter””). According to the Transmittal
Letter, each of the Participants approved
Amendment No. 27 in accordance with Section
II(C) of the Plan. The Participants also received and
incorporated feedback from the Plan Advisory
Committee in preparing Amendment No. 27.

5 Amendment No. 27 is available on the
Commission’s website at: https://www.sec.gov/files/
rules/sro/nms/2026/34-105596.pdyf.

6 See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 105596
(June 1, 2026), 91 FR 33774 (“Notice”).

717 CFR 242.600(b)(65).

8Unless otherwise stated, capitalized terms used
herein are defined in the LULD Plan.

individual securities’ prices over a short
period of time, such as those
experienced during the “Flash Crash”
on the afternoon of May 6, 2010.

III. Description of Proposed
Amendment No. 27 to the Plan®

The Participants propose to
implement Overnight Protections in two
phases. Amendment No. 27 proposes
amendments to the Plan that constitute
the first phase (“Phase 1”’). Amendment
No. 27 also discusses how the
Participants will gather and analyze
information concerning overnight
trading that they will use to develop
recommendations for a final proposal to
be implemented in the overnight
session. The final proposal will be
submitted to the Commission as a plan
amendment that will remove the interim
measures and replace them with revised
overnight protections (‘“Phase 2”’).

In this Amendment, the Participants
propose to add a new Section VIII to the
Plan, entitled ‘“‘Overnight Protections,”
which establishes a framework for
calculating and disseminating
“Overnight Price Bands” for use during
“Overnight Protected Hours” (defined
as 9:00 p.m. Eastern Time on Sunday
through Thursday to 4:00 a.m. Eastern
Time on the next calendar day),'° and
requires all trading centers that are
operative during such hours to
establish, maintain, and enforce written
policies and procedures that are
reasonably designed to prevent trades
outside of such Overnight Price
Bands.11

The proposed amendments for Phase
1 include the following key aspects:

(1) The Primary Listing Exchange for
each NMS Stock will calculate and
disseminate to the Processors an
Overnight Lower Price Band and an
Overnight Upper Price Band to be

9 Additional information regarding Amendment
No. 27 can be found in the Notice. See Notice,
supra note 6.

10 See Notice, supra note 6 at 33776. The
Participants state that the 9:00 p.m. Eastern Time
commencement of the Overnight Protected Hours
corresponds to the time at which the Processors
will open for overnight trading, thereby ensuring
that the LULD mechanism is operative from the
moment overnight trading activity becomes
available through the consolidated market data
infrastructure. The Participants further state that the
4:00 a.m. Eastern Time conclusion of the Overnight
Protected Hours was selected to accommodate the
well-established practice of issuers releasing
earnings announcements, material corporate
disclosures, and other price-sensitive information
during pre-market hours in advance of the Regular
Trading Session. By terminating Overnight
Protected Hours at 4:00 a.m. Eastern Time, the
Participants state that they intend for market
participants to be able to incorporate newly
disclosed information into securities prices without
the constraints of pricing bands based on the prior
day’s activity. See id.

11 See id.
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applied during Overnight Protected
Hours for NMS Stocks.12 The Overnight
Price Bands will be based on two
reference prices,1? as adjusted for any
relevant corporate actions: (i) the official
closing price of a stock as reported by
the listing market for such NMS Stock
(“Closing Price”); and (ii) the
consolidated last round lot sale as of
7:45 p.m. Eastern Time, with the
Overnight Lower Price Band being 20%
lower than the lower of the reference
prices, and the Overnight Upper Price
Band being 20% greater than the greater
of the reference prices; the Overnight
Percentage Parameter for a leveraged
ETP will be 20%, multiplied by the
ETP’s leverage ratio.1* For NMS Stocks
with a Closing Price of less than $1.00,
the minimum Overnight Upper Price
Band and minimum Overnight Lower
Price Band thresholds will each be
$1.00 from the applicable reference
price; for NMS Stocks with a Closing
Price of $1.00 or more, the minimum
Overnight Upper Price Band and
minimum Overnight Lower Price Band
thresholds will each be $3.00 from the
applicable reference price.?® The
Minimum Price Band thresholds for a
leveraged ETP will be multiplied by the
leverage ratio of such product.16

(2) Primary Listing Exchanges will
transmit the calculated Overnight Price
Bands to the Processors no later than
8:55 p.m. Eastern Time, and the
Processors will disseminate such bands
to the public prior to 9:00 p.m. Eastern
Time.1”

(3) All trading centers in NMS Stocks
that are operative during Overnight
Protected Hours, must establish,
maintain, and enforce written policies
and procedures that are reasonably
designed to prevent both trades and the
display of prices outside the Overnight
Price Bands during Overnight Protected
Hours.

(4) There will not be automatic
Trading Pauses during the Overnight
Protected Hours if an Overnight Price

12 See id.

13 See id. The Participants state that the use of
dual reference prices is designed to mitigate the
risks associated with reliance on a single closing
price that may become stale or unrepresentative of
current market conditions by the time overnight
trading commences, and that material information
is frequently disseminated after the close of the
Regular Trading Session, and post-market trading
activity may result in prices that differ
meaningfully from the Closing Price. See id. at
33777.

14 See id. at 33776. The Participants selected a
Percentage Parameter of 20% for Overnight Price
Bands to align with the 20% static band protections
currently employed by ATSs for overnight trading.
See id. at 33777.

15 See id. at 33776.

16 See id.

17 See id.

Band is hit,18 however, the Primary
Listing Exchange of a stock may declare
a Regulatory Halt when warranted to
maintain a fair and orderly market, in
accordance with its rules, including
when orders are consistently being
placed outside the bands or the price
bands are otherwise limiting price
discovery.1® The Primary Listing
Exchange will notify the Processor if it
declares a Regulatory Halt.2? During a
Regulatory Halt during Overnight
Protected Hours, Participants will reject
orders. Any NMS Stock subject to a
Regulatory Halt during Overnight
Protected Hours will not reopen during
Overnight Protected Hours.21

(5) The proposed amendment also
amends Section IV of the Plan to require
that trading center policies and
procedures comply with the overnight
requirements specified in the new
Section VIII.22

The Participants state that they expect
to include information regarding the
operations of Phase 1 in the Plan’s
quarterly reports, commencing with the
quarterly report covering the first full
quarter of overnight trading.23 The
Participants will report on the evidence
gathered on overnight trading together
with its proposal for Phase 2 revisions
to overnight protections.24

Amendment No. 27 proposes to
modify the Implementation Section of
the LULD Plan to provide that
Overnight Protections are expected to
commence on December 6, 2026.25

18 During Regular Trading Hours, a Primary
Listing Exchange must declare a Trading Pause if
an NMS Stock does not exit a Limit State with 15
seconds of entry and may declare a Trading Pause
if an NMS Stock is in a Straddle State. See LULD
Plan Section VII(A)(1).

19 See Notice, supra note 6 at 33776, 33777-78.

20 See id. at 33776. The Participants state that
Primary Listing Exchanges anticipate using halt
codes currently available within the Processors’
specifications. See id. at n.13.

21 See id. at 33776.

22 See id. Unlike policies at certain ATSs, the
proposed amendment does not include guidance
regarding how to handle corporate actions during
Overnight Protected Hours, as this decision will be
left to the discretion of each listing exchange. See
id. at n.14.

23 See id. at 33780.

24 See id.

25 See id. at 33799. The Participants state that the
operative date of the amendments are subject to
certain systems changes by the Processors for the
Unlisted Trading Privileges (UTP) Plan and
Consolidated Tape Association (CTA) Plan to
ensure dissemination of overnight trading bands.
See Notice, supra note 6 at 33781. The Participants
represent that the Processors are preparing to
commence overnight trading on December 6, 2026,
and that implementation of proposed Phase 1 is
designed to require minimal work from the
Participants. See id. at 33777, 33778.

IV. Discussion and Commission’s
Findings

Recent approvals to allow certain
exchanges to conduct trading on a 23
hour per day, 5 day per week basis 26
represent an expansion of exchange
trading into periods that have
historically been characterized by lower
liquidity, wider spreads, and the
potential for increased price volatility.
Amendment No. 27 is a first step to
address potential extraordinary market
volatility between 9:00 p.m. and 4:00
a.m. Eastern Time. For the reasons
discussed below, the Commission finds
that Amendment No. 27, as proposed, is
consistent with the requirements of the
Act and the rules and regulations
thereunder. Specifically, the
Commission finds that Amendment No.
27 is consistent with Section 11A of the
Act?7 and Rule 608 thereunder 28 in that
the proposal is appropriate in the public
interest, for the protection of investors
and the maintenance of fair and orderly
markets, and that it removes
impediments to, and perfects the
mechanism of, a national market
system.

First, the Overnight Protections
proposed in Amendment No. 27 are
reasonably designed to address
extraordinary volatility during a time of
reduced liquidity. Establishing price
bands helps ensure that overnight
trading continues within a limited price
range, which should help protect
investors that choose to trade during
Overnight Protected Hours. The
proposed 20% Overnight Price Bands,
without automatic trading pauses, is
similar to existing price protection
mechanisms employed by ATSs that
currently operate overnight, which will
be familiar to market participants that
trade overnight currently. In addition,
the two reference prices for setting the
bands, including the consolidated last
round lot sale as of 7:45 p.m. Eastern
Time, account for news and trading
activity that happens after the Closing
Price is determined. Further, the ability
of a Primary Listing Exchange, in its
discretion, to call a Regulatory Halt that
would remain in place for the duration
of the overnight session will allow the
markets to resume trading in a trading
session following the overnight session

26 See, e.g., Securities Exchange Act Release Nos.
102400 (February 11, 2025), 90 FR 9794 (February
18, 2025) (SR-NYSEARCA-2024-89); 101777
(November 27, 2024), 89 FR 97092 (December 6,
2024); and 105199 (April 10, 2026), 91 FR 20222
(April 15, 2026) (SR-NASDAQ-2025-109). See also
Securities Exchange Act Release No. 105206 (April
10, 2026) 91 FR 20213 (April 15, 2026) (SR—
CboeEDGX-2026-019).

27 See 15 U.S.C 78k—1.

28 See 17 CFR 242.608.
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where there is likely to be more
liquidity. Together, these aspects of
Amendment No. 27 allow for price
discovery to take place during the
overnight session while protecting
investors from trading at potentially
aberrant prices in a low-liquidity
overnight trading environment.

Second, Amendment No. 27
establishes uniform protections across
all trading centers that operate during
Overnight Protected Hours. All trading
centers in NMS Stocks that operate
during Overnight Protected Hours will
be required to establish, maintain, and
enforce written policies and procedures
that are reasonably designed to prevent
both trades and the display of prices
outside the Overnight Price Bands
during Overnight Protected Hours. This
uniformity should help promote fair and
orderly markets in NMS Stocks across
all trading centers during Overnight
Protected Hours.

Third, Amendment No. 27 is a
measured, first-step to address
extraordinary volatility during overnight
trading of NMS Stocks, and it is being
implemented as the first step in a two-
step phased approach to applying the
Plan’s investor protections to overnight
trading sessions. As noted in the
proposal, the Participants intend to
gather and analyze information
concerning overnight trading and will
use that information to develop future
recommendations for Plan operation
during Overnight Protected Hours.29

V. Conclusion

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to
Section 11A of the Exchange Act3° and
Rule 608 thereunder,3! that Amendment
No. 27 to the Plan (File No. 4-631) be,
and it hereby is, approved.

By the Commission.
Sherry R. Haywood,
Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2026-16201 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8011-01-P

29 The Commission has emphasized the
importance of ongoing review and assessment to
ensure that the Plan continues to achieve its
objective of reducing extraordinary volatility. See,
e.g., Securities Exchange Act Release No. 85623
(April 11, 2019), 84 FR 16086 (April 17, 2019) (File
No. 4-631). The Commission expects information
regarding the operations of Phase 1 to be included
in the Plan’s quarterly reports, commencing with
the quarterly report covering the first full quarter of
overnight trading. See Notice, supra note 6 at
33780.

3015 U.S.C. 78k-1.

3117 CFR 242.608.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Reporting and Recordkeeping
Requirements Under Office of
Management and Budget Review

AGENCY: U.S. Small Business
Administration.

ACTION: 30-Day notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Small Business
Administration (SBA) will submit the
information collection described below
to the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and clearance in
accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, as amended, on
or after the date of publication of this
notice. SBA is publishing this notice to
allow all interested members of the
public an additional 30 days to provide
comments on the collection of
information.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for this information
collection request should be sent within
30 days of publication of this notice to
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain.
Find this particular information
collection request by selecting ‘“Small
Business Administration”; “Currently
Under Review,” then select the “Only
Show ICR for Public Comment”’
checkbox. This information collection
can be identified by title and/or OMB
Control Number, which are provided
below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
Van Eyl, Director of Financial Policy,
Office of Investment and Innovation,
U.S. Small Business Administration,
oii.policy@sba.gov, 202—257-5955, or
Shauniece Carter, Interim Agency
Clearance Officer, U.S. Small Business
Administration, shauniece.carter@
sba.gov, 202—205-6536.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Office
of Investment and Innovation (OII) of
the SBA is required to examine Small
Business Investment Companies (SBICs)
pursuant to Section 310 of the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958, as
amended, 15 U.S.C. 687b, and the
implementing regulations at 13 CFR
107.690 to 107.692. The purpose of the
examination, as provided by statute, is
to determine, in part, whether or not the
SBIC has engaged “solely in lawful
activities and those [activities]
contemplated” by title III of the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958, as
amended. As part of its effort to meet
this statutory requirement, SBA’s Office
of SBIC Examinations uses SBA Form
1405, Stockholder’s Confirmation

(Corporation), and SBA Form 1405A,
Ownership Confirmation (Partnership),
as a means of gathering information
relevant to each SBIC examination. The
examinations are required by statute to
occur at least biennially (15 U.S.C.
687b(c)).

OMB Control Number: 3245-0172.

Title: Stockholders’ Confirmation
(Corporation); Ownership Confirmation
(Partnership).

Description of Respondents: Small
Business Investment Companies.

Form Number: Form 1405 and Form
1405a.

Estimated Annual Respondents: 736.

Estimated Annual Hour Burden: 736.

Solicitation of Public Comments

SBA invites the public to submit
comments, including specific and
detailed suggestions on ways to improve
the collection and reduce the burden on
respondents. Commenters should also
address (i) whether the information
collection is necessary for the proper
performance of SBA’s functions,
including whether it has any practical
utility; (ii) the accuracy of the estimated
burdens; (iii) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (iv) the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology to minimize the information
collection burden on those who are
required to respond.

Shauniece Carter,

Interim Agency Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2026-16255 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8026-09-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice: 13096]

Notice of Determinations; Culturally
Significant Objects Being Imported for
Exhibition—Determinations:
“Unearthed Musical Masterpieces
From the Southern Kingdoms of
Ancient China” Exhibition

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given of the
following determinations: I hereby
determine that certain objects being
imported from abroad pursuant to an
agreement with their foreign owner or
custodian for temporary display in the
exhibition “Unearthed Musical
Masterpieces from the Southern
Kingdoms of Ancient China” at the
Musical Instrument Museum, Phoenix,
Arizona, and at possible additional
exhibitions or venues yet to be
determined, are of cultural significance,
and, further, that their temporary
exhibition or display within the United
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States as aforementioned is in the
national interest. I have ordered that
Public Notice of these determinations be
published in the Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Reed Liriano, Program Coordinator,
Office of the Legal Adviser, U.S.
Department of State (telephone: 202—
632—6471; email: section2459@
state.gov). The mailing address is U.S.
Department of State, L/PD, 2200 C Street
NW (SA-5), Suite 5H03, Washington,
DC 20522—-0505.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
foregoing determinations were made
pursuant to the authority vested in me
by the Act of October 19, 1965 (79 Stat.
985; 22 U.S.C. 2459), Executive Order
12047 of March 27, 1978, the Foreign
Affairs Reform and Restructuring Act of
1998 (112 Stat. 2681, et seq.; 22 U.S.C.
6501 note, et seq.), Delegation of
Authority No. 234 of October 1, 1999,
Delegation of Authority No. 236-3 of
August 28, 2000, and Delegation of
Authority No. 523 of December 22,
2021.

Sherry C. Keneson-Hall,

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Educational and Cultural Affairs, Bureau of
Educational and Cultural Affairs, Department
of State.

[FR Doc. 2026-16211 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice: 13098]

Notice of Determinations; Culturally
Significant Objects Being Imported for
Exhibition—Determinations: “Siena:
The Art of Bronze, 1450-1500"
Exhibition

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given of the
following determinations: I hereby
determine that certain objects being
imported from abroad pursuant to
agreements with their foreign owners or
custodians for temporary display in the
exhibition “Siena: The Art of Bronze,
1450-1500"" at The Frick Collection,
New York, New York, and at possible
additional exhibitions or venues yet to
be determined, are of cultural
significance, and, further, that their
temporary exhibition or display within
the United States as aforementioned is
in the national interest. I have ordered
that Public Notice of these
determinations be published in the
Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Reed Liriano, Program Coordinator,
Office of the Legal Adviser, U.S.
Department of State (telephone: 202—
632—6471; email: section2459@

state.gov). The mailing address is U.S.
Department of State, L/PD, 2200 C Street
NW (SA-5), Suite 56H03, Washington,
DC 20522-0505.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
foregoing determinations were made
pursuant to the authority vested in me
by the Act of October 19, 1965 (79 Stat.
985; 22 U.S.C. 2459), Executive Order
12047 of March 27, 1978, the Foreign
Affairs Reform and Restructuring Act of
1998 (112 Stat. 2681, et seq.; 22 U.S.C.
6501 note, et seq.), Delegation of
Authority No. 234 of October 1, 1999,
Delegation of Authority No. 236-3 of
August 28, 2000, and Delegation of
Authority No. 523 of December 22,
2021.

Sherry C. Keneson-Hall,

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Educational and Cultural Affairs, Bureau of
Educational and Cultural Affairs, Department
of State.

[FR Doc. 2026-16212 Filed 8—7-26; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 4710-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Number: 13058]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

ACTION: Notice of a modified system of
records.

SUMMARY: Official Gift Records and Gift
Donor Vetting Records, State-80,
consists of an accounting of all
donations received on behalf of the
Department of State for the purposes of:
maintaining a historical record, properly
allocating donations given for a
particular purpose, determining future
solicitation and gift acceptance, and
providing donors with acknowledgment
letters for tax purposes. Gift Donor
Vetting Records keeps an accounting of
the due diligence vetting process
conducted on individuals to determine
the potential for conflicts of interest
with respect to gifts, potential gifts, and
potential partnerships with the
Department of State.

DATES: In accordance with 5 U.S.C.
552a(e)(4) and (11), this system of
records notice was effective upon
publication, with the exception of the
routine uses (a), (b), and (c) that are
subject to a 30-day period during which
interested persons may submit
comments to the Department. Please
submit any comments by September 9,
2026.

ADDRESSES: Questions about this notice
can be submitted by mail, email, or by
calling Timothy J. Kootz, the Senior
Agency Official for Privacy, on (202)

485-2051. If mail, please write to:
Timothy J. Kootz, Senior Agency
Official for Privacy; U.S. Department of
State; Shared Knowledge Services, A/
SKS; Room 4534, 2201 C St., NW;
Washington, DC 20520. If email, please
address the email to the Senior Agency
Official for Privacy, Timothy J. Kootz, at
SORNa@state.gov. Please write “Official
Gift Records and Gift Donor Vetting
Records, State-80” on the envelope or
the subject line of your email.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Timothy J. Kootz, Senior Agency
Official for Privacy; U.S. Department of
State; Shared Knowledge Services, A/
SKS; Room 4534, 2201 C St., NW;
Washington, DC 20520 or by calling
(202) 485-2051.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice will include substantive
modifications to the following sections:
System Location; System Manager(s);
Authority For Maintenance of The
System; Categories of Individuals
Covered By The System; Categories of
Records In The System, Routine Uses of
Records Maintained In The System;
Policies And Practice For Storage of
Records; Policies And Practices For
Retention And Disposal of Records;
Administrative, Technical, And
Physical Safeguards; Record Access
Procedures; Contesting Record
Procedures; Notification Procedures;
and History. In addition, the
Department is taking this opportunity to
make minor administrative updates to
the SUMMARY, DATES, ADDRESSES; FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT; and
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

SYSTEM NAME AND NUMBER:

Official Gift Records and Gift Donor
Vetting Records, State-80.

SECURITY CLASSIFICATION:
Unclassified and Classified.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Records are kept in many locations
nationwide.

(a) Department of State, 2201 C Street
NW, Washington, DG 20520

(b) U.S. Embassies
c) U.S. Consulates
d) U.S. Consulates General
e) U.S. Missions
f) Department of State Annexes

(g) Various field and regional offices
throughout the United States

(h) Within a government cloud
provided, implemented, and overseen
by the Department’s Enterprise Server
Operations Center (ESOC), 2201 C Street
NW, Washington, DC 20520.

SYSTEM MANAGER(S):

Fund Director, Bureau of the
Comptroller and Global Financial

(
(
(
(
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Services (CGFS), U.S. Department of
State, Room 1821, 2201 C Street NW,
Washington, DC 20520; Vetting Unit,
Office of Global Partnerships, U.S.
Department of State, 1800 N Kent Street,
Arlington, VA 22209; Director and
Curator, Diplomatic Reception Rooms,
Department of State, Room 8231, 2201

C Street NW, Washington, DC 20520.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

22 U.S.C. 2621 et seq. Foreign Gifts
and Decorations; Foreign Service
Buildings Act of 1926, Sec. 9, as
amended (22 U.S.C. 300); State
Department Basic Authorities Act of
1956, Sec. 25, as amended (22 U.S.C.
2697); Foreign Assistance Act of 1961,
Sec. 695(d), as amended (22 U.S.C.
2395(d)); Migration and Refugee
Assistance Act of 1962, Sec. 3(a)(2), as
amended (22 U.S.C. 2602); Foreign Gifts
and Decorations Act, as amended (5
U.S.C. 7342 and 22 CFR part 3);
Acceptance of travel and related
expense from non-Federal Sources (31
U.S.C. 1353); Mutual Educational and
Cultural Exchange Act of 1961
(Fulbright-Hays), Sec. 105(f) and Sec.
108A, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2455(f)
and 22 U.S.C. 2458(a)); 41 CFR parts 301
and 41 CFR part 304.

PURPOSE(S) OF THE SYSTEM:

Official Gift Records and Gift Donor
Vetting Records consist of an accounting
of all donations received on behalf of
the Department of State for the purposes
of: (a) maintaining a historical record,
(b) properly allocating donations given
for a particular purpose, (c) determining
future solicitation and gift acceptance,
and (d) providing donors with
acknowledgment letters for tax
purposes.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Individuals who have donated gifts;
individuals who are being solicited to
donate gifts; individuals who are points
of contact for corporations or
foundations that donate gifts to the
Department of State; and individuals
who are otherwise being vetted in
connection with potential gifts to, or
partnerships with, the Department of
State. For the purposes of this System of
Records Notice (SORN) the term
“Department of State”” includes the
department and its subsidiary divisions
which includes U.S. Embassies, U.S.
Consulates General, U.S. Consulates,
U.S. Missions, Department of State
Annexes, and/or various field and
regional offices throughout the United
States. The Privacy Act defines an
individual at 5 U.S.C. 552a(a)(2) as a

United States citizen or lawful
permanent resident.

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Records in this system include
information about gifts to the
Department of State (official gifts) such
as gift donor and recipient information
as well as information about individuals
who are points of contact for corporate
or foundation donors. Such information
includes but is not limited to:

a. Information about the donor or
point of contact including name, title,
address, and relevant business
affiliations.

b. Information about gifts and
recipients including descriptions of gifts
and decorations; the dollar value of
gifts; the recipient bureau, region, post
or office; the purpose of the donation as
expressed by the donor and/or the
soliciting office; the authority under
which the gift was received; the date of
receipt; type of gift (cash or in-kind);
date of check deposit; deposit number;
appropriation type (conditional or
unconditional); copies of checks
donated; copies of donor letters; and
copies of acknowledgment letters.

c. Vetting records, which include (1)
identifying information about
individual gift donors, potential gift
donors, or potential partners that is used
to conduct and narrow due diligence
research including the individual’s full
name, date of birth, last known
residence, website (if any), affiliation (if
any), and other identifying information
used to conduct the vetting process; and
(2) information obtained as a result of
due diligence searches including but not
limited to; criminal history information,
financial history information (including
bankruptcies), information regarding
judgments, information regarding liens,
information regarding global sanctions,
as well as any other information deemed
relevant to the determination as to
whether there is a conflict of interest.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

These records contain information
collected directly from: the individual
who is the subject of these records;
employers and public references; other
officials in the Department of State;
other government agencies; foreign
governments; federal and public
searchable databases; other public and
professional institutions possessing
relevant information; and other agency
systems of records.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

Official Gift Records and Gift Donor
Vetting Records, State-80 may be
disclosed:

(a) To appropriate agencies, entities,
and persons when (1) the Department of
State suspects or has confirmed that
there has been a breach of the system of
records; (2) the Department of State has
determined that as a result of the
suspected or confirmed breach there is
arisk of harm to individuals, the
Department of State (including its
information systems, programs, and
operations), the Federal Government, or
national security; and (3) the disclosure
made to such agencies, entities, and
persons is reasonably necessary to assist
in connection with the Department of
State efforts to respond to the suspected
or confirmed breach or to prevent,
minimize, or remedy such harm.

(b) To another Federal agency or
Federal entity, when the Department of
State determines that information from
this system of records is reasonably
necessary to assist the recipient agency
or entity in (1) responding to a
suspected or confirmed breach or (2)
preventing, minimizing, or remedying
the risk of harm to individuals, the
recipient agency or entity (including its
information systems, programs, and
operations), the Federal Government, or
national security, resulting from a
suspected or confirmed breach.

(c) To federal, state, and local tax
authorities in connection with tax,
bankruptcy matters, and other lawful
purposes.

The Department of State periodically
publishes in the Federal Register its
standard routine uses that apply to all
its Privacy Act systems of records.
These notices appear in the form of a
Prefatory Statement (published in
Volume 73, Number 136, Public Notice
6290, on July 15, 2008). All these
standard routine uses apply to Official
Gift Records and Gift Donor Vetting
Records, State-80.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORAGE OF
RECORDS:

Records are stored both in hard copy
and on electronic media. A description
of standard Department of State policies
concerning storage of electronic records
is found here https://fam.state.gov/
FAM/05FAM/05FAM0440.html. All
hard copies of records containing
personal information are maintained in
secured file cabinets in restricted areas,
access to which is limited to authorized
personnel only.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR RETRIEVAL OF
RECORDS:

Records are retrieved by an individual
name; individual address; date of birth;
individual website; donor country;
recipient bureau, region, post or office;
purpose; dollar value; date/fiscal year of
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receipt or deposit; corporation,
foundation, or entity name; gift type
(cash or in-kind); authority under which
gift was received; deposit number; and
appropriation type.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR RETENTION AND
DISPOSAL OF RECORDS:

Records are retained in accordance
with the following General Records
Disposition Schedules: DAA-0059—
2017-0004-0004; DAA-0059-2017—-
0004-0001.

ADMINISTRATIVE, TECHNICAL, AND PHYSICAL
SAFEGUARDS:

All users are given cyber security
awareness training which covers the
procedures for handling Sensitive but
Unclassified (SBU) information,
including personally identifiable
information (PII). Annual refresher
training is mandatory. In addition, all
Department OpenNet users are required
to take the Foreign Service Institute
distance learning course instructing
employees on privacy and security
requirements, including the rules of
behavior for handling PII and the
potential consequences if it is handled
improperly. Before being granted access
to Official Gift Records and Gift Donor
Vetting Records, State-80, a user must
first be granted access to the Department
of State computer system.

Department of State employees and
contractors may remotely access this
system of records using non-Department
owned information technology. Such
access is subject to approval by the
Department’s mobile and remote access
program and is limited to information
maintained in unclassified information
systems. Remote access to the
Department’s information systems is
configured in compliance with the
Office of Management and Budget
Circular Memorandum A-130
multifactor authentication requirements
and includes a time-out function.

All Department of State employees
and contractors with authorized access
to records maintained in this system of
records have undergone a background
security investigation. Access to the
Department, its annexes and posts
abroad is controlled by security guards
and admission is limited to those
individuals possessing a valid
identification card or individuals under
proper escort. Access to computerized
files is password-protected and under
the direct supervision of the system
manager. The system manager has the
capability of printing audit trails of
access from the computer media,
thereby permitting regular and ad hoc
monitoring of computer usage. When it
is determined that a user no longer

needs access, the user account is
disabled.

All cloud systems that provide IT
services and process Department of
State information must be specifically
authorized by the Department of State
Authorizing Official and Senior Agency
Official for Privacy.

Information that conforms with
Department-specific definitions for
Federal Information Security
Modernization Act (FISMA) low,
moderate, or high categorization are
permissible for cloud usage and must
specifically be authorized by the
Department’s Cloud Program
Management Office and the Department
of State Authorizing Official. Specific
security measures and safeguards will
depend on the FISMA categorization of
the information in a given cloud system.
In accordance with Department policy,
systems that process more sensitive
information will require more stringent
controls and review by Department
cybersecurity experts prior to approval.
Prior to operation, all Cloud systems
must comply with applicable security
measures that are outlined in FISMA,
FedRAMP, OMB regulations, National
Institute of Standards and Technology’s
(NIST) Special Publications (SP) and
Federal Information Processing
Standards (FIPS) and Department of
State policies and standards.

All data stored in cloud environments
categorized above a low FISMA impact
risk level must be encrypted at rest and
in-transit using a federally approved
encryption mechanism. The encryption
keys shall be generated, maintained, and
controlled in a Department data center
by the Department key management
authority. Deviations from these
encryption requirements must be
approved in writing by the Department
of State Authorizing Official. High
FISMA impact risk level systems will
additionally be subject to continual
auditing and monitoring, multifactor
authentication mechanism utilizing
Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) and
NIST 800 53 controls concerning
virtualization, servers, storage, and
networking, as well as stringent
measures to sanitize data from the cloud
service once the contract is terminated.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Individuals who wish to gain access
to or amend records pertaining to
themselves should submit a Privacy Act
request to the U.S. Department of State
Information Access Programs (IAP)
directorate by following the guidance
and procedures located at https://
foia.state.gov/request/request2.aspx.
Mailed requests can be addressed to
U.S. Department of State; Information

Access Programs Directorate (A/SKS/
IAP); 2201 G Street, NW; Washington,
DC 20520-0000. To request information
under the Privacy Act, the individual
should be a citizen of the United States,
or an alien lawfully admitted for
permanent residence. The Privacy Act
permits access to an individual’s own
records only if those records are within
a system of records that are retrieved by
an individual’s name or personal
identifier.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:
Individuals who wish to contest the
content of any record pertaining to him
or her in the system should write to U.S.
Department of State; Information Access
Programs Directorate (A/SKS/IAP); 2201

C Street, NW; Washington, DC 20520.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES:

Individuals who wish to be notified if
the system contains a record pertaining
to him or her should write to the U.S.
Department of State; Information Access
Programs Directorate (A/SKS/IAP); 2201
C Street, NW; Washington, DC 20520—
0000.

EXEMPTIONS PROMULGATED FOR THE SYSTEM:
None.

HISTORY:

Official Gift Records and Gift Donor
Vetting Records, State-80, was
previously published at 80 FR 30525.

Timothy Kootz,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Shared
Knowledge Services (A/SKS), U.S.
Department of State,

[FR Doc. 2026-16210 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4710-24-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
[Docket No. FAA-2026—-4787]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Requests for Comments;
Clearance of Renewed Approval of
Information Collection: Medical
Standards and Certification

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, FAA
invites public comments about our
intention to request the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval to renew information
collection. The Federal Register Notice
with a 60-day comment period soliciting
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comments on the following collection of
information was published on June 4,
2026. The information to be collected
will be used to evaluate an applicant’s
medical fitness. The information to be
collected will be used to and/or is
necessary because individuals are
required to obtain an FAA medical
certificate per 14 CFR . § 61.3(c) and
§67.4.

DATES: Written comments should be
submitted by September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain. Find this particular
information collection by selecting
“Currently under 30-day Review—Open
for Public Comments” or by using the
search function.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lauren N. Sadiq by email
lauren.n.sadiq@faa.gov; phone: 202—
267-6346.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Comments Invited: You are
asked to comment on any aspect of this

information collection, including (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for FAA’s
performance; (b) the accuracy of the
estimated burden; (c) ways for FAA to
enhance the quality, utility and clarity
of the information collection; and (d)
ways that the burden could be
minimized without reducing the quality
of the collected information.

OMB Control Number: 2120-0034.

Title: Medical Standards and
Certification, OMB No. 2120-0034.

Form Numbers: FAA Form 8500-8,
Application for Airman Medical
Certificate or Airman Medical and
Student Pilot Certificate. FAA Form
8500-7, Report of Eye Evaluation. FAA
Form 8500-14, Ophthalmological
Evaluation for Glaucoma.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection. Regular
Review Request.

Background: The Federal Register
Notice with a 60-day comment period
soliciting comments on the following
collection of information. The Secretary
of Transportation collects this
information under the authority of 49
U.S.C. 40113; 44701; 44510; 44702;

44703; 44709; 45303; and 80111. The
FAA medical certification program is
implemented by Title 14 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) parts 61 and
67 (14 CFR parts 61 and 67). The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
determines if applicants are medically
qualified to perform the duties
associated with the class of medical
certificate sought by evaluating the
information applicants provide on FAA
Form 8500-8. Also, the agency uses two
vision forms, as indicated, for
individuals who may need further
testing.

Respondents: Pilots, Student pilots,
and air traffic control specialist
Applicants.

Frequency: 1 per initial/renewal of
application.

Estimated Average Burden per
Response: 1.48.

Estimated Total Annual Burden: FAA
data indicated a total of 478,051
respondents for CY25; 463,891 for
8500-8, the general medical application;
and 14,160 for FAA forms 8700-7 or
8700—14 for vision examinations.
Estimated Total annual burden for CY
2025 totals $23,690,176.43.

Number of Time per Total
Form Number of Total number Total burden Cost per
responses per response cost per

No. respondents respondent of responses (hrs) (hrs) hour vear

7,080 ..ot 1 7,080 1.5 10,620 133.45 355,239

7,080 ............. 1 7,080 .25 1,770 33.45 59,206.50

449,161 Pilot . 1 463,891 1.5 695,836.50 33.45 | 23,275,730.93

14,730 ATC ..oovveiiiiicieie

1Employer Costs for Employee Compensation—December 2025.

Issued in Washington, DC on April 30,
2026.

Kenneth Egerstrom,

Manager, Regional Augmentation Team,
Aerospace Medicine/Aviation Safety,
kenneth.s.egerstrom@faa.gov.

Editorial Note: This document was
received for publication by the Office of the
Federal Register on August 6, 2026.

[FR Doc. 2026—16208 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[Docket No. FAA-2026—-3853]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Requests for Comments;
Clearance of Renewed Approval of
Information Collection: Airman
Knowledge Test Registration
Collection

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, FAA
invites public comments about our
intention to request the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB)
approval to renew an information
collection. The Federal Register Notice
with a 60-day comment period soliciting
comments on the following collection of
information was published on April 10,
2026. The collection involves the
voluntary submission of information for
registration of an Airman Knowledge
Test as part of the FAA Airman
Certification Process. The information
collected is necessary to ensure
compliance and proper registration of
an individual for the necessary
knowledge test for the certification or
rating pursued by the individual.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted by September 9, 2026.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent

within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain. Find this particular
information collection by selecting
“Currently under 30-day Review—Open
for Public Comments” or by using the
search function.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ryan C. Smith by email at:
Ryan.C.Smith@faa.gov; phone: 405—
651-5400.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Comments Invited: You are
asked to comment on any aspect of this
information collection, including (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for FAA’s
performance; (b) the accuracy of the
estimated burden; (c) ways for FAA to
enhance the quality, utility and clarity
of the information collection; and (d)
ways that the burden could be
minimized without reducing the quality
of the collected information.

OMB Control Number: 2120-0792.

Title: Airman Knowledge Test
Registration Collection.


http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain
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Form Numbers: There are no forms
associated with this collection.

Type of Review: Renewed information
collection.

Background: The Federal Register
Notice with a 60-day comment period
soliciting comments on the following
collection of information was published
on April 10, 2026 (91 FR 18522).
Individuals pursuing an FAA certificate
or rating to operate in the National
Airspace System (NAS) must meet the
standards established in the FAA
regulations specific to the certificate
sought by the individual. FAA
certification requires that an individual
must successfully pass an Airman
Knowledge Test as part of the
requirements to obtain an FAA
certificate or rating. The FAA develops
and administers 90 different knowledge
tests in many different areas that are
required as part of the overall airman
certification process.

Airman Knowledge Tests are
administered at approved Knowledge
Testing Centers by an approved test
proctor who is required to administer
the appropriate Airman Knowledge Test
to the individual pursuing FAA
certification. Individuals taking an FAA
Airman Knowledge Test must provide
the following information to be
collected in order to complete the
registration process before the
administration of the Airman
Knowledge Test: Name, FAA Tracking
Number (FTN), physical address, Date
of Birth, email address, photo
identification, photo, phone number,
test authorization (credentials of the
individual such as an instructor
endorsement), and previous number of
test attempts.

The information provided by the
individual is collected and stored
electronically in the application used
for test registration and delivery. This
information is used to determine the
identify and eligibility of the individual
for compliance of FAA certification
requirements.

Respondents: 290,000 annually.

Frequency: n/a.

Estimated Average Burden per
Response: 2 minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden:
9,666 hours annually.

290,000 respondents x 2 minutes each
= 580,000 minutes.

580,000 minutes/60 minutes in an
hour = 9,666 hours annually.

Issued in Oklahoma City, OK, on August 5,
2026.

Ryan C. Smith,

Airman Knowledge Testing Program Manager,
Testing Standards Section (AFS-810).

[FR Doc. 2026-16221 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026—1258]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, S/V MYSTIC
PEARL

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1258 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you
include the DOT Docket Number, your
name and a mailing address, an email
address or a telephone number in the
body of your document so that we can
contact you if we have questions
regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and

specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs
vessels built in the United States in that
business.1

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation

How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.


https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
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documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment
highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16218 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1261]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M\/V NOMAD

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1261 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and

specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted

without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs
vessels built in the United States in that
business.t

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation

How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.
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Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading ““Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment
highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16220 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1262]

Request for Comments on the Renewal
of a Previously Approved Information
Collection: Mariner Survey Pretest

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: MARAD invites public
comments on its intention to request
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) approval to renew an
information collection in accordance
with the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995. The proposed collection OMB
2133-0555 titled ‘“Mariner Survey
Pretest” is being renamed ‘“Mariner
Survey” to reflect the transition from a
pretest survey to a full voluntary survey
of merchant mariners. Collected
information will be used to determine
the number of qualified mariners who
are available and willing to serve during
a period of national need. Since the
implementation of this survey, the total
respondents, responses, and burden
hours increased from 690, 690, and 247
hours to 5,162, 5,162, and 1,721 hours
respectively. Additionally, there were
minor changes to clarify some of the
survey questions, while the Cognitive
Interview instrument was eliminated.
MARAD is required to publish this
notice in the Federal Register to obtain
comments from the public and affected
agencies.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collections should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain. Find this particular
information collection by selecting
“Currently under 30-day Review—Open
for Public Comments” or by using the
search function.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kevin Lau, Office of Workforce
Development & Maritime Education,
Maritime Administration, U.S.
Department of Transportation, 1200
New Jersey Avenue SE, Washington, DC
20590, Email: kevin.lau@dot.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Mariner Survey.

OMB Control Number: 2133-0555.

Type of Request: Revision of a
previously approved collection.

Abstract: The Mariner Survey is a
voluntary survey of appropriately
credentialed U.S. merchant mariners
and will be used to estimate the number

of qualified merchant mariners who are
willing to serve on short notice during
a period of war, armed conflict, national
emergency, or maritime mobilization
need (national need). The survey results
will be used to assess the maritime
workforce’s capacity to support both
sealift operations and maritime
commerce during surge operations.
Pursuant to 46 United States Code
(U.S.C.) 50102(a), MARAD will conduct
this survey to assess the merchant
marine. The survey will be conducted
biennially to monitor changes in the
mariner workforce’s availability and
willingness to sail.

Respondents: Sample of credentialed
U.S. merchant mariners.

Affected Public: Individuals and
households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
5,162.

Estimated Number of Responses:
5,162.

Estimated Hours per Response: 20
minutes (0.3333 hours).

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 1,721.

Frequency of Response: Biennially.

A 60-day Federal Register Notice
soliciting comments on this information
collection was published on June 3,
2026 (FR 33290, Vol. 91, No. 106). No
comments were received.

(Authority: The Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995; 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35, as amended; and
49 CFR 1.49.)

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,

Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026—16238 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1222]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M/V RIVER
TALES

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
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received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026—1222 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12-
140, Washington, DG 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an

opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs
vessels built in the United States in that
business.!

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment
highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16213 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1260]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M/V ELBOW
GREASE

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
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adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1260 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade

business of any person that employs
vessels built in the United States in that
business.1

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

for any such confidential treatment
highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16219 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration

[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1257]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, S/V NOVA

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
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service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1257 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs

vessels built in the United States in that
business.t

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16216 Filed 8—-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration

[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1259]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M/V HAIDA
EXPLORER

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed


https://www.transportation.gov/privacy
https://www.transportation.gov/privacy
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:smallvessels@dot.gov
mailto:smallvessels@dot.gov
mailto:SmallVessels@dot.gov
http://www.regulations.gov

51528

Federal Register/Vol. 91, No. 152/Monday, August 10, 2026/ Notices

service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1259 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs

vessels built in the United States in that
business.t

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 202616217 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration

[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1256]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M/V SILENT
RUNNING

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
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service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1256 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs

vessels built in the United States in that
business.t

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16215 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. MARAD-2026-1255]

Request Notice: Use of Foreign-Built
Small Passenger Vessel in United
States Coastwise Trade, M/V NIT WITS

AGENCY: Maritime Administration
(MARAD), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of
Transportation, as represented by
MARAD, is authorized to make
determinations regarding the coastwise
use of foreign built; certain U.S. built;
and U.S. and foreign rebuilt vessels that
solely carry no more than twelve
passengers for hire. MARAD has
received such a determination request
and is publishing this notice to solicit
comments to assist with determining
whether the proposed use of the vessel
set forth in the request would have an
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders or
U.S. coastwise trade businesses that use
U.S.-built vessels in those businesses.
Information about the requestor’s vessel,
including a description of the proposed
service, is in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section below.
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DATES: Submit comments on or before
September 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by DOT Docket Number
MARAD-2026-1255 by any one of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
https://www.regulations.gov. Search the
above DOT Docket Number and follow
the instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail or Hand Delivery: Docket
Management Facility is in the West
Building, Ground Floor of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The
Docket Management Facility location
address is U.S. Department of
Transportation, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, West Building, Room W12—
140, Washington, DC 20590, between 9
a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except on Federal holidays.

Note: If you mail or hand-deliver your
comments, we recommend that you include
the DOT Docket Number, your name and a
mailing address, an email address or a
telephone number in the body of your
document so that we can contact you if we
have questions regarding your submission.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
specific DOT Docket Number. All
comments received will be posted
without change to the docket at
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments, or to submit comments that
are confidential in nature, see the
section entitled Public Participation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Hagerty, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue SE, Mail Stop 2, MAR-620,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
(202) 366—5400. Email: smallvessels@
dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to 46 U.S.C. 12121(b), the U.S. Coast
Guard may issue a certificate of
documentation with a coastwise trade
endorsement for eligible, small
passenger vessels authorized to carry no
more than 12 passengers for hire if
MARAD, after notice and an
opportunity for public comment,
determines the use of the small
passenger vessel in the coastwise trade
will not adversely affect United States
vessel builders or the coastwise trade
business of any person that employs
vessels built in the United States in that
business.1

1The U.S. Coast Guard and MARAD have
authority under 46 U.S.C. 12121(b) through the
Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security

MARAD has received an eligibility
determination request. Further details
about the requester’s vessel and its
proposed operations may be found in
the determination request posted in the
DOT Docket Number listed in the
ADDRESSES section above at https://
www.regulations.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the undue adverse
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or coastwise trade
businesses in the U.S. that employ U.S.-
built vessels in those businesses.
Comments should refer to the vessel
name, state the commenter’s interest in
the request, and demonstrate, with
supporting documentation, the undue
adverse effect on U.S. vessel builders
and coastwise trade businesses.

Public Participation
How do I submit comments?

Please submit comments, including
the attachments, following the
instructions provided under the above
heading entitled ADDRESSES. It may take
a few hours or even days for comments
to be reflected on the docket. Comments
must be written in English. Provide
concise comments and attach additional
documents as necessary. There is no
limit on the length of the attachments.

Where do I go to read public comments,
and find supporting information?

The docket online is located at
https://www.regulations.gov, keyword
search the DOT Docket Number list in
the ADDRESSES section above or visit the
Docket Management Facility (see
ADDRESSES for hours of operation).
Please periodically check the Docket for
new submissions and supporting
material.

Will my comments be made available to
the public?

Yes. Your entire comment, including
your personal identifying information,
will be made publicly available.

May I submit comments confidentially?

You may request that MARAD treat
your comments as commercially
confidential by submitting them to
SmallVessels@dot.gov. Include in the
email subject heading “Contains
Confidential Commercial Information”
or “Contains CCI” and state in your
submission, with specificity, the basis
for any such confidential treatment
highlighting the CCI portions. If
possible, please provide a summary of
your submission that can be made
available to the public.

and the Secretary of the Department of
Transportation, respectively.

If MARAD receives a Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) request for the
information, procedures described in
the Department’s FOIA regulation at 49
CFR 7.29 will be followed. Only
information that is ultimately
determined to be confidential under
those procedures will be exempt from
disclosure under FOIA.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of all comments received into any
of our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). For information on DOT’s
compliance with the Privacy Act, please
visit https://www.transportation.gov/
privacy.

(Authority: 46 U.S.C. 12121, 49 CFR 1.93(a))

By Order of the Maritime Administrator.
T. Mitchell Hudson, Jr.,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. 2026-16214 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Comment Request on U.S.
Trust and Estate Income Tax Returns
and Related Forms, Schedules,
Attachments, and Published Guidance

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of information collection;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
IRS is inviting comments on the
information collection request outlined
in this notice.

DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before October 9, 2026 to
be assured of consideration.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Andres Garcia, Internal Revenue
Service, Room 6526, 1111 Constitution
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20224, or
by email to pra.comments@irs.gov.
Include “OMB Control No. 1545—-0092"
in the subject line of the message.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
View the latest drafts of the tax forms
related to the information collection
listed in this notice at https://
www.irs.gov/draft-tax-forms. Requests
for additional information or copies of
this collection should be directed to
Jason M. Schoonmaker, 801-620—6008.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The IRS,
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 IRS assess
the impact and minimize the burden of
its information collection requirements.
Comments submitted in response to this
notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval. All comments will become a
matter of public record. Comments are
invited on: (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the collection of
information; (c) ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on respondents, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology; and (e) estimates of capital
or start-up costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information.

Tax Compliance Burden

Tax compliance burden is defined as
the time and money taxpayers spend to

comply with their tax filing
responsibilities. Time-related activities
include recordkeeping, tax planning,
gathering tax materials, learning about
the law, and completing and submitting
the return. Out-of-pocket costs include
expenses such as purchasing tax
software, paying a third-party preparer,
and printing and postage. Tax
compliance burden does not include a
taxpayer’s tax liability, economic
inefficiencies caused by sub-optimal
choices related to tax deductions or
credits, or psychological costs.

Proposed PRA Submission to OMB

Title: U.S. Trust and Estate Income
Tax Returns and Related Forms,
Schedules, Attachments, and Published
Guidance.

OMB Number: 1545—-0092

Form Numbers and Published
Guidance: Form 1041, and all related
forms, schedules, and attachments.

Abstract: These forms, schedules, and
attachments are used by trusts and
estates to report their income tax
liability. This information collection
request covers the burden associated
with preparing and submitting trust and
estate income tax returns and related
forms, schedules, and attachments, and
complying with published guidance.

Current Actions: There have been
changes in regulatory guidance related
to various forms approved under this
approval package during the past year.

There have been additions and removals
of forms included in this approval
package. It is anticipated that these
changes will have an impact on the
overall burden and cost estimates
requested for this approval package,
however these estimates were not
finalized at the time of release of this
notice. These estimated figures are
expected to be available by the release
of the 30-day comment notice from
Treasury. This approval package is
being submitted for renewal purposes.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Trusts and Estates.

Preliminary Estimated Number of
Respondents: 3,129,000.

Preliminary Estimated Total Time
(Hours): 30,704,000.

Preliminary Estimated Time per
Respondent (Hours): 9 hours 49
minutes.

Preliminary Estimated Monetized
Time ($): 2,332,872,000.

Preliminary Estimated Out-of-Pocket
Costs ($): 6,053,918,000.

Preliminary Estimated Total
Monetized Burden ($): 8,386,790,000.

Note: Total Monetized Burden = Out-of-
Pocket Costs + Monetized Time.

Dated: August 6, 2026.
Jason M Schoonmaker,
Tax Analyst.

Appendix-A: Forms and Schedules

Form No.

Title

U.S. Income Tax Return for Estates and Trusts.
U.S. Information Return Trust Accumulation of Charitable Amounts.
Estimated Tax for Estates and Trusts.

1041-SCH D ..
1041 SCH | ....
1041 SCHJ
1041 SCH K-1
1041-T .
1041-V .

982
1040 SCH C ...
1040 SCHE ...
1040 SCHF ...
1040 SCHH ...
1045
1062
1062 SCH A ...
1065 SCH D ......
1065 SCH K-2 ..
1116
1116 SCH B ...
1116 SCH C ...

Estimated Tax Vouchers Package 1041ES (OCR).

U.S. Income Tax Return for Electing Alaska Native Settlement.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Qualified Funeral Trusts.

Capital Gains and Losses.

Alternative Minimum Tax-Estates and Trusts.

Accumulation Distribution for Certain Complex Trusts.

Beneficiary’s Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.

Allocation of Estimated Tax Payments to Beneficiaries (Under Code section 643(g)).

Payment Voucher.

Net Operating Losses (NOLs) for Individuals, Estates, and Trusts.

Limitation on Business Losses.

Return by a U.S. Transferor of Property to a Foreign Corporation.

Individual Report of Net 965 Tax Liability.

Application To Use LIFO Inventory Method.

Reduction of Tax Attributes Due to Discharge of Indebtedness (And Section 1082 Basis Adjustment).
Profit or Loss from Business (Sole Proprietorship).

Supplemental Income and Loss.

Profit or Loss from Farming.

Household Employment Taxes.

Application for Tentative Refund.

Deferral of Tax on Gain From the Sale or Exchange of Qualified Farmland Property to Qualified Farmers.
Section 1062 Gain From the Sale or Exchange of Qualified Farmland Property to a Qualified Farmer.
Capital Gains and Losses.

Partners Distributive Share Items—International.

Foreign Tax Credit.

Foreign Tax Carryover Reconciliation Schedule.

Foreign Tax Redetermination.

Application to Adopt, Change, or Retain a Tax Year.

Underpayment of Estimated Tax by Individuals, Estates and Trusts.
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Form No.

Title

3800
3800 SCH A ...
4136
4136 SCH A ...

5713
5713 SCH A ...
5713 SCHB ...
5713 SCH C ...

Underpayment of Estimated Tax by Farmers and Fisherman.

Notice to Shareholder of Undistributed Long-Term Capital Gains.

Application for Change in Accounting Method.

Investment Credit.

Annual Return to Report Transactions With Foreign Trusts and Receipt of Certain Foreign Gifts.

Annual Return of Foreign Trust With a U.S. Owner.

General Business Credit.

Transfer Election Statement.

Credit for Federal Tax Paid on Fuels.

Business Activity Report for Credit for Federal Tax Paid on Fuels.

Certain Credit Recapture, Excessive Payments, and Penalties.

Depreciation (Including Information on Listed Property).

Amortization.

Casualties and Thefts.

Sales of Business Property.

Investment Interest Expense Deduction.

Tax on Accumulation Distribution of Trusts.

Tax on Lump-Sum Distributions.

Election to Postpone Determination as To Whether the Presumption Applies That an Activity is Engaged in
for Profit.

Split-Interest Trust Information Return.

Additional Taxes on Qualified Plans (Including IRAs) and Other Tax-Favored Accounts.

Information Return of U.S. Persons With Respect to Certain Foreign Corporations.

Income, War Profits, and Excess Profits Taxes Paid or Accrued.

Cost Sharing Arrangement.

Current Earnings and Profits.

Information for Global Intangible Low-Taxed Income.

Accumulated Earnings and Profits (E&P) of Controlled Foreign Corporation.

Transactions Between Controlled Foreign Corporation and Shareholders or Other Related Persons.

Organization or Reorganization of Foreign Corporation and Acquisitions and Dispositions of its Stock.

Previously Taxed Earnings and Profits of U.S. Shareholder of Certain Foreign Corporations.

CFC Income by CFC Income Groups.

Distributions From a Foreign Corporation.

International Boycott Report.

International Boycott Factor (Section 999(c)(1)).

Specifically Attributable Taxes and Income (Section 999(c)(2)).

Tax Effect of The International Boycott Provisions.

Work Opportunity Credit.

Employee Retention Credit for Employers Affected by Qualified Disasters.

At-Risk Limitations.

Installment Sale Income.

Biofuel Producer Credit.

Credit for Increasing Research Activities.

Gains and Losses from Section 1256 Contracts and Straddles.

S Corporation Shareholder Stock and Debt Basis Limitations.

Consent to Extend the Time to Assess Tax Related to Contested Foreign Income Taxes-Provisional For-
eign Tax Credit Agreement.

Energy Efficient Commercial Buildings Deduction.

Advanced Manufacturing Production Credit.

Clean Hydrogen Production Credit.

Clean Electricity Production Credit.

Nuclear Power Production Credit.

Partner's Report of Property Distributed by a Partnership.

Clean Fuel Production Credit.

Prevailing Wage and Apprenticeship (PWA) Verification and Corrections.

Notice of Inconsistent Treatment or Administrative Adjustment Request (AAR).

Disclosure Statement.

Regulation Disclosure Statement.

Noncash Charitable Contribution.

U.S. Estate or Trust Declaration for an IRS e-file Return.

E-File Declaration or Authorization for Form 1045/1139.

Passive Activity Loss Limitations.

Passive Activity Credit Limitations.

Low-Income Housing Credit.

Asset Acquisition Statement Under Section 1060.

Low-Income Housing Credit Allocation and Certification.

Annual Statement for Low-Income Housing Credit.

Recapture of Low-Income Housing Credit.

Information Return by a Shareholder of a Passive Foreign Investment Company or Qualified Electing
Fund.

Return by a Shareholder Making Certain Late Elections To End Treatment as a Passive Foreign Invest-
ment Company.

Interest Computation Under the Look-Back Method for Completed Long-Term Contracts.

Credit For Prior Year Minimum Tax—Individuals, Estates, and Trusts.
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Form No.

Title

8865
8865 SCH G
8865 SCH H
8865 SCH K-1 ..
8865 SCH K-2
8865 SCH K-3
8865 SCH O
8865 SCH P ...
8866

8933 SCH A ...
8933 SCH B ...
8933 SCH C ...
8933 SCHD ...
8933 SCHE ...
8933 SCHF ...
8936
8936 SCH A ...

8975
8975 SCH A ...
8978
8978 SCH A ...
8990
8992
8992 SCH A

Orphan Drug Credit.

Like-Kind Exchanges.

Rental Real Estate Income and Expenses of a Partnership or an S Corporation.

Rental Real Estate Other Deductions.

Disabled Access Credit.

Expenses for Business Use of Your Home.

Enhanced Oil Recovery Credit.

Treaty-Based Return Position Disclosure Under Section 6114 or 7701(b).

Qualified Electric Vehicle Credit.

Renewable Electricity Production Credit.

Consent To Extend the Time To Assess Tax Under Section 367—Gain Recognition Agreement.

Consent To Extend the Time To Assess Tax Pursuant to the Gain Deferral Method (Section 721(c)).

Empowerment Zone Employment Credit.

Indian Employment Credit.

Credit for Employer Social Security and Medicare Taxes Paid on Certain Employee Tips.

Election To Treat a Qualified Revocable Trust as Part of an Estate.

Information Return of U.S. Persons With Respect to Disregarded Entities (FDEs) and Foreign Branches
(FBs).

Transactions Between Foreign Disregarded Entity (FDE) or Foreign Branch (FB) and the Filer or Other Re-
lated Entities.

Biodiesel, Renewable Diesel, or Sustainable Aviation Fuels Credit.

Return of U.S. Persons With Respect to Certain Foreign Partnerships.

Statement of Application for the Gain Deferral Method Under Section 721(c).

Acceleration Events and Exceptions Reporting Relating to Gain Deferral Method Under Section 721(c).

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.

Partners’ Distributive Share ltems—International.

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.—International.

Transfer of Property to a Foreign Partnership.

Acquisitions, Dispositions, and Changes of Interests in a Foreign Partnership.

Interest Computation Under the Look-Back Method for Property Depreciated Under the Income Forecast
Method.

Extraterritorial Income Exclusion.

New Markets Credit.

IRS e-file Signature Authorization for Form 1041.

Credits for Small Employer Pension Plan Startup Costs, Contributions, Auto-Enroliment, and Military
Spouse Participation.

Employer-Provided Childcare Credit.

Asset Allocation Statement Under Section 338.

Reportable Transaction Disclosure Statement.

Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel Production Credit.

Qualified Railroad Track Maintenance Credit.

Domestic Production Activities Deduction.

Credit for Oil and Gas Production From Marginal Wells.

Distilled Spirits Credit.

Energy Efficient Home Credit.

Alternative Fuel Vehicle Refueling Property Credit.

Alternative Fuel Vehicle Refueling Property.

Credit to Holders of Tax Credit Bonds.

Material Advisor Disclosure Statement.

Mine Rescue Team Training Credit.

Credit for Employer Differential Wage Payments.

Carbon Oxide Sequestration Credit.

Disposal or Enhanced Oil Recovery Owner Certification.

Disposal Operator Certification.

Enhanced Oil Recovery Operator Certification.

Recapture Certification.

Election Certification.

Utilization Certification.

Clean Vehicle Credits.

Clean Vehicle Credit Amount.

Statement of Specified Foreign Financial Assets.

Credit for Small Employer Health Insurance Premiums.

Sales and Other Dispositions of Capital Assets.

Net Investment Income Tax-Individuals, Estates, and Trusts.

Section 987 Elections.

Section 987 Transition Information.

Country-by-Country Report.

Tax Jurisdiction and Constituent Entity Information.

Partner's Additional Reporting Year Tax.

Partners Additional Reporting Year Tax.

Limitation on Business Interest Expense Under Section 163(j).

Calculation of Net Controlled Foreign Corporation Tested Income (NCTI).

Schedule of Controlled Foreign Corporation (CFC)/Foreign Controlled Foreign Corporation (FCFC) Infor-
mation To Compute Net CFC Tested Income (NCTI).
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8994 ... Employer Credit for Paid Family and Medical Leave.

8995 .. Qualified Business Income Deduction Simplified Computation.

8995-A ...t Qualified Business Income Deduction.

8995-A SCH A . Specified Service Trades or Businesses.

8995-ASCHB ..o Aggregation of Business Operations.

8995-A SCH C ...ooviiiiiieeeeee Loss Netting and Carryforward.

8995-A SCH D . Special Rules for Patrons of Agricultural or Horticultural Cooperatives.

8996 ......ccceeeennn Qualified Opportunity Fund.

8997 e Initial and Annual Statement of Qualified Opportunity Fund (QOF) Investments.

972 e Consent of Shareholder To Include Specific Amount in Gross Income.

T Forest Activities.

Appendix-B: Guidance Documents

Title/document

Description

Notice 2025-10 .....
Notice 2025-75 .
Notice 2026-1 ...
Notice 2026—16 .........cccceeeunnneen
Revenue Procedure 200920 .........

Revenue Procedure 200926 .........
Revenue Procedure 2009-52
Revenue Procedure 2011-34 .........
Revenue Procedure 2019-38 ..

TD 8459
TD 8697 ...
TD 8865 ...
TD 8929 ...
TD 8995 ...
TD 9137 ...
TD 9846 ...
TD 9847 ...
TD 9902 ...
TD 9918 ...
TD 9922

TD 9936
TD 9945 ...
TD 9959 ...
TD 9998

TD 10015 ....
TD 10022 ....
TD 10023 ....
TD 10024

Section 45Z Clean Fuel Production Credit.

Transition Rule for Applying Section 951(a)(2)(B).

Safe Harbor for Section 45Q Credit.

Special Depreciation Allowance for Qualified Production Property.

Safe harbor treatment for taxpayers that experienced losses in certain investment arrangements discov-
ered to be criminally fraudulent.

Examination of returns and claims for refund, credit or abatement; determination of correct tax liability.

Examination of returns and claims for refund, credit or abatement; determination of correct tax liability.

Rules for certain rental real estate activities.

Trade or Business.

Escrow Funds and Other Similar Funds.

Simplification of Entity Classification Rules.

Amortization of Intangible Property.

Accounting for Long-Term Contracts.

Mid-Contract Change in Taxpayer.

Partnership Transactions Involving Long-Term Contracts.

Regulations Regarding the Transition Tax Under Section 965 and Related Provisions.

Qualified Business Income Deduction.

Guidance Under Sections 951A and 954 Regarding Income Subject to a High Rate of Foreign Tax.

Effect of Section 67(g) on Trusts and Estates.

Guidance Related to the Allocation and Apportionment of Deductions and Foreign Taxes, Foreign Tax Re-
determinations, Foreign Tax Credit Disallowance Under Section 965(g), Consolidated Groups, Hybrid Ar-
rangements and Certain Payments Under Section 951A.

Guidance on Passive Foreign Investment Companies.

Guidance Under Section 1061.

Guidance Related to the Foreign Tax Credit; Clarification of Foreign-Derived Intangible Income.

Increased Amounts of Credit or Deduction for Satisfying Certain Prevailing Wage and Registered Appren-
ticeship Requirements.

Definition of Energy Property and Rules Applicable to the Energy Credit.

Classification of Digital Content Transactions and Cloud Transactions.

Credit for Production of Clean Hydrogen and Energy Credit.

Section 45Y Clean Electricity Production Credit and Section 48E Clean Electricity Investment Credit.

[FR Doc. 2026-16243 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4831-GV-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Comment Request on U.S.
Business Income Tax Returns and
Related Forms, Schedules,
Attachments, and Published Guidance

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of information collection;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
IRS is inviting comments on the
information collection request outlined
in this notice.

DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before October 9, 2026 to
be assured of consideration.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Andres Garcia, Internal Revenue
Service, Room 6526, 1111 Constitution
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20224, or
by email to pra.comments@irs.gov.
Include “OMB Control No. 1545-0123"
in the subject line of the message.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
View the latest drafts of the tax forms
related to the information collection

listed in this notice at https://
www.irs.gov/draft-tax-forms. Requests
for additional information or copies of
this collection should be directed to
LaNita Van Dyke, (202)-317-6009.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The IRS,
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 IRS assess
the impact and minimize the burden of
its information collection requirements.
Comments submitted in response to this
notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval. All comments will become a
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matter of public record. For this reason,
please do not include in your comments
information of a confidential nature,
such as sensitive personal information.
Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
collection of information; (c) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information to be collected; (d)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology;
and (e) estimates of capital or start-up
costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information.

Tax Compliance Burden

Tax compliance burden is defined as
the time and money taxpayers spend to
comply with their tax filing
responsibilities. Time-related activities
include recordkeeping, tax planning,
gathering tax materials, learning about
the law, and completing and submitting
the return. Out-of-pocket costs include
expenses such as purchasing tax

software, paying a third-party preparer,
and printing and postage. Tax
compliance burden does not include a
taxpayer’s tax liability, economic
inefficiencies caused by sub-optimal
choices related to tax deductions or
credits, or psychological costs.

Proposed PRA Submission to OMB

Title: U.S. Business Income Tax
Returns and Related Forms, Schedules,
Attachments, and Published Guidance.

OMB Number: 1545-0123.

Form Numbers and Published
Guidance: Forms 1065, 1066, 1120,
1120-C, 1120-F, 1120-H, 1120-ND,
1120-S, 1120-SF, 1120-FSC, 1120-L,
1120-PC, 1120-REIT, 1120-RIC, 1120-
POL, and all related forms, schedules,
and attachments.

Abstract: These forms, schedules, and
attachments are used by businesses to
report their income tax liability. This
information collection request covers
the burden associated with preparing
and submitting business tax returns and
related forms, schedules, and
attachments, and complying with
published guidance.

Current Actions: There have been
changes in regulatory guidance related
to various forms approved under this
approval package during the past year.
There have been additions and removals

of forms included in this approval
package. It is anticipated that these
changes will have an impact on the
overall burden and cost estimates
requested for this approval package,
however these estimates were not
finalized at the time of release of this
notice. These estimated figures are
expected to be available by the release
of the 30-day comment notice from
Treasury. This approval package is
being submitted for renewal purposes.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Corporations,
Partnerships, and S Corporations.

Preliminary Estimated Number of
Respondents: 13,640,000.

Preliminary Estimated Total Time
(Hours): 826,500,000.

Preliminary Estimated Time per
Respondent (Hours): 60 hours, 36
minutes.

Preliminary Estimated Monetized
Time ($): 52,805,000,000.

Preliminary Estimated Out-of-Pocket
Costs ($): 78,213,000,000.

Preliminary Estimated Total
Monetized Burden ($): 131,017,000,000.

Dated: August 6, 2026.
Jon R. Callahan,
Senior Tax Analyst.

Appendix-A: Forms and Schedules

Form No. Title
Form 1062 ......ccccooviiriieieeee e Deferral of Tax on Gain from the Sale or Exchange of Qualified Farmland Property to Qualified Farmer.
Form 1062 Sch A .... Section 1062 Gain From the Sale or Exchange of Qualified Farmland Property to a Qualified Farmer.
Form 1065 .......cccevuenee. U.S. Return of Partnership Income.

Form 1065 (SCH B-1)
Form 1065 (SCH B-2)
Form 1065 (SCH C) .......
Form 1065 (SCH D) .......
Form 1065 (SCH K-1)
Form 1065 (SCH K-2)
Form 1065 (SCH K-3)
Form 1065 (SCH M-3) ......
Form 1065—X ......ccccueeeeee

Information for Partners Owning 50% or More of the Partnership.
Election Out of the Centralized Partnership Audit Regime.
Additional Information for Schedule M-3 Filers.
Capital Gains and Losses.

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.
Partner’s Distributive Share ltems-International.
Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.- International.
Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for Certain Partnerships.
Amended Return or Administrative Adjustment Request (AAR).

Form 1066 ............... U.S. Real Estate Mortgage Investment Conduit (REMIC) Income Tax Return.
Form 1066 (SCH Q) Quarterly Notice to Residual Interest Holder of REMIC Taxable Income or Net Loss Allocation.
Form 1118 .............. Foreign Tax Credit-Corporations.

Form 1118 (SCH I) ..

... | Reduction of Foreign Oil and Gas Taxes.
Form 1118 (SCH J) vvvveeeeieeeeee

Adjustments to Separate Limitation Income (Loss) Categories for Determining Numerators of Limitation
Fractions, Year-End Recharacterization Balances, and Overall Foreign and Domestic Loss Account
Balances.

Foreign Tax Carryover Reconciliation Schedule.

Foreign Tax Redeterminations.

U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return.

Additional Information for Schedule M-3 Filers.

Capital Gains and Losses.

Information on Certain Persons Owning the Corporation’s Voting Stock.

Section 280H Limitations for a Personal Service Corporation (PSC).

Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for Corporations With Total Assets of $10 Million of More.

Foreign Operations of U.S. Corporations.

Consent Plan and Apportionment Schedule for a Controlled Group.

U.S. Personal Holding Company (PHC) Tax.

Uncertain Tax Position Statement.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Cooperative Associations.

U.S. Income Tax Return of a Foreign Corporation.

Deductions Allocated to Effectively Connected Income Under Regulations Section 1.861-8.

Interest Expense Allocation Under Regulations Section 1.882-5.

Form 1118 (SCH K)
Form 1118 (SCH L) .
Form 1120 .....ccccceeennes
Form 1120 (SCH B) ....
Form 1120 (SCH D) ....
Form 1120 (SCH G) ....
Form 1120 (SCH H) .......
Form 1120 (SCH M-3) ...
Form 1120 (SCH N) .......
Form 1120 (SCH O) ....
Form 1120 (SCH PH) ........
Form 1120 (SCH UTP)
Form 1120-C
Form 1120-F ..................
Form 1120-F (SCH H) ...
Form 1120-F (SCH I)
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Form No.

Title

Form 1120-F (SCH M1 & M2)
Form 1120-F (SCH M-3) .......ccccoe......
Form 1120-F (SCH P)
Form 1120-F (SCH Q)
Form 1120-F (SCH S)
Form 1120-F (SCH V)
Form 1120-FSC
Form 1120-FSC (SCH P)
Form 1120-H
Form 1120-IC-DISC
Form 1120-IC-DISC (SCH K) .
Form 1120-IC-DISC (SCH P) ....
Form 1120-IC-DISC (SCH Q) .
Form 1120-L
Form 1120-L (SCH M-3)

*Form 1120-ND
Form 1120-PC
Form 1120-PC (SCH M-3)

Form 1120-POL
Form 1120-REIT
Form 1120-RIC ....

Form 1125-A
Form 1125-E ..
Form 1127 ..
Form 1128 ..
Form 1138 ..
Form 1139 ..
Form 2220 ..
Form 2438
Form 2439
Form 2553 ..
Form 2848 ..
Form 3115
Form 3468
Form 3520 ..
Form 3520-A ..
Form 3800
Form 3800 (SCH A) ....
Form 4136
Form 4136 (SCH A)
Form 4255
Form 4466 ..
Form 4562 ..
Form 4562-B ..
Form 461 ....
Form 4626 ..
Form 4684 ..
Form 4797 ..
Form 4810 ..
Form 4876-A ..
Form 5213

Form 5452
Form 5471
Form 5471 (SCHE) ....
Form 5471 (SCH G-I) .
Form 5471 (SCH H)
Form 5471 (SCH I-1) ..
Form 5471 (SCH J)
Form 5471 (SCH M)

Reconciliation of Income (Loss) and Analysis of Unappropriated Retained Earnings per Books.

Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for Foreign Corporations With Reportable Assets of $10 Million or
More.

List of Foreign Partner Interests in Partnerships.

Tax Liability of Qualified Derivatives Dealer (QDD).

Exclusion of Income From the International Operation of Ships or Aircraft Under Section 883.

List of Vessels or Aircraft, Operators, and Owners.

U.S. Income Tax Return of a Foreign Sales Corporation.

Transfer Price or Commission.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Homeowners Associations.

Interest Charge Domestic International Sales Corporation Return.

Shareholder’s Statement of IC-DISC Distributions.

Intercompany Transfer Price or Commission.

Borrower’s Certificate of Compliance With the Rules for Producer’s Loans.

U.S. Life Insurance Company Income Tax Return.

Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for U.S. Life Insurance Companies With Total Assets of $10 Million or
More.

Return for Nuclear Decommissioning Funds and Certain Related Persons.

U.S. Property and Casualty Insurance Company Income Tax Return.

Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for U.S. Property and Casualty Insurance Companies With Total As-
sets of $10 Million or More.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Certain Political Organizations.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Real Estate Investment Trusts.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Regulated Investment Companies.

U.S. Income Tax Return for an S Corporation.

Information on Certain Shareholders of an S Corporation.

Capital Gains and Losses and Built-In Gains.

Shareholder's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.

Shareholder's Pro Rata Share Items-International.

Shareholder’s Share of Income, deductions, Credits, etc.—International.

Net Income (Loss) Reconciliation for S Corporations With Total Assets of $10 Million or More.

U.S. Income Tax Return for Settlement Funds (Under Section 468B).

Amended U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return.

Authorization and Consent of Subsidiary Corporation to be Included in a Consolidated Income Tax Re-
turn.

Cost of Goods Sold.

Compensation of Officers.

Application for Extension of Time for Payment of Tax Due to Undue Hardship.

Application to Adopt, Change, or Retain a Tax Year.

Extension of Time For Payment of Taxes By a Corporation Expecting a Net Operating Loss Carryback.

Corporation Application for Tentative Refund.

Underpayment of Estimated Tax By Corporations.

Undistributed Capital Gains Tax Return.

Notice to Shareholder of Undistributed Long-Term Capital Gains.

Election by a Small Business Corporation.

Power of Attorney and Declaration of Representative.

Application for Change in Accounting Method.

Investment Credit.

Annual Return To Report Transactions With Foreign Trusts and Receipt of Certain Foreign Gifts.

Annual Return of Foreign Trust With a U.S. Owner.

General Business Credit.

Transfer Election Statement.

Credit for Federal Tax Paid on Fuels.

Business Activity Report for Credit for Federal Tax Paid on Fuels.

Recapture of Investment Credit.

Corporation Application for Quick Refund of Overpayment of Estimated Tax.

Depreciation (Including Information on Listed Property).

Amortization.

Limitation on Business Losses.

Alternative Minimum Tax—Corporations.

Casualties and Thefts.

Sales of Business Property.

Request for Prompt Assessment Under Internal Revenue Code Section 6501(d).

Election to Be Treated as an Interest Charge DISC.

Election To Postpone Determination as To Whether the Presumption Applies That an Activity Is En-
gaged in for Profit.

Corporate Report of Nondividend Distributions.

Information Return of U.S. Persons With Respect To Certain Foreign Corporations.

Income, War Profits, and Excess Profits Taxes Paid or Accrued.

Schedule G—1 (Form 5471), Cost Sharing Arrangement.

Current Earnings and Profits.

Information for Global Intangible Low-Taxed Income.

Accumulated Earnings and Profits (E&P) of Controlled Foreign Corporation.

Transactions Between Controlled Foreign Corporation and Shareholders or Other Related Persons.
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Form No.

Title

Form 5471 (SCH O)
Form 5471 (SCH P)
Form 5471 (SCH Q) ....
Form 5471 (SCH R) ....

Form 5713
Form 5713 (SCH A)
Form 5713 (SCH B) ....
Form 5713 (SCH C) ....
Form 5735
Form 5735 (SCH P) ....
Form 5884
Form 5884—A ...

Form 6198
Form 6478 ..
Form 6627 ..
Form 6765 ..
Form 6781
Form 7004

Form 7204

Form 7205
Form 7207 ..
Form 7210 ..
Form 7211
Form 7213
Form 7217 ..
Form 7218 ..
Form 7220 ..
Form 8023 ..
Form 8050 ..
Form 8082 ..
Form 8275
Form 8275-R ....
Form 8283
Form 8302 ..
Form 8308
Form 8453—CORP
Form 8453—-PE
Form 8453-TR
Form 851

Form 8586
Form 8594
Form 8609 ..
Form 8609-A ..
Form 8611 ..
Form 8621

Form 8621—A ...

Form 8655 ..
Form 8697 ..
Form 8703 ..
Form 8716 ..
Form 8752 ..
Form 8804
Form 8804 (SCH A)
Form 8804-C
Form 8804-W ....
Form 8805
Form 8806 ..
Form 8810 ..
Form 8813 ..
Form 8819 ..
Form 8820 ..
Form 8824 ..
Form 8825
Form 8825 (SCH A)
Form 8826

Organization or Reorganization of Foreign Corporation, and Acquisitions and Dispositions of its Stock.

Previously Taxed Earnings and Profits of U.S. Shareholder of Certain Foreign Corporations.

CFC Income by CFC Income Groups.

Distributions From a Foreign Corporation.

Information Return of a 25% Foreign-Owned U.S. Corporation or a Foreign Corporation Engaged in a
U.S. Trade or Business.

Notice Concerning Fiduciary Relationship.

Notice Concerning Fiduciary Relationship of Financial Institution.

International Boycott Report.

International Boycott Factor (Section 999(c)(1)).

Specifically, Attributable Taxes and Income (Section 999(c)(2)).

Tax Effect of the International Boycott Provisions.

American Samoa Economic Development Credit.

Allocation of Income and Expenses Under Section 936(h)(5).

Work Opportunity Credit.

Credits for Affected Midwestern Disaster Area Employers (for Employers Affected by Hurricane Harvey,
Irma, or Maria or Certain California Wildfires).

At-Risk Limitations.

Biofuel Producer Credit.

Environmental Taxes.

Credit for Increasing Research Activities.

Gains and Losses From Section 1256 Contracts and Straddles.

Application for Automatic Extension of Time To File Certain Business Income Tax, Information, and
Other Returns.

Consent To Extend the Time To Assess Tax Related to Contested Foreign Income Taxes—Provisional
Foreign Tax Credit Agreement.

Energy Efficient Commercial Buildings Deduction.

Advanced Manufacturing Production Credit.

Clean Hydrogen Production Credit.

Clean Electricity Production Credit.

Nuclear Power Production Credit.

Partner's Report of Property Distributed by a Partnership.

Clean Fuel Production Credit.

Prevailing Wage and Apprenticeship (PWA) Verification and Corrections.

Elections Under Section 338 for Corporations Making Qualified Stock Purchases.

Direct Deposit Tax Exempt or Government Entity Tax Refund.

Notice of Inconsistent Treatment or Administrative Adjustment Request (AAR).

Disclosure Statement.

Regulation Disclosure Statement.

Noncash Charitable Contribution.

Electronic Deposit of Tax Refund of $1 Million or More.

Report of a Sale or Exchange of Certain Partnership Interests.

E-file Declaration for Corporations.

U.S. Partnership Declaration for an IRS e-file Return.

E-file Declaration or Authorization for Form 1045/1139.

Affiliations Schedule.

Low-Income Housing Credit.

Asset Acquisition Statement Under Section 1060.

Low-Income Housing Credit Allocation and Certification.

Annual Statement for Low-Income Housing Credit.

Recapture of Low-Income Housing Credit..

Information Return By Shareholder of a Passive Foreign Investment Company or Qualified Electing
Fund.

Return by a Shareholder Making Certain Late Elections to End Treatment as a Passive Foreign Invest-
ment Company.

Reporting Agent Authorization.

Interest Computation Under the Look-Back Method for Completed Long-Term Contracts.

Annual Certification of a Residential Rental Project.

Election To Have a Tax Year Other Than a Required Tax Year.

Required Payment or Refund Under Section 7519.

Annual Return for Partnership Withholding Tax (Section 1446).

Penalty for Underpayment of Estimated Section 1446 Tax for Partnerships.

Certificate of Partner-Level ltems to Reduce Section 1446 Withholding.

Installment Payments of Section 1446 Tax for Partnerships.

Foreign Partner’s Information Statement of Section 1446 Withholding tax.

Information Return for Acquisition of Control or Substantial Change in Capital Structure.

Corporate Passive Activity Loss and Credit Limitations.

Partnership Withholding Tax Payment Voucher (Section 1446).

Dollar Election Under Section 985.

Orphan Drug Credit.

Like-Kind Exchanges.

Rental Real Estate Income and Expenses of a Partnership or an S Corporation.

Rental Real Estate Income and Expenses of a Partnership or an S Corporation.

Disabled Access Credit.
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Form No. Title
Form 8827 .....oooiiiiieieeee e, Credit for Prior Year Minimum Tax-Corporations.
Form 8830 .....coocvveiiiiiieiieeee e Enhanced Oil Recovery Credit.
Form 8832 .. Entity Classification Election.
Form 8833 .. Treaty-Based Return Position Disclosure Under Section 6114 or 7701(b).
Form 8834 ..., Qualified Electric Vehicle Credit.
Form 8835 .....ooiiiiiiiieeeeee e Renewable Electricity, Refined Coal, and Indian Coal Production Credit.
Form 8838 .. Consent to Extend the Time To Assess Tax Under Section 367-Gain Recognition Agreement.
Form 8838-P .. Consent To Extend the Time To Assess Tax Pursuant to the Gain Deferral Method (Section 721(c)).
Form 8842 .. Election to Use Different Annualization Periods for Corporate Estimated Tax.
Form 8844 .. Empowerment Zone Employment Credit.
Form 8845 .. Indian Employment Credit.
Form 8846 .. Credit for Employer Social Security and Medicare Taxes Paid on Certain Employee Tips.
Form 8848 .......cccoeiiiiiiiiieeeeeeee Consent to Extend the Time to Assess the Branch Profits Tax Under Regulations Sections 1.884—2(a)
and (c).
Form 8858 ......cccceeiiiiiieiieeee e Information Return of U.S. Persons With Respect to Foreign Disregarded Entities (FDEs) and Foreign

Form 8858 (SCH M)

Form 8864
Form 8865
Form 8865 (SCH G) ....
Form 8865 (SCH H)
Form 8865 (SCH K-1)
Form 8865 (SCH K-2)
Form 8865 (SCH K-3)
Form 8865 (SCH O)
Form 8865 (SCH P)
Form 8866

Form 8869
Form 8873
Form 8874 ..
Form 8875 ..
Form 8878-A
Form 8879-CORP ...
Form 8879-PE
Form 8881
Form 8882 ..
Form 8883 ..
Form 8886 ..
Form 8896 ..
Form 8900 ..
Form 8902
Form 8903
Form 8906 ..
Form 8908 ..
Form 8910
Form 8911
Form 8911 (SCH A)
Form 8912
Form 8916 ..
Form 8916-A ..
Form 8918
Form 8923 ..
Form 8925 ..
Form 8927 ..
Form 8932 ..
Form 8933
Form 8933 Sch A ...
Form 8933 Sch B ....
Form 8933 Sch C ....
Form 8933 Sch D ....
Form 8933 Sch E ....
Form 8933 Sch F ....
Form 8936
Form 8936 Sch A ....
Form 8937
Form 8938 ..
Form 8941 ..
Form 8947 ..
Form 8949
Form 8964-ELE ...
Form 8964-TRA ...
*Form 8975

Branches (FBs).

Transactions Between Foreign Disregarded Entity (FDE) or Foreign Branch (FB) and the Filer or Other
Related Entities.

Biodiesel and Renewable Diesel Fuels Credit.

Return of U.S. Persons With Respect to Certain Foreign Partnerships.

Statement of Application for the Gain Deferral Method Under Section 721%€.

Acceleration Events and Exceptions Reporting Relating to Gain Deferral Method Under Section 721 €.

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.

Partner’s Distributive Share ltems—International.

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions, Credits, etc.—International.

Transfer of Property to a Foreign Partnership.

Acquisitions, Dispositions, and Changes of Interests in a Foreign Partnership.

Interest Computation Under the Look-Back Method for Property Depreciated Under the Income Fore-
cast Method.

Qualified Subchapter S Subsidiary Election.

Extraterritorial Income Exclusion.

New Markets Credit.

Taxable REIT Subsidiary Election.

IRS e-file Electronic Funds Withdrawal Authorization for Form 7004.

E-file Authorization for Corporations.

IRS e-file Signature Authorization for Form 1065.

Credit for Small Employer Pension Plan Startup Costs.

Credit for Employer-Provided Childcare Facilities and Services.

Asset Allocation Statement Under Section 338.

Reportable Transaction Disclosure Statement.

Low Sulfur Diesel Fuel Production Credit.

Qualified Railroad Track Maintenance Credit.

Alternative Tax on Qualified Shipping Activities.

Domestic Production Activities Deduction.

Distilled Spirits Credit.

Energy Efficient Home Credit.

Alternative Motor Vehicle Credit.

Alternative Fuel Vehicle Refueling Property Credit.

Alternative Fuel Vehicle Refueling Property.

Credit to Holders of Tax Credit Bonds..

Reconciliation of Schedule M-3 Taxable Income with Tax Return Taxable Income for Mixed Groups.

Supplemental Attachment to Schedule M-3.

Material Advisor Disclosure Statement.

Mining Rescue Team Training Credit.

Report of Employer-Owned Life Insurance Contracts.

Determination Under Section 860€(4) by a Qualified Investment Entity.

Credit for Employer Differential Wage Payments.

Carbon Oxide Sequestration Credit.

Disposal or Enhanced Oil Recovery Owner Certification.

Disposal Operator Certification.

Enhanced Oil Recovery Operator Certification.

Recapture Certification.

Election Certification.

Utilization Certification.

Clean Vehicle Credit.

Clean Vehicle Credit Amount.

Report of Organizational Actions Affecting Basis of Securities.

Statement of Foreign Financial Assets.

Credit for Small Employer Health Insurance Premiums.

Report of Branded Prescription Drug Information.

Sales and Other Dispositions of Capital Assets.

Section 987 Elections.

Section 987 Transaction Information.

Country-by-Country Report.
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Form No.

Title

*Form 8975 Sch A
Form 8978
Form 8978 Sch-A ...
Form 8979
Form 8990
Form 8991
Form 8992
Form 8992 Sch-A ....
Form 8992 Sch-B

Form 8996 (SCH A)
Form 8997
Form 926 ....
Form 965-B

Form 965-C
Form 965-D ...
Form 965-E ....

Form 982
Form 15254
Form 15620
*Form SS—4
Form T (TIMBER) ....
Form W-8BEN
Form W—-8BEN(E)
Form W-8ECI

Form W-8IMY

Tax Jurisdiction and Constituent Entity Information.

Partner's Additional Reporting Year Tax.

Partner's Additional Reporting Year Tax (Schedule of Adjustments).

Partnership Representative Revocation/Resignation and Designation.

Limitation on Business Interest Expense IRC 163(j).

Tax on Base Erosion Payments of Taxpayers with Substantial Gross Receipts.

U.S Shareholder Calculation of Global Intangible Low-Taxed Income (GILTI).

Schedule A, Global Intangible Low-taxed Income (GILT]I).

Calculation of Global Intangible Low-Taxed Income (GILTI) for Members of a U. S. Consolidated Group
Who Are U. S. Shareholders of a CFC.

Section 250 Deduction for Foreign-Derived Intangible Income (FDIl)and Global Intangible Low-Taxed
Income (GILTI).

Employer Credit for Paid Family and Medical Leave.

Qualified Business Income Deduction Simplified Computation.

Qualified Business Income Deduction.

Specified Service Trades or Businesses.

Aggregation of Business Operations.

Loss Netting And Carryforward.

Special Rules for Patrons Of Agricultural Or Horticultural Cooperatives.

Qualified Opportunity Fund.

QOZ Business Property Directly Owned or Leased by QOZB.

Initial and Annual Statement of Qualified Opportunity Fund (QOF) Investments.

Return by a U.S. Transferor of Property to a Foreign Corporation.

Corporate and Real Estate Investment Trust (REIT) Report of Net 965 Tax Liability and Electing REIT
Report of 965 Amounts.

Transfer Agreement Under Section 965(h)(3).

Transfer Agreement Under 965(i)(2).

Consent Agreement Under 965(i)(4)(D).

Corporate Dissolution or Liquidation.

Application to Use LIFO Inventory Method.

Consent of Shareholder to Include Specific Amount in Gross Income.

Corporation Claim for Deduction for Consent Dividends.

Claim for Deficiency Dividends Deductions by a Personal Holding Company, Regulated Investment
Company, or Real EstateTrust.

Reduction of Tax Attributes Due to Discharge of Indebtedness (and Section 1082 Basis Adjustment).

Request for Section 754 Revocation.

Section 83(b) Election.

Application for Employer Identification Number.

Forest Activities Schedule.

Certificate of Foreign Status of Beneficial Owner for United States Tax Withholding (Individuals).

Certificate of Entities Status of Beneficial Owner for United States Tax Withholding (Entities).

Certificate of Foreign Person’s Claim That Income is Effectively Connected With the Conduct of a
Trade or Business in the United States.

Certificate of Foreign Intermediary, Foreign Flow-Through Entity, or Certain U.S. Branches for United
States Tax Withholding and Reporting.

Appendix-B: Guidance Documents

Title/document

Description

Announcement 2000-19
Announcement 2000—-20
Announcement 2000-22 and 2000-23

CO-62-89 (Final)

LR-100-78
Notice 2000-28 ....
Notice 2001-1

Notice 2002-69

Notice 2005-32
Notice 2005-4
Notice 2006—24
Notice 2006—25 (superseded by Notice
2007-53).
Notice 2006—46

Notice 2006-47
Notice 2006-52 and Notice 2008-40 ..
Notice 2006—9 and Notice 2008-33 ....

Tip Reporting Alternative Commitment (TRAC) for most industries.

Tip Rate Determination Agreement (TRDA) for Most Industries.

Tip Reporting Alternative Commitment (TRAC) and Agreement and Tip Rate Determination (TRDA) for
Use in the Food and Beverage Industry.

Final Regulations under Section 382 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; Limitations on Corporate
Net Operating Loss Carryforwards.

Creditability of Foreign Taxes.

Coal Exports.

Employer-Designed Tip Reporting Program for the Food and Beverage Industry (EmTRAC).

Interest Rates and Appropriate Foreign Loss Payment Patterns for Determining the Qualified Insurance
Income of Certain Controlled Corporations under Section 954(f).

Notification Requirement for Transfer of Partnership Interest in Electing Investment Partnership (EIP).

Fuel Tax Guidance, as modified.

Qualifying Advanced Coal Project Program.

Qualifying Gasification Project Program.

Announcement of Rules to be included in Final Regulations under Section 897(d) and (e) of the Internal
Revenue Code.

Elections Created or Effected by the American Jobs Creation Act of 2004.

Deduction for Energy Efficient Commercial Buildings.

Credit for New Qualified Alternative Motor Vehicles (Qualified Fuel Cell Motor Vehicles).
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Title/document

Description

Notice 2006-97

Notice 2009-41
Notice 2009-52

Notice 2009-58
Notice 2009-83 ....
Notice 2010-46

Notice 2010-54
Notice 2013—-12 ....
Notice 201442 ....
Notice 2015-4

Notice 2020-69

Notice 2024-60
Notice 202528 ....
Notice 2025-45

Notice 2025-75
Notice 2025-8

Notice 2026—1

Notice 2026-7
Notice 202611 ....
Notice 2026-16

Notice 2026—17 .....ccoovveeeeeeicciieeeeeeeeens
Rev Proc 2002-32 (as Modified by
Rev Proc 2006-21).

Rev. Proc. 2000-37
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.
Rev. Proc.

2003-39 ....
2003-84 ....
2004-19 ...
2004-29 ....
2007-35 ...
2010-13 ...
2016-29 ...

Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.

Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.

2007-32

2007-48
2008-38 ....
2008-39 ....
2008-40 ....
2008-41 ...
2008-42 ....
2009-16 ....
2009-33 ...
2009-37 ...
2011-34 ...
2013-30 ....
2016-30 ....
2017-47 ...
2023-26 ....
2025-28 ....
2025-49 ...
20271

Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.
Proc.

Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.
Rev.

Taxation and Reporting of REIT Excess Inclusion Income by REITs, RICs, and Other Pass-Through
Entities.

Credit for Residential Energy Efficient Property.

Election of Investment Tax Credit in Lieu of Production Tax Credit; Coordination with Department of
Treasury Grants for Specified Energy Property in Lieu of Tax Credits.

Manufacturers’ Certification of Specified Plug-in Electric Vehicles.

Credit for Carbon Dioxide Sequestration Under Section 45Q.

Prevention of Over-Withholding of U.S. Tax Avoidance with Respect to Certain Substitute Dividend
Payments.

Production Tax Credit for Refined Coal.

Qualifying Advanced Energy Project Credit.

Branded Prescription Drug Fee; procedural and Administrative Guidance.

Performance & Quality for Small Wind Energy Property.

S Corporation Guidance under Section 958 (Rules for Determining Stock Ownership) and Guidance
Regarding the Treatment of Qualified Improvement Property under the Alternative Depreciation Sys-
tem for Purposes of the QBAI Rules for FDII and GILTI.

Required Procedures to Claim a Section 45Q Credit for Utilization of Carbon Oxide.

Interim Guidance Simplifying Application of the Corporate Alternative Minimum Tax to Partnerships.

Application of Sections 897(d) and (e) to Certain Inbound Asset Reorganizations under Section
368(a)(1)(F); Stock Ownership Requirement under Section 368(a)(1)(F).

Transition Rule for Applying Section 951(a)(2)(B).

Domestic Content Bonus Credit Amounts under the Inflation Reduction Act of 2022: First Updated Elec-
tive Safe Harbor modifying Notice 2024—41.

Safe Harbor for the Credit for Carbon Oxide Sequestration under Section 45Q for Qualified Carbon
Oxide Disposed of in Secure Geological Storage in Calendar Year 2025.

Additional Interim Guidance Regarding the Application of the Corporate Alternative Minimum Tax.

Interim Guidance on Additional First Year Depreciation Deduction under § 168(k).

Administrative, Procedural, and Miscellaneous Interim Guidance on Special Depreciation Allowance for
Qualified Production Property.

Modifications to Rules for Computing Taxable Income or Loss and Foreign Currency Gain or Loss
Under Section 987.

Waiver of 60-month Bar on Reconsolidation after Disaffiliation.

Reverse Like-kind Exchanges (as modified by Rev Proc. 2004-51).

Debt Roll-Ups.

Advanced Insurance Commissions.

Demonstration Automobile Use.

Settlement of Section 351 Contingent Liability Tax Shelter Cases.

Section 9100 Relief for 338 Elections.

Industry Issue Resolution Program.

Documentation Provisions for Certain Taxpayers Using the Fair Market Value Method of Interest Ex-
pense Apportionment.

Section 1031 LKE (Like-Kind Exchanges) Auto Leasing Programs.

Optional Election to Make Monthly Sec. 706 Allocations.

Probable or Prospective Reserves Safe Harbor.

Statistical Sampling in Sec. 274 Context.

Statistical Sampling for Purposes of Section 199.

Disclosure of Activities Grouped under Section 469.

Changes in Methods of Accounting.

Changes in Methods of Accounting.

Electronic Federal Tax Payment System (EFTPS).

Conforming Adjustments Subsequent to Section 482 Allocations.

Extraterritorial Income Exclusion Elections.

Changes in Periods of Accounting.

Renewal Community Depreciation Provisions.

Tip Rate Determination Agreement (Gaming Industry); Gaming Industry Tip Compliance Agreement
Program.

Rotable Spare Parts Safe Harbor Method.

Qualified Additional Benefits Correction Program.

Modified Endowment Contract Correction Program Extension.

Life Insurance Contract Correction Program.

Variable Contract Correction Program.

Section 7702(f)(8) or Section 101(f)(3)(H) Automatic Waiver Program.

Section 168(k)(4) Election Procedures and.

Section 168(k)(4) Extension Property Elections.

Internal Revenue Code Section 108(i) Election.

Rules for Certain Rental Real Estate Activities.

Uniform Late S Corporation Election Rev. Proc.

Pre-Filing Agreements Program.

Safe Harbor for Inadvertent Normalization Violations.

Rulings and determination letters.

Changes in Accounting Periods and in Methods of Accounting.

Additional Interim Guidance for the Application of the Corporate Alternative Minimum Tax.

Rulings and Determination Letters.
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Title/document

Description

Rev. Proc. 98—46 (modifies Rev.
Proc.97-43).
Rev. Proc. 99-17
Rev. Proc. s 98-46 and 97—44
Rev. Rul. 97-39
TD 7533
TD 7896 ...
TD 7959

TD 7918
TD 8178
TD 8223, TD 8432, and TD 8657
TD 8316
TD 8337 ...
TD 8352 ...

TD 8416

TD 8531
TD 8554
TD 8556

TD 8560 ...cceevveieiiiieeiieeeee e
TD 8578
TD 8586 ...
TD 8594 ...
TD 8597 ...
TD 8600 ...
TD 8611 ...
TD 8618

TD 8641 ..o
TD 8643 ...
TD 8645 ...
TD 8660 ...
TD 8669 ...
TD 8684

TD 8B87 ..ottt
TD 8696 ...
TD 8700 ...
TD 8701 ...
TD 8742

TD 8746
TD 8786

TD 8787 ...
TD 8823 ...
TD 8824

TD 8825

TD 8847

Procedures for Electing Out of Exemptions Under Section 1.475(c)-1.

Mark to Market Election for Commodities Dealers and Securities and Commodities Traders.

LIFO Conformity Requirement.

Mark-to-Market Accounting Method for Dealers in Securities.

DISC Rules on Procedure and Administration; Rules on Export Trade Corporations.

Income from Trade Shows.

Related Group Election with Respect to Qualified Investments in Foreign Base Company Shipping Op-
erations.

Income, war profits, or excess profits tax paid or accrued.

Passive Foreign Investment Companies.

Effectively connected income and the branch profits tax.

Cooperative Housing Corporations.

Allocation and Apportionment of Deduction for State Income Taxes (INTL-112-88).

Final Regulations Under Sections 382 and 383 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

Information with Respect to Certain Foreign-Owned Corporations—IRC Section 6038A.

Real Estate Mortgage Investment Conduits; Reporting Requirements and Other Administrative Matters.

Conclusive Presumption of Worthlessness of Debts Held by Banks (FI-34-91).

Allocation and Apportionment of Interest Expense and Certain Other Expenses (INTL-952-86).

Final Minimum Tax-Tax Benefit Rule.

Certain Returned Magazines, Paperbacks or Records (IA—195-78).

Allocation of Allocable Investment Expense; Original Issue Discount Reporting Requirements.

Treatment of Dual Consolidated Losses.

Limitations on Percentage Depletion in the Case of Oil and Gas Wells.

Applicable Conventions Under the Accelerated Cost.

Election, Revocation, Termination, and Tax Effect of Subchapter S Status.

Adjusted Current Earnings (IA-14-91).

Capitalization of Certain Policy Acquisition Expenses (FI-3-91).

Settlement Funds.

Bad Debt Reserves of Banks.

Rules to Carry Out the Purposes of Section 42 and for Correcting (PS-50-92).

Limitations on net operating loss carryforwards and certain built-in losses following ownership change.

Limitation on Net Operating Loss Carryforwards and Certain Built-in Losses Following Ownership
Change; Special Rule for Value of a Loss Corporation Under the Jurisdiction (CO-88—90).

Final Regulations Under Section 382.

Clear Reflection of Income in the Case of Hedging Transactions (FI-54-93).

Computation and Characterization of Income and Earnings and Profits Under the Dollar Approximate
Separate Transactions Method of Accounting (DASTM).

Consolidated Returns—Stock Basis and Excess Loss Accounts, Earnings and Profits, Absorption of
Deductions and Losses, Joining and Leaving Consolidated Groups, Worthless (CO-30-92).

Election Out of Subchapter K for Producers of Natural Gas.

Treatment of Gain from Disposition of Certain Natural Resource Recapture Property.

Losses on Small Business Stock (CO—-46-94).

Consolidated and Controlled Groups—Intercompany Transactions and Related Rules.

Definition of an S Corporation.

Conduit Arrangements Regulations (INTL-64-93).

Definition of a Controlled Foreign Corporation, Foreign Base Company Income, and Foreign Personal
Holding Company Income of a Controlled Foreign Corporation (INTL-362—88).

Treatment of Acquisition of Certain Financial Institutions: Certain Tax Consequences of Federal Finan-
cial Assistance to Financial Institutions.

Distributions of Stock and Stock Rights.

Rules for Certain Rental Real Estate Activities.

Consolidated Groups—Intercompany Transactions and Related Rules.

Changes in Accounting Periods (REG-106917-99).

Treatment of Gain from the Disposition of Interest in Certain Natural Resource Recapture Property by S
Corporations and Their Shareholders.

Source of Income from Sales of Inventory and Natural Resources Produced in One Jurisdiction and
Sold in Another Jurisdiction (INTL-0003-95).

Definitions Under Subchapter S of the Internal Revenue Code (PS-268-82).

26 U.S. Code §475—Mark to market accounting method for dealers in securities.

Treatment of Shareholders of Certain Passive Investment Companies.

Requirements Respecting the Adoption or Change of Accounting Method; Extensions of Time To Make
Elections.

Amortizable Bond Premium.

Source of Income from Sales of Inventory Partly From Sources Within a Possession of the U.S.; Also,
Source of Income Derived From Certain Purchases From a Corp. Electing Sec. 936.

Basis Reduction Due to Discharge of Indebtedness.

Consolidated Returns—Limitation on the Use of Certain Losses and Deductions.

Regulations Under Section 1502 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; Limitations on Net Operating
Loss Carryforwards and Certain Built-in Losses and Credits Following (CO-25-96).

Regulations Under Section 382 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; Application of Section 382 in
Short Taxable Years and With Respect to Controlled Groups (CO—26—96).

Adjustments Following Sales of Partnership Interests.
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TD 8851 ..o Return Requirement for United States Persons Acquiring or Disposing of an Interest in a Foreign Part-
nership, or Whose Proportional Interest in a Foreign Partnership Changes.
TD 8853 Recharacterizing Financing Arrangements Involving Fast-Pay Stock.
TD 8859 Procedures for Monitoring Compliance with Low-Income Housing Credit Requirements (PS-78-91).

TD 8862, 9446, 9273 and 9760
TD 8864 ..o

TD 8901
TD 8929 ...
TD 8940 ...
TD 8941 ...
TD 8985 ...
TD 8995 ...

TD 8996 ..o
TD 9004 ...
TD 9047 ...

TD 9048 and TD 9254
TD 9057, TD 9154 and TD 9187
TD 9065 ..o

TD 9107
TD 9137 ...
TD 9157

TD 9168 ..o
TD 9171 ...
TD 9207 ...
TD 9210 ...
TD 9212 ...
TD 9257 and TD 9377 ...

TD 9452 ...
TD 9456 ...ccoviiiiiiiieiee

TD 9463 ...

TD 9465 ...

TD 9469 ...

TD 9490 ...

TD 9502 ....ovviiieieceeeee e

TD 9504, TD 9616, TD 9713, and TD
9750.

TD 9547 ...

TD 9595 ..o
TD 9614) oo
TD 9615 ...
TD 9617 ...
TD 9619 oo

Treatment of transfers of stock or securities to foreign corporations.

EE-63-88 (Final and temp regulations) Taxation of Fringe Benefits and Exclusions from Gross Income
for Certain Fringe Benefits; IA—140-86 (Temporary) Fringe Benefits Treas reg 1.274.

Amortization of Intangible Property.

Subchapter S Subsidiaries (REG-251698-96).

General Rules for Making and Maintaining Qualified Electing Fund Elections (REG-115795-97).

General Revision of Regulations Relating to Withholding of Tax on Certain U.S. Source Income Paid to
Foreign (formerly Intl-62—-90, Intl-32-93, Intl-52-86, and Intl-52—94).

Qualified lessee construction allowances for short-term leases (REG—106010-98).

Accounting for Long-Term Contracts.

Purchase Price Allocations in Deemed Actual Asset Acquisitions.

Manner of making election to terminate tax-exempt bond financing.

Hedging Transactions.

Mid-Contract Change in Taxpayer Completing Contract Accounted for Under Long-Term Contract Meth-
od of Accounting.

Changes in Accounting Periods.

Treatment of taxable income of a residual interest holder in excess of daily accruals.

Certain Transfers of Property to Regulated Investment Companies (RICs) and Real Estate Investment
Trusts (REITSs).

Guidance under Section 1502; Suspension of Losses on Certain Stock Disposition (REG—-131478-02).

Extensions of Time to Elect Method for Determining Allowable Loss.

REG-124069-02, Section 6038—Returns Required with Respect to Controlled Foreign Partnerships;
REG-118966-97, Information Reporting with Respect to Certain Foreign Partnership.

Guidance Regarding Deduction and Capitalization of Expenditures.

Partnership Long-Term Contract Transactions.

Guidance Regarding the Treatment of Certain Contingent Payment Debt Instruments w/one or more
Payments that are Denominated in, or Determined by Reference to, a Nonfunctional Currency.

Optional 10-Year Write-off of Certain Tax Preferences (REG—124405-03).

New Markets Tax Credit.

Assumption of Partner Liabilities.

LIFO Recapture Under Section 1363(d).

Final, Source of Compensation for Labor or Personal Services.

Application of Section 338 to Insurance Companies (REG—146384-05).

Stock Transfer Rules: Carryover of Earnings and Taxes (REG—116050-99).

Limitation on Use of the Nonaccrual-Experience Method of Accounting Under Section 448(d)(5).

Treatment of Disregarded Entities Under Section 752.

Guidance Necessary to Facilitate Business Electronic Filing Under Section 1561.

Source of Income from Certain Space and Ocean Activities; Source of Communications Income.

Dual Consolidated Loss Regulations.

Section 1503(d) Closing Agreement Requests.

Safe Harbor for Valuation Under Section 475.

Guidance Necessary to Facilitate Business Electronic Filing and Burden Reduction,.

Rollover of Gain from Qualified Small Business Stock to Another Qualified Small Business Stock.

Guidance on Passive Foreign Company (PFIC) Purging Elections (REG—133446-03).

Carryover Allocations and Other Rules Relating to the Low-Income Housing Credit (PS—-19-92).

S Corporation Guidance under AJCA of 2004 (REG-143326-05).

Loss on Subsidiary Stock (REG-157711-02).

Guidance Necessary to Facilitate Business Election Filing; Finalization of Controlled Group Qualification
Rules.

Application of Separate Limitations to Dividends from Noncontrolled Section 902 Corporations.

Treatment of Services Under Section 482; Allocation of Income and Deductions from Intangibles; Stew-
ardship Expense.

Modifications of Commercial Mortgage Loans Held by a Real Estate Mortgage Investment Conduit.
(REG-127770-07).

Determination of Interest Expense Deduction of Foreign Corporations (REG—120509-06).

Section 108 Reduction of Tax Attributes for S Corporations (REG—102822-08).

Extended Carryback of Losses to or from a Consolidated Group.

Exclusions From Gross Income of Foreign Corporations.

Basis Reporting by Securities Brokers and Basis Determination for Stock.

Nuclear Decommissioning Funds.

Election to Expense Certain Refineries.

Methods to Determine Taxable Income in connection with a Cost Sharing Arrangement—IRC Section
482.

Consolidated Overall Foreign Losses, Separate Limitation Losses, and Overall Domestic Losses (REG—
141399-07).

Transfers by Domestic Corporations That Are Subject to Section 367(a)(5).

Distributions by Domestic Corporations That Are Subject to Section 1248(f).

Updating of Employer Identification Numbers (REG—-135491-10).

Regulations Enabling Elections for Certain Transaction Under Section 336(e) (REG—143544-04).
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Title/document

Description

TD 9622 and TD 9623 ..........ccccoeeuenene
TD 9633 ...t

TD 9959 ..o
TD 9988 ...

TD 9989 ...
TD 9993 ...
TD 9995 ...

TD 9998 ....oviiiie
TD 9999 ...
TD 10004 .....oovieiiieiiecieeeeeeee

TD 10009
TD 10010 ....
TD 10012

TD 10015
TD 10016 ....
TD 10022 ....
TD 10023
TD 10024
TD 10025 ...
TD 10026 ....
TD 10041

TD 10048 ...

Application of Section 108(i) to Partnerships and S Corporations (REG-144762-09).

Limitations on Duplication of Net Built-in Losses.

Branded Prescription Drugs (REG-123286-14).

Agent for Consolidated Group (Formerly TD 9002; Rev Proc 2002-43).

Determination of Distributive Share When Partner’s Interest Changes.

Limitations on the Importation of Net Built-In Losses.

Failure to Maintain List of Advisees with Respect to Reportable Transactions (REG—-160873-04).

Treatment of Certain Domestic Entities Disregarded as Separate from Their Owners as Corporations
for Purposes of Section 6038A.

Guidance Related to Section 951A (Global Intangible Low-Taxed Income) and Certain Guidance Re-
lated to Foreign Tax Credits.

Guidance Related to the Foreign Tax Credit; Clarification of Foreign-Derived Intangible Income.

Elective Payment of Applicable Credits; Elective Payment of Advanced Manufacturing Investment Cred-
it; Final Rules; Election To Exclude Certain Unincorporated Organizations Owned by Applicable Enti-
ties From Application of the Rules on Partners and Partnerships.

Elective Payment of Advanced Manufacturing Investment Credit.

Transfer of Certain Credits.

Clean Vehicle Credits Under Sections 25E and 30D; Transfer of Credits; Critical Minerals and Battery
Components; Foreign Entities of Concern.

Increased Amounts of Credit or Deduction for Satisfying Certain Prevailing Wage and Registered Ap-
prenticeship Requirements.

Statutory Disallowance of Deductions for Certain Qualified Conservation Contributions Made by Part-
nerships and S Corporations.

Guidance Under Section 367(b) Related to Certain Triangular Reorganizations and Inbound Non-
recognition Transactions.

Advanced Manufacturing Investment Credit Rules Under Sections 48D and 50.

Advanced Manufacturing Production Credit.

Election To Exclude Certain Unincorporated Organizations Owned by Applicable Entities From Applica-
tion of the Rules on Partners and Partnerships.

Definition of Energy Property and Rules Applicable to the Energy Credit.

Taxable Income or Loss and Currency Gain or Loss With Respect to a Qualified Business Unit.

Classification of Digital Content Transactions and Cloud Transactions.

Credit for Production of Clean Hydrogen and Energy Credit.

Section 45Y Clean Electricity Production Credit and Section 48E Clean Electricity Investment Credit.

Guidance on Clean Electricity Low-Income Communities Bonus Credit Amount Program.

Rules Regarding Certain Disregarded Payments and Dual Consolidated Losses.

Base Erosion and Anti-Abuse Tax Rules for Qualified Derivative Payments on Securities Lending
Transactions.

Returns Relating to Sales or Exchanges of Certain Partnership Interests.

[FR Doc. 2026-16262 Filed 8-7-26; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4831-GV-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Office of the Secretary

List of Countries Requiring
Cooperation With an International
Boycott

In accordance with section 999(a)(3)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
the Department of the Treasury is

publishing a current list of countries Iraq
which require or may require Kuwait
participation in, or cooperation with, an | p.1on
international boycott (within the Lib
meaning of section 999(b)(3) of the 1bya
Internal Revenue Code of 1986). Qatar

On the basis of the best information Saudi Arabia
currently available to the Department of ~ Syria
the Treasury, the following countries Yemen

require or may require participation in,
or cooperation with, an international
boycott (within the meaning of section
999(b)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986).

James Wang,

International Tax Counsel (Tax Policy).
[FR Doc. 2026—16206 Filed 8—7—26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-AK-P
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The President

[FR Doc. 2026-16312
Filed 8-7-26; 11:15 am]
Billing code 4710-10-P

Presidential Determination No. 2026-20 of August 3, 2026

Continuation of U.S. Drug Interdiction Assistance to the Gov-
ernment of Colombia

Memorandum for the Secretary of State [and] the Secretary of War

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the
laws of the United States, and pursuant to the authority vested in me
by section 1012 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1995, as amended (22 U.S.C. 2291-4), I hereby certify, with respect to
Colombia, that: (1) interdiction of aircraft reasonably suspected to be pri-
marily engaged in illicit drug trafficking in that country’s airspace is nec-
essary because of the extraordinary threat posed by illicit drug trafficking
to the national security of that country; and (2) Colombia has appropriate
procedures in place to protect against innocent loss of life in the air and
on the ground in connection with such interdiction, which includes effective
means to identify and warn an aircraft before the use of force is directed
against the aircraft.

The Secretary of State is authorized and directed to publish this determina-
tion in the Federal Register and to notify the Congress of this determination.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, August 3, 2026
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