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§ 595.104 What criteria are used to identify 
a recruitment and retention problem? 

The head of each agency may 
determine that a significant recruitment 
and retention problem exists for each 
category of physician position 
established under § 595.103 only if the 
following conditions are met with 
respect to the category:
* * * * *

6. In § 595.105, the section heading 
and paragraphs (a), (b), (d), and (e) are 
revised to read as follows:

§ 595.105 What criteria must be used to 
determine the amount of a physicians’ 
comparability allowance? 

(a) The amount of the comparability 
allowance payable for each category of 
physician positions established under 
§ 595.103 must be the minimum amount 
necessary to deal with the recruitment 
and retention problem identified under 
§ 595.104 for that category of positions. 
In determining this amount, the agency 
head must consider the relative 
earnings, responsibilities, expenses, 
workload, working conditions, 
conditions of employment, and 
personnel benefits for physicians in 
each category and for comparable 
physicians inside and outside the 
Federal Government. 

(b) Agencies may not pay a 
physicians’ comparability allowance in 
excess of $14,000 annually to a 
physician with 24 months or less of 
service as a Government physician. 
Agencies may not pay a physicians’ 
comparability allowance in excess of 
$30,000 annually to a physician with 
more than 24 months of service as a 
Government physician.
* * * * *

(d) A physician who is employed on 
a regularly scheduled part-time basis of 
half-time or more is eligible to receive 
a physicians’ comparability allowance, 
but any such allowance must be 
prorated according to the proportion of 
the physicians’ work schedule to full-
time employment. 

(e) A physician who is serving with 
the Government under a loan repayment 
program must have the amount of any 
loan being repaid deducted from any 
physicians’ comparability allowance for 
which he or she is eligible and may 
receive only that portion of such 
allowance which exceeds the amount of 
the loan being repaid during the period 
of employment required by the service 
agreement under the student loan 
repayment program. 

7. Section 595.106 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 595.106 What termination and refund 
provisions are required? 

Each service agreement entered into 
by an agency and a physician under the 
comparability allowance program must 
prescribe the terms under which the 
agreement may be terminated and the 
amount of allowance, if any, required to 
be refunded by the physician for each 
reason for termination. In the case of 
each service agreement covering a 
period of service of more than 1 year, 
the service agreement must include a 
provision that, if the physician 
completes more than 1 year of service 
pursuant to the agreement, but fails to 
complete the full period of service 
specified in the agreement either 
voluntarily or because of misconduct by 
the physician, the physician must 
refund the amount of allowance he or 
she has received under the agreement 
for the 26 weeks of service immediately 
preceding the termination (or for a 
longer period, if specified in the 
agreement). 

8. In § 595.107, the section heading 
and paragraphs (b) and (c) are revised to 
read as follows:

§ 595.107 What are the requirements for 
implementing a physicians’ comparability 
allowance program?

* * * * *
(b) The agency must submit to the 

Office of Management and Budget a 
complete description of its plan for 
implementing the physicians’ 
comparability allowance program, 
including the following: 

(1) An identification of the categories 
of physician positions the agency has 
established under § 595.103, and of the 
basis for such categories; 

(2) An explanation of the 
determination that a recruitment and 
retention problem exists for each such 
category, in accordance with the criteria 
in § 595.104; and 

(3) An explanation of the basis for the 
amount of comparability allowance 
determined necessary for each category 
of physician position under § 595.105. 

(c) The Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) will review each agency’s 
plan for implementing the physicians’ 
comparability allowance program and 
determine whether the plan is 
consistent with 5 U.S.C. 5948 and the 
requirements of this part. OMB will 
advise the agency within 45 calendar 
days after receipt of the plan as to 
whether the plan is consistent with 5 
U.S.C. 5948 and this part or what 
changes need to be made. 

9. Section § 595.108 is removed.

§ 595.108 Reports. [Removed]

[FR Doc. 03–19088 Filed 7–28–03; 8:45 am] 
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Eligibility and Scope of Financing

AGENCY: Farm Credit Administration.
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SUMMARY: The Farm Credit 
Administration (FCA) is extending the 
comment period on our Advance Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking concerning 
eligibility and scope of financing for 
farmers, ranchers, and aquatic 
producers or harvesters, and 
‘‘moderately priced’’ rural housing. We 
are extending the comment period so all 
interested parties have more time to 
respond to our questions.
DATES: Please send your comments to 
the FCA by October 29, 2003.
ADDRESSES: We encourage you to send 
comments by electronic mail to ‘‘reg-
comm@fca.gov,’’ through the Pending 
Regulations section of FCA’s Web site, 
http://www.fca.gov, or through the 
government-wide http://
www.regulations.gov portal. You may 
also send comments to S. Robert 
Coleman, Director, Regulation and 
Policy Division, Office of Policy and 
Analysis, Farm Credit Administration, 
1501 Farm Credit Drive, McLean, 
Virginia 22102–5090 or by facsimile to 
(703) 734–5784. You may review copies 
of all comments we receive at our office 
in McLean, Virginia.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark L. Johansen, Policy Analyst, Office 

of Policy and Analysis, Farm Credit 
Administration, McLean, VA 22102–
5090, (703) 883–4498, TTY (703) 883–
4434.

Or
Richard A. Katz, Senior Attorney, Office 

of General Counsel, Farm Credit 
Administration, McLean, VA 22102–
5090, (703) 883–4020, TTY (703) 883–
4020.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 2, 
2003, FCA published a notice in the 
Federal Register seeking public 
comment on whether it should revise its 
regulations governing eligibility and 
scope of financing for farmers, ranchers, 
and aquatic producers or harvesters who 
borrow from Farm Credit System 
institutions that operate under titles I or 
II of the Farm Credit Act of 1971, as
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amended. In addition, we requested 
public comment on whether we should 
modify our regulatory definition of 
‘‘moderately priced’’ rural housing. The 
comment period expires on July 31, 
2003. See 68 FR 23425, May 2, 2003. 

We also held a public meeting on June 
26, 2003, to hear views from the public 
about whether and how we should 
revise our regulations governing 
eligibility, scope of financing, and 
‘‘moderately priced’’ rural housing. 
After the public meeting two members 
of the public requested that we extend 
the comment period for an additional 90 
days. In response to this request, we are 
extending the comment period until 
October 29, 2003, so all interested 
parties have more time to respond to our 
questions. The FCA supports public 
involvement and participation in its 
regulatory and policy process and 
invites all interested parties to review 
and provide comments on our notice.

Dated: July 23, 2003. 
Jeanette C. Brinkley, 
Secretary, Farm Credit Administration Board.
[FR Doc. 03–19208 Filed 7–28–03; 8:45 am] 
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AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
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SUMMARY: This document proposes the 
adoption of a new airworthiness 
directive (AD) that is applicable to 
certain McDonnell Douglas airplane 
models. This proposal would require a 
one-time inspection for chafing of 
wiring in the left-hand tunnel area of 
the forward cargo compartment, repair if 
necessary, and coiling and stowing of 
excess wiring. This action is necessary 
to prevent wire chafing and subsequent 
shorting to structure in the forward 
cargo compartment, which could result 
in smoke or fire in the airplane. This 
action is intended to address the 
identified unsafe condition.
DATES: Comments must be received by 
September 12, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), Transport 
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114, 
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2000–NM–
170–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., 
Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 
Comments may be inspected at this 
location between 9 a.m. and 3 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. Comments may be submitted 
via fax to (425) 227–1232. Comments 
may also be sent via the Internet using 
the following address: 9-anm-
nprmcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent 
via fax or the Internet must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2000–NM–170–AD’’ in the 
subject line and need not be submitted 
in triplicate. Comments sent via the 
Internet as attached electronic files must 
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 or 
2000 or ASCII text. 

The service information referenced in 
the proposed rule may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Aircraft Group, 
Long Beach Division, 3855 Lakewood 
Boulevard, Long Beach, California 
90846, Attention: Data and Service 
Management, Dept. C1–L5A (D800–
0024). This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind 
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at 
the FAA, Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 3960 Paramount 
Boulevard, Lakewood, California.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Elvin Wheeler, Aerospace Engineer, 
Systems and Equipment Branch, ANM–
130L, FAA, Los Angeles Aircraft 
Certification Office, 3960 Paramount 
Boulevard, Lakewood, California 
90712–4137; telephone (562) 627–5344; 
fax (562) 627–5210.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications shall 
identify the Rules Docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the address 
specified above. All communications 
received on or before the closing date 
for comments, specified above, will be 
considered before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this action may be changed in light 
of the comments received. 

Submit comments using the following 
format: 

• Organize comments issue-by-issue. 
For example, discuss a request to 
change the compliance time and a 
request to change the service bulletin 
reference as two separate issues. 

• For each issue, state what specific 
change to the proposed AD is being 
requested. 

• Include justification (e.g., reasons or 
data) for each request. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this action 
must submit a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
Docket Number 2000–NM–170–AD.’’ 
The postcard will be date stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 

Availability of NPRMs 
Any person may obtain a copy of this 

NPRM by submitting a request to the 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 
ANM–114, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2000–NM–170–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, 
SW., Renton, Washington 98055–4056. 

Discussion 
As part of its practice of re-examining 

all aspects of the service experience of 
a particular aircraft whenever an 
accident occurs, the FAA has become 
aware of incidents of wire chafing and 
a subsequent short to structure in the 
left-hand tunnel area of the forward 
cargo compartment on a McDonnell 
Douglas Model MD–88 airplane. 
Investigation of the incidents revealed 
that excess wiring and improper routing 
of wiring resulted in wire chafing. Such 
wire chafing, if not corrected, could 
result in shorting to structure and 
consequent smoke or fire in the 
airplane. 

The subject area on certain 
McDonnell Douglas Model DC–9–81 
(MD–81), DC–9–82 (MD–82), DC–9–83 
(MD–83), and DC–9–87 (MD–87) 
airplanes is similar to that on the 
affected Model MD–88 airplane. 
Therefore, those airplanes may be 
subject to the unsafe condition revealed 
on the Model MD–88 airplane.

Other Related Rulemaking 
The FAA, in conjunction with Boeing 

and operators of Model DC–9–81 (MD–
81), DC–9–82 (MD–82), DC–9–83 (MD–
83), DC–9–87 (MD–87), and MD–88 
airplanes, has reviewed all aspects of 
the service history of those airplanes to
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