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6 15 U.S.C. 78f. 
7 In approving this proposed rule change, the 

Commission has considered the proposed rule’s 
impact on efficiency, competition, and capital 
formation. See 15 U.S.C. 78c(f). 

8 15 U.S.C. 78f(b)(5). 

9 15 U.S.C. 78s(b)(2). 
10 17 CFR 200.30–3(a)(12). 

number of executed contracts in the 
option issue equals the Specified 
Engagement Size. 

While the Risk Monitor Mechanism 
serves an important risk management 
purpose, the Exchange states that it 
operates consistent with the firm quote 
obligations of a broker-dealer pursuant 
to Rule 602 of Regulation NMS. 
Specifically, proposed paragraph (c) 
provides that any marketable orders or 
quotes that are executable against a 
Participant’s quotation that are received 
prior to the time the Risk Monitor 
Mechanism is engaged will be 
automatically executed at the price up 
to the Participant’s size, regardless of 
whether such an execution results in 
executions in excess of the Participant’s 
Specified Engagement Size. 
Accordingly, the Risk Monitor 
Mechanism cannot be used to 
circumvent a Participant’s firm quote 
obligation. 

Proposed Section 19(d) further 
provides that the system will 
automatically reset the counting 
program and commence a new specified 
time period when: (i) A previous 
counting period has expired and a 
transaction occurs in any series in such 
option; or (ii) the Participant refreshes 
his/her quotation, in a series for which 
an order has been executed (thus 
commencing the specified time period) 
prior to the expiration of the specified 
time period. 

III. Discussion and Commission’s 
Findings 

After careful review, the Commission 
finds that the proposed rule change is 
consistent with the requirements of 
Section 6 of the Act 6 and the rules and 
regulations thereunder applicable to a 
national securities exchange.7 In 
particular, the Commission finds that 
the proposed rule change is consistent 
with Section 6(b)(5) of the Act,8 which 
requires, among other things, that the 
Exchange’s rules be designed to prevent 
fraudulent and manipulative acts and 
practices, to promote just and equitable 
principles of trade, to foster cooperation 
and coordination with persons engaged 
in facilitating transactions in securities, 
to remove impediments to and perfect 
the mechanism of a free and open 
market and a national market system, 
and, in general, to protect investors and 
the public interest. The Commission 
believes that the proposed rule change 
should provide NOM Participants 

assistance in effectively managing their 
quotations. 

IV. Conclusion 

It Is Therefore Ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act,9 that the 
proposed rule change (SR–NASDAQ– 
2011–077) be, and hereby is, approved. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Trading and Markets, pursuant to delegated 
authority.10 
Elizabeth M. Murphy, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2011–19051 Filed 7–27–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8011–01–P 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No. 34–64864; File No. SR–DTC– 
2011–06] 

Self-Regulatory Organizations; The 
Depository Trust Company; Notice of 
Filing of Proposed Rule Change To 
Amend Rules Relating to the Early 
Redemption of Certificates of Deposit 

July 12, 2011. 

Correction 

In notice document 2011–17957 
appearing on pages 42149–42150 in the 
issue of Monday, July 18, 2011, make 
the following correction: 

On page 42150, in the second column, 
in the 16th line, ‘‘[insert date 21 days 
from publication in the Federal 
Register]’’ should read ‘‘August 8, 
2011’’. 
[FR Doc. C1–2011–17957 Filed 7–27–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 1505–01–D 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[Disaster Declaration #12704 and #12705] 

Tennessee Disaster #TN–00058 

AGENCY: U.S. Small Business 
Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This is a Notice of the 
Presidential declaration of a major 
disaster for Public Assistance Only for 
the State of Tennessee (FEMA–4005– 
DR), dated 07/20/2011. 

Incident: Severe Storms, Straight-line 
Winds, Tornadoes, and Flooding. 

Incident Period: 06/18/2011 through 
06/24/2011. 

Effective Date: 07/20/2011. 
Physical Loan Application Deadline 

Date: 09/19/2011. 

Economic Injury (EIDL) Loan 
Application Deadline Date: 04/20/2012. 
ADDRESSES: Submit completed loan 
applications to: U.S. Small Business 
Administration, Processing and 
Disbursement Center, 14925 Kingsport 
Road, Fort Worth, TX 76155. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: A. 
Escobar, Office of Disaster Assistance, 
U.S. Small Business Administration, 
409 3rd Street, SW., Suite 6050, 
Washington, DC 20416. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given that as a result of the 
President’s major disaster declaration on 
07/20/2011, Private Non-Profit 
organizations that provide essential 
services of governmental nature may file 
disaster loan applications at the address 
listed above or other locally announced 
locations. 

The following areas have been 
determined to be adversely affected by 
the disaster: 
Primary Counties: 

Claiborne, Grainger, Henderson, 
Knox, Loudon, Marion. 

The Interest Rates are: 

Percent 

For Physical Damage: 
Non-Profit Organizations with 

Credit Available Elsewhere ... 3.250 
Non-Profit Organizations with-

out Credit Available Else-
where ..................................... 3.000 

For Economic Injury: 
Non-Profit Organizations with-

out Credit Available Else-
where ..................................... 3.000 

The number assigned to this disaster 
for physical damage is 12704B and for 
economic injury is 12705B. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Numbers 59002 and 59008) 

Lisa Lopez-Suarez, 
Acting Associate Administrator for Disaster 
Assistance. 
[FR Doc. 2011–19161 Filed 7–27–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025–01–P 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

[Docket No. SSA–2011–0057] 

Social Security Ruling 11–1p; Titles II 
and XVI: Procedures for Handling 
Requests To File Subsequent 
Applications for Disability Benefits 

AGENCY: Social Security Administration. 
ACTION: Notice of Social Security Ruling 
(SSR) 

SUMMARY: We are giving notice of SSR 
11–1p, in which we explain our new 
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1 In the six states that comprise our Boston Region 
(Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut), the Appeals 
Council must consider whether the evidence relates 
to the period on or before the hearing decision, 
whether there is a reasonable probability that the 
evidence would change the outcome of the 
decision, and one of the following: 1) our action 
misled you; 2) you had a physical, mental, 
educational, or linguistic limitation(s) preventing 
you from submitting the evidence earlier; or 3) 
some other unusual, unexpected, or unavoidable 
circumstance beyond your control that prevented 

procedures for handling your request to 
file a disability claim when you have a 
pending claim of the same title and 
benefit type in our administrative 
review process. This change will allow 
us to more efficiently use our limited 
resources to handle the increase in the 
number of initial disability claims that 
we have seen in light of the economic 
downturn. 
DATES: Effective Date: July 28, 2011. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Beth Rochowiak, Social Security 
Administration, 6401 Security 
Boulevard, Baltimore, MD 21235–6401 
(410) 594–2302, or TTY 1–800–325– 
0778. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We are 
publishing this SSR in accordance with 
20 CFR 402.35(b)(1). 

Through SSRs, we make available to 
the public precedential decisions 
relating to the Federal old-age, 
survivors, disability, Supplemental 
Security Income, and special veteran’s 
benefits programs. We may base SSRs 
on determinations or decisions made at 
all levels of administrative adjudication, 
Federal court decisions, Commissioner’s 
decisions, opinions of the Office of the 
General Counsel, or other 
interpretations of the law and 
regulations. 

Although SSRs do not have the same 
force and effect as statutes or 
regulations, they are binding on all of 
our components. 20 CFR 402.35(b)(1). 

This SSR will be in effect until we 
publish a notice in the Federal Register 
that rescinds it or publish a new SSR 
that replaces or modifies it. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 96.001 Social Security— 
Disability Insurance; 96.006—Supplemental 
Security Income.) 

Dated: July 22, 2011. 
Michael J. Astrue, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 

Policy Interpretation Ruling 

Titles II and XVI: Procedures for 
Handling Requests To File Subsequent 
Applications for Disability Benefits 

Purpose: To explain our revised 
procedure under which we will no 
longer process a subsequent disability 
claim if you already have a claim under 
the same title and of the same type 
pending in our administrative review 
process. 

Citations: Sections 202(j), 216(i), 
223(a), and 1631(e) of the Social 
Security Act, as amended; Regulations 
No. 4, subpart G, sections 404.601, 
404.603; subpart J, sections 404.900(b), 
404.970(b), 404.976(b); and Regulations 
No. 16, subpart C, section 416.305; 

subpart N, sections 416.1400(b), 
416.1470(b), 416.1476(b). 

Introduction 
In 1999, we adopted a procedure that 

allowed us to process a subsequent 
disability claim while your prior 
disability claim was pending at the 
Appeals Council level of our 
administrative review process. 

Under that procedure, if you filed a 
subsequent application for disability 
benefits while you had a disability 
claim pending at the Appeals Council, 
we sent your subsequent claim to the 
disability determination services (DDS) 
or similar case-processing center for 
development and adjudication. If we 
denied your subsequent application at 
the earlier stages, and you requested a 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge (ALJ), the hearing office took no 
action until the Appeals Council 
completed its action on your prior 
claim. 

We have seen an increase in the 
number of subsequent disability claims 
in recent years. When two disability 
claims under the same title and type are 
pending at the same time, there can be 
conflicting decisions that we must then 
reconcile. Subsequent claims may result 
in improper payments, increased 
administrative costs, and unnecessary 
workloads stemming from duplication. 
Because of these problems and the 
significant increase in the number of 
initial disability claims that we have 
experienced in recent years, we are 
changing our procedures for handling 
subsequent applications for disability 
claims of the same title and type. 

Policy Interpretation 
Under the new procedures we are 

adopting in this Ruling, generally you 
will no longer be allowed to have two 
claims for the same type of benefits 
pending at the same time. If you want 
to file a new disability claim under the 
same title and of the same type as a 
disability claim pending at any level of 
administrative review, you will have to 
choose between pursuing your 
administrative review rights on the 
pending disability claim or declining to 
pursue further administrative review 
and filing a new application. This 
Ruling explains our new procedures. 

If You Choose To Pursue Your Pending 
Disability Claim Instead of Filing a New 
Claim Under the Same Title and of the 
Same Type 

If you decide to pursue your 
administrative review rights on the 
pending disability claim, we will not 
accept your subsequent application for 
benefits under the same title and for the 

same type of benefit as the pending 
claim. Although we will not accept your 
subsequent application while your prior 
disability claim is pending 
administrative review, you can still 
provide us with evidence that is 
relevant to your pending claim, in 
accordance with our existing regulations 
and procedures. Our technological 
improvements, such as Electronic 
Records Express and electronic alerts 
and messages, enable our offices to 
communicate with one another faster 
and more efficiently and act on 
additional evidence promptly. If the 
additional evidence indicates a critical 
or dire need situation, we will act 
expeditiously. 

Claim Pending at Initial, 
Reconsideration, or Hearing Level 

The procedures in this Ruling do not 
preclude you from reporting new 
medical conditions or a worsening in 
your existing medical conditions, and 
you can submit additional evidence on 
these matters. We will forward any 
additional evidence you submit to the 
office that is handling the pending claim 
so that it can be associated with that 
claim. 

You can submit any information or 
evidence that you feel is helpful to your 
pending disability claim. See 20 CFR 
404.900(b) and 416.1400(b). In 
adjudicating the pending disability 
claim, we will consider the information 
and evidence you submit, together with 
all the other information in the claim 
folder. Id. 

Claim Pending With the Appeals 
Council 

If you choose to pursue your 
disability claim that is pending at the 
Appeals Council, and you submit 
additional evidence, the Appeals 
Council will first determine whether the 
additional evidence relates to the period 
on or before the date of the hearing 
decision. When the additional evidence 
is new and material and relates to the 
period on or before the date of the 
hearing decision, the Appeals Council 
will consider it, together with the entire 
record. 20 CFR 404.970(b), 416.1470(b), 
and 405.373.1 The Appeals Council will 
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you from submitting the evidence earlier. 20 CFR 
405.373. 

review your case if it finds that the 
ALJ’s action, findings, or conclusion is 
contrary to the weight of the evidence 
currently of record. Id. 

If the new and material evidence that 
relates to the period on or before the 
date of the hearing decision shows a 
critical or disabling condition, the 
Appeals Council will expedite its 
review of your pending claim. 

When the additional evidence does 
not relate to the period on or before the 
date of your hearing decision, the 
Appeals Council will return the 
additional evidence to you. 20 CFR 
404.976(b), 416.1476(b). The notice 
returning the additional evidence will 
explain why the Appeals Council did 
not accept the evidence and inform you 
that, under certain circumstances, we 
will consider the date you filed the 
request for Appeals Council review as 
the filing date for your new claim. If you 
originally filed for disability benefits 
under title II, and you file a new 
application for title II disability benefits 
within six months of the date of this 
notice, we will use the date of your 
request for Appeals Council review as 
the filing date. If both applications are 
for Supplemental Security Income 
payments based on disability under title 
XVI, and you file the new application 
within 60 days from the date of the 
notice, we will use the date you 
requested Appeals Council review as 
the filing date for the new claim. We 
will permit the filing of a new disability 
claim after the Appeals Council 
completes its action on the request for 
review of the pending claim. 

If the additional evidence that does 
not relate to the period on or before your 
hearing decision shows a new critical or 
disabling condition, and you tell us that 
you want to file a new claim based on 
this evidence, the Appeals Council may 
permit you to file a new disability claim 
before it completes its action on your 
request for review of the pending claim. 

If You Choose To Decline Further 
Review of Your Pending Disability 
Claim and Instead File a New Claim 
Under the Same Title and of the Same 
Type 

If, on the other hand, you decide to 
decline to pursue further administrative 
review on the pending disability claim 

and file a new application, we will 
assess your eligibility for any other 
benefits and take applications for these 
benefits. When you received an 
unfavorable or partially favorable 
decision from us on your pending claim, 
we explained the effect that not 
pursuing an appeal might have on your 
possible entitlement to benefits. 

If Your Subsequent Claim Does Not 
Involve the Same Title or Type of 
Benefit 

This Ruling does not change the 
procedure we currently follow when 
you file a subsequent claim under a 
different title or for a different benefit 
type than a pending claim. When a 
subsequent claim under a different title 
or for a different benefit type shares a 
common issue with the pending claim, 
we will usually consolidate it with the 
pending claim through the hearing 
level. When you file a subsequent claim 
that is under a different title or is for a 
different benefit type and your prior 
claim is pending review at the Appeals 
Council, we will process the subsequent 
claim in accordance with our current 
procedures. 

Cross-References: Program Operations 
Manual System, DI 12045.027 and DI 
20101.025, DI 23015.005, DI 81010.155, 
DI 81020.120, GN 00201.005, GN 
00204.028, GN 00206.001, GN 
00206.015, GN 01010.030, GN 
03104.370. GN 03104.380, GN 
03104.385, GN 03104.390, GN 
03104.400, GN 03104.400, SI 00601.030, 
SI 00601.048, SI 00601.050, SI 
04040.025, SI 04040.027, Hearings, 
Appeals and Litigation Law Manual, I– 
3–1–7, I–3–5–20, I–3–5–90, I–4–2–30, I– 
4–2–1, I–5–1–13, and I–5–3–17. 
[FR Doc. 2011–19103 Filed 7–27–11; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4191–02–P 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

[Public Notice 7537] 

International Joint Commission Public 
Hearings on Binational Management of 
Lake of the Woods and Rainy River 
Watershed 

The International Joint Commission 
(IJC) will hold public hearings on the 

final report of its International Lake of 
the Woods and Rainy River Watershed 
Task Force (Task Force). 

The Task Force report to the IJC 
makes recommendations on how the 
United States and Canada could work 
together to better manage water quality, 
water quantity, and related issues in the 
international Lake of the Woods and 
Rainy River watershed. 

Task Force recommendations address 
five themes to improve bi-national 
governance for priority issues in the 
watershed. These include a summit 
convened by the IJC to encourage the 
development of a watershed vision, 
common goals and objectives; 
combining two existing IJC Boards into 
a single International Watershed Board 
with a water quality mandate 
encompassing all boundary waters in 
the watershed (including Lake of the 
Woods); increased support for the 
existing International Multi-Agency 
Arrangement’s work on water quality 
science efforts in the watershed; 
increased local participation in 
watershed management governance; and 
a review of water-level regulation on 
Lake of the Woods. 

In June 2010, the Governments of 
Canada and the United States asked the 
IJC to examine and make 
recommendations regarding the bi- 
national management of the Lake of the 
Woods and Rainy River system and the 
IJC’s potential role in this management. 
The IJC established the Task Force to 
review the ways that Canada and the 
United States work together to manage 
water quality, water quantity and 
related issues in the watershed, to 
identify gaps in the current approach, to 
identify key existing or emerging issues 
that require attention, and to 
recommend any new or adjusted 
governance mechanisms that would 
help address the identified issues. 

The submission of the report marks 
the completion of the Task Force’s 
work. The IJC is now inviting public 
comment on the report. Comments will 
be received at public meetings held 
August 15–20 at the following dates and 
times: 

Dates City Meeting location Central time 

Monday, August 15 .............. Fort Frances, ON ................ La Place Rendez Vous, 1201 Idlywild Dr ......................... 7 p.m. 
Tuesday, August 16 ............. International Falls, MN ........ Rainy River Community College Theatre, 1501 Highway 

71.
6 p.m.—Board Meeting; 

7:30 p.m.—IJC Hear-
ing. 

Wednesday, August 17 ........ Cook, MN ............................ Cook Ranger Station, 320 North Highway 53 55723 ....... 7 p.m. 
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