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5. No corrosive fluids or gases that
may escape from any rechargeable
lithium battery may damage
surrounding structure or any adjacent
systems, equipment, or electrical wiring
of the airplane in such a way as to cause
a major or more severe failure condition,
in accordance with § 25.1309 (b) and
applicable regulatory guidance.
6. Each rechargeable lithium battery
installation must have provisions to
prevent any hazardous effect on
structure or essential systems caused by
the maximum amount of heat the
battery can generate during a short
circuit of the battery or of its individual
cells.
7. Lithium battery installations must
have a system to control the charging
rate of the battery automatically, so as
to prevent battery overheating or
overcharging, and,
a. A battery temperature sensing and
over-temperature warning system with a
means for automatically disconnecting
the battery from its charging source in
the event of an over-temperature
condition, or,
b. A battery failure sensing and
warning system with a means for
automatically disconnecting the battery
from its charging source in the event of
battery failure.
8. Any rechargeable lithium battery
installation, the function of which is
required for safe operation of the
airplane, must incorporate a monitoring
and warning feature that will provide an
indication to the appropriate flight
crewmembers whenever the state-ofcharge of the batteries has fallen below
levels considered acceptable for
dispatch of the airplane.
9. The instructions for continued
airworthiness required by § 25.1529
must contain maintenance requirements
to assure that the battery is sufficiently
charged at appropriate intervals
specified by the battery manufacturer
and the equipment manufacturer that
contain the rechargeable lithium battery
or rechargeable lithium battery system.
This is required to ensure that lithium
rechargeable batteries and lithium
rechargeable battery systems will not
degrade below specified ampere-hour
levels sufficient to power the aircraft
system, for intended applications. The
instructions for continued airworthiness
must also contain procedures for the
maintenance of batteries in spares
storage to prevent the replacement of
batteries with batteries that have
experienced degraded charge retention
ability or other damage due to
prolonged storage at a low state of
charge. Replacement batteries must be
of the same manufacturer and part
number as approved by the FAA.
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Precautions should be included in the
instructions for continued airworthiness
maintenance instructions to prevent
mishandling of the rechargeable lithium
battery and rechargeable lithium battery
systems which could result in shortcircuit or other unintentional impact
damage caused by dropping or other
destructive means that could result in
personal injury or property damage.
Note 1: The term ‘‘sufficiently charged’’
means that the battery will retain enough of
a charge, expressed in ampere-hours, to
ensure that the battery cells will not be
damaged. A battery cell may be damaged by
lowering the charge below a point where
there is a reduction in the ability to charge
and retain a full charge. This reduction
would be greater than the reduction that may
result from normal operational degradation.
Note 2: These special conditions are not
intended to replace § 25.1353(b) at
Amendment 25–129 in the certification basis
of BD–500–1A10 and BD–500–1A11 series
airplanes. These special conditions apply
only to rechargeable lithium batteries and
lithium battery systems and their
installations. The requirements of
§ 25.1353(b) at Amendment 25–129 remain in
effect for batteries and battery installations
on BD–500–1A10 and BD–500–1A11 series
airplanes that do not use lithium batteries.
Michael Kaszycki,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 2015–21626 Filed 8–31–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION
19 CFR Part 207
[Docket No. MISC–013]

Investigations of Whether Injury to
Domestic Industries Results From
Imports Sold at Less Than Fair Value
or From Subsidized Exports to the
United States
International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.
AGENCY:

The United States
International Trade Commission
(‘‘Commission’’) is amending a
provision of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure concerning the conduct of
antidumping and countervailing duty
investigations and reviews. The
amendment is designed to facilitate the
collection of information and reduce the
burden on petitioning parties by
changing the information they need to
provide in petitions.
DATES: This regulation is effective
October 1, 2015, and is applicable to all
SUMMARY:
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petitions filed with the Commission
after October 1, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
R. Barton, Secretary, telephone (202)
205–2000, or Michael Haldenstein,
Attorney-Advisor, Office of the General
Counsel, telephone (202) 205–3041,
United States International Trade
Commission. Hearing-impaired
individuals are advised that information
on this matter can be obtained by
contacting the Commission’s TDD
terminal at (202) 205–1810. General
information concerning the Commission
may also be obtained by accessing its
Internet server at http://www.usitc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background
Section 335 of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1335) authorizes the
Commission to adopt reasonable
procedures, rules, and regulations that it
deems necessary to carry out its
functions and duties. The Commission
has determined to amend Part 207 of its
rules covering investigations conducted
under title VII of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended (‘‘title VII proceedings’’).
The amendment is to Commission Rule
207.11 (19 CFR 207.11), which governs
the information required in
antidumping and countervailing duty
petitions filed with the Commission (as
well as the Department of Commerce).
The change to the rule is aimed at
decreasing the burden on petitioning
parties to provide detailed information
concerning lost sales and lost revenue
allegations in petitions filed with the
Commission.
The Commission recently amended its
Rules of Practice and Procedure,
including Commission Rule 207.11.
Prior to promulgating final rules, it
published a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NOPR) in the Federal
Register. 78 FR 36446–449 (June 18,
2013). Among the provisions it
proposed to amend was the provision in
19 CFR 207.11(b)(2)(v) concerning
submission of lost sales and lost
revenue allegations. Three law firms
which regularly appear before the
Commission in Title VII proceedings
filed comments on the NOPR. On June
25, 2014, the Commission published
revisions to its rules, including 19 CFR
207.11(b)(2)(v), that largely adopted the
changes proposed in the NOPR. 79 FR
35920 (June 25, 2014).
In this notice, the Commission is
adopting new rules regarding collection
of information on lost sales and lost
revenue allegations. The Commission
considers this rule to be procedural and
therefore excepted from notice-andcomment requirements under 5 U.S.C.
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553(b)(3)(A). The Commission typically
engages in a notice-and-comment
rulemaking process, even when it is not
required, so it can receive comments
and suggestions from affected parties
concerning contemplated changes to its
Rules of Practice and Procedure. The
Commission decided that such
processes were not warranted in this
particular circumstance and, for reasons
stated more fully below, finds under 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) that good cause
exists to waive prior notice and
opportunity for public comment. In
particular, the Commission conducted a
rulemaking concerning the lost sales/
lost revenue provision at 19 CFR
207.11(b)(2)(v) last year, received
limited comments on the provision, and
subsequently conducted an external
survey process which yielded
considerable commentary about
procedures for collecting and
investigating lost sales and lost revenue
allegations. Consequently, the
Commission has recently received and
carefully considered extensive
comments concerning the matters
addressed in this notice.
Regulatory Analysis of Amendment to
the Commission’s Rules
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) is inapplicable to this
rulemaking because it is not one for
which a notice of final rulemaking is
required under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) or any
other statute. These regulations are
‘‘agency rules of procedure and
practice,’’ and thus are exempt from the
notice requirement imposed by 5 U.S.C.
553(b). Moreover, the rules are certified
as not having a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).
The rule does not impose an
information collection burden under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).
The rule does not contain any
unfunded mandate or significantly or
uniquely affect small governments, as
described in the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et
seq.).
The rule change does not constitute a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993).
The rule change does not have
Federalism implications as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
October 7, 1999).
The amendment is not to a major rule
as defined by section 804 of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (5 U.S.C. 801 et.
seq.). Moreover, it is exempt from the
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reporting requirements of the Act
because it concerns a rule of agency
organization, procedure, or practice that
does not substantially affect the rights or
obligations of non-agency parties.
Explanation of the Rule Change
On June 25, 2014, the Commission
amended 19 CFR 207.11(b)(2)(v) in two
respects. First, the amendment required
that petitioners provide the email
address, street address, city, state, and
5-digit zip code for each purchaser/
contact with respect to each lost sales or
lost revenue allegation. Second,
petitioners were required to file any lost
sales or revenue allegation(s) identified
in the petition via a separate electronic
data entry process in a manner to be
specified in the Commission’s
Handbook on Filing Procedures. The
only comment on these changes asserted
that the Commission’s approach to
investigating lost sales and lost revenue
allegations was overly rigid and that the
amendment would only further increase
the number of lost sales or lost revenue
allegations that go uninvestigated. When
it adopted the rule changes, the
Commission indicated that its staff was
still in the process of examining
possible methods for electronic entry of
data pertaining to lost sales and lost
revenue allegations. Some basic
requirements were to be specified in the
Commission’s Handbook of Filing
Procedures and the Commission
indicated that these requirements may
be further modified.
After the amendments of June 2014,
the Commission staff conducted an
external survey regarding the
Commission’s lost sales and lost
revenue allegation process. It received
37 responses to the survey. Most survey
respondents represented U.S. producers
and they noted that they frequently
submit lost sales and lost revenue
allegations. Many survey respondents
stated that it is difficult to provide the
level of detail requested by the
Commission regarding the allegations,
particularly specific dates, quantities,
and competing prices. They asserted
that because of the level of detail and
required research, compiling the
information can be time consuming and
costly for petitioners. Some survey
respondents noted that collection of
allegation information requires
extensive document collection and
review. Survey respondents also
observed that the specificity of the
details in the allegation makes it
possible for purchasers to deny
allegations based on minor differences
in details.
After considering these comments, the
Commission has determined to amend
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Commission Rule 207.11(b)(2)(v) to no
longer require transaction-specific lost
sales and lost revenue allegation
information in the petition. Parties will
no longer be required by the Rule to
include in the petition ‘‘[a] listing of all
sales or revenues lost by each
petitioning firm by reason of the subject
merchandise during the three years
preceding filing of the petition.’’ Rather,
the Commission’s revised rule will state
that the petition must include ‘‘[a]
listing of the main purchasers from
which each petitioning firm
experienced lost sales or lost revenue by
reason of the subject merchandise
during a period covering the three most
recently completed calendar years and
that portion of the current calendar year
for which information is reasonably
available.’’ Petitioners will be required
to provide the listing via a separate
electronic data entry process in a
manner to be specified in the
Commission’s Handbook on Filing
Procedures. The Commission is also
removing the requirement that
petitioners supply physical addresses
for purchasers. Instead, petitioners will
be required to provide information
identified in the template spreadsheet
specified in the Commission’s
Handbook on Filing Procedures. The
language of the rule also now clearly
indicates that lost sales and revenue
allegations should concern a period
more closely reflecting the period of
investigation the Commission typically
uses rather than only the three years
preceding the filing of the petition.
These changes in requirements for the
petition should ease the burden on
petitioners while not compromising the
ability of Commission staff to
investigate lost sales and revenue that
occur during the period of investigation.
Accordingly, the ITC amends 19 CFR
part 207 as follows:
PART 207—INVESTIGATIONS OF
WHETHER INJURY TO DOMESTIC
INDUSTRIES RESULTS FROM
IMPORTS SOLD AT LESS THAN FAIR
VALUE OR FROM SUBSIDIZED
EXPORTS TO THE UNITED STATES
1. The authority citation for part 207
continues to read as follows:

■

Authority: 19 U.S.C. 1336, 1671–1677n,
2482, 3513.

2. In § 207.11, revise paragraph
(b)(2)(v) to read as follows:

■

§ 207.11

Contents of petition.

*

*
*
*
*
(b) * * *
(2) * * *
(v) A listing of the main purchasers
from which each petitioning firm
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experienced lost sales or lost revenue by
reason of the subject merchandise
during a period covering the three most
recently completed calendar years and
that portion of the current calendar year
for which information is reasonably
available. For each named purchaser,
petitioners must provide the email
address of the specific contact person,
5-digit zip code, and the information
identified in the template spreadsheet
specified in the Commission’s
Handbook on Filing Procedures.
Petitioners must certify that all lost sales
or lost revenue allegations identified in
the petition will also be submitted
electronically in the manner specified in
the Commission’s Handbook on Filing
Procedures.
*
*
*
*
*
By order of the Commission.
Issued: August 25, 2015.
Lisa R. Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2015–21441 Filed 8–31–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT
24 CFR Part 982
[Docket No. FR–5453–C–03]
RIN 2577–AC86

Housing Choice Voucher Program:
Streamlining the Portability Process
AGENCY:

Office of General Counsel,

HUD.
ACTION:

Final rule, technical correction.

This document corrects an
inadvertent omission of regulatory text
in HUD’s final rule on Housing Choice
Voucher Program: Streamlining the
Portability Process, published on
August 20, 2015.
DATES: Effective Date: September 21,
2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information about this technical
correction, contact Camille E. Acevedo,
Associate General Counsel for
Legislation and Regulations, Office of
General Counsel, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, 451
7th Street SW., Room 10282,
Washington, DC 20410–0500, telephone
number 202–708–1793 (this is not a tollfree number). Individuals with speech
or hearing impairments may access this
number through TTY by calling the
Federal Relay Service at 800–877–8339
(this is a toll-free number).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August
20, 2015, at 80 FR 50564, HUD
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published a final rule to streamline the
portability process. Portability is a
feature of the Housing Choice Voucher
(HCV) Program that allows an eligible
family with a housing choice voucher to
use that voucher to lease a unit
anywhere in the United States where
there is a public housing agency (PHA)
operating an HCV program. The purpose
of the changes made to the portability
regulations made by HUD’s final rule
published on August 10, 2015, is to
enable PHAs to better serve families and
expand housing opportunities by
improving portability processes.
HUD received comments about the
requirement and content of HCV family
briefings. The majority of commenters,
commenting on the briefings, expressed
opposition to expanding the briefing
requirements, stating that the existing
briefing requirements are already
complex and any expansion would
increase administrative burden. In
response to these comments, HUD
stated that it determined that providing
information about the factors the family
should consider when determining
where to lease a unit with voucher
assistance will only be required as part
of the briefing should HUD make such
information available to PHAs for
distribution. HUD stated that if
required, PHAs are to provide such
information as part of the oral briefing
and the information packet provided to
families selected to participate in the
program, and that HUD would revised
the regulation at § 982.301 accordingly.
HUD further stated that an explanation
of the benefits of living in low-poverty
census tracts should be provided to all
families, not just those families living in
high-poverty census tracts. This
explanation of benefits should also be
included in the information packet
provided to families selected to
participate in the HCV program. (See 80
FR 50569, first column.) While HUD
stated that it would amend § 982.301
accordingly, the corresponding
amendments were inadvertently omitted
from the regulatory text. Therefore, this
document revises § 982.301 to include
the missing regulatory text.
Correction
In the issue of August 20, 2015, at 80
FR 50564, FR Rule Doc. No. 2015–20551
is corrected as follows:
On page 50572, in the third column,
amendatory instruction 4. and its
amendatory text are corrected to read as
follows:
■ 4. In § 982.301, revise paragraphs
(a)(1)(iii), (a)(2), (a)(3), (b)(1), (b)(4),
(b)(9), (b)(11), and (b)(15) to read as
follows:
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Information when family is

(a) * * *
(1) * * *
(iii) Where the family may lease a
unit, including renting a dwelling unit
inside or outside the PHA jurisdiction,
and any information on selecting a unit
that HUD provides.
(2) An explanation of how portability
works. The PHA may not discourage the
family from choosing to live anywhere
in the PHA jurisdiction, or outside the
PHA jurisdiction under portability
procedures, unless otherwise expressly
authorized by statute, regulation, PIH
Notice, or court order. The family must
be informed of how portability may
affect the family’s assistance through
screening, subsidy standards, payment
standards, and any other elements of the
portability process which may affect the
family’s assistance.
(3) The briefing must also explain the
advantages of areas that do not have a
high concentration of low-income
families.
*
*
*
*
*
(b) * * *
(1) The term of the voucher, voucher
suspensions, and PHA policy on any
extensions of the term. If the PHA
allows extensions, the packet must
explain how the family can request an
extension;
*
*
*
*
*
(4) Where the family may lease a unit
and an explanation of how portability
works, including information on how
portability may affect the family’s
assistance through screening, subsidy
standards, payment standards, and any
other elements of the portability process
which may affect the family’s
assistance.
*
*
*
*
*
(9) Materials (e.g., brochures) on how
to select a unit and any additional
information on selecting a unit that
HUD provides.
*
*
*
*
*
(11) A list of landlords known to the
PHA who may be willing to lease a unit
to the family or other resources (e.g.,
newspapers, organizations, online
search tools) known to the PHA that
may assist the family in locating a unit.
PHAs must ensure that the list of
landlords or other resources covers
areas outside of poverty or minority
concentration.
*
*
*
*
*
(15) The advantages of areas that do
not have a high concentration of lowincome families.
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