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States. Pursuant to our bilateral 
agreement with Canada, they have 
notified us of the unsafe condition 
described in the MCAI and service 
information referenced above. We are 
proposing this AD because we evaluated 
all information provided by Canada and 
determined the unsafe condition exists 
and is likely to exist or develop on other 
products of the same type design. 

Costs of Compliance 
Based on the service information, we 

estimate that this proposed AD would 
affect about 114 products of U.S. 
registry. We also estimate that it would 
take about 0 work-hours per product to 
comply with this proposed AD. The 
average labor rate is $85 per work-hour. 
Required parts would cost about 
$54,288 per product. Based on these 
figures, we estimate the cost of the 
proposed AD on U.S. operators to be 
$6,188,832. Our cost estimate is 
exclusive of possible warranty coverage. 

Authority for This Rulemaking 
Title 49 of the United States Code 

specifies the FAA’s authority to issue 
rules on aviation safety. 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. 

We are issuing this rulemaking under 
the authority described in ‘‘Subtitle VII, 
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701: 
General requirements.’’ Under that 
section, Congress charges the FAA with 
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in 
air commerce by prescribing regulations 
for practices, methods, and procedures 
the Administrator finds necessary for 
safety in air commerce. This regulation 
is within the scope of that authority 
because it addresses an unsafe condition 
that is likely to exist or develop on 
products identified in this rulemaking 
action. 

Regulatory Findings 
We determined that this proposed AD 

would not have federalism implications 
under Executive Order 13132. This 
proposed AD 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. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify 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. 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. 

We prepared a regulatory evaluation 
of the estimated costs to comply with 
this proposed AD and placed it in the 
AD docket. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Incorporation by reference, 
Safety. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, under the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the FAA proposes to amend 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. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding 
the following new AD: 
Pratt & Whitney Canada Corp. (Formerly 

Pratt & Whitney Canada, Inc.): Docket 
No. FAA–2010–0829; Directorate 
Identifier 2010–NE–23–AD. 

Comments Due Date 

(a) We must receive comments by October 
4, 2010. 

Affected Airworthiness Directives (ADs) 

(b) None. 

Applicability 

(c) This AD applies to Pratt & Whitney 
Canada Corp. (P&WC) PW305A and PW305B 
turboprop engines with certain impellers, 
part numbers (P/Ns) 30B2185, 30B2486, 
30B2858–01, or 30B4565–01 installed. These 
engines are installed on, but not limited to, 
Hawker-Beech Corporation BAe.125 series 
1000A, 1000B, and Hawker 1000 airplanes 
and Learjet Inc. Learjet 60 airplanes. 

Reason 

(d) This AD results from: 
As a result of a change in the low-cycle 

fatigue lifing methodology for the IMI 834 
material, the recommended service life of 
certain PW305A and PW305B Impellers has 
been reduced, as published in the 
Airworthiness Limitations (AWL) section of 
Engine Maintenance Manual (EMM). 

The in-service life of impellers P/N 
30B2185, 30B2486 and 30B2858–01 has been 
reduced from 12,000 to 7,000 cycles; and of 
P/N 30B4565–01 from 8,500 to 7,000 cycles. 

We are issuing this AD to prevent failure 
of the impeller, which could result in an 
uncontained event and possible damage to 
the airplane. 

Actions and Compliance 
(e) Unless already done, do the following 

actions. 
(f) Within 30 days from the effective date 

of this AD, update AWL section of your 
PW305 EMM P/N 30B1402, to incorporate 
Temporary Revision (TR) AL–8, dated 
January 20, 2010, for compliance with the 
revised in-service limits for the affected 
Impellers, installed on PW305A and PW305B 
engine. 

FAA AD Differences 
(g) None. 

Other FAA AD Provisions 
(h) The following provisions also apply to 

this AD: 
(i) Alternative Methods of Compliance 

(AMOCs): The Manager, Engine Certification 
Office, FAA, has the authority to approve 
AMOCs for this AD, if requested using the 
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19. 

Related Information 
(j) Refer to MCAI Transport Canada 

Airworthiness Directive CF–2010–09, dated 
March 17, 2010, and P&WC Temporary 
Revision No. AL–8, dated January 20, 2010, 
to P&WC EMM P/N 30B1402 for related 
information. Contact Pratt & Whitney Canada 
Corp., 1000 Marie-Victorin, Longueuil, 
Quebec, Canada, J4G 1A1; telephone (800) 
268–8000; fax (450) 647–2888; or go to: 
http://www.pwc.ca, for a copy of this service 
information. 

(k) Contact James Lawrence, Aerospace 
Engineer, Engine Certification Office, FAA, 
Engine & Propeller Directorate, 12 New 
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA 
01803; e-mail: james.lawrence@faa.gov; 
phone: (781) 238–7176; fax: (781) 238–7199, 
for more information about this AD. 

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on 
August 13, 2010. 
Francis A. Favara, 
Manager, Engine and Propeller Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doc. 2010–20561 Filed 8–18–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[EPA–R05–OAR–2006–0716; FRL–9191–3] 

Disapproval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Indiana; 
Addition of Incentive for Regulatory 
Flexibility for Its Environmental 
Stewardship Program 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: On July 6, 2007, the Indiana 
Department of Environmental 
Management (IDEM) submitted a 
request to EPA to amend its State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) to add 
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incentives for regulatory flexibility for 
participants in its Environmental 
Stewardship Program (ESP) and 
Comprehensive Local Environmental 
Action Network (CLEAN) Community 
Challenge Program. Indiana requested 
that EPA approve the following for ESP 
and CLEAN members: The 
incorporation by reference of certain 
incentives under the National 
Environmental Performance Track 
(NEPT) Program, monthly averaging of 
volatile organic compound (VOC) 
coating limits, and the processing of 
pollution prevention projects as minor 
permit revisions. For the reasons 
discussed below, EPA is proposing to 
disapprove these three incentives. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before September 20, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments, 
identified by Docket ID No. EPA–R05– 
OAR–2006–0716, by one of the 
following methods: 

1. http://www.regulations.gov: Follow 
the on-line instructions for submitting 
comments. 

2. E-mail: rosenthal.steven@epa.gov. 
3. Fax: (312) 692–2553. 
4. Mail: Steven Rosenthal, Attainment 

Planning and Maintenance Section, Air 
Programs Branch (AR–18J), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 77 
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. 

5. Hand Delivery: Steven Rosenthal, 
Attainment Planning and Maintenance 
Section, Air Programs Branch (AR–18J), 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. Such deliveries are only 
accepted during the Regional Office 
normal hours of operation, and special 
arrangements should be made for 
deliveries of boxed information. The 
Regional Office official hours of 
business are Monday through Friday, 
8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. excluding Federal 
holidays. 

Instructions: Direct your comments to 
Docket ID No. EPA–R05–OAR–2006– 
0716. EPA’s policy is that all comments 
received will be included in the public 
docket without change and may be 
made available online at http:// 
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal information provided, unless 
the comment includes information 
claimed to be Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) or other information 
whose disclosure is restricted by statute. 
Do not submit information that you 
consider to be CBI or otherwise 
protected through http:// 
www.regulations.gov or e-mail. The 
http://www.regulations.gov Web site is 
an ‘‘anonymous access’’ system, which 
means EPA will not know your identity 

or contact information unless you 
provide it in the body of your comment. 
If you send an e-mail comment directly 
to EPA without going through http:// 
www.regulations.gov your e-mail 
address will be automatically captured 
and included as part of the comment 
that is placed in the public docket and 
made available on the Internet. If you 
submit an electronic comment, EPA 
recommends that you include your 
name and other contact information in 
the body of your comment and with any 
disk or CD–ROM you submit. If EPA 
cannot read your comment due to 
technical difficulties and cannot contact 
you for clarification, EPA may not be 
able to consider your comment. 
Electronic files should avoid the use of 
special characters, any form of 
encryption, and be free of any defects or 
viruses. For additional instructions on 
submitting comments, go to Section I of 
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
of this document. 

Docket: All documents in the docket 
are listed in the http:// 
www.regulations.gov index. Although 
listed in the index, some information is 
not publicly available, e.g., CBI or other 
information whose disclosure is 
restricted by statute. Certain other 
material, such as copyrighted material, 
will be publicly available only in hard 
copy. Publicly available docket 
materials are available either 
electronically in http:// 
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at 
the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 5, Air and Radiation Division, 
77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. This Facility is open 
from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, excluding Federal 
holidays. We recommend that you 
telephone Steven Rosenthal at (312) 
886–6052 before visiting the Region 5 
office. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Steven Rosenthal, Environmental 
Engineer, Attainment Planning and 
Maintenance Section, Air Programs 
Branch (AR–18J), Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 
60604, (312) 886–6052, 
rosenthal.steven@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Throughout this document whenever 
‘‘we,’’ ‘‘us,’’ or ‘‘our’’ is used, we mean 
EPA. This supplementary information 
section is arranged as follows: 
I. What should I consider as I prepare my 

comments for EPA? 
II. What is the purpose and background for 

this action? 
III. What is EPA’s analysis of Indiana’s rule 

amendment? 

IV. What action is EPA taking? 
V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews 

I. What should I consider as I prepare 
my comments for EPA? 

When submitting comments, 
remember to: 

1. Identify the rulemaking by docket 
number and other identifying 
information (subject heading, Federal 
Register date and page number). 

2. Follow directions—EPA may ask 
you to respond to specific questions or 
organize comments by referencing a 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) part 
or section number. 

3. Explain why you agree or disagree; 
suggest alternatives and substitute 
language for your requested changes. 

4. Describe any assumptions and 
provide any technical information and/ 
or data that you used. 

5. If you estimate potential costs or 
burdens, explain how you arrived at 
your estimate in sufficient detail to 
allow for it to be reproduced. 

6. Provide specific examples to 
illustrate your concerns, and suggest 
alternatives. 

7. Explain your views as clearly as 
possible, avoiding the use of profanity 
or personal threats. 

8. Make sure to submit your 
comments by the comment period 
deadline identified. 

II. What is the purpose and background 
for this action? 

The ESP is Indiana’s voluntary 
program designed to recognize and 
reward Indiana regulated entities that 
have met a standard of environmental 
compliance, implemented and 
maintained an environmental 
management system, and committed to 
continuous environmental 
improvement. In return for meeting the 
above criteria, these establishments 
receive program incentives including 
regulatory flexibility, public 
recognition, and networking 
opportunities. The CLEAN Community 
Challenge Program is a similar program 
for local Indiana governments. 

Indiana is requesting that EPA 
approve the following incentives for its 
ESP and CLEAN Community Challenge 
Programs into its SIP: Incorporation by 
reference of certain provisions under the 
NEPT Program, monthly averaging of 
volatile organic compound (VOC) 
coating limits, and allowing pollution 
prevention projects that do not result in 
a net increase in potential emissions of 
more than certain SIP significance levels 
to be processed as minor permit 
revisions. 
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III. What is EPA’s analysis of Indiana’s 
rule amendment? 

NEPT Incentives 
Indiana rule 326 IAC 25–2–1 

incorporates by reference the 
Performance Track provisions at 40 CFR 
63.2, 40 CFR 63.10, and 40 CFR 63.16. 
The incentives in these Federal rules are 
only available to members of the NEPT 
Program. EPA is proposing to 
disapprove this provision because in a 
May 14, 2009, Federal Register notice 
(74 FR 22741), it announced its decision 
to terminate the Performance Track 
Program, effective as of the date of the 
May 14, 2009, notice. 

Monthly Averaging 
Indiana rule 326 IAC 25–2–3 

establishes monthly compliance 
methods for determining VOC emissions 
in 326 IAC 8–1–2(a)(7). Under such a 
methodology, coatings or inks may 
exceed their applicable VOC emission 
limits if emissions increases are 
sufficiently offset by decreases in other 
coatings or inks such that total 
emissions are below the applicable 
limits. This approach constitutes a 
relaxation of existing emissions limits 
and is inconsistent with section 110(a) 
of the Clean Air Act. Consequently, EPA 
has established very narrow and specific 
circumstances under which a longer 
averaging period than daily would be 
acceptable. See January 20, 1984, 
memorandum from John R. O’Connor 
titled ‘‘Averaging Times for Compliance 
with VOC Emission Limits-SIP Revision 
Policy’’ and a January 20, 1987, 
memorandum from G.T. Helms titled 
‘‘Determination of Economic 
Feasibility.’’ Under these policies, daily 
averaging must be used unless 
recordkeeping is an insurmountable 
problem, in which case the shortest 
feasible averaging time should be used, 
not to exceed monthly averaging. The 
determination of the shortest feasible 
averaging time is made by EPA and 
cannot be delegated to a State. Indiana 
has not made such a showing, and EPA 
is, therefore, proposing to disapprove 
this provision. 

Pollution Prevention Projects 
As part of the ESP, the State has also 

submitted for approval 326 IAC 25–2–4, 
as it applies to pollution prevention 
projects, as defined in 326 IAC 2–1.1– 
1(14). This provision would allow 
pollution prevention projects for 
sources that are not subject to title V of 
the Clean Air Act and that do not result 
in a net increase in potential emissions 
above the Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD)/Nonattainment New 
Source Review (NNSR) significance 

levels identified in 326 IAC 2–2–1(xx) to 
be processed by Indiana as minor permit 
revisions under the State minor 
operating permit provisions in 326 IAC 
2–6.1–6(h) and the Federally 
enforceable operation permit provisions 
in 326 IAC 2–8–11.1(e). These pollution 
control projects would not be subject to 
public notice. 

The existing Indiana SIP-approved 
minor construction permit rules require 
public notice for modifications with 
emission increases of greater than 25 
tons per year (tpy). The proposed public 
notice exemption, however, would be 
available for projects with net emission 
increases of up to the PSD/NNSR 
threshold, e.g., 40 tpy of volatile organic 
compounds, 40 tpy of sulfur dioxide, 
and 100 tpy of carbon monoxide. This 
would represent a relaxation over the 
existing SIP-approved minor source 
public notice requirements for Indiana, 
and be inconsistent with 40 CFR 51.161, 
which requires public notice for such 
modifications. Indiana has not provided 
EPA with a justification for relaxing 
existing SIP requirements, nor shown 
that such revisions would only have a 
de minimis impact. See, e.g., 64 FR 
61046–47 (November 9, 1999). 
Therefore, EPA is proposing to 
disapprove this provision. 

IV. What action is EPA taking? 

EPA is proposing to disapprove 
IDEM’s request for an amendment to the 
Indiana SIP for incentives for regulatory 
flexibility for its ESP and CLEAN 
Community Challenge Program. EPA is 
proposing to disapprove the 
incorporation by reference of Federal 
incentives for NEPT members because 
EPA has discontinued its NEPT 
program. EPA is proposing to 
disapprove monthly averaging of VOC 
coating limits because this would 
constitute a relaxation that could 
exacerbate high ozone levels and 
contribute to violations of the ozone 
standard. EPA is proposing to 
disapprove the third incentive, which 
affects public notice requirements for 
pollution prevention projects, because it 
relaxes the existing SIP-approved public 
notice requirements and is inconsistent 
with EPA minor new source rule 
requirements. 

V. Statutory and Executive Order 
Reviews 

Executive Order 12866: Regulatory 
Planning and Review 

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 
51735, October 4, 1993), this action is 
not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ and, 
therefore, is not subject to review by the 
Office of Management and Budget. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

This rule does not impose an 
information collection burden under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

This action merely disapproves State 
law as not meeting Federal requirements 
and imposes no additional requirements 
beyond those imposed by State law. 
Accordingly, the Administrator certifies 
that this rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 
et seq.). 

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 

Because this rule disapproves pre- 
existing requirements under State law 
and does not impose any additional 
enforceable duty beyond that required 
by State law, it does not contain any 
unfunded mandate or significantly or 
uniquely affect small governments, as 
described in the Unfunded Mandates 
Reform Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104–4). 

Executive Order 13132: Federalism 

This action also does not have 
Federalism implications because it does 
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, as specified in 
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, 
August 10, 1999). This action merely 
disapproves a State rule, and does not 
alter the relationship or the distribution 
of power and responsibilities 
established in the Clean Air Act (CAA). 

Executive Order 13175: Consultation 
and Coordination With Indian Tribal 
Governments 

This rule also does not have Tribal 
implications because it will 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, 
as specified by Executive Order 13175 
(59 FR 22951, November 9, 2000). 

Executive Order 13045: Protection of 
Children From Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks 

This rule also is not subject to 
Executive Order 13045 ‘‘Protection of 
Children from Environmental Health 
Risks and Safety Risks’’ (62 FR 19885, 
April 23, 1997), because it disapproves 
a State rule. 
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Executive Order 13211: Actions That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use 

Because it is not a ‘‘significant 
regulatory action’’ under Executive 
Order 12866 or a ‘‘significant energy 
action,’’ this action is also not subject to 
Executive Order 13211, ‘‘Actions 
Concerning Regulations That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use’’ (66 FR 28355, May 
22, 2001). 

National Technology Transfer 
Advancement Act 

In reviewing State submissions, EPA’s 
role is to approve State choices, 
provided that they meet the criteria of 
the CAA. In this context, in the absence 
of a prior existing requirement for the 
State to use voluntary consensus 
standards (VCS), EPA has no authority 
to disapprove a State submission for 
failure to use VCS. It would thus be 
inconsistent with applicable law for 
EPA, when it reviews a State 
submission, to use VCS in place of a 
State submission that otherwise satisfies 
the provisions of the CAA. Thus, the 
requirements of section 12(d) of the 
National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 
272 note) do not apply. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Environmental protection, Air 
pollution control, Incorporation by 
reference, Intergovernmental relations, 
Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements, Volatile 
organic compounds. 

Dated: August 6, 2010. 
Susan Hedman, 
Regional Administrator, Region 5. 
[FR Doc. 2010–20583 Filed 8–18–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Coast Guard 

46 CFR Part 401 

[Docket No. USCG–2010–0517] 

RIN 1625–AB48 

Great Lakes Pilotage Rates—2011 
Annual Review and Adjustment 

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to 
increase the rates for pilotage on the 
Great Lakes to generate sufficient 
revenue to cover allowable expenses, 

target pilot compensation, and return on 
investment. The proposed update 
reflects a projected August 1, 2011, 
increase in benchmark contractual 
wages and benefits and an adjustment 
for deflation. This rulemaking promotes 
the Coast Guard’s strategic goal of 
maritime safety. 
DATES: Comments and related material 
must reach the Docket Management 
Facility on or before September 20, 
2010. 

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
identified by Coast Guard docket 
number USCG–2010–0517 to the Docket 
Management Facility at the U.S. 
Department of Transportation. To avoid 
duplication, please use only one of the 
following methods: 

(1) Federal eRulemaking Portal: 
http://www.regulations.gov. 

(2) Fax: 202–493–2251. 
(3) Mail: Docket Management Facility 

(M–30), U.S. Department of 
Transportation, West Building Ground 
Floor, Room W12–140, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590– 
0001. 

(4) Hand delivery: Same as mail 
address above, between 9 a.m. and 5 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. The telephone number 
is 202–366–9329. 

To avoid duplication, please use only 
one of these four methods. See the 
‘‘Public Participation and Request for 
Comments’’ portion of the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
below for instructions on submitting 
comments. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
questions on this proposed rule, call Mr. 
Paul M. Wasserman, Chief, Great Lakes 
Pilotage Division, Commandant (CG– 
5522), U.S. Coast Guard, at 202–372– 
1535, by fax 202–372–1909, or by e-mail 
at Paul.M.Wasserman@uscg.mil. If you 
have questions on viewing or submitting 
material to the docket, call Renee V. 
Wright, Program Manager, Docket 
Operations, telephone 202–366–9826. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Table of Contents 

I. Public Participation and Request for 
Comments 

A. Submitting Comments 
B. Viewing Comments and Documents 
C. Privacy Act 
D. Public Meeting 

II. Abbreviations 
III. Background 
IV. Discussion of the Proposed Rule 

A. Proposed Pilotage Rate Changes— 
Summarized 

B. Calculating the Rate Adjustment 
VI. Regulatory Analyses 

A. Regulatory Planning and Review 
B. Small Entities 

C. Assistance for Small Entities 
D. Collection of Information 
E. Federalism 
F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
G. Taking of Private Property 
H. Civil Justice Reform 
I. Protection of Children 
J. Indian Tribal Governments 
K. Energy Effects 
L. Technical Standards 
M. Environment 

I. Public Participation and Request for 
Comments 

We encourage you to participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting 
comments and related materials. All 
comments received will be posted, 
without change, to http:// 
www.regulations.gov and will include 
any personal information you have 
provided. 

A. Submitting Comments 
If you submit a comment, please 

include the docket number for this 
rulemaking (USCG–2010–0517), 
indicate the specific section of this 
document to which each 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. We recommend that you 
include your name and a mailing 
address, an e-mail address, or a phone 
number in the body of your document 
so that we can contact you if we have 
questions regarding your submission. 

To submit your comment online, go to 
http://www.regulations.gov, click on the 
‘‘submit a comment’’ box, which will 
then become highlighted in blue. In the 
‘‘Document Type’’ drop down menu 
select ‘‘Proposed Rule’’ and insert 
‘‘USCG–2010–0517’’ in the ‘‘Keyword’’ 
box. Click ‘‘Search’’ then click on the 
balloon shape in the ‘‘Actions’’ column. 
If you submit your comments by mail or 
hand delivery, submit them in an 
unbound format, no larger than 81⁄2 by 
11 inches, suitable for copying and 
electronic filing. If you submit 
comments by mail and would like to 
know that they reached the Facility, 
please enclose a stamped, self-addressed 
postcard or envelope. 

We will consider all comments and 
material received during the comment 
period and may change this proposed 
rule based on your comments. 

B. Viewing Comments and Documents 
To view comments, as well as 

documents mentioned in this preamble 
as being available in the docket, go to 
http://www.regulations.gov, click on the 
‘‘read comments’’ box, which will then 
become highlighted in blue. In the 
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