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single span operation until September
30, 2001. No objections were received.

Regulatory Evaluation

This rule is not a ‘‘significant
regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 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). This
conclusion is based on the fact that the
bridge will continue to open at all times
for navigation.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601–612) we considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
‘‘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 less than 50,000.

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.
This conclusion is based on the fact that
the bridge will continue to open on
signal at all times for navigation.

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

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13132 and have
determined that this rule does not have
implications for federalism under that
Order.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) governs
the issuance of Federal regulations that
require unfunded mandates. An
unfunded mandate is a regulation that
requires a State, local, or tribal
government or the private sector to
incur direct costs without the Federal
Government’s having first provided the
funds to pay those unfunded mandate
costs. This rule will not impose an
unfunded mandate.

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 concern an environmental risk
to health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Environment

The Coast Guard considered the
environmental impact of this rule and
concluded that under figure 2–1,
paragraph (32)(e) of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1C, this rule is
categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation because
promulgation of changes to drawbridge
regulations have been found to not have
a significant effect on the environment.
A written ‘‘Categorical Exclusion
Determination’’ is not required for this
rule.

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 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.

Dated: June 25, 2001.
G.N. Naccara,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commander,
First Coast Guard District.
[FR Doc. 01–17392 Filed 7–16–01; 8:45 am]
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Kennebec River, ME

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of temporary deviation
from regulations.

SUMMARY: The Commander, First Coast
Guard District, has issued a temporary
deviation from the drawbridge operation
regulations for the Carlton Bridge, mile
14.0, across the Kennebec River between
Bath and Woolwich, Maine in order to
facilitate major rehabilitation
construction at the bridge. This
deviation from the regulations, effective
from July 5, 2001 through August 31,
2001, allows the bridge to remain closed
for periods up to 48 consecutive hours
as often as once a week. At all other
times, the bridge will open at three
scheduled times each weekday and will
remain in the open position weeknights
and weekends. Inbound commercial
fishing vessels will be passed as soon as
possible, except during the 48-hour
closure periods.
DATES: This deviation is effective from
July 5, 2001 through August 31, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
McDonald, Project Officer, First Coast
Guard District, at (617) 223–8364.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Carlton Bridge, at mile 14.0, across the
Kennebec River has a vertical clearance
in the closed position of 10 feet at mean
high water and 16 feet at mean low
water. The existing drawbridge
operating regulations are listed at 33
CFR 117.525.

The bridge owner, Maine Department
of Transportation (MDOT), requested a
temporary deviation from the
drawbridge operating regulations to
facilitate the rehabilitation construction
at the bridge. Scheduled bridge
openings will allow the contractor to
accomplish more work on a daily basis
by eliminating work stoppage to provide
bridge openings. Additionally, sufficient
time is necessary to safely remove all
construction workers and equipment
from the bridge in order to provide
timely bridge openings.
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The bridge owner also requested that
the bridge be allowed to remain in the
closed position at various times to
facilitate several phases of the
rehabilitation construction. MDOT
anticipates that the closures will not
occur more than once a week and
should not exceed 48 hours in duration.
MDOT will provide three days notice
prior to each closure to the Bath Harbor
master, the local newspapers, and the
Coast Guard in order to notify the public
and assist marine interests.

This deviation to the operating
regulations, effective from July 5, 2001
through August 31, 2001, allows the
Carlton Bridge to need not open for
vessel traffic between 6:30 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday; except
that, from 9 a.m. to 9:15 a.m., 12 p.m.
to 12:30 p.m., and 2 p.m. to 2:15 p.m.,
the draw shall remain open for vessel
traffic. The bridge will remain in the
open position from 4:30 p.m. to 6:30
a.m., Monday through Friday, and all
day on weekends. The bridge will also
be allowed to remain closed to vessel
traffic for periods up to 48 hours once
a week during this deviation to facilitate
bridge repairs. Inbound commercial
fishing vessels will be passed as soon as
possible, except during the 48 hour
closure periods.

The bridge owner did not provide the
required thirty-day notice to the Coast
Guard for this deviation; however, this
deviation was approved because the
repairs are necessary in order to keep
the bridge operating and prevent an
unscheduled closure due to component
failure.

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(c),
this work will be performed with all due
speed in order to return the bridge to
normal operation as soon as possible.

This deviation from the operating
regulations is authorized under 33 CFR
117.35.

Dated: July 5, 2001.
Gerald M. Davis,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting
Commander, First Coast Guard District.
[FR Doc. 01–17797 Filed 7–16–01; 8:45 am]
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Safety Zone; Lake Michigan, Grand
Haven, MI

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a temporary safety zone for
the Loeks-Star Theatres Fireworks in
Grand Haven, Michigan. This safety
zone is necessary to protect vessels and
spectators from potential airborne
hazards during a planned fireworks
display over Lake Michigan. The safety
zone is intended to restrict vessels from
a portion of Lake Michigan off Grand
Haven, Michigan.
DATES: This rule is effective from 9 p.m.
until 10:30 p.m. (local), August 1, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Comments and material
received from the public, as well as
documents indicated in this preamble as
being available in the docket, are part of
docket [CGD09–01–067] and are
available for inspection or copying at
Marine Safety Office Chicago, 215 W.
83rd Street, Suite D, Burr Ridge, Illinois
60521, between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
MST2 Mike Hogan, U.S. Coast Guard
Marine Safety Office Chicago, 215 W.
83rd Street, Suite D, Burr Ridge, IL
60521. The telephone number is (630)
986–2175.
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, and under
5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), good cause exists for
making this rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register. The permit application was
not received in time to publish an
NPRM followed by a final rule before
the necessary effective date. Delaying
this rule would be contrary to the public
interest of ensuring the safety of
spectators and vessels during this event
and immediate action is necessary to
prevent possible loss of life or property.
The Coast Guard has not received any
complaints or negative comments with
regard to this event.

Background and Purpose

This temporary safety zone is
necessary to ensure the safety of vessels
and spectators from hazards associated
with a fireworks display. Based on
recent accidents that have occurred in
other Captain of the Port zones, and the
explosive hazard of fireworks, the
Captain of the Port Chicago has
determined firework launches in close
proximity to watercraft pose significant
risks to public safety and property. The

likely combination of large numbers of
recreational vessels, congested
waterways, darkness punctuated by
bright flashes of light, alcohol use, and
debris falling into the water could easily
result in serious injuries or fatalities.
Establishing a safety zone to control
vessel movement around the location of
the launch platforms will help ensure
the safety of persons and property at
these events and help minimize the
associated risks.

Entry into, transit through or
anchoring within this safety zone is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port Chicago or his
designated on-scene representative. The
designated on-scene representative may
be contacted on VHF/FM Marine
Channel 16.

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). The
Coast Guard expects the economic
impact of this proposal to be so minimal
that a full Regulatory Evaluation under
paragraph 10e of the regulatory policies
and procedures of DOT is unnecessary.

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.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

This rule will affect the following
entities: the owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit or anchor in
a portion of Lake Michigan off Grand
Haven from 9 p.m. to 10:30 p.m., August
1, 2001. This regulation would not have
a significant economic impact for the
following reasons. The regulation is
only in effect for only 1 and 1/2 hours
on one day. The designated area is being
established to allow for maximum use of
the waterway for commercial vessels to
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