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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 60
[Docket Number LS–03–04]
RIN 0581–AC26

Mandatory Country of Origin Labeling
of Fish and Shellfish
Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.
ACTION: Interim final rule; reopening of
comment period.
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SUMMARY: The Agricultural Marketing
Service (AMS) is reopening the
comment period for 90 days for the
interim final rule for mandatory country
of origin labeling (COOL) for fish and
shellfish covered commodities that was
published in the Federal Register on
October 5, 2004 (69 FR 59708). The
interim final rule for fish and shellfish
became effective on April 4, 2005. The
interim final rule imposes requirements
on certain retailers and their suppliers
to notify their customers of the country
of origin and the method of production
(wild and/or farm-raised) of specified
fish and shellfish products. The interim
final rule also specifies recordkeeping
responsibilities for affected retailers and
their suppliers. AMS requests general
comment on the costs and benefits of
the interim final rule as well as the
specific questions that are listed in this
document. All affected persons are
hereby given notice of the opportunity
to submit written data and views
concerning the economic impacts of the
interim final rule. AMS will review the
submitted comments and information as
it promulgates a final rule for mandatory
COOL for fish and shellfish. Comments
received on issues that are outside the
scope of the costs and benefits of the
interim final rule will not be
considered.
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Comments must be submitted on
or before February 26, 2007, to be
assured of consideration.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Country of Origin Labeling Program,
Room 2607-S; Agricultural Marketing
Service (AMS), USDA; STOP 0254; 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20250–0254, or by
facsimile to (202) 720–1112, or by email to cool@usda.gov. Comments can
also be submitted on the Internet at:
http://www.regulations.gov. Comments
received will be posted to the AMS Web
site at: http://www.ams.usda.gov/cool/.
Comments sent to the above location
that specifically pertain to the
information collection and
recordkeeping requirements should also
be sent to the Desk Officer for
Agriculture, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB), New
Executive Office Building, 725 17th
Street, NW., Room 725, Washington, DC
20503.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martin O’Connor, Chief, Standards,
Analysis and Technology Branch,
Livestock and Seed Program, AMS,
USDA, by telephone on (202) 720–4486,
or via e-mail to:
martin.oconnor@usda.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Farm
Security and Rural Investment Act of
2002 (Farm Bill)(Pub. L. 107–171) and
the 2002 Supplemental Appropriations
Act (Appropriations Act)(Pub. L. 107–
206) amended the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et
seq.) by adding 7 U.S.C. 1638–1638d to
direct the Secretary of Agriculture to
promulgate regulations by September
30, 2004, requiring retailers to notify
their customers of the country of origin
of covered commodities. On October 30,
2003, AMS published a proposed rule
for mandatory COOL for beef, lamb,
pork, fish, perishable agricultural
commodities, and peanuts (68 FR
61944). Subsequently, the FY 2004
Consolidated Appropriations Act (Pub.
L. 108–199) delayed the applicability of
mandatory COOL for all covered
commodities except wild and farmraised fish and shellfish until September
30, 2006. The Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug
Administration, and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act of 2006 (Pub. L.
109–97) further delayed the
applicability of mandatory COOL for all
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covered commodities except wild and
farm-raised fish and shellfish until
September 30, 2008. On October 5,
2004, AMS published an interim final
rule (69 FR 59708) for the mandatory
country of origin labeling program for
fish and shellfish. The interim final rule
became effective on April 4, 2005.
Comments were requested and were to
be submitted on or before January 3,
2005.
In preparation for promulgating a
final rule for mandatory COOL for fish
and shellfish, AMS seeks comment only
on the economic impacts of the interim
final rule at this time. Given that the
interim final rule has been in effect for
more than a year and a half, affected
retailers and their suppliers now have
considerable experience in complying
with the its requirements. AMS invites
affected persons to comment on the
costs and benefits of the interim final
rule. Results of independent studies and
analyses are also invited. AMS is
particularly interested in written data,
views, and facts pertaining to initial
costs to implement the requirements of
the interim final rule, ongoing costs to
maintain compliance, the burden of the
information collection and
recordkeeping requirements, and any
concomitant benefits resulting from the
mandatory COOL program. Comments
and information received on these
issues, to the extent relevant, will be
reviewed in connection with any final
regulatory action on a mandatory COOL
program for any of the other covered
commodities. Comments received on
issues that are outside the scope of the
costs and benefits of the interim final
rule will not be considered.
While AMS welcomes all comments
relating to the economic impacts of the
implementation of the interim rule,
comments addressing the following
questions are of special interest:
Implementation Costs
What costs were incurred by affected
retailers and their suppliers to become
compliant with the interim rule? What,
if any, changes in operational
procedures were required to implement
the requirements of the interim rule?
What, if any, capital costs were
incurred to become compliant with the
interim rule? Did the interim rule
require the purchase of additional
computer systems, labeling systems, or
other equipment?
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How many labor hours were required
to become compliant with the interim
rule, and what types of labor were
required? What types of labor activities
were required (e.g., strategic planning,
software and systems development,
training), and how much time was spent
on each activity? What categories of
personnel were required, and what were
costs for each category of labor? What
total labor costs were incurred?

Dated: November 20, 2006.
Lloyd C. Day,
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.
[FR Doc. E6–19962 Filed 11–24–06; 8:45 am]

Maintenance Costs

14 CFR Part 39

What costs are incurred annually by
affected retailers and their suppliers to
maintain compliance with the interim
rule? What, if any, changes in
operational procedures are required to
maintain compliance the requirements
of the interim rule?
What capital replacement costs are
incurred?
How many labor hours are incurred
annually? What activities are performed
(e.g., label application, data entry,
software maintenance, training), and
how much time is spent on each
activity? What categories of personnel
are required, and what are costs for each
category of labor? What total labor costs
are incurred?

[Docket No. FAA–2006–24814; Directorate
Identifier 2006–NM–093–AD; Amendment
39–14833; AD 2006–24–04]

Benefits
What economic benefits have resulted
from implementation of the interim
rule?
Has there been any overall demand
response as a result of the labeling
requirements for country of origin and
method of production of fish and
shellfish?
What product selection and purchase
responses from customers have been
observed as a result of the labeling
program? Do customers seek and act on
the country of origin and method of
production information?
Have customers modified their
purchase decisions based on the country
of origin for labeled fish and shellfish
products? If so, how?
Have customers modified their
purchase decisions based on the method
of production (farm-raised and/or wild)
for labeled fish and shellfish products?
If so, how?
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Net Economic Impact
What are the net economic impacts
resulting from implementation of the
interim final rule? Are the benefits
greater or less than the costs of
implementation?
Authority: 7 U.S.C. 1621 et seq.
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BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 767 Airplanes
Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Final rule.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: The FAA is adopting a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for all
Boeing Model 767 airplanes. This AD
requires repetitive detailed and high
frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspections of the station (STA) 1809.5
bulkhead for cracking and corrective
actions if necessary. This AD results
from fatigue cracks found in the forward
outer chord and horizontal inner chord
at STA 1809.5. We are issuing this AD
to detect and correct cracking in the
bulkhead structure at STA 1809.5,
which could result in failure of the
bulkhead structure for carrying the
flight loads of the horizontal stabilizer,
and consequent loss of controllability of
the airplane.
DATES: This AD becomes effective
January 2, 2007.
The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of a certain publication listed in the AD
as of January 2, 2007.
ADDRESSES: You may examine the AD
docket on the Internet at http://
dms.dot.gov or in person at the Docket
Management Facility, U.S. Department
of Transportation, 400 Seventh Street,
SW., Nassif Building, Room PL–401,
Washington, DC.
Contact Boeing Commercial
Airplanes, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle,
Washington 98124–2207, for service
information identified in this AD.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne Lockett, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM–120S, FAA,
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington 98057–3356; telephone
(425) 917–6447; fax (425) 917–6590.

PO 00000

Frm 00002

Fmt 4700

Sfmt 4700

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Examining the Docket
You may examine the airworthiness
directive (AD) docket on the Internet at
http://dms.dot.gov or in person at the
Docket Management Facility office
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
The Docket Management Facility office
(telephone (800) 647–5227) is located on
the plaza level of the Nassif Building at
the street address stated in the
ADDRESSES section.
Discussion
The FAA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) to amend 14 CFR
part 39 to include an AD that would
apply to all Boeing Model 767 airplanes.
That NPRM was published in the
Federal Register on May 22, 2006 (71
FR 29275). That NPRM proposed to
require repetitive detailed and high
frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspections of the station (STA) 1809.5
bulkhead for cracking and corrective
actions if necessary.
Comments
We provided the public the
opportunity to participate in the
development of this AD. We have
considered the comments received.
Support for the NPRM
Boeing and Continental Airlines agree
with the NPRM, while the Air Transport
Association (ATA) agrees with the
intent of the NPRM.
Request To Add Terminating Action
The Air Transport Association (ATA)
of America, on behalf of Delta Airlines,
requests that we revise the NPRM to
allow accomplishment of certain actions
in the applicable Boeing structural
repair manual (SRM) as terminating
action for the repetitive inspections.
Although the NPRM proposes to require
accomplishing the SRM repair only if
cracking is found, Delta would like to
accomplish the SRM repair at its next
heavy maintenance visit, regardless of
inspection findings. Delta also requests
that, if the SRM repair is accomplished
before finding any cracking, certain
actions called out in the SRM, such as
cutting out damaged areas and installing
filler, not be required as part of the
terminating action.
We agree to revise the requirements of
this AD. The repetitive actions required
by this AD may be terminated by
accomplishing certain actions in Repair
9 or Repair 10, both dated April 15,
2006, of Chapter 53–80–08 of Boeing
767–200 SRM, Document D634T201;
Boeing 767–300 SRM, Document
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