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(d) All evidence upon which a finding
of violation may be based shall be
disclosed to the alleged violator before
the revocation hearing. Such evidence
shall include the Community
Supervision Officer’s letter summarizing
the parolee’s adjustment to parole and
requesting the warrant, all other
documents describing the charged
violation or violations of parole, and
any additional evidence upon which the
Commission intends to rely in
determining whether the charged
violation or violations, if sustained,
would warrant revocation of parole. If
the parolee is represented by an
attorney, the attorney shall be provided,
prior to the revocation hearing, with a
copy of the parolee’s presentence
investigation report, if such report is
available to the Commission. If
disclosure of any information would
reveal the identity of a confidential
informant or result in harm to any
person, that information may be
withheld from disclosure, in which case
a summary of the withheld information
shall be disclosed to the parolee prior to
the revocation hearing.
* * * * *

(f) At a local revocation hearing, the
Commission shall secure the presence of
the parolee’s Community Supervision
Officer, or a substitute Community
Supervision Officer, who shall bring the
parolee’s supervision file, if the
parolee’s Community Supervision
Officer is not available. At the request
of the hearing examiner, such officer
shall provide testimony at the hearing
concerning the parolee’s adjustment to
parole.

(g) After the revocation hearing, the
hearing examiner shall prepare a
summary of the hearing that includes a
description of the evidence against the
parolee and the evidence submitted by
the parolee in defense or mitigation of
the charges, a summary of the
arguments against revocation presented
by the parolee, and the examiner’s
recommended decision. The hearing
examiner’s summary, together with the
parolee’s file (including any
documentary evidence and letters
submitted on behalf of the parolee),
shall be given to another examiner for
review. When two hearing examiners
concur in a recommended disposition,
that recommendation, together with the
parolee’s file and the hearing examiner’s
summary of the hearing, shall be
submitted to the Commission for
decision.
* * * * *

7. Section 2.104 (a)(1) is amended by
removing ‘‘preliminary interview’’ and

adding in its place ‘‘probable cause
hearing’’.

8. Section 2.105 (c) is revised to read
as follows:

§ 2.105 Revocation decisions.
* * * * *

(c) Decisions under this section shall
be made upon the concurrence of two
Commissioner votes, except that a
decision to override an examiner panel
recommendation shall require the
concurrence of three Commissioner
votes. The final decision following a
local revocation hearing shall be issued
within 86 days of the retaking of the
parolee on the parole violation warrant.
The final decision following an
institutional revocation hearing shall be
issued within 21 days of the hearing,
excluding weekends and holidays.
* * * * *

Dated: January 10, 2002.
Edward F. Reilly, Jr.,
Chairman, Parole Commission.
[FR Doc. 02–1308 Filed 1–17–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–31–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 160

[USCG–2001–10689]

RIN 2115–AG24

Temporary Requirements for
Notification of Arrival in U.S. Ports

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Temporary final rule; request for
comments; correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects the
temporary final rule with request for
comments published in the Federal
Register on October 4, 2001. That rule
temporarily changed notification
requirements for vessels bound for or
departing from U.S. ports. The rule
temporarily lengthened the usual
notification period from 24 to 96 hours
prior to port entry, required submission
of reports to a central national
clearinghouse, suspended exemptions
for vessels operating in compliance with
the Automated Mutual Assistance
Vessel Rescue System, for some vessels
operating on the Great Lakes, and
required submission of information
about persons onboard these vessels.
DATES: The temporary final rule
published in the Federal Register (66
FR 50565) was effective on October 4,
2001 to June 15, 2002. These corrections
to that rule are effective on January 18,
2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
rule, call LTJG Marcus A. Lines, Coast
Guard, at telephone 202–267–6854. If
you have questions on viewing or
submitting material to the docket, call
Dorothy Beard, Chief, Dockets,
Department of Transportation, at
telephone 202–366–5149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Need for Correction

As published, the temporary final rule
contains an error that inadvertently
delays an existing effective date of a
reporting requirement for certain vessels
to include International Safety
Management (ISM) Code (Chapter IX of
SOLAS) Notice information in the
notice of arrival report.

Correction

In the temporary final rule FR Doc.
01–24984, beginning on page 50565 in
the issue of October 4, 2001, make the
following corrections:

§ 160.T208 [Amended]

1. In § 160.T208 in paragraph (f)(2) on
page 50573, in the first column, remove
the date ‘‘July 1, 2002,’’ and add in its
place the date ‘‘January 1, 2002,’’.

Dated: January 11, 2002.
Joseph J. Angelo,
Director of Standards, Marine Safety and
Environmental Protection.
[FR Doc. 02–1370 Filed 1–17–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–15–U
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33 CFR Part 165

[COTP Los Angeles—Long Beach 01–011]

RIN 2115–AA97

Security Zones; Port of Los Angeles
and Catalina Island

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a moving and fixed security
zone 100 yards around all cruise ships
that enter, are moored in, or depart from
the Port of Los Angeles, and while
anchored at Catalina Island. These
security zones are needed for national
security reasons to protect the public
and ports from potential subversive acts.
Entry into these zones is prohibited,
unless specifically authorized by the
Capitan of the Port Los Angeles—Long
Beach, or his designated representative.
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DATES: The regulation is effective from
11:59 p.m. PST on November 1, 2001 to
11:59 p.m. PDT on May 1, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Documents indicated in this
preamble as being available in the
docket are part of docket COTP Los
Angeles—Long Beach 01–011 and are
available for inspection or copying at
Coast Guard Marine Safety Office Los
Angeles—Long Beach, 1001 South
Seaside Avenue, Building 20, San
Pedro, California, 90731, between 8 a.m.
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lieutenant Junior Grade Rob Griffiths,
Waterways Management, at (310) 732–
2020.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Regulatory Information
We did not publish a notice of

proposed rulemaking (NPRM) for this
regulation. Under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), the
Coast Guard finds that good cause exists
for not publishing an NPRM. Publishing
an NPRM, which would incorporate a
comment period before a final rule was
issued, would be contrary to the public
interest since immediate action is
needed to protect the public, ports, and
waterways of the United States. For the
same reasons, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3),
the Coast Guard finds that good cause
exists for making this rule effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register. The Coast Guard will
issue a broadcast notice to mariners
advising of these new regulations.

Background and Purpose
Based on the September 11, 2001,

terrorist attacks on the World Trade
Center in New York and the Pentagon in
Arlington, Virginia, there is an
increased risk that subversive activity
could be launched by vessels or persons
in close proximity to the Port of Los
Angeles or Catalina Island, against
cruise ships entering, departing, or
moored within the port of Los Angeles
and against cruise ships anchored at
Catalina Island. The terrorist acts
against the United States on September
11, 2001, have increased the need for
safety and security measures on U.S.
ports and waterways.

In response to these terrorist acts, and
in order to prevent similar occurrences,
the Coast Guard has established a
security zone around cruise ships to
protect persons, transiting vessels,
adjacent waterfront facilities, and the
adjacent land of the Port of Los Angeles
and Catalina Island. These security
zones are necessary to prevent damage
or injury to any vessel or waterfront
facility, and to safeguard ports, harbors,

or waters of the United States near Los
Angeles and Catalina Island, California.

These security zones are established
pursuant to the authority of The
Magnuson Act regulations promulgated
by the President under 50 U.S.C. 191,
including Subparts 6.01 and 6.04 of Part
6 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. Vessels or person violating
this section are subject to the penalties
set forth in 50 U.S.C. 192: Seizure and
forfeiture of the vessel, a monetary
penalty of not more than $10,000, and
imprisonment for not more than 10
years.

This regulation will be enforced by
the Captain of the Port Los Angeles—
Long Beach, who may also enlist the aid
and cooperation of any Federal, State,
county, municipal, and private agencies
to assist in the enforcement of this
regulation. Initially, Coast Guard and
local police department patrol vessels
will be on scene to monitor traffic
through these areas.

This security zone prohibits all
vessels and people from approaching
cruise ships that are underway or
moored near Los Angeles, California,
and while anchored at Catalina Island.
Specifically, no vessel or person may
close to within 100 yards of a cruise
ship that is entering, moored, or
departing the Port of Los Angeles, or
while anchored at Catalina Island.

A security zone is automatically
activated when a cruise ship passes the
Los Angeles sea buoy while entering
port and remains in effect while the
vessel is moored within in the Port of
Los Angeles, California. Additionally, a
security zone is automatically activated
when a cruise ship is anchored at
Catalina Island. When activated, these
security zones will encompass a portion
of the waterway described as a 100-yard
radius around a cruise ship in the Port
of Los Angeles, and at Catalina Island.
These security zones are automatically
deactivated when the cruise ship passes
the Los Angeles sea buoy on its
departure from port, or weighs anchor
from Catalina Island. Vessels and people
may be allowed to enter an established
security zone on a case-by-case basis
with authorization from the Captain of
the Port.

Regulatory Evaluation
This rule is not a ‘‘significant

regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order. It is not ‘‘significant’’ under the
regulatory policies and procedures of

the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040, February 26, 1979)
because these zones will encompass a
small portion of the waterway for
limited periods of time.

Small Entities
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act

(5 U.S.C. 601–612), we have considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ‘‘small entities’’ comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

For the same reasons stated in the
section above, the Coast Guard certifies
under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities.

Assistance for Small Entities
Under section 213(a) of the Small

Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104–121),
we offer to assist small entities in
understanding the rule so that they
could better evaluate its effects on them
and participate in the rulemaking
process. If the rule will affect your small
business, organization, or government
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT for assistance in understanding
this rule.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1–
888–REG–FAIR (1–888–734–3247).

Collection of Information
This rule calls for no new collection

of information under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501–
3520).

Federalism
A rule has implications for federalism

under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
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impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this rule under that Order and have
determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Though this rule will not result in such
an expenditure, we do discuss the
effects of this rule elsewhere in this
preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not effect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

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 create 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 considered the
environmental impact of this rule and
concluded that it is categorically
excluded from further environmental
review.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reports and record keeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191,
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6, 160.5; 49
CFR 1.46.

2. Add a new temporary § 165.T11–
058 to read as follows:

§ 165.T11–058 Security Zones; Port of Los
Angeles and Catalina Island.

(a) Regulated area. Temporary moving
security zones are established 100 yards
around all cruise ships while entering or
departing the Port of Los Angeles. These
moving security zones are activated
when the cruise ship passes the Los
Angeles sea buoy while entering the
Port of Los Angeles. Temporary fixed
security zones are established 100 yards
around all cruise ships docked in the
Port of Los Angeles, California, and
while anchored at Catalina Island.
These security zones are deactivated
when the cruise ship passes the sea
buoy on its departure from the Port of
Los Angeles or weighs anchor at
Catalina Island.

(b) Regulations. (1) In accordance
with the general regulations in § 165.33,
the following rules apply to security
zones established by this section:

(i) No person or vessel may enter or
remain in a security zone without the
permission of the Captain of the Port;

(ii) Each person and vessel in a
security zone shall obey any direction or
order of the Captain of the Port;

(iii) The Captain of the Port may take
possession and control of any vessel in
a security zone;

(iv) The Captain of the Port may
remove any person, vessel, article, or
thing from a security zone;

(v) No person may board, or take or
place any article or thing on board, any
vessel in a security zone without the
permission of the Captain of the Port;
and

(vi) No person may take or place any
article or thing upon any waterfront
facility in a security zone without the
permission of the Captain of the Port.

(2) The Captain of the Port will notify
the public via broadcast and published
notice to mariners.

(3) Nothing in this section shall be
construed as relieving the owner or
person in charge of any vessel from
complying with the rules of the road
and safe navigation practice.

(4) The regulations of this section will
be enforced by the Captain of the Port
Los Angeles-Long Beach, or his
authorized representative, and the Los
Angeles Port Police.

(c) Effective dates. This section
becomes effective at 11:59 p.m. PST on
November 1, 2001, and will terminate at
11:59 p.m. PDT on May 1, 2002.

Dated: November 1, 2001.
J. M. Holmes,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port, Los Angeles-Long Beach.
[FR Doc. 02–1369 Filed 1–17–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–15–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA 053–REC; FRL–7122–8]

Corrections to the California State
Implementation Plan

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

SUMMARY: EPA is finalizing the deletion
of various local rules from the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP) that
were incorporated into the SIP in error.
These primarily include rules
concerning local fees, enforcement
authorities, New Source Performance
Standards (NSPS) and National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP). EPA has
determined that the continued presence
of these rules in the SIP is potentially
confusing and thus harmful to affected
sources, local agencies and to EPA. The
intended effect of this final action is to
delete these rules and make the SIP
consistent with the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act). This
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