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on or about January 16, 2005, at Tyler 
Museum of Art, Tyler, TX from on or 
about July 16, 2005 to on or about 
October 8, 2005, and at possible 
additional venues yet to be determined, 
is in the national interest. Public Notice 
of these Determinations is ordered to be 
published in the Federal Register.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information, including a list of 
the exhibit objects, contact Office of the 
Legal Adviser, U.S. Department of State, 
(telephone: 202/619–6982). The address 
is U.S. Department of State, SA–44, 301 
4th Street, SW., Room 700, Washington, 
D.C. 20547–0001.

Dated: December 5, 2002. 
Patricia S. Harrison, 
Assistant Secretary for Educational and 
Cultural Affairs, Department of State.
[FR Doc. 02–32124 Filed 12–19–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–08–P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

[Public Notice 4233] 

Culturally Significant Objects Imported 
for Exhibition Determinations: 
‘‘Matisse Picasso’’

AGENCY: Department of State.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given of the 
following determinations: Pursuant to 
the authority vested in me by the Act of 
October 19, 1965 (79 Stat. 985; 22 U.S.C. 
2459), Executive Order 12047 of March 
27, 1978, the Foreign Affairs Reform and 
Restructuring Act of 1998 (112 Stat. 
2681, et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 6501 note, et 
seq.), Delegation of Authority No. 234 of 
October 1, 1999 (64 FR 56014), and 
Delegation of Authority No. 236 of 
October 19, 1999 (64 FR 57920), as 
amended, I hereby determine that the 
objects to be included in the exhibition, 
‘‘Matisse Picasso,’’ imported from 
abroad for temporary exhibition within 
the United States, are of cultural 
significance. These objects are imported 
pursuant to loan agreements with 
foreign lenders. I also determine that the 
exhibition or display of the exhibit 
objects at the Museum of Modern Art, 
New York, New York, from on or about 
February 12, 2003, to on or about May 
19, 2003, and at possible additional 
venues yet to be determined, is in the 
national interest. Public Notice of these 
determinations is ordered to be 
published in the Federal Register.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information, including a list of 
exhibit objects, contact Paul W. 
Manning, Attorney-Adviser, Office of 
the Legal Adviser, 202/619–5997, and 

the address is United States Department 
of State, SA–44, Room 700, 301 4th 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20547–
0001.

Dated: December 12, 2002. 
Miller Crouch, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for Educational 
and Cultural Affairs, Department of State.
[FR Doc. 02–32123 Filed 12–19–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–08–P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

[Public Notice 4235] 

An Invitation To Comment on the 2002 
Progress Report on the Canada-United 
States Air Quality Agreement 

The International Joint Commission 
invites public comment on progress by 
the United States and Canada in 
reducing transboundary air pollution 
under the 1991 Canada-United States 
Agreement on Air Quality. The 2002 
Progress Report provides updates on 
acid rain control programs, ground-level 
ozone controls, cooperative efforts on 
particulate matter, data measurement 
and analysis, notification of sources of 
transboundary air pollution, and the 
results of the second five-year review of 
the agreement, among other issues. The 
Commission will provide a synthesis of 
comments received to the two 
governments and the public as directed 
by the Agreement. 

The Governments of the United States 
and Canada signed an Agreement on Air 
Quality on March 13, 1991. The purpose 
of the Agreement was to establish a 
practical and effective instrument to 
address shared concerns on 
transboundary air pollution. 

Under the terms of the Agreement, the 
Governments’ bilateral Air Quality 
Committee reviews progress made in the 
implementation of the Agreement, 
prepares and submits periodic progress 
reports to the Governments, and refers 
each progress report to the International 
Joint Commission for solicitation of 
public input. The 2002 Progress Report 
of the Committee is now available and 
may be obtained from:
Clean Air Markets Division, U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW. 
(6204N), Washington, DC 20460. Acid 
Rain Hotline: (202) 564–9620 

Environment Canada, Inquiry Centre, 
351 St. Joseph Blvd., Hull, Quebec, 
K1A 0H3, (800) 668–6767.
The full report is also available at the 

following sites on the World Wide Web: 
http://www.epa.gov/airmarkets/usca/
2002report.html http://www.ec.gc.ca/
air/qual/2002/index_e.html 

Under the Agreement, the 
Governments assigned the International 
Joint Commission the responsibility of 
inviting comments on each progress 
report of the Air Quality Committee. 
The International Joint Commission 
invites comment on any aspect of the 
2002 Progress Report. Please send 
comments in writing by February 28, 
2003, to either address below, or contact 
us if you have any questions about the 
comment process.
International Joint Commission, United 

States Section, 1250 23rd Street, NW., 
Suite 100, Washington, DC 20440. 
Telephone: (202) 736–9000. Fax: (202) 
736–9015, E-mail: 
commission@washington.ijc.org 

International Joint Commission, 
Canadian Section, 234 Laurier Ave., 
W., 22nd Floor, Ottawa, ON K1P 6K6. 
Telephone: (613) 995–2984. Fax: (613) 
993–5583. commission@ottawa.ijc.org
Dated: December 16, 2002. 

Gerry Galloway, 
Secretary, United States Section, 
International Joint Commission.
[FR Doc. 02–32125 Filed 12–19–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–14–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary 

Review Under 49 U.S.C. 41720 of Delta/
Northwest/Continental Agreements

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, 
Department of Transportation.
ACTION: Extension of waiting period.

SUMMARY: As required by 49 U.S.C. 
41720, Delta Air Lines, Northwest 
Airlines, and Continental Airlines have 
submitted code-sharing and frequent-
flyer program reciprocity agreements to 
the Department for review. That statute 
requires the submission of such 
agreements between major U.S. 
passenger airlines at least thirty days 
before the agreements’ proposed 
effective date. The statute empowers the 
Department to extend the waiting period 
for these agreements at the end of the 
thirty-day period. The Department has 
determined to extend the waiting period 
for the Delta/Northwest/Continental 
code-share agreements for an additional 
30 days, from December 21, 2002, to 
January 20, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas Ray, Office of the General 
Counsel, 400 Seventh St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 366–4731.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August 
23, Delta, Northwest, and Continental 
submitted code-sharing and frequent-
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flyer program reciprocity agreements to 
us for review under 49 U.S.C. 41720. 
That statute requires such agreements 
between major U.S. airlines to be 
submitted to us more than 30 days 
before their planned implementation. 
We may extend that waiting period by 
up to 150 days for code-sharing 
agreements and 60 days for other types 
of agreements. We have previously 
extended the waiting period for the 
code-sharing agreement for a total of 90 
days, and we extended the waiting 
period for the frequent flyer agreement 
for 60 days, the maximum period 
authorized by the statute. 67 FR 59328 
(September 20, 2002); 67 FR 64960 
(October 22, 2002); 67 FR 69804 
(November 19, 2002). We have 
determined to extend the waiting period 
for the code-sharing agreement for an 
additional 30 days to give us time to 
complete our review of the Delta/
Continental/Northwest agreements. 

As we have stated earlier, the purpose 
of our review of the agreements is to see 
whether they may reduce competition. 
Our governing statute specifically 
requires us to consider, in the public 
interest, the objectives of ‘‘avoiding 
unreasonable industry concentration, 
excessive market domination, monopoly 
powers, and other conditions that 
would tend to allow at least one air 
carrier * * * unreasonably to increase 
prices, reduce services, or exclude 
competition in air transportation.’’ 49 
U.S.C. 40101(a)(10). If we were to 
determine that, separately or in 
combination, aspects of the agreements 
constitute unfair methods of 
competition under 49 U.S.C. 41712, we 
could bar the airlines from 
implementing them. Unfair methods of 
competition are airline agreements and 
other practices that violate the antitrust 
laws or antitrust principles. See United 
Air Lines v. CAB, 766 F.2d 1101 (7th 
Cir. 1985). The purpose of our current 
review is to determine whether we 
should institute a formal proceeding to 
determine whether the agreements and 
the three airlines’ proposed relationship 
violate section 41712. 

We have informally reviewed the 
agreements submitted by Delta, 
Continental, and Northwest, discussed 
the competitive issues with the Justice 
Department, and given outside parties 
the opportunity to review unredacted 
copies of the agreements and to submit 
comments based on that review and 
other information available to such 
commenters. 67 FR 69804. We have 
received comments on the proposed 
agreements from interested parties as 
recently as today. We have also received 
complaints that the three airlines have 
allegedly engaged in anti-competitive 

conduct in the recent past. We have met 
with Delta, Continental, and Northwest, 
and with other interested parties. In 
their written comments, a number of 
parties have requested that we extend 
the waiting period to allow additional 
time for consideration. See, e.g., the 
November 15, 2002, letter from AirTran, 
America West, Frontier, JetBlue, 
Midwest Express, Southwest, and Spirit; 
the November 12, 2002, letter from Tom 
Miller, the Attorney General of Iowa, 
written on behalf of himself and the 
Attorneys General of Connecticut, the 
District of Columbia, Florida, Maine, 
Minnesota, New York, and Vermont; the 
November 13, 2002, letter from Senator 
John Ensign; the November 4, 2002, 
letter from Senator James M. Inhofe; and 
the October 29, 2002, letter from Senator 
Russell D. Feingold. 

While we have not made any final 
decision, we have advised the three 
airlines that we believe the agreements 
as presented to us raise competitive 
issues. We have discussed our concerns 
in detail with the three airlines. Because 
we need additional time to complete our 
review of the agreements and to 
complete further discussions with 
interested parties, we are extending the 
waiting period to January 20, 2003.

Issued in Washington, DC on December 16, 
2002. 
Read C. Van de Water, 
Assistant Secretary for Aviation and 
International Affairs.
[FR Doc. 02–32195 Filed 12–19–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–62–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard 

[USCG–2002–13978] 

Random Drug Testing Rate for 
Covered Crewmembers

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of minimum random 
drug testing rate. 

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard has set the 
calendar year 2003 minimum random 
drug testing rate at 50 percent of 
covered crewmembers. An evaluation of 
the 2001 Management Information 
System (MIS) data collection forms 
submitted by marine employers 
determined that random drug testing on 
covered crewmembers for the calendar 
year 2001 resulted in positive test 
results 1.63 percent of the time. Based 
on this percentage, we will maintain the 
minimum random drug testing rate at 50 
percent of covered crewmembers for the 
calendar year 2003.

DATES: The minimum random drug 
testing rate is effective January 1, 2003 
through December 31, 2003. You must 
submit your 2002 MIS reports no later 
than March 15, 2003.

ADDRESSES: You must mail your annual 
MIS report to Commandant (G–MOA), 
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
Second Street SW., Room 2404, 
Washington, DC 20593–0001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
questions about this notice, please 
contact Mr. Robert C. Schoening, Drug 
and Alcohol Program Manager, Office of 
Investigations and Analysis (G–MOA), 
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 
telephone 202–267–0684. If you have 
questions on viewing the docket, call 
Dorothy Beard, Chief, Dockets, 
Department of Transportation, 
telephone 202–366–5149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 46 
CFR 16.230, the Coast Guard requires 
marine employers to establish random 
drug testing programs for covered 
crewmembers on inspected and 
uninspected vessels. All marine 
employers are required to collect and 
maintain a record of drug testing 
program data for each calendar year, 
January 1 through December 31. You 
must submit this data by 15 March of 
the following year to the Coast Guard in 
an annual MIS report (Form CG–5573 
found in Appendix B of 46 CFR 16). 

You may either submit your own MIS 
report or have a consortium or other 
employer representative submit the data 
in a consolidated MIS report. The 
chemical drug testing data is essential to 
analyze our current approach for 
deterring and detecting illegal drug 
abuse in the maritime industry. 

Since 2001 MIS data indicates that the 
positive random testing rate is greater 
than one percent industry-wide (1.63 
percent), the Coast Guard announces 
that the minimum random drug testing 
rate is set at 50 percent of covered 
employees for the period of January 1, 
2003 through December 31, 2003 in 
accordance with 46 CFR 16.230(e). Each 
year we will publish a notice reporting 
the results of the previous calendar 
year’s MIS data, and the minimum 
annual percentage rate for random drug 
testing for the next calendar year.

Dated: December 13, 2002. 

L.L. Hereth, 
Acting Assistant Commandant for Marine 
Safety, Security and Environmental 
Protection.
[FR Doc. 02–32142 Filed 12–19–02; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–15–P
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