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Cost of Living Adjustment Examples

Example 14: Application of Cost of Living
Adjustments

Cost of living adjustments are applied
directly to the Federal Benefit Payment to
determine the new rate of the Federal Benefit
Payment after a cost of living adjustment.

A. In this example, the cost of living
adjustment is the same for the Federal
Benefit Payment and the non-Federal Benefit
Payment portion of the total benefit.
Effectively, the total cost of living adjustment
is proportionally split between the Federal
Benefit Payment and the non-Federal Benefit
Payment.

EXAMPLE 14A.—TEACHERS COST OF
LIVING ADJUSTMENT
[Pre-96 hire]

Benefit Computation (at retirement)

Total annuity computation:
Birth date: 11/04/48
Hire date: 03/01/86
Separation date: 02/28/2013

Department service: 27/00/00
Other service: 06/07/28

Paid in 1995:

Excess LWOP in 1990: 00/03/18
.015 service: 5

.0175 service: 5

.02 service: 23.333333

Average salary: $53,121.00

Total: $33,421.96
Total/month: $2,785.00

Federal Benefit Payment Computation:
Birth date: 11/04/48
Hire date: 03/01/86
Freeze date: 06/30/1997
Department service: 11/04/00
Other service: 06/07/28
Paid in 1995:
Excess LWOP in 1990: 00/03/18
.015 service: 5
.0175 service: 5
.02 service: 7.666667

Average salary: $53,121.00

Total: $16,777.38
Total/month: $1,398.00

COLA Computation

DC COLA rate 4%
Total COLA: 111
New rate: 2896

Federal COLA rate: 4%
Federal COLA: 56
New rate: 1454

B. In this example, a new District plan
applies a different cost of living adjustment
than is provided for the Federal Benefit
Payment. The Federal Benefit Payment will
be unaffected by the new District plan. In
such a case, the total cost of living
adjustment is no longer proportionally split
between the Federal Benefit Payment and the
non-Federal Benefit Payment.

EXAMPLE 14B.—TEACHERS COST OF
LIVING ADJUSTMENT
[Pre—96 hire]

Benefit Computation (at retirement)

Total annuity computation:
Birth date: 11/04/48
Hire date: 03/01/86
Separation date: 02/28/2013
Department service: 27/00/00
Other service: 06/07/28
Paid in 1995:
Excess LWOP in 1990: 00/03/18
.015 service: 5
.0175 service: 5
.02 service: 23.333333
Average salary: $53,121.00
Total: $33,421.96
Total/month: $2,785.00

Federal Benefit Payment computation:
Birth date: 11/04/48
Hire date: 03/01/86
Freeze date: 06/30/1997
Department service: 11/04/00
Other service: 06/07/28
Paid In 1995:
Excess LWOP in 1990: 00/03/18
.015 service: 5
.0175 service: 5
.02 service: 7.666667
Average salary: $53,121.00
Total: $16,777.38
Total/month: $1,398.00

COLA Computation Variations

Variation 1

DC Cola rate 5% of total benefit
Total COLA: $139.00
New rate: $2,924.00
Federal COLA rate 4% of Federal Benefit
Payment
Federal COLA: $56.00
New rate: $1,454.00

Variation 2

DC COLA rate 5% of DC Payment
Total COLA: $125.00
New rate: $2,910.00
Federal COLA rate 4% of Federal Benefit
Payment
Federal COLA: $56.00
New rate: $1,454.00

Retroactive Payment of Accrued Annuity
Example

Example 15: Accrual of Federal Benefit
Payment

The Federal Benefit Payment begins to
accrue on the annuity commencing date,
regardless of whether the employee is added
to the annuity roll in time for the regular
payment cycle. If the employee is due a
retroactive payment of accrued annuity, the
portion of the retroactive payment that would
have been Federal Benefit Payment (if it were
made in the regular payment cycle) is still
Federal Benefit Payment.

In this example, a teacher retired effective
September 11, 1998. She was added to the
retirement rolls on the pay date November 1,
1998 (October 1 to October 31 accrual cycle).

Her Federal Benefit Payment is $3000 per
month and her total benefit payment is $3120
per month. Her initial check is $5200 because
it includes a prorated payment for 20 days
(September 11 to September 30). The Federal
Benefit Payment is $5000 of the initial check
($3000 for the October cycle and $2000 for
the September cycle).

EXAMPLE 15.—TEACHERS ACCRUED
BENEFIT

[Pre-96 hire]

Total Annuity Computation

Birth date: 11/01/42

Hire date: 09/01/66
Separation date: 09/10/98
Department service: 32/00/10
.015 service: 5

.0175 service: 5

.02 service: 22

Average salary: $62,150.00
Total: $37,445.38
Total/month: $3,120.00

Sept 11-30: $2,080.00
Oct 1-31: $3,120.00
Nov 1-30: $3,120.00

Federal Benefit Payment Computation

Birth date: 11/01/42

Hire date: 09/01/66

Freeze date: 06/30/97
Department service: 30/10/00
.015 service: 5

.0175 service: 5

.02 service: 20.833333
Average salary: $62,150.00
Total: $35,995.21
Total/month: $3,000.00
Sept 11-30: $2,000.00

Oct 1-31: $3,000.00

Nov 1-30: $3,000.00

[FR Doc. 99-32168 Filed 12—10-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4810-25-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service
36 CFR Parts 217 and 219

National Forest System Land and
Resource Management Planning

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of supplemental
information.

SUMMARY: On October 5, 1999, the
Forest Service published a proposed
rule to guide land and resource
management planning on national
forests and grasslands. On October 19,
1999, the agency published a notice of
23 national town meetings to be held for
purposes of explaining and receiving
written comment on the proposed rule.
The Forest Service is now publishing
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the briefing materials and questions
used at the public meetings to ensure
that those who cannot attend the
meetings have an opportunity to use
this information for providing comment.

DATES: Comment on the proposed rule,
including the information in this notice,
must be received in writing by January
4, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments on
the proposed planning rule to the
CAET-USDA, Attn: Planning Rule,
Forest Service, USDA, 200 East
Broadway, Room 103, Post Office Box
7669, Missoula, MT 59807; via email to
planreg/wo__caet@fs.fed.us; or via
facsimile to (406) 329-3021.

Comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are subject to
public inspection and copying. The
public may inspect comments received
on the proposed rule in the Office of
Deputy Chief, Third Floor, Southwest
Wing, Yates Building, 14th and
Independence Ave., SW, Washington,
D.C. between the hours of 8:30 AM and
4:00 PM.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bob
Cunningham, Ecosystem Management
Coordination Staff, telephone: (406)
329-3388.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
Committee of Scientists was chartered
by Agriculture Secretary Dan Glickman
to advise the Forest Service on
improvements that could be made in the
National Forest System Land and
Resource Management planning
process. The Forest Service published a
proposed rule on October 5, 1999 (64 FR
54074). The Committee also
recommended that the agency use new
and innovative methods of engaging the
public in its work. The Forest Service
responded to their recommendation by
sponsoring a series of 23 town hall
meetings across the country on the
proposed planning regulation (64 FR
56294).

The town hall meeting format was
designed to introduce participants to the
major themes contained in the proposed
forest planning rule and to create an
opportunity for people to talk with each
other about the proposed rule. The four
themes and discussion questions which
follows are being used at the 23 public
meetings.

Town Hall Meeting Discussion
Questions

Theme 1: Sustainability

After reading the information below
about sustainability, please answer the
following questions. What do you like
about the theme of sustainability and its
key points? Do you see areas that need

clarification, that are missing, or that
you disagree with?

Sustainability means meeting the
needs of present generations without
compromising the needs of future
generations. The proposed rule would
affirm ecological, social, and economic
sustainability as the overall goal for
management of national forests and
grasslands. To achieve sustainability,
the first priority for management would
be the maintenance and restoration of
ecological sustainability. This will allow
the Forest Service to provide a
sustainable flow of products, services,
and other values from national forests
and grasslands. Making ecological
sustainability the first priority does not
mean that the agency will maximize the
protection plant and animal species to
the exclusion of human values and uses.
Rather, it means that, without
ecologically sustainable systems, other
uses of the lands and their resources
would be impaired.

Achieving ecological sustainability
requires maintaining or restoring
ecological integrity, which is defined as:
““An ecosystem that, at multiple
geographic and temporary scales,
maintains its characteristic diversity of
biological and physical components,
spatial patterns, structure, and
functional processes within its
approximate range of historic
variability. These processes include
disturbance regimes, nutrient cycling,
hydrological functions, vegetation
succession, and species adaption and
evolution. Ecosystems with integrity are
resilient and capable of self-renewal in
the presence of the cumulative effects of
human and natural disturbances.”

The management of national forests
and grasslands will promote economic
and social sustainability through: (1)
Involvement of interested and affected
people in Forest Service activities; (2)
the development and consideration of
relevant social economic information,
including the social and economic
characteristics of communities affected
by Forest Service decisions; and, (3) the
production of a range of products,
services, and values, such as clean air
and water, productive soils, biological
diversity, wildlife, wood fiber,
employment, community development
opportunities, recreation, beauty,
inspiration, wonder, and a refuge for the
renewal of the human spirit.

Theme 2: Integrating Science

After reading the information below
about the theme of integrating science,
please answer the following questions.
What do you like about the theme of
integrating science and its key points?
Do you see areas that need clarification,

that are missing, or that you disagree
with? Integrating science means placing
renewed emphasis on the use of best
available science and giving scientists a
more active role in planning and
decisionmaking. The proposed rule: (1)
Fosters the exchange of information and
ideas among scientists, the public, and
the Forest Service; (2) allows for broad-
scale and local assessments that
examine the ecological, social, and
economic conditions and issues
affecting an area; (3) emphasizes
monitoring and evaluation so that the
Forest Service can adopt as conditions
change and more is learned over time;
(4) links project implementation to
monitoring funding, such that projects
could not be authorized unless there is
a reasonable expectation that adequate
funding will be available to complete
required project monitoring; (5)
establishes science advisory boards
designed to improve Forest Service
access to the latest scientific
information and analysis; (6) allows
peer reviews and science consistency
checks to ensure that the best available
science is used in planning and
decisionmaking; and (7) ensures that
scientists from a broad range of
disciplines and institutions will play an
increased role in nearly every stage of
land management planning.

Scientists will: (1) Identify new issues
and translate new information about the
conditions of forests and grasslands; (2)
conduct appropriate broad-scale
assessments and local analyses; (3)
design and review monitoring protocols;
(4) conduct peer reviews and science
consistency checks; and, (5) formulate
potential solutions to issues by
analyzing management options.

Theme 3: Creating Living Documents

After reading the information below
about creating living documents, please
answer the following questions. What
do you like about the theme of creating
living documents and its key points? Do
you see areas that need clarification,
that are missing, or that you disagree
with?

Creating living documents means
creating a planning process that enables
Forest Service officials, in conjunction
with their public partners, to address
emerging issues, public ideas, new
information, or changed conditions,
more quickly and soundly.

The proposed planning process is
designed to continue the learning and
innovation that has occurred and
continues to occur among the Forest
Service and its partners. It is not a
“cookbook” for making decisions, but a
process that encourages the evolution of
new ideas. The planning process is
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dynamic so that the Forest Service can
respond rapidly to issues and
opportunities identified through
discussions with the public, monitoring,
broad-scale or local assessments, new
laws and policies, etc.

The scale of Forest Service planning
would be based on the scale of the topic
to be considered rather than Forest
Service administrative boundaries. For
example, two, three, or twenty national
forest might work together to address a
certain issue. Issues extending beyond
national forest and grassland boundaries
would also be addresses, while
respecting private property boundaries.
Land management plans are based on
realistic funding levels so that they do
not create expectations that cannot be
fulfilled. Plans become a collection of
decisions, like a loose-leaf notebook,
that stay current and continue to guide
decisions rather than a weighty book
that gathers dust on the shelf once it is
completed.

Theme 4: Collaboration

The theme of collaboration is an
especially important aspect of the
proposed rule, and we would like some
specific advice from you on this subject.
Collaboration means actively engaging
the public, interested organizations, and
federal, tribal, state and local
governments in solving problems that
affect national forests and grasslands.

Under the proposed rule, the Forest
Service would: (1) Actively engage its
partners in Forest Service activities; (2)
convene, facilitate, and participate in
efforts aimed at solving problems,
defining future goals and opportunities,
and addressing issues that affect
national forests and grasslands; (3)
partner with other governments,
agencies, companies, and individuals to
address issues that are common across
a shared landscape; and (4) make future
planning processes transparent.

We know that your time and energy
are valuable, and given that government
entities like the Forest Service have
specific duties and responsibilities they
must fulfill. The Forest Service, for
example cannot give up its final
decisionmaking authority. Given this
information, what are some general
guidelines the Forest Service should
follow in working with others in
addressing natural resources issues?
What are some things the Forest Service
can do to best take advantage of your
expertise and the skills of other people
interested in the future of our national
forests and grasslands?

Dated: December 7, 1999.
Hilda Diaz-Soltero,
Associate Chief for Natural Resources.
[FR Doc. 99-32146 Filed 12—10-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA—217-0204-EC; FRL —6505-6]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; California State
Implementation Plan Revision, San
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution
Control District; Reopening of
Comment Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule; reopening of the
comment period.

SUMMARY: EPA is reopening the
comment period for a proposed rule
published October 28, 1999 (64 FR
58008). On October 28, 1999, EPA
proposed a limited approval and limited
disapproval of revisions to the
California State Implementation Plan for
the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD).
This revision concerns SJVUAPCD Rule
4354 which controls oxides of nitrogen
(NOx) emissions from glass melting
furnaces. In response to a request from
the California Environmental
Associates, EPA is reopoening the
comment period for 30 days.

DATES: The comment period is reopened
until December 29, 1999.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to: Andrew Steckel,
Rulemaking Office (AIR—4), Air
Division, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karen Irwin at (415) 744—1903.

Dated: December 1, 1999.
Alexis Strauss,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 99-32180 Filed 12—10-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 226

[Docket N0.991116305-9305-01; I.D.
N0.110599D]

RIN 0648—-AL82

Designated Critical Habitat: Re-
Proposed Critical Habitat for
Johnson’s Seagrass

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

ACTION: Proposed rule; notice of hearing;
request for comments; correction.

SUMMARY: In the proposed rule on
designating critical habitat for Johnson’s
seagrass, published on December 2,
1999, the Figures beginning on page
67542 did not have complete latitude
and longitude designations. This
document corrects the proposed rule.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
proposed designation of critical habitat
should be addressed to the Mr. Charles
Oravetz, Assistant Regional
Administrator, Protected Resources
Division, NMFS, Southeast Regional
Office, 9721 Executive Center Drive
North, St. Petersburg, Florida 33702—
2432. Comments may be sent via
facsimile (fax) to 727-570-5517.
Comments will not be accepted if
submitted via e-mail or Internet. A
public hearing on this proposal will be
held at the South Florida Water
Management District auditorium, 3301
Gun Club Road, West Palm Beach,
Florida, 33416—4680 (see DATES).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Layne Bolen, Southeast Region,
Protected Resources Division, NMFS,
727-570-5312, layne.bolen@noaa.gov or
Marta Nammack, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, 301-713-1401,
marta.nammack@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Need for Correction

In the December 2, 1999 issue of the
Federal Register, in proposed rule FR
Doc. 99-31304, (64 FR 67536), the
figures on pages 67542 (Figure 1), 67543
(Figure 2), 67544 (Figure 3), 67545
(Figure 4), 67546 (Figure 5), 67547
(Figure 6), 67549 (Figure 8) and 67550
(Figure 9) had incomplete latitude and
longitude designations. This document
corrects the latitude and longitude
designations as follows:

BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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