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vessels. However, dolphins as well as 
some other types of odontocetes 
sometimes show avoidance responses 
and/or other changes in behavior when 
near operating seismic vessels.

For most species, including 
endangered sperm and blue whales, the 
total estimated ‘‘take by harassment’’ by 
species presented in Table 3 of the 
application (Scripps 2003) represents 
less than 1.0 percent of the eastern 
tropical Pacific population of any of 
these species. For the remaining three 
cetacean species, the total estimated 
‘‘take by harassment’’ is 1.8 percent of 
the estimated pygmy sperm whale 
population in and adjacent to the study 
area, 6.2 percent of the dwarf sperm 
whale population, and 1.8 percent of 
endangered humpback whales. 
Although the absolute numbers of 
odontocetes that may be harassed by the 
proposed activities may be large, the 
population sizes of the main species are 
also large; therefore, the numbers 
potentially affected are small relative to 
the population sizes.

Taking account of the mitigation 
measures that are planned, effects on 
cetaceans are generally expected to be 
limited to avoidance of the area around 
the seismic operation and short-term 
changes in behavior, falling within the 
MMPA definition of ‘‘Level B 
harassment.’’ Based on the relatively 
low numbers of marine mammals that 
will be exposed at levels ≤160 dB and 
the expected impacts at these levels, 
NMFS has determined that this action 
will have a negligible impact on the 
affected species or stocks of cetaceans.

Conclusions-effects on Pinnipeds
Responses of pinnipeds to acoustic 

disturbance are variable, but usually 
quite limited. Early observations 
provided considerable evidence that 
pinnipeds are often quite tolerant of 
strong pulsed sounds. Visual monitoring 
from seismic vessels has shown only 
slight (if any) avoidance of airguns by 
pinnipeds, and only slight (if any) 
changes in behavior. These studies 
show that pinnipeds frequently do not 
avoid the area within a few hundred 
meters of an operating airgun array. 
Even so, results from initial telemetry 
studies suggest that avoidance and other 
behavioral reactions may be stronger 
than has been evident from visual 
studies.

Very few, if any, pinnipeds are 
expected to be encountered during the 
proposed seismic survey by Scripps in 
the ETP.

If pinnipeds are encountered, the 
proposed seismic activities would have, 
at most, a short-term effect on their 
behavior and no long-term impacts on 

individual seals or their populations. 
Effects are expected to be limited to 
short-term and localized behavioral 
changes falling within the MMPA 
definition of Level B harassment. These 
effects would have no more than a 
negligible impact on the affected species 
or stocks of pinnipeds.

Determinations
Based on the information contained in 

the SIO application, the EA referenced 
herein, and the August 26, 2003 (68 FR 
51245) Federal Register notice and this 
document, NMFS has determined that 
conducting a seismic survey program in 
the ETP by the Revelle would result in 
the harassment of small numbers of 
marine mammals; would have no more 
than a negligible impact on the affected 
marine mammal stocks; and would not 
have an unmitigable adverse impact on 
the availability of stocks for subsistence 
uses. This activity will result, at worst, 
in a temporary modification in behavior 
by certain species of marine mammals. 
While behavioral modifications may be 
made by these species as a result of 
seismic survey activities, this behavioral 
change is expected to result in no more 
than a negligible impact on the affected 
species. While the number of potential 
incidental harassment takes will depend 
on the distribution and abundance of 
marine mammals in the vicinity of the 
survey activity, the number of potential 
harassment takings is estimated to be 
small. In addition, no take by injury 
and/or death is anticipated, and the 
potential for temporary or permanent 
hearing impairment is low and will be 
avoided through the incorporation of 
the mitigation measures mentioned in 
this document and required under the 
IHA. For these reasons therefore, NMFS 
has determined that the requirements of 
section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA have 
been met and the authorization can be 
issued.

Endangered Species Act (ESA)
NMFS has concluded consultation 

under section 7 of the ESA on NMFS’ 
issuance of an IHA to take small 
numbers of marine mammals, by 
harassment, incidental to conducting an 
oceanographic seismic survey in the 
ETP by SIO. The consultation 
concluded with a biological opinion 
that this action is not likely to 
jeopardize the continued existence of 
marine species listed as threatened or 
endangered under the ESA. No critical 
habitat has been designated for these 
species in the ETP; therefore, none will 
be affected. The Biological Opinion 
concluded that 1 fin whale may be 
harassed during the seismic surveys, 
and that Guadalupefur seals are not 

likely to be adversely affected by the 
proposed research activities. Therefore, 
NMFS has removed the Guadalupe fur 
seal from, and added the fin whale to, 
the proposed list of species authorized 
to be taken by Level B harassment under 
the IHA. A copy of the Biological 
Opinion is available upon request (see 
ADDRESSES).

National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA)

An Environmental Assessment (EA) 
on a similar action for this area of the 
Pacific Ocean was prepared and 
released to the public on July 11, 2003 
(68 FR 41314). NMFS’ analysis resulted 
in a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI). The SIO acoustic survey 
described in this document will use 
acoustic instruments that are 
significantly less intense and will 
therefore have a significantly lower 
impact on the marine environment than 
acoustic sources addressed in the EA. 
Therefore, based on that EA, and review 
of the information contained in the IHA 
application from Scripps, NMFS has 
made a finding that this action will not 
have a significant effect, individually or 
cumulatively, on the human 
environment. Further, this is an action 
of limited size or magnitude. 
Accordingly, under NAO 216–6, the 
action is categorically excluded from the 
need to prepare another environmental 
assessment or environmental impact 
statement. A copy of the relevant EA 
and FONSI is available (see ADDRESSES).

Authorization

NMFS has issued an IHA to take small 
numbers of marine mammals, by 
harassment, incidental to conducting a 
seismic survey by the Revelle in the ETP 
to Scripps for a 1–year period, provided 
the proposed mitigation, monitoring, 
and reporting requirements described in 
this document and the IHA are 
incorporated.

Dated: October 17, 2003.
Donna Wieting,
Acting Director, Office of Protected Resources, 
National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 03–26929 Filed 10–23–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–22–S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Patent and Trademark Office 

Performance Review Board (PRB)

AGENCY: United States Patent and 
Trademark Office.

ACTION: Notice; Update membership list 
of the United States Patent and 
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Trademark Office Performance Review 
Board. 

SUMMARY: In conformance with the Civil 
Service Reform Act of 1978, 5 U.S.C. 
4314(c)(4), the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office announces the 
appointment of persons to serve as 
members of its Performance Review 
Board.

ADDRESSES: Operations Manager, Office 
of Human Resources, United States 
Patent and Trademark Office, P.O. Box 
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313–1450.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Covey at (703) 305–8062.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
membership of the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office Performance 
Review Board is as follows:

Jonathan W. Dudas, Chair, Deputy Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual and 
Deputy Director of the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office, United States Patent 
and Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313–1450, Term expires 
September 30, 2004. 

Jo-Anne D. Barnard, Vice Chair, Chief 
Financial Officer and Chief Administrative 
Officer, United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313–1450, Term expires 
September 30, 2005. 

Nicholas Godici, Commissioner for Patents, 
United States Patent and Trademark Office, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313–
1450, Term expires September 30, 2005. 

Anne Chasser, Commissioner for 
Trademarks, United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313–1450, Term expires 
September 30, 2005. 

Douglas Bourgeois, Chief Information Officer, 
United States Patent and Trademark Office, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313–
1450, Term expires September 30, 2004. 

James Toupin, General Counsel, United 
States Patent and Trademark Office, P.O. 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313–1450, 
Term expires September 30, 2004. 

Lois E. Boland, Director of International 
Relations, United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313–1450, Term expires 
September 30, 2005. 

James Taylor, Deputy Chief Financial Officer 
and Director for Financial Management, 
Department of Commerce, Washington, DC 
20230, Term expires September 30, 2004. 

K. David Holmes, Jr., Assistant 
Administrator, Internal Affairs and 
Program Reviews, Transportation Security 
Administration, Department of Homeland 
Security, 701 12th Street, West Tower, 
Arlington, VA 22202, Term expires 
September 30, 2004.

Dated: October 17, 2003. 
James E. Rogan, 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual 
Property and Director of the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office.
[FR Doc. 03–26906 Filed 10–23–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–16–P

COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS

Announcement of Import Restraint 
Limits for Certain Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Textile Products Produced or 
Manufactured in Bulgaria

October 20, 2003.
AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
(CITA).
ACTION: Issuing a directive to the 
Commissioner, Bureau of Customs and 
Border Protection establishing limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 2004.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Naomi Freeman, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
(202) 482–4212. For information on the 
quota status of these limits, refer to the 
Quota Status Reports posted on the 
bulletin boards of each Customs port, 
call (202) 927–5850, or refer to the 
Bureau of Customs and Border 
Protection website at http://
www.customs.gov. For information on 
embargoes and quota re-openings, refer 
to the Office of Textiles and Apparel 
website at http://otexa.ita.doc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural 
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854); 
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as 
amended.

The import restraint limits for textile 
products, produced or manufactured in 
Bulgaria and exported during the period 
January 1, 2004 through December 31, 
2004 are based on limits notified to the 
Textiles Monitoring Body pursuant to 
the Uruguay Round Agreement on 
Textiles and Clothing (ATC).

In the letter published below, the 
Chairman of CITA directs the 
Commissioner, Bureau of Customs and 
Border Protection to establish the 2004 
limits.

These limits are subject to adjustment 
pursuant to the provisions of the ATC 
and administrative arrangements 
notified to the Textiles Monitoring 
Body. However, as the ATC and all 
restrictions thereunder will terminate 
on January 1, 2005, no adjustment for 
carryforward (borrowing from next 

year’s limits for use in the current year) 
will be available.

A description of the textile and 
apparel categories in terms of HTS 
numbers is available in the 
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel 
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (see 
Federal Register notice 68 FR 1599, 
published on January 13, 2003). 
Information regarding the availability of 
the 2004 CORRELATION will be 
published in the Federal Register at a 
later date.

James C. Leonard III,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements

October 20, 2003.

Commissioner,
Bureau of Customs and Border Protection, 

Washington, DC 20229.
Dear Commissioner: Pursuant to section 

204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1854); Executive Order 
11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended; and the 
Uruguay Round Agreement on Textiles and 
Clothing (ATC), you are directed to prohibit, 
effective on January 1, 2004, entry into the 
United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of wool and man-made fiber textile products 
in the following categories, produced or 
manufactured in Bulgaria and exported 
during the twelve-month period beginning on 
January 1, 2004 and extending through 
December 31, 2004, in excess of the following 
levels of restraint:

Category Twelve-month limit 

410/624 .................... 4,627,283 square me-
ters of which not 
more than 931,399 
square meters shall 
be in Category 410.

433 ........................... 15,694 dozen.
435 ........................... 28,254 dozen.
442 ........................... 18,309 dozen.
444 ........................... 85,691 numbers.
448 ........................... 32,337 dozen.

The limits set forth above are subject to 
adjustment pursuant to the provisions of the 
ATC and administrative arrangements 
notified to the Textiles Monitoring Body.

Products in the above categories exported 
during 2003 shall be charged to the 
applicable category limits for that year (see 
directive dated September 3, 2002) to the 
extent of any unfilled balances. In the event 
the limits established for that period have 
been exhausted by previous entries, such 
products shall be charged to the limits set 
forth in this directive.

In carrying out the above directions, the 
Commissioner, Bureau of Customs and 
Border Protection should construe entry into 
the United States for consumption to include 
entry for consumption into the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

VerDate jul<14>2003 16:29 Oct 23, 2003 Jkt 203001 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\24OCN1.SGM 24OCN1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2023-05-04T01:26:03-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




