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Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not cause an environmental risk to
health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

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.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guides the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and
have concluded that there are no factors
in this case that would limit the use of
a categorical exclusion under section
2.B.2 of the Instruction. Therefore, this
rule is categorically excluded, under
figure 2—1, paragraph (32)(e), of the
Instruction, from further environmental
documentation. Paragraph (32)(e)
excludes the promulgation of operating
regulations or procedures for
drawbridges from the environmental
documentation requirements of NEPA.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117
Bridges.
Regulations

» For the reasons set out in the preamble,
the Coast Guard is amending Part 117 of
Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations as
follows:

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

= 1. The authority citation for Part 117
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; Department of
Homeland Security Delegation No. 0170.1; 33
CFR 1.05-1(g); section 117.255 also issued
under the authority of Pub. L. 102-587, 106
Stat. 5039.

m 2. Section 117.501(b) is revised to read
as follows:

§117.501 Teche Bayou.

(b) The draws of the S96 bridge, mile
75.2 at St. Martinville, and the S350
bridge, mile 82.0 at Parks, shall open on

signal if at least 24 hours notice is given.
* * * * *

Dated: September 9, 2003.
R.F. Duncan,

Rear Admiral, U. S. Coast Guard.
Commander, Eighth Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 03—24097 Filed 9-18-03; 12:01 pm]
BILLING CODE 4910-15-U

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

36 CFR Part 242

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 100

Subsistence Management Regulations
for Public Lands in Alaska, Subpart D;
Seasonal Adjustments—Copper River

AGENCIES: Forest Service, USDA; Fish
and Wildlife Service, Interior.

ACTION: Seasonal adjustments.

SUMMARY: This provides notice of the
Federal Subsistence Board’s in-season
management action in the Copper River
to provide for a subsistence harvest
opportunity. These actions provide an
exception to the Subsistence
Management Regulations for Public
Lands in Alaska, published in the
Federal Register on February 12, 2003.
Those regulations established seasons,
harvest limits, and methods relating to
the taking of fish and shellfish for

subsistence uses during the 2003
regulatory year.

DATES: The first action for the Chitina
Subdistrict of the Upper Copper River
District described in this notice was
effective July 15, 2003, through July 20,
2003. The second action for the Chitina
Subdistrict of the Upper Copper River
District described in this notice was
effective July 22, 2003, through July 27,
2003. The third action for the Chitina
Subdistrict of the Upper Copper River
District described in this document was
effective July 31, 2003, through August
3, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas H. Boyd, Office of Subsistence
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, telephone (907) 786—-3888. For
questions specific to National Forest
System lands, contact Steve Kessler,
Subsistence Program Manager, USDA—
Forest Service, Alaska Region,
telephone (907) 786-3592.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Title VIII of the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA) (16 U.S.C. 3111-3126)
requires that the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of Agriculture
(Secretaries) implement a joint program
to grant a preference for subsistence
uses of fish and wildlife resources on
public lands in Alaska, unless the State
of Alaska enacts and implements laws
of general applicability that are
consistent with ANILCA and that
provide for the subsistence definition,
preference, and participation specified
in Sections 803, 804, and 805 of
ANILCA. In December 1989, the Alaska
Supreme Court ruled that the rural
preference in the State subsistence
statute violated the Alaska Constitution
and, therefore, negated State compliance
with ANILCA.

The Department of the Interior and
the Department of Agriculture
(Departments) assumed, on July 1, 1990,
responsibility for implementation of
Title VIII of ANILCA on public lands.
The Departments administer Title VIII
through regulations at Title 50, Part 100
and Title 36, Part 242 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR). Consistent
with Subparts A, B, and C of these
regulations, as revised January 8, 1999
(64 FR 1276), the Departments
established a Federal Subsistence Board
to administer the Federal Subsistence
Management Program. The Board’s
composition includes a Chair appointed
by the Secretary of the Interior with
concurrence of the Secretary of
Agriculture; the Alaska Regional
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;
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the Alaska Regional Director, National
Park Service; the Alaska State Director,
Bureau of Land Management; the Alaska
Regional Director, Bureau of Indian
Affairs; and the Alaska Regional
Forester, USDA Forest Service. Through
the Board, these agencies participate in
the development of regulations for
Subparts A, B, and C, which establish
the program structure and determine
which Alaska residents are eligible to
take specific species for subsistence
uses, and the annual Subpart D
regulations, which establish seasons,
harvest limits, and methods and means
for subsistence take of species in
specific areas. Subpart D regulations for
the 2003 fishing seasons, harvest limits,
and methods and means were published
on February 12, 2003 (68 FR 7276).
Because this rule relates to public lands
managed by an agency or agencies in
both the Departments of Agriculture and
the Interior, identical closures and
adjustments would apply to 36 CFR part
242 and 50 CFR part 100.

The Alaska Department of Fish and
Game (ADF&G), under the direction of
the Alaska Board of Fisheries (BOF),
manages sport, commercial, personal
use, and State subsistence harvest on all
lands and waters throughout Alaska.
However, on Federal lands and waters,
the Federal Subsistence Board
implements a subsistence priority for
rural residents as provided by Title VIII
of ANILCA. In providing this priority,
the Board may, when necessary,
preempt State harvest regulations for
fish or wildlife on Federal lands and
waters.

These adjustments are necessary
because of the need to maintain the
viability of salmon stocks based on in-
season run assessments and to provide
opportunity for subsistence harvest in
the Copper River. These actions are
authorized and in accordance with 50
CFR 100.19(d—e) and 36 CFR 242.19(d—
e).

Copper River—Chitina Subdistrict

In December 2001, the Board adopted
regulatory proposals establishing a new
Federal subsistence fishery in the
Chitina Subdistrict of the Copper River.
This fishery is open to Federally
qualified users having customary and
traditional use of salmon in this
Subdistrict. The State conducts a
personal use fishery in this Subdistrict
that is open to all Alaska residents.

Management of the fishery is based on
the numbers of salmon returning to the
Copper River. A larger than predicted
salmon run will allow additional fishing
time. A smaller than predicted run will
require restrictions to achieve upriver
passage and spawning escapement

goals. A run that approximates the pre-
season forecast will allow fishing to
proceed similar to the pre-season
schedule with some adjustments made
to fishing time based on in-season data.
Adjustments to the preseason schedule
are expected as a normal function of an
abundance-based management strategy.
State and Federal managers, reviewing
and discussing all available in-season
information, will make these
adjustments.

While Federal and State regulations
currently differ for this Subdistrict, the
Board indicated that Federal in-season
management actions regarding fishing
periods were expected to mirror State
actions. The State established a
preseason schedule of allowable fishing
periods based on daily projected sonar
estimates. That preseason schedule is
intended to distribute the harvest
throughout the salmon run and provide
salmon for upriver subsistence fisheries
and the spawning escapement. The
Board initially closed the salmon season
until the first open period scheduled for
June 7, 2003, at 8 a.m. through Sunday,
June 8, 8 p.m.

In the first action of this notice, a new
open period for the taking of salmon
was established from 8 a.m. on July 15
to 11:59 p.m. on July 20, 2003. A
slightly larger than anticipated sockeye
run allowed the Board to open the
season to continuous harvest for an
additional 136 hours.

The second action of this notice was
an opening effective from 12:01 a.m.
July 22 to 11:59 p.m. July 27, 2003.
Based on the run strength to date, this
opening had been anticipated.

The third action of this notice was an
opening effective at 12:01 a.m. July 31
to 11:59 p.m. August 3, 2003. This was
predicated on a lower than expected
subsistence harvest with no need to
further restrict subsistence users.

The normal open period started on
August 4, 2003, and continues until
closure on September 30, 2003. State
personal use and Federal subsistence
fisheries in this Subdistrict close
simultaneously by regulation on
September 30, 2003. No deviation from
this date is anticipated.

The Board finds that additional public
notice and comment requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) for these adjustments are
impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest. Lack of
appropriate and immediate conservation
measures could seriously affect the
continued viability of fish populations,
adversely impact future subsistence
opportunities for rural Alaskans, and
would generally fail to serve the overall
public interest. Therefore, the Board

finds good cause pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(B) to waive additional public
notice and comment procedures prior to
implementation of these actions and
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3) to make
this rule effective as indicated in the
DATES section.

Conformance with Statutory and
Regulatory Authorities

National Environmental Policy Act
Compliance

A Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) was published on
February 28, 1992, and a Record of
Decision on Subsistence Management
for Federal Public Lands in Alaska
(ROD) was signed April 6, 1992. The
final rule for Subsistence Management
Regulations for Public Lands in Alaska,
Subparts A, B, and C (57 FR 22940—
22964, published May 29, 1992)
implemented the Federal Subsistence
Management Program and included a
framework for an annual cycle for
subsistence hunting and fishing
regulations. A final rule that redefined
the jurisdiction of the Federal
Subsistence Management Program to
include waters subject to the
subsistence priority was published on
January 8, 1999 (64 FR 1276).

Compliance With Section 810 of
ANILCA

The intent of all Federal subsistence
regulations is to accord subsistence uses
of fish and wildlife on public lands a
priority over the taking of fish and
wildlife on such lands for other
purposes, unless restriction is necessary
to conserve healthy fish and wildlife
populations. A Section 810 analysis was
completed as part of the FEIS process.
The final Section 810 analysis
determination appeared in the April 6,
1992, ROD which concluded that the
Federal Subsistence Management
Program, under Alternative IV with an
annual process for setting hunting and
fishing regulations, may have some local
impacts on subsistence uses, but the
program is not likely to significantly
restrict subsistence uses.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The adjustment and emergency
closures do not contain information
collection requirements subject to Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
approval under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

Other Requirements

The adjustments have been exempted
from OMB review under Executive
Order 12866.

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) requires
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preparation of flexibility analyses for
rules that will have a significant effect
on a substantial number of small
entities, which include small
businesses, organizations, or
governmental jurisdictions. The exact
number of businesses and the amount of
trade that will result from this Federal
land-related activity is unknown. The
aggregate effect is an insignificant
economic effect (both positive and
negative) on a small number of small
entities supporting subsistence
activities, such as boat, fishing gear, and
gasoline dealers. The number of small
entities affected is unknown; but, the
effects will be seasonally and
geographically-limited in nature and
will likely not be significant. The
Departments certify that the adjustments
will not have a significant economic
effect on a substantial number of small
entities within the meaning of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act. Under the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act (5 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), this
rule is not a major rule. It does not have
an effect on the economy of $100
million or more, will not cause a major
increase in costs or prices for
consumers, and does not have
significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or the ability
of U.S.-based enterprises to compete
with foreign-based enterprises.

Title VIII of ANILCA requires the
Secretaries to administer a subsistence
preference on public lands. The scope of
this program is limited by definition to
certain public lands. Likewise, the
adjustments have no potential takings of
private property implications as defined
by Executive Order 12630.

The Service has determined and
certifies pursuant to the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act, 2 U.S.C. 1502 et
seq., that the adjustments will not
impose a cost of $100 million or more
in any given year on local or State
governments or private entities. The
implementation is by Federal agencies,
and no cost is involved to any State or
local entities or Tribal governments.

The Service has determined that the
adjustments meet the applicable
standards provided in Sections 3(a) and
3(b)(2) of Executive Order 12988,
regarding civil justice reform.

In accordance with Executive Order
13132, the adjustments do not have
sufficient federalism implications to
warrant the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment. Title VIII of ANILCA
precludes the State from exercising
subsistence management authority over
fish and wildlife resources on Federal
lands. Cooperative salmon run

assessment efforts with ADF&G will
continue.

In accordance with the President’s
memorandum of April 29, 1994,
“Government-to-Government Relations
with Native American Tribal
Governments” (59 FR 22951), Executive
Order 13175, and 512 DM 2, we have
evaluated possible effects on Federally
recognized Indian tribes and have
determined that there are no effects. The
Bureau of Indian Affairs is a
participating agency in this rulemaking.

On May 18, 2001, the President issued
Executive Order 13211 on regulations
that significantly affect energy supply,
distribution, or use. This Executive
Order requires agencies to prepare
Statements of Energy Effects when
undertaking certain actions. As these
actions are not expected to significantly
affect energy supply, distribution, or
use, they are not significant energy
actions and no Statement of Energy
Effects is required.

Drafting Information

William Knauer drafted this
document under the guidance of
Thomas H. Boyd, of the Office of
Subsistence Management, Alaska
Regional Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Anchorage, Alaska. Dennis Tol,
Alaska State Office, Bureau of Land
Management; Rod Simmons, Alaska
Regional Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service; Bob Gerhard, Alaska Regional
Office, National Park Service; Dr. Glenn
Chen, Alaska Regional Office, Bureau of
Indian Affairs; and Steve Kessler,
USDA-Forest Service, provided
additional guidance.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 3, 472, 551, 668dd,
3101-3126; 18 U.S.C. 3551-3586; 43 U.S.C.
1733.

Dated: September 4, 2003.

Thomas H. Boyd,

Acting Chair, Federal Subsistence Board.
Steve Kessler,

Subsistence Program Leader, USDA-Forest
Service.

[FR Doc. 03-24059 Filed 9-18-03; 12:01 pm]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P, 4310-55-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 81
[AZ-094-FOAa; FRL-7561-5]

Determination of Attainment for the
Carbon Monoxide National Ambient Air
Quality Standard for the Phoenix
Metropolitan Area, Arizona

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is taking direct final
action to find that the Phoenix
metropolitan nonattainment area in
Arizona has attained the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for carbon monoxide (CO) by
its Clean Air Act deadline of December
31, 2000. The Phoenix area has had no
qualifying exceedances of the CO
standard since 1996, and has six years
of clean air quality data.

DATES: This rule is effective on
November 21, 2003 unless EPA receives
adverse comments by October 22, 2003.
If EPA receives adverse comments, we
will publish a timely withdrawal of the
rule in the Federal Register and inform
the public that the rule will not take
effect.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
mailed or emailed to Wienke Tax, Office
of Air Planning (AIR-2), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 9, 75 Hawthorne Street, San
Francisco, CA 94105—-3901,
tax.wienke@epa.gov. We prefer
electronic comments.

You can inspect copies of EPA’s
Federal Register document and TSD at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours (see address above). Due
to increased security, we suggest that
you call at least 24 hours prior to
visiting the Regional Office so that we
can make arrangements to have
someone meet you. The Federal
Register notice and TSD are also
available as electronic files on EPA’s
Region 9 Web Page at http://
www.epa.gov/region09/air.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wienke Tax, Office of Air Planning, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 9, 75 Hawthorne Street (AIR-2),
San Francisco, California 94105-3901.
Phone: (520) 622—1622, email:
tax.wienke@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Elsewhere
in this Federal Register, we are
proposing approval and soliciting
written comment on this action.
Throughout this document, the words
“we,” “us,” or “our’” mean U.S. EPA.
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