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determination or decision cannot be
made based on the available evidence.
For detailed discussions regarding these
factors, please refer to SSR 96–7p,
‘‘Titles II and XVI: Evaluation of
Symptoms in Disability Claims:
Assessing the Credibility of an
Individual’s Statements,’’ and SSR 96–
8p, ‘‘Titles II and XVI: Assessing the
Residual Functional Capacity (RFC) in
Initial Claims.’’
How Are Symptoms Assessed in Cases
of Postpolio Sequelae?
Once postpolio sequelae has been
documented as a medically
determinable impairment, the impact of
any of the symptoms of postpolio
sequelae, including fatigue, weakness,
pain, intolerance to cold, etc., must be
considered both in determining the
severity of the impairment and in
assessing the individual’s RFC. The
adjudicator must make a comprehensive
assessment of the cumulative and
interactive effects of all of the
individual’s impairments and related
symptoms, including the effects of
postpolio sequelae. Evaluate all
symptoms and their effects in
accordance with 20 CFR 404.1529 and
416.929, and SSR 96–7p, ‘‘Titles II and
XVI: Evaluation of Symptoms in
Disability Claims: Assessing the
Credibility of an Individual’s
Statements.’’
What Is the Expected Duration of
Postpolio Sequelae?
Most postpolio sequelae are stable or
very slowly progressive disorders. The
medical evidence should readily
support an expected duration of at least
12 or more months.
Can the Impairment of Postpolio
Sequelae Meet or Equal Listing 11.11?
The listing criteria under our current
listing 11.11, Anterior poliomyelitis,
may be applied both to cases of static
polio (where there has been no reported
worsening after initial recovery) and to
cases presenting with postpolio
sequelae. All documented postpolio
sequelae must be considered either
alone or in combination to determine
whether the medical criteria of listing
11.11, or any other listing, have been
met or equaled. If the impairment is not
found to meet or equal a listed
impairment, we consider the impact of
the impairment and any related
symptoms in determining an
individual’s RFC and we proceed to
evaluate the individual’s impairment
under our sequential evaluation
procedures in accordance with 20 CFR
404.1545 and 416.945. It is essential that
the cumulative and interactive effects of
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all of the individual’s impairments,
including symptoms, be carefully
assessed in determining the individual’s
RFC in these cases.
How Is a Disability Onset Date
Determined in Case of Postpolio
Sequelae?
A disability onset date in cases
involving postpolio sequelae is set
based on the individual’s allegations,
his or her work history, and the medical
and other evidence concerning
impairment severity. Generally, the new
problems associated with postpolio
sequelae are gradual and non-traumatic,
but acute injuries or events, such as
herniated discs, or broken bones from
falls, may be markers for establishing a
disability onset date. For additional
discussion concerning the
determination of onset date, refer to SSR
83–20, ‘‘Titles II and XVI: Onset of
Disability.’’
Effective Date: This ruling is effective
upon publication in the Federal
Register.
Cross References: SSR 83–20, ‘‘Titles
II and XVI: Onset of Disability,’’ SSR
96–3p, ‘‘Titles II and XVI: Considering
Allegations of Pain and Other
Symptoms in Determining Whether a
Medically Determinable Impairment is
Severe,’’ SSR 96–4p, ‘‘Titles II and XVI:
Symptoms, Medically Determinable
Physical and Mental Impairments, and
Exertional and Nonexertional
Limitations,’’ SSR 96–7p, ‘‘Titles II and
XVI: Evaluation of Symptoms in
Disability Claims: Assessing the
Credibility of an Individual’s
Statements,’’ SSR 96–8p, ‘‘Titles II and
XVI: Assessing Residual Functional
Capacity in Initial Claims,’’ and SSR 96–
9p, ‘‘Titles II and XVI: Determining
Capability to Do Other Work—
Implications of a Residual Functional
Capacity for Less Than a Full Range of
Sedentary Work.’’

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, and Delegation of
Authority No. 236 of October 19, 1999,
as amended, I hereby determine that the
objects to be included in the exhibition
‘‘Petra Rediscovered,’’ imported from
abroad for temporary exhibition within
the United States, are of cultural
significance. The objects are imported
pursuant to loan agreements with the
foreign owners. I also determine that the
exhibition or display of the exhibit
objects at the American Museum of
Natural History, New York, from on or
about September 10, 2004 to on or about
January 16, 2005; at the Houston
Museum of Science from on or about
May 15, 2006 to on or about September
15, 2006 (following their exhibition at
the Canadian Museum of Civilization,
Ottawa, from on or about October 15,
2005 to on or about March 15, 2006); at
the Fernbank Museum, Atlanta, from on
or about November 15, 2006 to on or
about March 15, 2007, 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 Orde F.
Kittrie, Attorney-Adviser, Office of the
Legal Adviser, U.S. Department of State,
(telephone: 202/401–4779). The address
is U.S. Department of State, SA–44, 301
4th Street, SW., Room 700, Washington,
DC 20547–0001.
Dated: June 26, 2003.
C. Miller Crouch,
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Educational and Cultural Affairs Department
of State.
[FR Doc. 03–16723 Filed 7–1–03; 8:45 am]
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Culturally Significant Objects Imported
for Exhibition Determinations: ‘‘Petra
Rediscovered’’
Department of State.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

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
SUMMARY:
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AGENCY: Office of the United States
Trade Representative.
ACTION: Request for comments.
SUMMARY: The interagency Trade Policy
Staff Committee (TPSC) seeks public
comment on the treatment of duty
drawback and deferral regimes in free
trade agreement (FTA) negotiations
currently underway with Central
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America, Australia, Morocco, the
Southern African Customs Union and
the countries participating in the Free
Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA).
DATES: Public comments should be
received no later than Noon, July 30,
2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: For
procedural questions concerning public
comments, contact Gloria Blue,
Executive Secretary, Trade Policy Staff
Committee, Office of the United States
Trade Representative at (202) 395–3475.
For substantive questions pertaining to
this request for public comment, contact
Sarah Sipkins, Director for Market
Access, Office of the USTR, at (202)
395–5656.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The U.S.
Government is seeking public comment
on appropriate disciplines regarding the
use of domestic duty drawback and
deferral programs for shipments
between parties to the free trade
agreements it is negotiating. Duty
drawback and deferral regimes rebate,
defer or reduce duties paid on material
inputs contingent upon exportation of
the processed or finished goods. In the
context of an FTA, where inputs are
dutiable in the United States and in the
FTA partner country, duty drawback
programs can distort investment
decisions by creating an incentive for
investors to locate in the FTA partner
country in order to benefit from duty
drawback when exporting processed
goods for sale in the U.S. market. These
programs also can create ‘‘export
platforms’’ for materials produced in
third countries since they de facto
provide duty free treatment negotiated
under the FTA to inputs from third
countries when the processed goods are
exported to the territory of the FTA
partner. For industries in FTA partner
countries, the gains from tariff reduction
under an FTAs on average far exceed
any tariff refunds foregone under these
programs.
Thus, restrictions on the use of these
programs are a standard feature of most
FTAs around the globe. The NAFTA
restricts duty deferral and drawback to
the lesser of duties paid on the imported
input or duties paid on the processed
good exported to a NAFTA trading
partner. The United States-Chile FTA
provides for a gradual phase out of the
use of these programs for shipments
between the Parties. U.S. proposals in
ongoing FTA negotiations are modeled
on the U.S.-Chile provision.
All interested parties are invited to
provide their written views and
recommendations on this matter.
Persons submitting comments should
specify whether the comments apply to
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all or only some of the FTA negotiations
currently underway.
Request for Comments
Consideration will be given to any
written comments that are timely
submitted to USTR. Each person
submitting a comment should include
his or her name and address, give
reasons for any recommendation and
indicate whether those
recommendations apply to all of the
above-referenced negotiations.
In order to facilitate prompt
consideration of submissions, USTR
strongly urges and prefers electronic email submissions in response to this
notice. The e-mail address is
FR0079@ustr.gov. It is strongly
recommended that comments submitted
by mail or express delivery service to
the address for Ms. Sipkins listed above
also be sent by e-mail. Persons making
submissions by e-mail should use the
following subject line: ‘‘Duty Drawback
in FTAs.’’ Documents should be
submitted as either WordPerfect,
MSWord, or text (.TXT) files.
Supporting documentation submitted as
spreadsheets are acceptable as Quattro
Pro or Excel. For any document
containing business confidential
information submitted electronically,
the file name of the business
confidential version should begin with
the characters ‘‘BC-’’, and the file name
of the public version should begin with
the characters ‘‘P-’’. The ‘‘P-’’ or ‘‘BC-’’
should be followed by the name of the
submitter. Persons making submissions
by e-mail should not provide separate
cover letters; information that appears
in a cover letter should be included in
the submission itself. Similarly, to the
extent possible, any attachments to the
submission should be included in the
same file as the submission itself, and
not as separate files. Persons submitting
written comments by mail or express
delivery service should provide 20
copies, in English.
Written comments will be placed in a
file open to public inspection pursuant
to 15 CFR 2003.5, except confidential
business information exempt from
public inspection in accordance with 15
CFR 2003.6. Confidential business
information submitted in accordance
with 15 CFR 2003.6 must be clearly
marked ‘‘BUSINESS CONFIDENTIAL’’
at the top of each page, including any
cover letter or cover page, and must be
accompanied by a nonconfidential
summary of the confidential
information. All public documents and
nonconfidential summaries shall be
available for public inspection in the
USTR Reading Room. The USTR
Reading Room is open to the public, by
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appointment only, from 10 a.m. to 12
noon and 1 p.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday. An appointment to
review the file may be made by calling
(202) 395–6186.
Carmen Suro-Bredie,
Chairman, Trade Policy Staff Committee.
[FR Doc. 03–16783 Filed 7–1–03; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Office of the Secretary
Aviation Proceedings, Agreements
Filed the Week Ending June 20, 2003
The following Agreements were filed
with the Department of Transportation
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.
Sections 412 and 414. Answers may be
filed within 21 days after the filing of
the application.
Docket Number: OST–2003–15429.
Date Filed: June 16, 2003.
Parties: Members of the International Air
Transport Association.
Subject: Mail Vote 305, PTC COMP 1061
dated 17 June 2003, General Increase
Resolution 002mm, (except within Europe,
between USA/US Territories and Austria,
Chile, Czech Republic, Finland, France
(including French Guiana, French Polynesia,
Guadeloupe, Martinique, New Caledonia,
Reunion, Saint Pierre and Miquelon),
Germany, Iceland, Italy, Korea (Rep. of),
Malaysia, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Panama, Scandinavia, Switzerland) Intended
effective date: 1 July 2003.
Docket Number: OST–2003–15430.
Date Filed: June 16, 2003.
Parties: Members of the International Air
Transport Association.
Subject: PTC12 CAN–EUR 0093 dated 13
June 2003, TC12 Canada-Europe Expedited
Resolution 002j r1-r9. Intended effective date:
1 August 2003.
Docket Number: OST–2003–15474.
Date Filed: June 19, 2003.
Parties: Members of the International Air
Transport Association.
Subject: Mail Vote 304, PTC123 0240 dated
20 June 2003, North, Mid, South Atlantic,
Special Passenger Amending Resolution 010r
from India r1-r15. Intended effective date: 1
July 2003.
Docket Number: OST–2003–15480.
Date Filed: June 20, 2003.
Parties: Members of the International Air
Transport Association.
Subject: PTC31 South 0142 dated 23 May
2003, TC31 South Pacific (except between
French Polynesia, New Caledonia, New
Zealand and USA) Resolutions r1-r29, PTC31
South 0143 dated 23 May 2003, TC31 South
Pacific between French Polynesia, New
Caledonia, New Zealand and USA
Resolutions r30-r46, Minutes—PTC31 South
0144 dated 20 June 2003, Tables—PTC31
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