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The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have 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.

Therefore, in accordance with
Executive Order 12612, it is determined
that this proposal would not have
sufficient federalism implications to
warrant the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “‘significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

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

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

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Bombardier Inc. (Formerly de Havilland,
Inc.): Docket 98—NM—380-AD.

Applicability: DHC-8-100 and —300 series
airplanes, serial numbers 215 through 341
inclusive; certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (e) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent damage to bonded skin panels
to go undetected, which could result in
failure of the bonded skin panels, and
consequent loss of controllability of the
airplane; accomplish the following:

Revision to Aircraft Log Book and
Airworthiness Limitations List

(a) Within 30 days after the effective date
of this AD, perform the actions required by
paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2), and (a)(3) of this AD.

(1) Revise the Aircraft Log Book to correct
the airplane Production Modification List in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions in Part A of Section III of
Bombardier Service Bulletin S.B. 8-51-2,
Revision ‘A,” dated September 19, 1998.

(2) Perform an inspection to determine
which bonded skin panels on the airplane
require bonding integrity inspections (BII) in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions in Part B of Section III of
Bombardier Service Bulletin S.B. 8-51-2,
Revision ‘A,” dated September 19, 1998.

(3) Revise the Airworthiness Limitations
List of the Approved Maintenance Plan by
inserting the bonding integrity inspections
identified as de Havilland Maintenance Task
5500/01 and de Havilland Maintenance Task
5700/01 into the Airworthiness Limitations
List. Except as provided by paragraph (e) of
this AD: After the actions specified in
paragraph (a)(3) of this AD have been
accomplished, no alternative replacement
times or structural inspection intervals may
be approved for the bonded panels of the
empennage and wings specified in de
Havilland Maintenance Task 5500/01 and de
Havilland Maintenance Task 5700/01.

On-Condition Repetitive Inspections

(b) For airplanes on which the bonded skin
panels require BII’s, as determined in
paragraph (a)(2) of this AD: At the next
required maintenance visit, but no later than
12 months after the effective date of this AD,
perform an initial ultrasonic bond inspection
to detect disbonding of the skin panels, in
accordance with Part 5, sections 55—-00—-01
and/or 57—-30-01, of Bombardier Production
Support Manual (PSM) 1-8-7A, dated
December 15, 1998 (for Model DHC-8-100
series airplanes); or Part 5, sections 55-00—
01 and 57-30-01 of Bombardier PSM 1-83—
7A, dated April 30, 1999 (for Model DHC-8—
300 series airplanes); as applicable.
Thereafter, repeat the ultrasonic inspection at
the interval specified in the applicable PSM.

On-Condition Repair

(c) Except as provided by paragraph (d) of
this AD, if any disbonding is detected during
any inspection required by paragraph (b) of
this AD, prior to further flight, repair in
accordance with Part 5, sections 55—-00-01
and 57-30-01 of Bombardier PSM 1-8-7A,
dated December 15, 1998 (for Model DHC—8—
100 series airplanes); or Part 5, sections 55—
00-01 and 57-30-01 of Bombardier PSM 1-
83-7A, dated April 30, 1999 (for Model
DHC-8-300 series airplanes); as applicable.

(d) If any disbonding is detected during
any inspection required by paragraph (b) of
this AD; and the applicable service
information specifies to contact Bombardier
for appropriate action: Prior to further flight,
repair in accordance with a method approved
by the Manager, New York Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA, Engine and
Propeller Directorate. For a repair method to
be approved by the Manager, New York ACO,
as required by this paragraph, the Manager’s
approval letter must specifically reference
this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(e) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, New York
ACO. Operators shall submit their requests
through an appropriate FAA Principal
Maintenance Inspector, who may add
comments and then send it to the Manager,
New York ACO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of

compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the New York ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(f) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Canadian airworthiness directive.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on March
27, 2000.

Donald L. Riggin,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 00-8020 Filed 3—30-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99-NM-26—AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier

Model CL-600-1A11 (CL-600) and CL—
600-2A12 (CL—601) Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
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ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Bombardier Model CL-600—
1A11 (CL-600) and CL-600-2A12 (CL—
601) series airplanes. This proposal
would require modification of the main
landing gear (MLG) brake units and
inboard MLG wheels; and a revision to
the Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) to
include the increased cooling times for
the modified brakes. This proposal also
would allow, for certain cases, removal
of the inboard and/or outboard wheel
discs by installation of a placard to limit
airplane operation on the ground and a
revision to the AFM to include
information for operating the airplane
with the wheel discs removed. This
proposal is prompted by issuance of
mandatory continuing airworthiness
information by a foreign civil
airworthiness authority. The actions
specified by the proposed AD are
intended to prevent water freezing on
the brake while the airplane is in flight
due to water, slush, or snow from the
runway entering into the brake
assemblies during takeoff, and
consequently, a tire burst during
landing of the airplane.

DATES: Comments must be received by
May 1, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99-NM-—
26—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.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Bombardier, Inc., Canadair, Aerospace
Group, P.O. Box 6087, Station Centre-
ville, Montreal, Quebec H3C 3G9,
Canada. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at
the FAA, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, New York Aircraft
Certification Office, 10 Fifth Street,
Third Floor, Valley Stream, New York.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James E. Delisio, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe and Propulsion Branch, ANE-
171, FAA, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, New York Aircraft
Certification Office, 10 Fifth Street,
Third Floor, Valley Stream, New York

11581; telephone (516) 256-7521; fax
(516) 568—2716.

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 notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

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 notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 99-NM-26—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.
99-NM-26—AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

Discussion

Transport Canada GCivil Aviation
(TCCA), which is the airworthiness
authority for Canada, notified the FAA
that an unsafe condition may exist on
certain Bombardier Model CL-600-
1A11 (CL-600) and CL—600-2A12 (CL—
601) series airplanes. TCCA advises that
a tire burst occurred on a number of
airplanes during landing. Investigation
revealed that the existing design of the
main landing gear (MLG) allows water,
slush, or snow from the runway to enter

into the brake assemblies during takeoff.

This condition, if not corrected, could
result in the water freezing on the brake
while the airplane is in flight, and
consequently, a tire burst during
landing of the airplane.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

Bombardier has issued Canadair
Challenger Service Bulletins 600-0369,
Revision 4, dated June 27, 1984,
including Attachment 1, dated
December 6, 1983, and Attachment 2,
dated January 11, 1984 [for Model CL—
600—1A11 (CL-600) series airplanes];
and 601-0024, Revision 3, dated
November 27, 1984, including
Attachment 1, dated June 21, 1984,
Attachment 2, dated December 6, 1983,
and Attachment 3, dated January 11,
1984 [for Model CL-600-2A12 (CL-601)
series airplanes]. These service bulletins
describe procedures for modification of
the MLG brake units and inboard MLG
wheels; and a revision to the Normal
and Limitation Sections of the Airplane
Flight Manual (AFM) to include the
increased cooling times for the brakes.
The modification involves installation
of a wheel disc on each inboard MLG
wheel; replacement of screws securing
the wheel disc on each outboard MLG
wheel with longer screws; installation of
a water barrier shield and water
deflector to each MLG brake unit
assembly; removal of balance weights, if
fitted, from the main wheel assemblies;
and reidentification of brake unit and
main wheel assemblies. For certain
airplanes, a sealing cap is also installed
on each MLG trailing arm aperture.

Bombardier also has issued Canadair
Challenger Service Bulletins 600-0662,
dated November 30, 1995 [for Model
CL-600-1A11 (CL—-600) series
airplanes]; and 601-0467, dated
November 30, 1995 [for Model CL-600—
2A12 (CL-601) series airplanes]. These
service bulletins describe procedures for
removal of the inboard and/or outboard
wheel discs by installation of a placard
to limit airplane operation on the
ground and a revision to the Normal
Procedures Section of the AFM to
include information for operating the
airplane with the wheel discs removed.

Accomplishment of the actions
specified in the service bulletins is
intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition. TCCA
classified these service bulletins as
mandatory and issued Canadian
airworthiness directive CF—84—04R2,
dated July 24, 1998, in order to assure
the continued airworthiness of these
airplanes in Canada.

FAA’s Conclusions

These airplane models are
manufactured in Canada and are type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of § 21.29 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 21.29) and the applicable bilateral
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airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
TCCA has kept the FAA informed of the
situation described above. The FAA has
examined the findings of TCCA,
reviewed all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are
certificated for operation in the United
States.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the actions specified
in the service bulletins described
previously.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 131 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD.

It would take approximately 33 work
hours [for Model CL-600-1A11 (CL—-
600) series airplanes] or 26 work hours
[for Model CL-600-2A12 (CL-601)
series airplanes] per airplane to
accomplish the proposed modification,
at an average labor rate of $60 per work
hour. Required parts would cost
approximately $2,977 per airplane.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of this action proposed by this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
$649,367 or $4,957 per airplane [for
Model CL-600-1A11 (CL-600) series
airplanes], and $594,347 or $4,537 per
airplane [for Model CL-600-2A12 (CL-
601) series airplanes].

It would take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane to accomplish the
proposed AFM revision, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of the
AFM revision proposed by this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be $7,860,
or $60 per airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Should an operator elect to
accomplish the optional placard
installation and AFM revision, it would
take approximately 5 work hours per
airplane to accomplish these actions, at
an average labor rate of $60 per work
hour. Required parts would cost

approximately $75 per airplane. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of these
actions is estimated to be $375 per
airplane, per modification cycle.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

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

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

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Bombardier, Inc. (Formerly Canadair):
Docket 99-NM-26—-AD.

Applicability: Model CL-600-1A11 (CL—
600) series airplanes, serial numbers 1004
through 1066 inclusive and 1068 through
1085 inclusive; and Model CL-600-2A12
(CL-601) series airplanes, serial numbers

3001 through 3050 inclusive; certificated in
any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent water freezing on the brake
while the airplane is in flight due to water,
slush, or snow from the runway entering into
the brake assemblies during takeoff, and
consequently, a tire burst during landing of
the airplane, accomplish the following:

Modification and AFM Revision

(a) Except as required by paragraph (b) of
this AD, within 300 flight cycles after the
effective date of this AD, accomplish the
actions required by paragraphs (a)(1) and
(a)(2) of this AD in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Canadair
Challenger Service Bulletins 600-0369,
Revision 4, dated June 27, 1984, including
Attachment 1, dated December 6, 1983, and
Attachment 2, dated January 11, 1984 [for
Model CL-600-1A11 (CL-600) series
airplanes]; or 601-0024, Revision 3, dated
November 27, 1984, including Attachment 1,
dated June 21, 1984, Attachment 2, dated
December 6, 1983, and Attachment 3, dated
January 11, 1984 [for Model CL-600-2A12
(CL-601) series airplanes]; as applicable.

(1) Modify the main landing gear (MLG)
brake units and inboard MLG wheels.

Note 2: Part A of the Accomplishment
Instructions of Canadair Challenger Service
Bulletin 600-0369, Revision 4, dated June 27,
1984, including Attachment 1, dated
December 6, 1983, and Attachment 2, dated
January 11, 1984; has been accomplished on
airplane serial number 1072 in production.

(2) Revise the Normal Procedures Section
of the FAA-approved Airplane Flight Manual
(AFM) to include the brake cooling times for
the modification specified in paragraph (a)(1)
of this AD. This AFM revision may be
accomplished by inserting the applicable
AFM revision listed in the applicable service
bulletin listed in paragraph (a) of this AD.
Subsequent AFM revisions may be inserted
in the AFM provided that the brake cooling
information is identical to the applicable
AFM revision listed in the applicable service
bulletin listed in paragraph (a) of this AD.



Federal Register/Vol. 65, No. 63/Friday, March 31, 2000/Proposed Rules

17211

(b) Operation of the airplane from
contaminated runways (i.e., wet, snow
covered, or slush covered surfaces) is
prohibited until the actions required by
paragraph (a) of this AD are accomplished.

Optional Placard Installation and AFM
Revision

(c) For airplanes that do not operate from
a wet runway where the ambient temperature
is below 10 degrees Celsius: It is permissible
to remove the inboard and/or outboard wheel
discs upon accomplishment of the actions
specified in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of
this AD, in accordance with Canadair
Challenger Service Bulletins 600-0662, dated
November 30, 1995 [for Model CL-600-1A11
(CL-600) series airplanes]; or 601-0467,
dated November 30, 1995 [for Model CL-
600-2A12 (CL-601) series airplanes]; as
applicable. The placard and AFM revision
required by paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of
this AD may be removed upon reinstallation
of the inboard and outboard wheel discs.

(1) Install a placard on the instrument
panel that states the following: “WHEEL
DISCS ARE REMOVED—REFER TO AFM
FOR LIMITATIONS”

(2) Revise the Limitations Section of the
AFM to include information for operating the
airplane with the wheel discs removed. This
AFM revision may be accomplished by
inserting the applicable AFM revision
specified in the applicable service bulletin
listed in paragraph (a) of this AD. Subsequent
AFM revisions may be inserted in the AFM
provided that the information for operating
the airplane with the wheel discs removed is
identical to the applicable AFM revision
specified in the applicable service bulletin
listed in paragraph (a) of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, New York
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA,
Engine and Propeller Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, New York ACO.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of

compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the New York ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 4: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Canadian airworthiness directive CF—84—
CF-84-04R2, dated ]uly 24, 1998.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on March
24, 2000.

Donald L. Riggin,

Acting Manager Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 00-8019 Filed 3—30-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 48
[PS-6-95; REG-209753-95]
RIN 1545-AT18

Diesel Fuel Excise Tax; Dye Injection
Systems

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Partial withdrawal of notice of
proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This document withdraws the
notice of proposed rulemaking as it
relates to diesel fuel dye injection
systems which was published on March
14, 1996. It affects certain enterers,
refiners, terminal operators, and
throughputters.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank Boland, (202) 622—-3130 (not a
toll-free number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On March 14, 1996, the IRS issued
proposed regulations (PS—6-95; REG—
209753-95) relating to diesel fuel dye
injection systems and the measurement
of taxable fuel (61 FR 10490). The
Treasury Department does not have any
plans at the present time to issue final
regulations relating to dye injection
systems.

List of Subjects in 26 CFR Part 48

Excise taxes, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Withdrawal of Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking

Accordingly, under the authority of
26 U.S.C. 7805, the notice of proposed
rulemaking as it relates to dye injection
systems that was published in the
Federal Register on March 14, 1996 (61
FR 10490) is withdrawn.

Robert E. Wenzel,

Deputy Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
[FR Doc. 00-7352 Filed 3—30-00; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4830-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 934

[SPATS No. ND-040-FOR; ND State
Program Amendment XXIX]

North Dakota Regulatory Program

AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule; public comment
period and opportunity for public
hearing on proposed amendment.

SUMMARY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM) is
announcing receipt of a proposed
amendment to the North Dakota
regulatory program (hereinafter, the
“State program”’) under the Surface
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of
1977 (SMCRA). North Dakota proposes
revisions to its revegetation policy
document, ““Standards for Evaluation of
Revegetation Success and
Recommended Procedures for Pre- and
Postmining Vegetation Assessments,” as
discussed in SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION, II. Proposed Amendment.
It intends to revise its program to
improve operational efficiency.

DATES: We will accept written
comments on this amendment until 4:00
p.m., m.s.t. May 1, 2000. If requested,
we will hold a public hearing on the
amendment on April 25, 2000. We will
accept requests to speak until 4:00 p.m.,
m.s.t. on April 17, 2000.

ADDRESSES: You should mail or hand
deliver written comments and requests
to speak at the hearing to Guy Padgett
at the address listed below.

You may review copies of the North
Dakota program, this amendment, a
listing of any scheduled public hearings,
and all written comments received in
response to this document at the
addresses listed below during normal
business hours, Monday through Friday,
excluding holidays. You may receive
one free copy of the amendment by
contacting OSM’s Casper Field Office.

Guy Padgett, Director, Casper Field
Office, Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, 100
East “B” Street, Casper, Wyoming
82601-1918
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