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industrial stakeholders, and to advance 
a dialogue between these groups. 

NIST invites members of the public, 
especially cloud computing community 
stakeholders to participate in this event 
as exhibitors. On November 2 and 3, 
2011, space will be available for NIST 
would like to invite 30 academic, 
industry, and standards developing 
organizations to exhibit their respective 
cloud computing work at a 
demonstration booth or table which is 
co-located with the event. Interested 
organizations should contact Romayne 
Hines by e-mail at 
romayne.hines@nist.gov or by phone at 
(301) 975–4500. Exhibitors will be 
accepted in the order in which their 
responses are received. The first 30 
organizations which respond will be 
accepted. Responses must be submitted 
by an authorized representative of the 
organization. Logistics information will 
be provided to accepted exhibitors. 
NIST will provide the exhibit location 
space and one work table free of charge. 
Exhibitors are responsible for the cost of 
the exhibit, including staffing and 
materials. NIST reserves the right to 
exercise its judgment in the placement 
of exhibits. General building security is 
supplied; however, exhibitors are 
responsible for transporting and 
securing exhibit equipment and 
materials. 

All visitors to the NIST site are 
required to pre-register to be admitted 
and have appropriate government- 
issued photo ID to gain entry to NIST. 
Anyone wishing to attend this meeting 
must register at http://www.nist.gov/itl/ 
cloud/cloudworkshopiv.cfm by close of 
business Wednesday, October 26, 2011. 

Dated: October 4, 2011. 
Willie E. May, 
Associate Director for Laboratory Programs. 
[FR Doc. 2011–26024 Filed 10–6–11; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 

public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before December 6, 
2011. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Diana Hynek, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Amber Himes-Cornell, (206) 
526–4221, or Amber.Himes@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
Numerous management measures 

have recently been proposed or 
implemented that affect recreational 
charter boat fishing for Pacific halibut 
off Alaska. On January 5, 2010, the 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) issued a final rule establishing 
a limited entry permit system for charter 
vessels in the guided halibut sport 
fishery in International Pacific Halibut 
Commission Areas 2C (Southeast 
Alaska) and 3A (Central Gulf of Alaska) 
(75FR554). This permit system is 
intended to address concerns about the 
growth of fishing capacity in this fishery 
sector, which accounts for a substantial 
portion of the overall recreational 
halibut catch in Alaska. On March 16, 
2011, a size limit on Pacific halibut 
caught while charter boat fishing for the 
2011 fishing season was established 
(76FR14300). In addition, on July 22, 
2011, a Halibut Catch Sharing Plan 
(76FR44156) was proposed that would 
alter the way Pacific halibut is allocated 
between the guided sport (i.e., the 
charter sector) and the commercial 
halibut fishery. 

To assess the effect of regulatory 
restrictions (currently in place or 
potential) on charter operator and owner 
behavior and welfare, it is necessary to 
obtain a better general understanding of 
the Alaska recreational charter boat 
industry. Some information useful for 
this purpose is already collected from 
existing sources, such as charter vessel 
logbooks administered by Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G). 
However, information on vessel and 
crew characteristics, services offered to 
clients, spatial and temporal aspects of 
their operations and fishing behavior, 
and costs and earnings information are 

generally not available from these 
existing data sources and thus must be 
collected directly from the industry 
through voluntary survey efforts. 

In order to address this information 
gap, NMFS’ Alaska Fisheries Science 
Center proposes to conduct a survey of 
charter vessel owners to collect annual 
cost and earnings data that will 
supplement logbook data collected by 
ADF&G. The proposed data collection 
will provide basic economic 
information about the charter sector, 
including revenues produced from 
different products and services provided 
to clients, fixed and variable operating 
costs and locations of purchases. These 
data will support improved analysis and 
of the effects of fisheries regulations on 
the charter fishing industry, information 
that is increasingly needed by the 
Council and NMFS to deal with ongoing 
halibut resource issues and other fishery 
management issues involving the 
charter industry. 

II. Method of Collection 

The method of data collection will be 
a survey of charter vessel owners 
implemented through a mailed 
questionnaire. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: None. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(request for a new information 
collection). 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households; business or other for-profit 
organizations. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
1,200. 

Estimated Time per Response: 60 
minutes. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 1,200. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting 
costs. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 
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Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: October 4, 2011. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2011–25966 Filed 10–6–11; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: We, NMFS, announce a 90- 
day finding on three petitions to delist 
coho salmon (Oncorhynchus kisutch) 
under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA). We find that the petitions do not 
present substantial scientific or 
commercial information indicating that 
the petitioned action may be warranted. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the petitions and 
related materials are available upon 
request from the Assistant Regional 
Administrator, Protected Resources 
Division, NMFS, Southwest Regional 
Office, 501 West Ocean Blvd., Suite 
4200, Long Beach, CA 90802. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rosalie del Rosario, NMFS, Southwest 
Region Office, (562) 980–4085; or 
Dwayne Meadows and Kristy Beard, 
NMFS, Office of Protected Resources, 
(301) 427–8403. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

Section 4 of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1533) 
contains provisions allowing interested 
persons to petition the Secretary of 
Commerce (Secretary) to add a species 
to, or remove a species from, the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and to designate critical habitat. The 
Secretary has delegated the authority for 
these actions to the NOAA Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries. 

On May 9, 2011, we received a 
petition from Dr. Richard Gierak 
requesting that we delist coho salmon 
under the ESA. We also received two 
similar petitions from the Siskiyou 
County Water Users Association on June 
9 and June 28, 2011, requesting that we 
delist coho salmon. The June 28 petition 
cites Dr. Gierak as a preparer. Both the 
June 9th and June 28th petitions include 
text that is the same as some of the text 
in the May 9th petition. Because we 
received three petitions that requested 
the same action within a short period of 
time, we are considering all three 
petitions jointly in making our 90-day 
finding. 

ESA Statutory and Regulatory 
Provisions and Evaluation Framework 

Section 4(b)(3)(A) of the ESA (16 
U.S.C. 1533(b)(3)(A)) requires that we 
make a finding as to whether a petition 
to list, delist, or reclassify a species 
presents substantial scientific or 
commercial information indicating the 
petitioned action may be warranted. 
ESA implementing regulations define 
‘‘substantial information’’ as the 
‘‘amount of information that would lead 
a reasonable person to believe the 
measure proposed in the petition may 
be warranted’’ (50 CFR 424.14(b)(1)). In 
determining whether a petition presents 
substantial scientific or commercial 
information to list or delist a species, we 
take into account information submitted 
with, and referenced in, the petition and 
all other information readily available in 
our files. To the maximum extent 
practicable, this finding is to be made 
within 90 days of the receipt of the 
petition, and the finding is to be 
published promptly in the Federal 
Register (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(3)(A)). In 
evaluating a petition and making a 90- 
day finding, our regulations require that 
we consider whether the petition: (1) 
Clearly indicates the administrative 
measure recommended and gives the 
scientific and any common name of the 
species involved; (2) contains detailed 
narrative justification for the 
recommended measure, describing, 
based on available information, past and 
present numbers and distribution of the 
species involved and any threats faced 
by the species; (3) provides information 
regarding the status of the species over 
all or a significant portion of its range; 
and (4) is accompanied by the 
appropriate supporting documentation 
in the form of bibliographic references, 
reprints of pertinent publications, 
copies of reports or letters from 
authorities, and maps (50 CFR 
424.14(b)(2)). If we find that a petition 
presents substantial information 
indicating that the requested action may 

be warranted, section 4(b)(3)(A) of the 
ESA (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(3)(A)) requires 
the Secretary to conduct a status review 
of the species. 

The ESA defines an ‘‘endangered 
species’’ as ‘‘any species which is in 
danger of extinction throughout all or a 
significant portion of its range’’ (16 
U.S.C. 1532(6)). A ‘‘threatened species’’ 
is defined as ‘‘any species which is 
likely to become an endangered species 
within the foreseeable future throughout 
all or a significant portion of its range’’ 
(16 U.S.C. 1532(20)). Under section 
4(a)(1) of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1533(a)(1)), 
a species may be determined to be 
threatened or endangered as a result of 
any of the following factors: (1) The 
present or threatened destruction, 
modification, or curtailment of its 
habitat or range; (2) over-utilization for 
commercial, recreational, scientific, or 
educational purposes; (3) disease or 
predation; (4) the inadequacy of existing 
regulatory mechanisms; or (5) other 
natural or manmade factors affecting its 
continued existence. Regulations 
implementing the ESA instruct us to 
consider these same factors when 
determining whether to delist a species, 
a subspecies, or a distinct population 
segment (including Evolutionarily 
Significant Units (ESUs)) (50 CFR 
424.11(d)). Listing determinations are 
made solely on the basis of the best 
scientific and commercial data 
available, after conducting a review of 
the status of the species, and taking into 
account efforts made by any state or 
foreign nation to protect such species. In 
addition to considering the factors listed 
above, the ESA implementing 
regulations state that a species may be 
delisted only if such data substantiate 
that it is neither endangered nor 
threatened for one or more of the 
following reasons: the species is extinct; 
the species is recovered; or subsequent 
investigations show the best scientific or 
commercial data available when the 
species was listed, or the interpretation 
of such data, were in error (50 CFR 
424.11(d)). 

Analysis of the Petitions 
The contents of the three petitions are 

largely similar and our analysis is based 
on a consideration of the four regulatory 
criteria for the minimum requirements 
for determining whether a petition 
presents substantial scientific or 
commercial information indicating that 
the petitioned action may be warranted 
(50 CFR 424.14(b)). Our analysis of the 
petitions with regard to these criteria is 
as follows: 

(1) The petitions do not clearly 
indicate the administrative measure 
recommended, and contain 
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