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(c) Covered service means a service
that meets accessibility requirements by
supporting RTT pursuant to part 6, 7,
14, 20, or 64 of this chapter.

(d) RFC 4103 means IETF’s Request
for Comments (RFC) 4103 (incorporated
by reference, see § 67.3 of this part).

(e) RFC 4103-conforming service or
user device means a covered service or
authorized end user device that enables
initiation, sending, transmission,
reception, and display of RTT
communications in conformity with
RFC 4103.

(f) RFC 4103-TTY gateway means a
gateway that is able to reliably and
accurately transcode communications
between (1) RFC 4103-conforming
services and devices and (2) circuit-
switched networks that support
communications between TTYs.

(g) Real-time text (RTT) or RTT
communications means text
communications that are transmitted
over Internet Protocol (IP) networks
immediately as they are created, e.g., on
a character-by-character basis.

(h) Support RTT or support RTT
communications means to enable users
to initiate, send, transmit, receive, and
display RTT communications in
accordance with the applicable
provisions of this part.

§67.2 Minimum Functionalities of RTT.

(a) RTT-RTT Interoperability.
Covered services and authorized end
user devices shall be interoperable with
other services and devices that support
RTT in accordance with this part. A
service or authorized end user device
shall be deemed to comply with this
paragraph (a) if:

(1) It is an RFC 4103-conforming end
user device;

(2) RTT communications between
such service or end user device and an
RFC 4103-conforming service or end
user device are reliably and accurately
transcoded—

(i) to and from RFC 4103, or

(ii) to and from an internetworking
protocol mutually agreed-upon with the
owner of the network serving the RFC
4103-conforming service or device.

(b) RTT-TTY Interoperability.
Covered services and authorized end
user devices shall be interoperable with
TTYs connected to other networks.
Covered services and authorized end
user devices shall be deemed to comply
with this paragraph (b) if
communications to and from such
TTYs:

(1) Pass through an RFC 4103-TTY
gateway, or

(2) are reliably and accurately
transcoded to and from an
internetworking protocol mutually

agreed-upon with the owner of the
network serving the TTY.

(c) Features and Capabilities. Covered
services and authorized end user
devices shall enable the user to:

(1) Initiate and receive RTT calls to
and from the same telephone numbers
for which voice calls can be initiated
and received;

(2) transmit and receive RTT
communications to and from any 911
public safety answering point (PSAP) in
the United States; and

(3) send and receive text and voice
simultaneously in both directions on the
same call using a single device.

§67.3 Incorporation by Reference.

(a) Certain material is incorporated by
reference into this part with the
approval of the Director of the Federal
Register under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1
CFR part 51. All approved material is
available for inspection at the Federal
Communications Commission, 445 12th
St. SW., Reference Information Center,
Room CY-A257, Washington, DC 20554,
(202) 418-0270, and is available from
the sources listed below. It is also
available for inspection at the National
Archives and Records Administration
(NARA). For information on the
availability of this material at NARA,
call 202-741-6030 or go to http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal regulations/ibr_
locations.html.

(b) Internet Engineering Task Force
(IETF), c/o Association Management
Solutions, LLC (AMS) 5177 Brandin
Court, Fremont, California 94538, phone
(510) 492-4080, Web site at http://
ietf.org or directly at https://
www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4103.txt.

(1) Request for Comments (RFC) 4103,
Real-time Transport Protocol Payload
for Text Conversation (2005), IBR
approved for § 67.1.

(2) [Reserved]

[FR Doc. 2017—-01377 Filed 1-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Parts 13 and 22

[Docket No. FWS—-R9-MB-2011-0094;
FF09M20300-167-FXMB123109EAGLE]

RIN 1018-AY30
Eagle Permits; Revisions to

Regulations for Eagle Incidental Take
and Take of Eagle Nests

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule; information
collection requirements.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), recently
published a final rule that revises the
regulations for eagle nonpurposeful take
permits and eagle nest take permits. In
that final rule, we stated that the Office
of Management (OMB) had not yet
approved the information collection
requirements associated with the rule.
This document announces that OMB
has now approved the information
collection requirements.

DATES: OMB approved the information
collection requirements on January 6,
2017, for the final rule that published at
81 FR 91494 on December 16, 2016.

ADDRESSES: Relevant information and
documents related to the eagle permit
rule may be found on the internet at
http://www.regulations.gov in Docket
No. FWS-R9-MB-2011-0094. You may
review the information collection
request online at http://
www.reginfo.gov. Follow the
instructions to review Department of the
Interior collections.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tina
Campbell, Chief, Division of Policy,
Performance, and Management
Programs; 703-358-2676.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service), published a final rule
in the December 16, 2016, Federal
Register (81 FR 91494) that revises the
regulations in part 22 of title 50 of the
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) for
eagle nonpurposeful take permits and
eagle nest take permits. Revisions
included changes to permit issuance
criteria and duration, definitions,
compensatory mitigation standards,
criteria for eagle nest removal permits,
permit application requirements, and
fees. In the final rule, we stated that the
Office of Management (OMB) had not
yet approved the information collection
requirements associated with the rule.
We also stated that we would announce
the approval via a separate notification
in the Federal Register. This document
provides that notification.

The following text sets forth the
information collection requirements
approved by OMB:

Title: Eagle Take Permits and Fees, 50
CFR part 22.

OMB Control Number: 1018-0167.

Service Form Number(s): 3—200-71,
3-200-72.

Description of Respondents:
Individuals and businesses. We expect
that the majority of applicants seeking


http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
http://www.archives.gov/federal_register/code_of_federal_regulations/ibr_locations.html
https://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4103.txt
https://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc4103.txt
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.reginfo.gov
http://www.reginfo.gov
http://ietf.org
http://ietf.org
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long-term permits will be in the energy Respondent’s Obligation: Required to Table 1 cites the total burden for this
production and electrical distribution obtain or retain a benefit. information collection. Table 2 sets
business. Frequency of Collection: On occasion. forth the changes in nonhour burden

fees for eagle take permits.

TABLE 1—ESTIMATED HOUR AND COST BURDEN FOR LONG-TERM EAGLE TAKE PERMITS

Average $ Value of
Annual : . Total annual
Activity/requirement number completion time burden Cost/hour b gnnuhal
of responses per(rr]esponse (hours) urden hours
ours) (rounded)
Preconstruction Monitoring SUIVEYS .........ccccceeerierenienieneiencieens 15 650 9,750 $34.26 $334,035
Preparation of Eagle Conservation Plan . . 15 200 3,000 34.26 102,780
Postconstruction Monitoring ..................... . 15 700 10,500 34.26 359,730
Reporting Take of Eagles .......ccccveviieeniiiieiiiccececee . 10 2 20 34.26 685
Reporting Take of Threatened and Endangered Species ............. 1 2 2 34.26 69
§22.26(c)(7)(ii)—Permit reviews. At no more than 5 years from
the date a permit that exceeds 5 years is issued, and every 5
years thereafter, the permittee compiles and submits to the
Service, eagle fatality data or other pertinent information that
is site-specific for the project.8 (Footnote 8 may be found
below table 2. Note that the dollar value of the annual burden
cost is included in the $8,000 permit 5-year permit review fee.) 4 8 32 34.26 1,096
TOMAL e e 60 1,562 23,304 | ..o 798,395




Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 13/Monday, January 23, 2017 /Rules and Regulations

7710

1ey) erewnss ap ‘Ajlenuue sasuodsal Ul synsal ‘feaoidde gO Jo pouad Jeak-g 8yl JoA0 paziienuue ‘Yoiym ‘sieah G Alane sasuodsal g| BAI9084

‘sjywied wiey Jabuoj 1o Jeak-g Bulpjoy sespiwied JO Jequinu 8y} J0 8SNBOBY SSEBIOUI ||IM S)S0D INOYUOU pue usping 8y} ‘1eleslay) sieeh g yoeg
"sieak G Ul pesodwi aq ||IM Jeym s}oejjel uaping siyl 810N "‘000°2ES JO [E10] B 1o} 9opiwiad yoes J0}y 994 UOHBJISIUIWLPE 00‘8$ UB SSOSSE ||IM 9\ "SINOY USPING [BNUUE ZE JO [B10} B 10} ‘SIN0Y g 9Xe) ||IIM asuodsal yoea

am Jey} arewnse ap\ “(gzoz Algeqoud 1saies) sieah G Joj nwiad

e pey sey aapiwliad e Jaye [un 88} uolelisiulLpe ay} SSaSSe J0 spodal Aue aA1a0al Jou [|IM SN “seapiwiad [e1olawwod 0} Ajuo saljdde pue 93} uoleliSIUILPE MBU B SE [|om Se juswalinbal Buinodas mau e si siy] g
'99) UONBJISIUIWPE By} Japun papn|oul aJe }I YIM PaJelOoSSE SIS0 8y} 8Snedaq 99} SIy) SaAoWal ajnl 8y} ‘JoaAaMoH "2200—8101 Jepun paroidde sem sywiad opewwesbosd wisy-buo) Joj 88} Juswpuswe ay] ,
"[BIOIBUWILIOD JNOY {1I8UMOBWOY BUQ o

10JOWIWOD G| ‘JBUMOBWIOY OM] g

‘sjuswpuawe Huwiad aye} jsau o|fes G pue sjuswpuswe Hw
-1ad aye} [ejusploul a|bes og ol Jids ale Asy) a1eH "Gg JO [E]0} B 10} UOIO9||00 panoidde sy} ul pauiquod are spwiad aye} 1sau s|bes piepuels pue sjwiad axe)} a|bes |njosodinduou pJEPUE]S J0) SJUBWPUSWE dY] 4
'000°0¥$ = [E1019WWOD g 10} [B10} {00G$ = Joumoawoy | 1o} [e}0] "000°G$ O} S9sealoul (jerolawwod) as) 10309s ajeAld (00G$ 0} Sasealoul 99} Jeumoawoy ay] *((1010es ayeaud) sinoy OzZe pue (s|enpiaipul) sinoy o)
(sinoy uaping 09g Bullelo] ‘(jerosawwod) 1010as a1eAld wWolj g pue (Je1oIaWwWodUoU) SIBUMOBWOY/SIENPIAIPUI WOJ) |) Sasuodsal 6 :(pauiquod aiam spwiad onewwelboid pue piepuels) gzo0—8L0| Jepun paroiddy ¢
'000°0S$ = swueoljdde |eloijowwod Qg 40} [0} "000°G$ = Sieumoswoy Q| 40} [Bl0] "00S‘2$ O} SOSEaIoul (Je1oiawwod) 99} 10j0as areAld {00S$ Surewal 99) JoumoawoH *((41030as ajeAld) sinoy 0gg pPue (Sfenplialpul)
sinoy 091) (sinoy usping Q8 Bulelo} ‘(jerosswwod) J0j0es ajeAld woly 0g PUB SIBUMOBWOY/S[eNPIAIpUl Woiy 01) sasuodsal Qg :(pauiquiod aiem sywiad onewwelbold pue piepuels) 2200—-8101 Jepun panoiddy
'000°00€$ = sweoljdde [e1oiewwod Gg | J0} [e10} (00S2L$ = Sieumoswoy Gg 40} [B10] "00S‘2$ O} Sesealoul (|e1oiswwod) 99} J0joes ajeAud (0S¢ surew
-1 99} JouMoswoH :sea) uoneoldde ayr sebueyo sjni 8yl "00S‘gL$ JO 1SOO UBpINg JNOYUOU [0} B 10} J0}08S o1eAld pue SenplAipul Yioq o} 99} Jwiad 00G$ :(1010es eleaud o} sinoy ueping [enuue Oge6‘L pue sjen
-pIAIpUI JO} SInoYy uaping Q01) (Sinoy usping [enuue Oge‘g Bullelo} ‘(Jelosawwod) 10309s ayeAld 8y} Woly 0Z | PUB (SISUMOSWOY) SPIOYaSNOoY/S[ENPIAIPUI WOJ) GZ) Sesuodsal [enuue G| :g200—8L0 | Jepun panoiddy |

'002'65€$

0St'LEYS

‘000°ce$+

000°'ce$

'g'108l0id 8y} Joj oyoads-ays si
ey} uonewoul Jusuiad Jaylo
J0 eyep Ajjeje} s|fes aoiniag
8y} 0} sywgns pue sa|idwod
aoniwiad ay) ‘Jeyealay) sieak
G Aana pue ‘panssi s| sieah
Spa9oxa ey} Huuad e ayep ay}
wou} sieak G uey} alow ou 1y
"smajnas jpuiad—(11)(2)(0)9z°ze §

334 NOILVHLSININGY M3N ANV LNIWIHINOIH ONILHOdIH M3IN

“[BI01BWWOD 000' +$ —

‘[erosswiwo) 00%° 1§+
BI0JBWWOD-UON 0$

‘[eloiswiwo) 00€ 9%+
‘[e1nsewwo2-uoN 0$

"[e10IaWWoD 000 0+
‘[e10JoWW09-UON 005$+

‘[elI8WIWOY 000°0V$+
‘|el10J8WWo9-UoN 0$

‘[e1dJawwo) 000°0e$+
‘[e10Jawwo9-uoN 0%

" [e1nIswwo) 000°2$
[elo19WWOo-UoN 0S5 1$

[e10J8WWOD 000°6$
[e10JoWWO02-UON 00€$

[eloI8WWOD 000°0v$
[el1o1oWWOo9-UoN 00S$

[e1I8wwo) 000°05$
* [e10I9WWOo9-UON 000°G$

[elp1swwo) 000°00€$
" [e10I9WWO09-UON 0052 L$

[B1018WWOD 000°+$

“ [e10JaWWo) ¢009$
" [B10JaWWO0-UON 0G|

[BI0IBWIWIOD 5 00L‘2$
[e10IWWO09-UON 00E$

[e1o1aWwwo) 000°01$
" |eI0JAWWOD-UON 000°S$

[e1018WWOD 000°09$
** [eI0J8WWO9-UON 0052 1S

T [BIOIBWIWIOD 00S$
[e10JaWWOo2-UoN 05 1$

[BI0JBWIWOD 00S$
[e10I8WwWo9-UoN 0S5 1$

[eloIswwod 000°S$
[e1018WWOo9-UoN 005$

[BI0JOWWOD 00S'2$
|eloJsuwwod-uoN Oomw

[B10J8WWOD 005 2$
[e10IaWWo9-UoN 005$

[B10IBWWIOD 000° +$

[eloIawwo) 051$
" [e10JoWWOo-UON 0S1$

[B10I8WWOD 05+
[B10JOWWOo2-UON 0S5 1$

[eloIswwo) 005$
[B10IaWWO-UON 00S$

[Bl0I8WIWOD 00G$
[B10JOWWO-UON 00S$

'sinoy
usping [enuue pue sasuods
-aJ JO Jaquinu paianod [eroiddy

*S}S00 JNOYUOU pue
S99} S8sIAal |jni 8yl ‘sinoy
ueping [enuue pue sasuods
-9J JO Jaquinu paianod [enosddy
*S}S02 JNOYuou pue
S99} S8sIAa) 9jni 8yl ‘sinoy
usping [enuue pue sasuods
-2J JO Jaqwinu paIdnod |enoiddy
*S}S00 JNOYuou pue
S99} S8sIA8l d|nJ 8y] ‘sinoy
usping [enuue pue sasuods
-9] JO Jaqwinu paIdn0d |eAoiddy
*S}S00 JNOYUOU pue
S99} S8sIAal |jni 8yl ‘sinoy
ueping [enuue pue sasuods
-9J JO Jaquinu paianod [enosddy
*S}S02 JNOYuou pue
S99} S8sIAa) djnd 8yl ‘sinoy
usping [enuue pue sasuods
-2J JO Jaqwinu paIdnod |enoiddy

‘onewwelbold—axe] |ejuspiou|
o|beg—juswpuswy—|/-002-€

‘v (.prepuels,, Aow
-10}) 188U 8jbuIs—jusWpUBWY
oye] 1seN 9|fe3—z/—-002-¢€

‘v (pIepuels,, Aawloy) sieak
G UBY} SSB|-JusWpUBWY B3e]
[eluspou] s|6e3—|/-002—€

‘e (,onewweiboud, Apsw
-104) sisau a|dnnw—aye] 1seN
o|be3 ‘uoireolidde—z/-002—¢

"z (.prepuels,, Aow
-10}) 1sou 8|BuIs—oXE ] 1SON
o|6e3 ‘uoneoldde—g/—002-¢

*1 (widy-buol Jo onewweld
-o0id Jou) 8ye] [elusplo
-uj 8|be3 ‘uoneoldde—|/-002-€

lenoidde mau pue [eaosd
-de 2200-8101 snoiaid
usamjaq adualapig

$]S00 UBPINg Jnoyuou
panoidde mau [ejo]

S}S00 UBpINg Jnoyuou
panoidde Ajsnoinaid [ejo

28} MON

98} snoinald

2200—810} "ON |01u0] gINO
Japun [eaosdde snoinald

juswaiinbal/AlAnoy

SLINHId 3XV] 319v3 HO4 S334 NIadNg HNOHNON NI STONVYHD—g 319V |



Federal Register/Vol. 82, No. 13/Monday, January 23, 2017 /Rules and Regulations

7711

Estimated Total Hour Burden: 23,304
hours; the total number of new
respondents is 60.

Estimated Total Hour Burden Cost:
$798,395 for gathering information
required to support an application,
which may include preparation of an
Eagle Conservation Plan (ECP). This
amount includes 650 hours for
preconstruction monitoring surveys of
eagle use of the project site and 700
hours of postconstruction monitoring
for each respondent. Preparation of the
application, which may include
preparation of an ECP, will take
approximately 200 hours per
respondent. These burden hours apply
only to those seeking a long-term eagle
take permit. In addition, those that
receive a permit are required to report
take of eagles and threatened or
endangered species within 48 hours of
discovery of the take. It is estimated that
of the 15 projects permitted to take
eagles each year, 10 will actually take
eagles, requiring 2 hours per respondent
to report. Take of threatened or
endangered species is expected to be a
rare event, and occur at only 1 of the 15
projects permitted each year, requiring
only 2 hours to report. The burden
hours also include the costs for the 5-
year permit review. We estimate 8 hours
per respondent to complete the
requirements of the permit review for a
total of 32 hours.

Estimated New Total Nonhour Burden
Cost: $359,200 for administration fees
and application fees associated with
changes implemented by this rule. This
amount does not include the nonhour
cost burden for eagle or eagle nest take
permits approved under OMB Control
No. 1018-0022. States, local
governments, and tribal governments
are exempt from paying these fees.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor and you are not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number.

Dated: January 12, 2017.

Michael J. Bean,

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish
and Wildlife and Parks.

[FR Doc. 2017-01284 Filed 1-19-17; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4333-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 223, 224, and 226
[Docket No. 160524463-7001-02]

RIN 0648-XE657

Endangered and Threatened Species;
Removal of the Puget Sound/Georgia
Basin Distinct Population Segment of
Canary Rockfish From the Federal List
of Threatened and Endangered
Species and Removal of Designated
Critical Habitat, and Update and
Amendment to the Listing Descriptions
for the Yelloweye Rockfish DPS and
Bocaccio DPS

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: We, NMFS, are issuing a final
rule to remove the Puget Sound/Georgia
Basin canary rockfish (Sebastes
pinniger) Distinct Population Segment
(DPS) from the Federal List of
Threatened and Endangered Species
and remove its critical habitat
designation. We proposed these actions
based on newly obtained samples and
genetic analysis that demonstrates that
the Puget Sound/Georgia Basin canary
rockfish population does not meet the
DPS criteria and therefore does not
qualify for listing under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA). Following public
and peer review of the proposed rule
and supporting scientific information,
this final rule implements the changes
to the listing and critical habitat for
canary rockfish.

We also update and amend the listing
description for the Puget Sound/Georgia
Basin yelloweye rockfish (S.
ruberrimus) DPS based on a geographic
description to include fish within
specified boundaries. Further, although
the current listing description is not
based on boundaries, with this final rule
we are also correcting a descriptive
boundary for the DPS depicted on maps
to include an area in the northern
Johnstone Strait and Queen Charlotte
Channel in waters of Canada consistent
with newly obtained genetic
information on yelloweye rockfish
population grouping.

We also update and amend the listing
description for the bocaccio DPS based
on a geographic description and to
include fish within specified
boundaries.

DATES: This final rule is effective on
March 24, 2017.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Tonnes, NMFS, West Coast Region,
Protected Resources Division, 206—526—
4643; or Chelsey Young, NMFS, Office
of Protected Resources, 301-427—-8491.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On April 9, 2007, we received a
petition from Mr. Sam Wright (Olympia,
Washington) to list DPSs of five rockfish
species (yelloweye, canary, bocaccio,
greenstriped and redstripe) in Puget
Sound, as endangered or threatened
species under the ESA and to designate
critical habitat. We found that this
petition did not present substantial
scientific or commercial information to
suggest that the petitioned actions may
be warranted (72 FR 56986; October 5,
2007). On October 29, 2007, we received
a letter from Mr. Wright presenting
information that was not included in the
April 2007 petition, and requesting
reconsideration of the decision not to
initiate a review of the species’ status.
We considered the supplemental
information as a new petition and
concluded that there was enough
information in this new petition to
warrant conducting status reviews of
these five rockfish species. The status
review was initiated on March 17, 2008
(73 FR 14195) and completed in 2010
(Drake et al., 2010).

In the 2010 status review, the
Biological Review Team (BRT) used the
best scientific and commercial data
available at that time, including
environmental and ecological features of
the Puget Sound/Georgia Basin, but
noted that the limited genetic and
demographic data for the five petitioned
rockfish species populations created
some uncertainty in the DPS
determinations (Drake et al., 2010). The
BRT assessed genetic data from the
Strait of Georgia (inside waters of
eastern Vancouver Island) for yelloweye
rockfish (Yamanaka et al., 2006) that
indicated a distinct genetic cluster that
differed consistently from coastal
samples of yelloweye rockfish, but also
observed that genetic data from Puget
Sound were not available for this
species. The BRT also noted there was
genetic information for canary rockfish
(Wishard et al., 1980) and bocaccio
(Matala et al., 2004, Field et al., 2009)
in coastal waters, but no genetic data for
either species from inland Puget Sound
waters. The BRT found that in spite of
these data limitations there was other
evidence to conclude that each noted
population of rockfish within inland
waters of the Puget Sound/Georgia
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