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20.1801 and 20.1802) of portable gauges 
while providing sufficient flexibility for 
licensees to implement the requirements 
without an unreasonable burden. 

The Commission requests public 
comment on the draft regulatory 
analysis specifically on the costs to 
licensees. Comments on the draft 
analysis may be submitted to the NRC 
as indicated under the ADDRESSES 
heading. The draft regulatory analysis is 
available for inspection in the NRC 
Public Document Room, Public File 
Area O1F21, One White Flint North, 
11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, 
Maryland. Single copies of the draft 
regulatory analysis are available from 
Lydia Chang, Office of Nuclear Material 
Safety and Safeguards, telephone (301) 
415–6319, e-mail lwc1@nrc.gov. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification 
As required by the Regulatory 

Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 605(b), 
the Commission certifies that this rule, 
if adopted, will not have a significant 
economic impact upon a substantial 
number of small entities. The proposed 
rule would affect about 1100 portable 
gauge specific licensees and an 
additional 4000 Agreement State 
specific licensees. These licenses are 
issued principally to companies 
involved in road constructions and 
maintenance. Many portable gauge 
licensees would qualify as small 
business entities as defined by 10 CFR 
2.810. However, the proposed rule is not 
expected to have a significant economic 
impact on these licensees. Based on the 
draft regulatory analysis conducted for 
this action, the costs of the proposed 
amendments for affected licensees are 
estimated at $200 per gauge. The NRC 
believes that the selected alternative 
reflected in the proposed amendment is 
the least burdensome, most flexible 
alternative that would accomplish the 
NRC’s regulatory objective. The draft 
regulatory analysis also notes that the 
proposed requirements would result in 
potential cost savings for portable gauge 
licensees, particularly for the 
replacement of stolen gauges. These 
savings would offset the 
implementation costs for portable gauge 
licensees. The NRC staff also notes that 
several Agreement States have imposed 
similar or more stringent requirements 
on their portable gauge licensees either 
by rule, order, or license condition. 

Because of the widely differing 
conditions under which portable gauge 
users operate, the NRC is specifically 
requesting public comment from 
licensees concerning the impact of the 
proposed regulation. The NRC 
particularly desires comment from such 
licensees, who qualify as small 

businesses, as to how the proposed 
regulation will affect them and how the 
regulation may be tiered or otherwise 
modified to impose less stringent 
requirements on small entities while 
still adequately protecting the public 
health and safety. Comments on how 
the regulation could be modified to take 
into account the differing needs of small 
entities should specifically discuss— 

(a) The size of the business and how 
the proposed regulation would result in 
a significant economic burden upon it 
as compared to a larger organization in 
the same business community; 

(b) How the proposed regulation 
could be further modified to take into 
account the business’s differing needs or 
capabilities; 

(c) The benefits that would accrue, or 
the detriments that would be avoided, if 
the proposed regulation was modified as 
suggested by the commenter; 

(d) How the proposed regulation, as 
modified, would more closely equalize 
the impact of NRC regulations as 
opposed to providing special advantages 
to any individuals or groups; and 

(e) How the proposed regulation, as 
modified, would still adequately protect 
the public health and safety. 

Comments should be submitted as 
indicated under the ADDRESSES heading. 

Backfit Analysis 

The NRC has determined that the 
backfit rules (§§ 50.109, 70.76, 72.62, or 
76.76) do not apply to this proposed 
rule because this amendment would not 
involve any provisions that would 
impose backfits as defined in 10 CFR 
Chapter 1. Therefore, a backfit analysis 
is not required.

List of Subjects in 10 CFR part 30 

Byproduct material, Criminal 
penalties, Government contracts, 
Intergovernmental relations, Isotopes, 
Nuclear materials, Radiation protection, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements.

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble and under the authority of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended; 
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, 
as amended; and 5 U.S.C. 553; the NRC 
is proposing to adopt the following 
amendments to 10 CFR part 30.

PART 30—RULES OF GENERAL 
APPLICABILITY TO DOMESTIC 
LICENSING OF BYPRODUCT 
MATERIAL 

1. The authority citation for part 30 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 81, 82, 161, 182, 183, 186, 
68 Stat. 935, 948, 953, 954, 955, as amended, 
sec. 234, 83 Stat. 444, as amended (42 U.S.C. 

2111, 2112, 2201, 2232, 2233, 2236, 2282); 
secs. 201, as amended, 202, 206, 88 Stat. 
1242, as amended, 1244, 1246 (42 U.S.C. 
5841, 5842, 5846).

Section 30.7 also issued under Pub. L. 95–
601, sec. 10, 92 Stat. 2951 as amended by 
Pub. L. 102–486, sec. 2902, 106 Stat. 3123 (42 
U.S.C. 5851). Section 30.34(b) also issued 
under sec. 184, 68 Stat. 954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2234). Section 30.61 also issued under 
sec. 187, 68 Stat. 955 (42 U.S.C. 2237).

2. In § 30.34, paragraph (i) is added to 
read as follows:

§ 30.34 Terms and conditions of licenses.

* * * * *
(i) Security requirements for portable 

gauges. Each portable gauge licensee 
shall use a minimum of two 
independent physical controls that form 
tangible barriers to secure portable 
gauges from unauthorized removal, 
whenever portable gauges are not under 
the control and constant surveillance of 
the licensee.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 28th day 
of July, 2003.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Annette Vietti-Cook, 
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 03–19588 Filed 7–31–03; 8:45 am] 
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Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 
Aircraft Company Models 402C and 
414A Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM); extension of the comment 
period. 

SUMMARY: This document provides 
additional time for the public to 
comment on a proposal to supersede 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 2000–23–
01, which applies to all Cessna Aircraft 
Company (Cessna) Model 402C 
airplanes. AD 2000–23–01 currently 
requires repetitive inspections of the 
forward, aft, and auxiliary wing spars 
for cracks, and repair or replacement as 
necessary. Cessna has performed fatigue 
and crack growth analyses of the wings 
of these airplanes, and the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) has 
evaluated this information and 
determined that a wing spar
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modification and inspections are 
necessary on the Model 414A airplanes 
as well as the Model 402C airplanes. 
This proposed AD would require you to 
inspect the wing spar caps for fatigue 
cracks with any necessary repair or 
replacement and to incorporate a spar 
strap modification on each wing spar. 
Comments received on the original 
NPRM (68 FR 26244, May 15, 2003) 
specify additional time to respond to the 
proposed action. The actions specified 
by this proposed AD are intended to 
prevent wing spar cap failure due to 
undetected fatigue cracks. Such failure 
could result in loss of a wing with 
consequent loss of airplane control.

DATES: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) must receive any 
comments on this proposed rule on or 
before September 8, 2003. This is 
extended from August 8, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments to FAA, 
Central Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2002–CE–57–AD, 901 Locust, Room 
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. You 
may view any comments at this location 
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
You may also send comments 
electronically to the following address: 
9-ACE–7-Docket@faa.gov. Comments 
sent electronically must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2002–CE–57–AD’’ in the 
subject line. If you send comments 
electronically as attached electronic 
files, the files must be formatted in 
Microsoft Word 97 for Windows or 
ASCII text. 

You may get service information that 
applies to this proposed AD from the 
Cessna Aircraft Company, Product 
Support, P.O. Box 7706, Wichita, 
Kansas 67277; telephone: (316) 517–
5800; facsimile: (316) 942–9006. You 
may also view this information at the 
Rules Docket at the address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul 
Nguyen, Aerospace Engineer, FAA, 
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office, 
1801 Airport Road, Mid-Continent 
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209; 
telephone: (316) 946–4125; facsimile: 
(316) 946–4107.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 28, 
2003. 

James E. Jackson, 
Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–19585 Filed 7–31–03; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

[Docket No. 2002–CE–05–AD] 

RIN 2120–AA64 

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 
Aircraft Company Models 401, 401A, 
401B, 402, 402A, 402B, 411, and 411A 
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM); extension of the comment 
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SUMMARY: This document provides 
additional time for the public to 
comment on a proposal to supersede 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 79–10–15 
R2, which applies to all Cessna Aircraft 
Company (Cessna) Models 401, 401A, 
401B, 402, 402A, 402B, 411, and 411A 
airplanes. AD 79–10–15 R2 currently 
requires repetitive inspections of the 
right and left wing spar lower cap areas 
for fatigue cracks and requires wing spar 
cap repair or replacement as necessary. 
Cessna has performed fatigue and crack 
growth analyses of the wings of these 
airplanes, and the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) has evaluated 
this information and determined that a 
wing spar modification is necessary as 
well as periodic inspections. This 
proposed AD would require you to 
repetitively inspect the wing spar caps 
for fatigue cracks with any necessary 
repair or replacement on all airplanes 
and incorporate a spar strap 
modification on each wing spar on 
certain airplanes. Comments received 
on the original NPRM (68 FR 26239, 
May 15, 2003) specify additional time to 
respond to the proposed action. The 
actions specified by this proposed AD 
are intended to prevent wing spar cap 
failure due to undetected fatigue cracks. 
Such failure could result in loss of a 
wing with consequent loss of airplane 
control.
DATES: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) must receive any 
comments on this proposed rule on or 
before September 8, 2003. This is 
extended from August 8, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to FAA, 
Central Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2002–CE–05–AD, 901 Locust, Room 
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. You 
may view any comments at this location 
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
You may also send comments 

electronically to the following address: 
9-ACE–7-Docket@faa.gov. Comments 
sent electronically must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2002–CE–05–AD’’ in the 
subject line. If you send comments 
electronically as attached electronic 
files, the files must be formatted in 
Microsoft Word 97 for Windows or 
ASCII text. 

You may get service information that 
applies to this proposed AD from the 
Cessna Aircraft Company, Product 
Support, P.O. Box 7706, Wichita, 
Kansas 67277; telephone: (316) 517–
5800; facsimile: (316) 942–9006. You 
may also view this information at the 
Rules Docket at the address above.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul 
Nguyen, Aerospace Engineer, FAA, 
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office, 
1801 Airport Road, Mid-Continent 
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209; 
telephone: (316) 946–4125; facsimile: 
(316) 946–4107.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 28, 
2003. 
James E. Jackson, 
Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–19584 Filed 7–31–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Office of Insular Affairs 

15 CFR Part 303

[Docket No. 030707164–3164–01] 

RIN 0625–AA63 

Changes in the Insular Possessions 
Watch, Watch Movement and Jewelry 
Program

AGENCIES: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce; Office of 
Insular Affairs, Department of the 
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
and request for comments. 

SUMMARY: The Departments of 
Commerce and the Interior (the 
Departments) propose amending their 
regulations governing watch duty-
exemption allocations and the watch 
and jewelry duty-refund benefits for 
producers in the United States insular 
possessions (the U.S. Virgin Islands, 
Guam, American Samoa and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
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