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determination of the probable cause(s)
when (1) any Board Member so requests,
(2) it appears to the Office Director that,
because of significant public interest, a
policy issue, or a safety issue of other
matter, the determination of the
probable cause(s) should be made by the
Board, or (3) the accident investigation
will be used to support findings in a
special investigation or study. Provided,
that a petition for reconsideration or
modification of a determination of the
probable cause(s) made under §845.41
of this Chapter shall be acted on by the
Board.

(d) Consistent with Board resources,
investigate accidents as provided under
§ 304(a) of the Independent Safety Board
Act of 1974, as amended (49 U.S.C.
1131(a)) and the Appendix to this Part.

11. Section 800.26 is revised to read
as follows:

§800.26 Delegation to the Director, Office
of Administration.

The Board delegates to the Director,
Office of Administration, the authority
to:

(a) Determine, initially, the
withholding of a Board record from
inspection or copying, pursuant to Part
801 of this Chapter.

(b) Settle claims for money damages
of $2,500 or less against the United
States arising under Section 2672 of 28
United States Code (the Federal Tort
Claims Act) because of acts or omissions
of Board employees.

12. Section 800.27 is revised to read
as follows:

§800.27 Delegation to investigative
officers and employees of the Board.

The Board delegates to any officer or
employee of the Board designated by the
Chairman of the Safety Board the
authority to sign and issue subpoenas,
and administer oaths and affirmations,
and to take depositions or cause them to
be taken in connection with the
investigation of transportation accidents
or incidents.

§800.28
13. Section 800.28 is removed.

Issued in Washington, DC, this 27th day of
November 1995.
Jim Hall,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 95-29227 Filed 11-29-95; 8:45 am]
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Addition of Ottawa National Wildlife
Refuge to the List of Open Areas for
Big Game Hunting in Ohio

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) adds Ottawa National
Wildlife Refuge to the list of areas open
for big game hunting in Ohio along with
pertinent refuge-specific regulations for
such activities. The Service has
determined that such use will be
compatible with the purposes for which
the refuge was established. The Service
has further determined that this action
is in accordance with the provisions of
all applicable laws, is consistent with
principles of sound wildlife
management, and is otherwise in the
public interest by providing additional
recreational opportunities of a
renewable natural resource.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
November 30, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephen R. Vehrs, Telephone (703) 358—
2029, X-5242.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: National
wildlife refuges are generally closed to
hunting and sport fishing until opened
by rulemaking. The Secretary of the
Interior (Secretary) may open refuge
areas to hunting and/or fishing upon a
determination that such uses are
compatible with the purpose(s) for
which the refuge was established. The
action must also be in accordance with
provisions of all laws applicable to the
areas, consistent with the principles of
sound wildlife management, and
otherwise be in the public interest. This
rulemaking opens Ottawa National
Wildlife Refuge to big game (white-
tailed deer) hunting.

In the July 13, 1995, issue of the
Federal Register, 60 FR 36196, the
Service published a proposed
rulemaking and invited public
comment. All substantive comments
were reviewed and considered
following a 60-day public comment
period.

Four organizations and two
individuals provided comments
opposing the rule based on the rationale
that recreational deer hunting was not
justified nor compatible with the
primary purpose for which the refuge

was established. These comments also
indicated an opinion that the Service
failed to show adequate evidence that
the proposed reduction of deer numbers
through hunting is based on solid
scientific evidence, and that alternative
herd reduction methods were
considered.

Comments further indicated that an
explanation was not presented
explaining that hunting could de-
stabilize this refuge deer herd and cause
a compensatory rebound of offspring
within the hunted population, and that
the majority of the public is opposed to
hunting on national wildlife refuges.

The Refuge Manager conducted a
compatibility determination, on behalf
of the Service, of the feasibility of deer
hunting being applied as a management
tool to control the refuge white-tailed
deer population as well as to provide a
quality wildlife-dependent recreational
opportunity for deer hunters. The
Manager’s documented findings within
the compatibility determination as well
as within the environmental assessment
were as follows: 1. The proposed white-
tailed deer hunt was indeed compatible
with the major purposes for which the
refuge was established; 2. the proposed
hunt was within the policy guidelines of
the Service to be applied as both a herd
management tool, and as a method to
provide recreational opportunities for
deer hunters; and 3. abundant scientific
evidence exists which concludes that
the recreational hunting of deer as a
harvest technique is indeed a
biologically sound practice, which
could be expected to produce and
sustain a healthy refuge white-tailed
deer herd.

Substantive comments were also
received referencing the environmental
assessment completed for this hunt
proposal, and that the preferred
alternative, which parallels the proposal
outlined in this Federal Register notice,
provides for wildlife-dependent
recreation while effectively protecting
and controlling deer populations within
the refuge. Other comments supported
hunting as a management tool to control
deer depredations on private land
surrounding the refuge.

The Service agrees, of the alternative
herd management methods proposed in
the Refuge Environmental Assessment
and adopted and presented in the
Federal Register, recreational deer
hunting is a biologically sound
management technique that provides
the best herd management and
depredation control.

Consideration was given to delaying
this final rule for a 30-day period,
however, it was determined by the
Service that any further delay in the



