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EFFECTIVE DATE: February 15, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
David J. Goldberger or Katherine
Johnson, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20230; telephone:
(202) 482-4136 or (202) 482-4929,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (“the Act”), are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act. In addition, unless
otherwise indicated, all citations to the
Department of Commerce’s regulations
are to 19 CFR Part 351 (2001).

Background

On September 4, 2001, the
Department published in the Federal
Register (66 FR 46257) a notice of
“Opportunity To Request
Administrative Review” of the
antidumping duty order on large
newspaper printing presses and
components thereof, whether assembled
or unassembled (“LNPPs”), from Japan
for the period from September 1, 2000,
through August 31, 2001. On September
28, 2001, the petitioner requested an
administrative review of the above-
referenced antidumping duty order for
the period from September 1, 2000,
through August 31, 2001, for Mitsubishi
Heavy Industries, Ltd. (“MHI”’) and
Tokyo Kikai Seisakusho, Ltd. (“TKS”).
On October 26, 2001, the Department
published a notice of initiation of an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on LNPPs from
Japan with respect to these companies.
See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews and Requests for Revocation in
Part, 66 FR 54195 (October 26, 2001).

Recission of Review

On December 21, 2001, the petitioner
timely withdrew its participation from
this review with respect to MHI and
TKS. We interpret the petitioner’s
withdrawal of interest in this review to
constitute withdrawal of its request for
this review. Section 19 CFR
351.213(d)(1) of the Department’s
regulations stipulates that the Secretary
may permit a party that requests a
review to withdraw the request no later
than 90 days after the date of
publication of the notice of initiation of
the requested review. In this case, the

petitioner has withdrawn its request for
review within the 90-day period. No
other interested party requested a
review. Furthermore, on January 16,
2001, the Department published its
partial revocation of the order on LNPPs
from Japan with respect to TKS,
effective September 1, 2000, pursuant to
the completion of the final results of the
third administrative review of the order
for TKS. See Large Newspaper Printing
Presses and Components Thereof,
Whether Assembled or Unassembled,
from Japan: Final Results of
Antidumping Administrative Review
and Revocation in Part, 67 FR 2190
(January 16, 2002). Therefore, we are
rescinding this review of the
antidumping duty order on LNPPs from
Japan.

This notice is published in
accordance with section 751 of the Act
and section 19 CFR 351.213(d)(4).

February 8, 2002.
Richard W. Moreland,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 02—3806 Filed 2—14—02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 020102A]

International Whaling Commission:
Nominations

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

ACTION: Request for nominations.

SUMMARY: This notice is a call for
nominees for the U.S. Delegation to the
May 2002 International Whaling
Commission (IWC) annual meeting.
DATES: All nominations for the U.S.
Delegation to the IWC annual meeting
must be received by March 1, 2002.

ADDRESSES: All nominations for the U.S.

Delegation to the IWC annual meeting
should be addressed to the U.S.
Commissioner to the IWC, and sent via
post to: Chris Yates, 13739, Office of
Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1315 East West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910.
Prospective Congressional advisors to
the delegation should contact the
Department of State directly.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chris Yates, 301-713-2322, Extension
114.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Secretary of Commerce is charged with
the responsibility of discharging the
obligations of the United States under
the International Convention for the
Regulation of Whaling, 1946. The U.S.
commissioner has primary
responsibility for the preparation and
negotiation of U.S. positions on
international issues concerning whaling
and for all matters involving the IWC.
He is staffed by the Department of
Commerce and assisted by the
Department of State, the Department of
the Interior, Marine Mammal
Commission, and by other agencies. The
non-federal representative selected as a
result of this nomination process is
responsible for providing input and
recommendations to the U.S. IWC
Commissioner representing the
positions of non-governmental
organizations.

The IWC is hosting its 54th annual
meeting from May 20-25, 2002, in
Shimonoseki, Japan.

Dated: February 12, 2002.

David Cottingham,

Deputy Director, Office of Protected
Resources, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 02—3824 Filed 2—14-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 021102C]

Taking and Importing of Marine
Mammals

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

ACTION: Notice of proposed organized
decision process; request for comment.

SUMMARY: The Dolphin Protection
Consumer Information Act (DPCIA)
requires the Secretary of Commerce
(Secretary), subject to certain
conditions, to amend the “dolphin-safe”
labeling standard so that tuna from the
eastern tropical Pacific Ocean (ETP)
purse seine fishery caught in sets in
which no dolphins were killed or
seriously injured may be labeled
“dolphin-safe.” The Secretary is
required by the Marine Mammal
Protection Act (MMPA) to conduct
specified scientific research and to make
a finding, based on the results of that
research, information obtained under
the International Dolphin Conservation
Program (IDCP), and any other relevant
information, as to whether the
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intentional deployment on or
encirclement of dolphins with purse
seine nets is having a “significant
adverse impact”” on any depleted
dolphin stock in the ETP. “Significant
adverse impact” is not further defined
in the statute. In this notice, NMFS
proposes the types of information that
will be available to the Secretary and
the context in which the Secretary will
consider the information in arriving at
a final finding regarding significance.
NMFS is seeking comments on the
proposed decision-making process at
this time.

DATES: Comments on this notice must be
received by April 16, 2002. The
deadline of May 1, 2002, to submit to
NMEFS scientific information available
for the Secretary’s consideration, is
final.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the
proposed decision process should be
sent to the Regional Administrator,
Southwest Region, NMFS, 501 W.
Ocean Boulevard, Suite 4200, Long
Beach, California, 90802—4213.
Comments may also be sent via
facsimile at 562—-980—-4027. Comments
will not be accepted if submitted via
electronic mail or the Internet.

Scientific information for the
Secretary’s consideration should be sent
to the Director, NMFS Southwest
Fisheries Science Center, 8604 La Jolla
Shores Drive, La Jolla, CA, 92037.
Comments will not be accepted if
submitted via electronic mail or the
Internet.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nicole R. Le Boeuf, Southwest Fisheries
Science Center, NMFS, 858-546—-7147.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The MMPA, 16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq., as
amended by the International Dolphin
Conservation Program Act (IDCPA),
(Public Law 105—42), requires the
Secretary to conduct scientific research
on dolphin stocks in the ETP. The
DPCIA (16 U.S.C. 1385), as amended by
the IDCPA, requires the Secretary to
make a finding, based on the scientific
research, information obtained under
the IDCP, and any other relevant
information, as to whether the
intentional deployment on or
encirclement of dolphins with purse
seine nets is having a “‘significant
adverse impact” on any depleted
dolphin stock in the ETP. There are
three depleted dolphin stocks in the
ETP: northeastern offshore spotted,
eastern spinner, and coastal spotted.

The Secretary’s finding will
determine the definition of “dolphin-
safe” as applicable to tuna harvested by

purse seine vessels with carrying
capacities of greater than 400 short tons
operating in the ETP. Refer to the
Federal Register Notice at 64 FR 24590
(May 7, 1999), for more information on
the dolphin-safe labeling standard.

The DPCIA requires the Secretary to
make an initial finding regarding the
dolphin-safe label in 1999, and a final
finding by December 31, 2002. On April
29, 1999, NMFS made an initial finding
that there was insufficient evidence at
that time to determine whether the
chase and encirclement of dolphins by
the tuna purse seine fishery was having
a significant adverse impact on any
depleted dolphin stock in the ETP
(NMFS 1999) (64 FR 24590; May 7,
1999). The U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of California in Brower
v. Daley, 93 F. Supp. 2d 1071 (N. D. Ca.
2000), set aside this determination, and
that finding was affirmed by the Ninth
Circuit Court of Appeals in Browerv.
Evans, 257 F. 3d 1058 (9th Cir. 2001).
As a result, the labeling standard (from
(h)(2) of the DPCIA) is in effect.

For the initial finding, NMFS had the
following scientific information
available: dolphin abundance data from
NMFS 1998 and previous surveys,
mortality and abundance estimates
based on tuna vessel observer data, a
comprehensive review of scientific
literature on stress in marine mammals,
and then current and historical
environmental information from the
ETP. The final stages of the mandated
IDCPA research, which will soon be
complete, are expected to provide
substantial additional information for
the final finding. Some of this new
information will generally include:
dolphin abundance data from 1999 and
2000, updated mortality estimates based
on observer data, an updated review of
scientific literature on stress in marine
mammals, results from a necropsy study
of dolphins killed in the fishery, a
review of historical demographic and
biological data related to dolphins
involved in the fishery, results from the
chase-recapture experiment, as well as
information regarding variability in the
biological and physical parameters of
the ETP ecosystem over time.

To accommodate this newly available
scientific and other relevant information
and based on input received on the
initial finding in 1999, NMFS is revising
its decision-making process for the final
finding. The proposed organized
decision process provides the Secretary
with guidance for systematically
reviewing the different types of
information in reaching a final decision
and would be consistent with the
decisions of the U.S. District Court and
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, which

are referenced above. In order to provide
the public with an opportunity to
review and give input regarding the
Secretary’s decision framework, NMFS
is soliciting public comment on the
proposed decision process described
here.

Overview: How to Determine
Significance

It is widely known that the tuna
fishery in the ETP, using intentional
deployment on or encirclement of
dolphins in tuna purse seine nets,
causes some dolphin mortality. The
question for the Secretary is whether or
not interaction with the fishery is
having a “‘significant adverse impact”
on any depleted dolphin stock in the
ETP. There is also general agreement
that the number of mortalities that can
be sustained by the dolphin stocks
before it becomes significant depends
on the state of the ETP ecological
structure for dolphins. In essence, if the
ETP carrying capacity for dolphins has
declined or the ecological structure of
the ETP has changed, dolphin stocks
could sustain fewer mortalities than if
the carrying capacity has remained
constant or increased or if the ecological
structure of the ETP has not changed.
Moreover, because it is clear that direct
(and potentially some level of indirect)
mortality can be attributed to the
fishery, the population growth rates of
the dolphin stocks need to be sufficient
so as to not risk recovery. The
remainder of this notice describes how
those factors will be assessed by the
Secretary in making the final finding
regarding whether the tuna purse seine
fishery is having a significant adverse
impact on any depleted dolphin stock in
the ETP.

The Role of Direct Mortality in the
Decision Process

To assist the Secretary in reaching a
final finding in 2002, NMFS is
examining various potential effects of
the tuna purse seine fishery on depleted
ETP dolphin stocks. Information on
direct mortality will be considered,
along with quantifiable estimates of
indirect mortality and other effects, by
the Secretary in making the final
finding.

The Role of Indirect Mortality in the
Decision Process

While direct mortality by the tuna
fishery is a known impact on the
dolphin stocks, there are several other
possible means by which the fishery
could be impacting the stocks. These
possible means are often not observed
(sometimes termed “cryptic” or
indirect) and may include: (1) delayed
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mortality from stress effects caused by
chase and capture; (2) impaired
reproduction from stress effects
resulting from chase and capture; (3)
calf mortality owing to cow-calf
separation during fishing operations; (4)
social structure disruption attributable
to chase and capture; (5) facilitated
mortality by making the dolphins more
vulnerable to predation after the chase;
and (6) interference with dolphin
feeding. To measure the impact of
indirect effects, the MMPA specifically
requires the Secretary to conduct stress
studies, including: (1) a review of stress-
related research; (2) a three-year
necropsy study of dolphins killed in the
tuna fishery; (3) a one-year review of
relevant historical demographic and
biological data; and (4) an experiment
involving the repeated chasing and
capturing of dolphins by means of
intentional encirclement. Studies
conducted under the IDCPA research
program, information obtained under
the IDCP, and other available scientific
information should provide insights
into the nature and the magnitude of
fishery-induced impacts related to these
specific sources in addition to those
caused by direct mortality. Upon
reviewing this information, the
Secretary will determine whether or not
the intentional deployment on or
encirclement of dolphins with purse
seine nets is having a significant adverse
impact on any depleted dolphin stock in
the ETP.

The Role of Ecosystem Changes in the
Decision Process

Because substantial changes in an
ecosystem can have profound effects on
the ability of a population or stock of
organisms to thrive and/or recover from
a previous period of overexploitation
(such as with depleted stocks), the
Secretary will consider scientific
evidence of whether a significant
ecosystem change has occurred in the
ETP. Particularly, the Secretary will
determine whether any change is likely
to have increased or decreased (1) the
ecological structure or carrying capacity
for the three depleted stocks or (2) the
rate at which the stocks are able to reach
their optimum sustainable population
(OSP) level. OSP is the level at which
the number of animals in a population
are sufficient to achieve the maximum
productivity of the population or the
species, keeping in mind the carrying
capacity of the habitat and the health of
the ecosystem of which they form a
constituent element.

Methods For Determining Significance
of Estimated Mortality

To assess the significance of estimated
mortality in the fishery, the Secretary
will use established methods of
managing marine mammal mortality
under the MMPA. These “mortality
standards”” may include the Potential
Biological Removal (PBR) and the Stock
Mortality Limit (SML) systems, as well
as other standards as appropriate.

NMEFS relies on the PBR system,
developed as a tool for implementation
of the MMPA, for regulating incidental
mortality of marine mammal stocks by
U.S. fisheries other than the tuna purse
seine fishery in the ETP. The PBR
system was developed in a series of
workshops with participation of experts
from NMFS and was refined following
input from the Marine Mammal
Commission, outside experts, and the
public. The PBR level of a marine
mammal stock is the maximum number
of animals, in addition to natural
mortalities, that may be removed while
allowing that stock to reach or maintain
OSP. Although ETP dolphin mortality is
generally not managed under this
system, PBR serves here as a valuable
mortality standard to measure
significance of mortality in marine
mammal-fishery interactions because it
is a risk averse method of incorporating
uncertainty in management models for
marine mammals. The formula for
calculating PBR can be found in Wade
and Angliss (1997), available at http://
nmml.afsc.noaa.gov/library/gammsrep/
gammsrep.htm.

In examining estimated mortality, the
Secretary may also consider other
mortality standards, such as those
utilized by the SML system, to manage
fishery-induced dolphin mortality levels
in the ETP. The SML system uses
substantially lower limits for dolphin
mortality than the PBR approach. The
SML system was conceived by nations
participating in the IDCP and several
non-governmental conservation
organizations, in consultation with the
Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission. It is now being
implemented by the signatory nations of
the Agreement on the International
Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP).
Pursuant to the MMPA, as amended by
the IDCPA, the SMLs (per-stock per-year
dolphin mortality limits) beginning in
calendar year 2001 are set at less than
or equal to 0.1 percent of the minimum
population estimate of each dolphin
stock. Additional information on SMLs
can be found in Annex III of the AIDCP,
available at: http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/
prot—res/PR2/Tuna—Dolphin/
AIDCP.html

The established standards of PBR and
SML are incorporated into the
Secretary’s organized decision process
to assess whether or not the intentional
deployment on or encirclement of
dolphins with purse seine nets is having
a significant adverse impact on any
depleted dolphin stock in the ETP.
Similar to previous work (Gerrodette
1996), NMFS will make calculations of
PBR levels and SMLs for the final
finding, based on the recent abundance
estimates from the ETP surveys
conducted under the IDCPA research
program. Further discussion of how the
PBR, SML, or other appropriate
mortality standards will be used in the
final finding decision process can be
found below.

The Organized Decision Process

NMFS proposes an organized decision
process to provide the Secretary with a
systematic approach for evaluating
multiple types of data in a situation
complicated by uncertainty. The
decision process described here consists
of separate measures of fishery and
environmental effects on dolphins that
the Secretary will consider in reaching
a final decision on whether or not the
fishery is having a significant adverse
impact on any depleted dolphin stock in
the ETP.

The proposed decision process
consists of a series of questions that the
Secretary will consider in reaching a
final decision. These questions are as
follows:

(1) Ecosystem Question

(2) Direct Mortality Question

(3) Indirect Effects Question

(4) Abundance Question

The answer to the Ecosystem
Question will provide an ecological
context (as described above) for the
Secretary to consider the remaining
three questions. For the Direct Mortality
and the Abundance Questions, the
proposed decision process provides
basic thresholds that will resultin a
“yes” or “no”” answer to the questions.
If the Secretary answers “‘yes” to either
question, the Secretary will conclude
that the fishery is having a significant
adverse impact. For the Ecosystem and
the Indirect Effects Questions, the
Secretary will review the available
information as well as the evidence
presented by members of two expert
panels (see below) in reaching final
conclusions.

Details on how the Secretary will
consider the four questions are as
follows:

(1) The Ecosystem Question. During
the period of the fishery, has the
carrying capacity of the ETP for
dolphins declined substantially or has
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the ecological structure of the ETP
changed substantially in any way that
could impede depleted dolphin stocks
from growing at rates expected in a
static ecosystem? Or has the carrying
capacity increased substantially or has
the ecological structure changed in any
way that could promote depleted
dolphin stocks to grow at rates faster
than expected in a static ecosystem?

To determine the answer to these
questions, the Secretary will consider
scientific information collected and/or
evaluated by NMFS, as well as
information rendered individually from
members of a panel of independent
scientific experts in biological
oceanography and ecology (the
Ecosystem Panel). The panel members’
assessments will be based on their
review of relevant oceanographic and
ecosystem data (physical and biological
habitat and distribution, abundance,
and ecology of other organisms in the
ETP) from the period of the fishery.

(2) The Direct Mortality Question. For
any depleted stock, does the estimate of
the total fishery-attributed dolphin
mortality, obtained by adding together
estimates of direct mortality and, where
appropriate, quantifiable levels of
indirect mortality, exceed the mortality
standard considered appropriate by the
Secretary?

NMEF'S scientists will calculate from
the three recent abundance estimates
(1998, 1999, 2000) the PBR levels for
each stock and provide them, along with
measures of uncertainty, to the
Secretary. Estimates of direct mortality
and indirect mortality (where
appropriate) will be compared to the
PBR and other mortality standards to be
considered by the Secretary. The
Secretary will also take into account the
assessments from the Ecosystem Panel
members regarding possible changes in
the carrying capacity and/or the
ecosystem structure of the ETP. The
Secretary will consider the information
with the understanding that adverse
effects from unfavorable changes in the
ecosystem may require the use of
mortality standards below PBR levels.
When evaluating the impact of mortality
levels on dolphin stocks, the Secretary
may also consider the SML standard as
well as other standards as appropriate.

(3) The Indirect Effects Question. For
each stock, is the estimated number of
dolphins affected by the tuna fishery,
considering data on sets per year,
mortality attributable to the fishery,
indicators of stress in blood, skin and
other tissues, cow-calf separation and
other relevant indirect effects
information, at a level that is cause for
concern (how and to what degree)?

The answer to this question will be
based on information collected and/or
evaluated by NMFS, as well as
assessments from members of a panel of
independent scientific experts in
veterinary science, physiology, and
other stress-related fields (Indirect
Effects Panel). The panel members’
assessments will be based on their
review of relevant behavioral,
ecological, immunological, pathological,
and other information with respect to
the dolphin stocks involved. For this
question, the Secretary will also
consider the evidence presented by the
Ecosystem Panel members regarding
possible changes in the carrying
capacity and/or the ecosystem structure
of the ETP and how it relates to adverse
impacts attributable to the fishery on
dolphin stocks as described above.

(4) The Abundance Question. For
each depleted dolphin stock, is the
estimate of the observed population
growth rate sufficient so as not to risk
recovery or appreciably delay recovery
to its OSP level?

To answer this question, the Secretary
will consider results from calculations
in which NMFS scientists fit a
population model to the time series of
NMEF'S research vessel abundance
estimates using the time series of
estimates of the incidental mortality
from the tuna vessel observer data
(TVOD). If pending analysis indicates
that the time series of relative
abundance estimates from the TVOD are
sufficiently reliable, they will also be
used to estimate trends in dolphin
abundance. NMFS scientists will
estimate growth rates for each dolphin
stock and determine measures of
uncertainty for each estimate and
provide this information to the
Secretary. The Secretary will also take
into account assessments from the
members of the Ecosystem Panel when
considering the estimated growth rates.

Appointment of Scientific Expert Panels

As indicated above in explanations of
the Ecosystem and the Indirect Effects
Questions, the Secretary will appoint
two panels of independent scientific
experts to provide individual
assessments in determining the answers
to these two questions as a part of the
organized decision process. The
independent experts will make their
conclusions based on a review of the
results from the IDCPA research
program, information obtained under
the IDCP, and other relevant
information. The use of independent
expert judgment in obtaining guidance
on complex and highly technical bodies
of information, such as those relevant to
the Ecosystem and the Indirect Effects

Questions, is consistent with science-
based, decision-making processes like
that proposed here. NMFS plans to
select panelists in close consultation
with professional scientific
organizations. NMFS will publish
criteria for panelist selection and the
selection process in the Federal Register
in the near future.

Consideration of Available Scientific
Information

The Secretary will make the final
finding based on information available
from studies conducted under the
IDCPA research program, information
obtained under the IDCP, and other
available scientific information. All
quantitative information provided to the
Secretary will be accompanied by
associated statistical measures of
certainty and confidence.

While NMFS is conducting much of
the research that will form the basis of
the final finding, there may be other
sources of information that the Secretary
will consider pursuant to the MMPA.
NMFS will need time to properly assess
and evaluate information to be
considered by the Secretary, therefore,
all other information must be submitted
to NMFS by May 1, 2002. The weight
given scientific information will be
determined by the degree to which the
scientific information meets the
following elements: (1) relevant, (2)
timely, (3) independently peer-
reviewed, and (4) available to NMFS for
verification.

Scientific information means the
results of properly designed scientific
research. Author(s) means the
originator(s) of the scientific
information whose names appear on the
written document. Independent(ly)
means that the action was undertaken
by one or more individuals that do not
have any fiduciary, supervisory,
subordinate or other geographically
close organizational relationship to the
author(s). Peer means a scientist
practicing in the same or very closely
related field of study as the scientific
information. Relevant means the
scientific information is pertinent to the
use of the information. Timely means
the relevancy of scientific information
least degraded by the passage of time.
Passed independent peer review means
the scientific information has been
published in a refereed scientific journal
in its field or independently read and
criticized in writing by at least three
peers; the criticism was disposed of
either by acceptance or rebuttal, as
appropriate, by the author(s); and the
disposition of the criticism by the
author(s) was independently
determined to be appropriate and
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adequate. Verification means that the
data, procedures, methods, equipment,
mathematics, statistics, models,
computer software and anything else
used to produce the scientific
information are to be submitted to
NMFS in a timely manner such that the
scientific information may be replicated
or rejected. For the final finding, “in a
timely manner”” means as of May 1,
2002.

Deadline for Submission of Public
Comments

NMFS is soliciting public comment
on the organized decision process
proposed in this notice and will
consider public comments in the
development of the final decision
process if received by April 16, 2002.
See ADDRESSES above.

Dated: February 12, 2002.
William T. Hogarth,

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

Literature Cited

Gerrodette, T. 1996. A comparison of
mortality limits for eastern tropical
Pacific dolphins under the Declaration
of Panama and under Potential
Biological Removal (PBR) management.
NMFS Administrative Report LJ-96—18.
Available from the Southwest Fisheries
Science Center, P.O. Box 271, La Jolla,
CA 92038-0271 or at
http://swfsc.nmfs.noaa.gov/IDCPA/
IDCPAfront.html.

NMFS 1999. Report to Congress on
the initial finding, required under the
Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972
as amended by the International
Dolphin Conservation Program Act of
1997, regarding whether the intentional
deployment on or encirclement of
dolphins with purser seine nets is
having a significant adverse impact on
any depleted dolphin stock in the
eastern tropical Pacific Ocean. Report
prepared by the Southwest Fisheries
Science Center, National Marine
Fisheries Service, National Oceanic
Atmospheric Administration. 60 pp.
Available from the Southwest Fisheries
Science Center, P.O. Box 271, La Jolla,
CA 92038-0271 or at http://
swfsc.nmfs.noaa.gov/mmd/congress/
congress.htm.

Wade, P.R. and R.P. Angliss. 1997.
Guidelines for assessing marine
mammal stocks: Report of the GAMMS
workshop April 3-5, 1996, Seattle,
Washington. U.S. Department of
Commerce, NOAA Technical
Memorandum NMFS-OPR-12. This
document is available at:http://

nmml.afsc.noaa.gov/library/gammsrep/
gammsrep.htm.

[FR Doc. 02-3798 Filed 2-12-02; 4:32 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 020602E]

South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council; Public Meetings

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

ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: The South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council (Council) will
hold meetings of its Advisory Panel
Selection Committee, Scientific and
Statistical Selection Committee,
Executive Committee, Dolphin Wahoo
Committee, Calico Scallop Committee,
Snapper Grouper Committee and a joint
meeting of the Snapper Grouper
Committee and the Wreckfish Advisory
Panel, Habitat Committee, and Shrimp
Committee. Public comment periods
will be held during some of the
meetings. There will also be a full
Council Session.

DATES: The meetings will be held March
4-8, 2002. See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION for specific dates and
times.

ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held at
the Hilton Savannah DeSoto, 15 East
Liberty Street, Savannah, GA 31401;
telephone: (1-800) 426—8483 or (912)
232-9000.

Copies of documents are available
from Kim Iverson, Public Information
Officer, and South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council, One Southpark
Circle, Suite 306, Charleston, SC 29407—
4699.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kim
Iverson, Public Information Officer;
telephone: 843-571-4366; fax: 843—
769-4520; email: kim.iverson@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Meeting Dates

1. Advisory Panel Selection
Committee: March 4, 2002, 1:30 p.m. —
3 p.m.

The Advisory Panel Selection
Committee will meet in a closed session
to review membership applications and
develop recommendations. The
Advisory Panel Selection Committee
will meet in open session to discuss
establishing a new Information and
Education Advisory Panel.

2. Scientific and Statistical Selection
Committee Meeting: March 4, 2002, 3
p.m. -4 p.m.

The Scientific and Statistical
Selection Committee will meet in a
closed session to review candidates for
appointment to the Scientic and
Statistical Committee (SSC) and develop
recommendations.

3. Executive Committee Meeting:
March 4, 2002, 4 p.m. — 5:30 p.m.

The Executive Committee will meet to
review the NMFS/Council Operations
Plan, the new NMFS/Council
Assessment Peer Review Process, the
status of Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(MSFCMA) reauthorization, and the
results from the Executive Directors/
NOAA/NMFS meeting. The Executive
Committee will also review and approve
the Council’s Calendar Year (CY) 2002
activities schedule.

4. Dolphin Wahoo Committee
Meeting: March 5, 2002, 8:30 a.m. to
10:30 a.m.

The Dolphin Wahoo Committee will
meet to review comments on the Draft
Fishery Management Plan (FMP) and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) regarding the dolphin wahoo
fishery. The Committee will review and
approve changes to the document. The
Dolphin Wahoo Committee will also
review the Biological Evaluation and the
timeline for completion of the FMP/
Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS).

5. Calico Scallop Committee Meeting:
March 5, 2002, 10:30 a.m. to 12 noon.

The Calico Scallop Committee will
meet to review the Section 7 process
regarding the FMP for the calico scallop
fishery. The Committee will discuss any
changes to the FMP that may be
necessary and approve the DEIS for
review. The Committee will also discuss
the timeline for completion of the FMP/
FEIS.

6. Joint Snapper Grouper Committee
and Wreckfish Advisory Panel Meeting:
March 5, 2002, 1:30 p.m.to 5 p.m. and
Snapper Grouper Committee Meeting
March 6, 2002, 8:30 a.m. to 12 noon.

A public scoping meeting will be held
during the committee meeting on: (1)
Amendment 13 (maximum sustainable
yield (MSY), optimum yield (OY),
Overfishing Levels, etc.) and (2)
Amendment 14 (Marine Protected
Areas). Documents regarding these
issues are available from the Council
office (see ADDRESSES). The Snapper
Grouper Committee and Wreckfish
Advisory Panel will meet to review and
comment on the following: Status of
Wreckfish Stock, Status of Wreckfish
Research, Potential Framework Changes
(e.g., total allowable catch, closures,
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