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Scoping Meetings on a Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement

NOAA Fisherjes Office of the Protected Resources published g Federal
Register notice January 11, 2005 (70 FR 1871[pdf) [71 KB]) regarding
holding four scoping meetings in January, 2005. The meetings are intended
to gather public input on the criteria addressed in an Environmenta| Impact
Statement (EIS). This EIS will analyze the Potential impacts of applying noise

In particular, the EIs will identify Potential impacts to human activities that
occur in oceanic waters such as dredging, fisheries, shipping, geological
exploration, military Operations, construction, and acoustic and
Oceanographic research, The areas of interest for evaluation of

Status - The Scoping meetings will pe held:

* January 18 (5p.m. -8 P.m.) at Hilton Fisherman's Wharf, 2620 Jones
Street, san Francisco, CA, 94133

* January 20 (5p.m. -8 P.m.) at NOAA's Sand Pont Office, Building 9
Auditorium, 7600 Sand Poijnt Way NE, Seattle, WA, 98115

* January 25 (5p.m. -8 P-m.) at the New England Aquarium,
Conference Center, Centra| Wharf, Boston, MA 02110

* January 27 (5p.m. -8 P.m.) at NOAA's Auditorium, 1301 East West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910

Patricia.Lawson@noaa. ov
= —8Wson@noaa.qoy

Website Links:
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/gr/acoustics/ (OPR - Ocean Acoustic page)
htt ://www.nmfs.noaa. £ov/ r/acoustics/sco emeeting htm (scoping Meetings page)

ha ://www.nmfs.noaa. v/, ,r/acousﬁcs/docs/t‘r?O-l871. df  (federa) registernotice)
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public memorandum which is on file at
the U.S, Department of Commerce, in
the Central Records Unit, in room B~
099. In addition, a camplete version of
the Decision Memorandum can be
accessed directly on the Web at
www.ia.ita.doc.gov.2

Sales Below Cost in the Homa Market

As discussed in more detail in the
Preliminary Resuits, the Department
disregarded home market belaw-cost
sales that failed the cost test in the final
results of review,

Changes Since the Proliminary Results

A list of the issues which parties have
taised and to which we have responded,
all of which are in the Decision
Memarandum, is attached to this natice
as Appendix I. Based on gur analysis of
the commaents received, we have made
no changes in the margin calculation.

Final Rosults of the Review

We dutermine that the following
percentage weightad-gverage margin
exists for the period June 1, 2002,
through May 31, 2003:

CERTAIN STAINLESS STEEL BuTtT-
WELD PIFE FITTINGS FROM TAIWAN

Waighted-

avaraga
Producar/ manufacturer/exporisr margfn

(porcent)
Ta Chen Stainless Pipe Co,, Lid 5.08

Assessment Rates

The Daepartment will determine, and
U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(“CBP") shall asscss, antidumping
duties on all Apprapriate sntrios, In
accordance with 19 CFR 351,212(h)(1),
we have calculated an importer-specific
assessment rate for merchandise subject
to this review, The Department wil
issue appropriate assessment
instructions directly to CBP within 15
days of publication of these final results
of review. We will direct CBP to assess
the resulting assessment rates againgt
the entered customs values for the
subject merchandise on each of the
importer's gntries during the review
periad. For duty assessment purposes,
we calculated importer-specific
assessment rates by dividing the
dumping margins calculated for each
importer by the total entered value of
sales for each importer during the POR,

e,

3The papor capy and alitronic varsion of 1l
Ppublic vorsion of tho Decision Memorondum oro
identical in contant,

Cash Deposit Requirements

In accordanee with section 751(a)(1)
of the Act, the following depasit
requirements will be affoctjve upon
publication of this notice of final results
of administrative review for all
shipments of certain stainless stes) butt-
weld pipe fittings from Taiwan entcred,
or withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication: (1) The cash deposit rate for
Ta Chen will ba the rate shown above;
(2) for previously reviewed or
investigated companies not listed abave,
the cash deposit rate will continye to bo
the company-specific rate published for
the most recent period; (3) ifthe
exporter is not a firm cavered in this
reviaw, a prior review, or the original
less-than-fair-value (LTFV)
Investigation, but the manufacturer is,
the cash deposit rate will be tha rata
establishod for the moast recent period
far the manufacturer of the
merchandise; and (4) the cash deposit
rate for all other manufacturers shall
continue to he 51.01 percent.

These deposit requircments shal]
remain in effect until publication of the
final results of the next administrative
review,

Notification of Interested Parties

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responasibility under 10 CFR
351.402()(2) to file a certificate
regarding the reimbursement of
antidumping duties prior to liquidation
of the relevant entries duri ng this
roview period. Failure to comply with

this requirement could result in the

Secretary's presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of doubled antidumping duties.

This notice also serves as the only
reminder to partias subject to
administrative protective orders
(“APQ”) of their rosponsibility
concerning the return or destruction of
proprietary information disclosed under
APO in accordance with 19 C.F.R.
351.305. Timely written notification of
the return/destruction of APQ materials
or conversion te judicial protective
order is hereby requested. Failure to
comply with the regulations and terms
of an APO is a violation which is subject
ta sanction, )

Wo are issuing and publishing this
determination and notice in accordance
with sections 751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the
Act,

Daled: January 3, 2008,
James J. Jochum,

Assistant Secratary far Import
Administration.

Appendix I—List of Issues for
iscussion

Comumant 1: Adverse Facts Avnilahls
{"AFA") for the Emerdex Companins 3

Comment 2: Partisl AFA for Dragon Stain]ess
Inc. ("Dragon Slainloss™) Selling Expenses

Commant 3: Whethor To Apply Total AFA
for Ta Chon

Commont 4: Constructed Export Prica
("CEP") Offsat and Level of Trade {“LOT")

Comment 5: CEP Profit

Commont 6: Date of Sale for Home and U.S,
Market Sales

Commaent 7; Overstatsd Home Market
Packing Expensos

Commant 8: Short-Term Ba i

Comment 9: Total AFA for Liang Fong and
Tru-Flow

[FR Dac, ES-62 Filed 1-10-05; B:45 am]
BLLING CODE 510-22-p

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Natlonal Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

I.D. 060804F

Endangered Fish and Wildlife; Notice
of Intent to Prepare an Environmentat
Impact Statement

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Qceanic and
Atmospheric Admiaistration (NOAA).
ACTION; Notice of Public Scoping and
Intent (NOT) to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS);
request for written comments,

SUMMARY; NMFS will be Preparing an
EIS to analyza the potential impacts of
applying new criteria in guidelines to
datermine what constitutes a “taks"” of
a marine mammal under the Marine
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) und
Endangcred Species Act (ESA) a3
result of exposure to anthropogenic
noise in the marinc environment. This
notice describes the proposed action
and possible alternatives and also
describes the proposad scoping pracess.
DATES: NMFS will hold 4 public
mestings to obtain comments on the
scope of issues to be addressed in the
EIS. The locations of tha meetings are
San Francisco, CA; Seattle, WA: Boston,
MA; and Silver Spring, MD, See
Supplementary Information for

—
4 The Depariment will addvess all the Emardex
campaniss within this cormaont; Kmardes Sialuless

Flat Roll Praducts {*Emardex 1"), Emordox
Stuinless Stanl (‘Bmardex 27, Emardex Group, Inc.
[“I’Emerdax 9"] and Emardux Shuttors (“Ernerdex
4").
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meetings dates and locations, In
addition to obtaining comments in the
public scoping meetings, NMFS will
also accept written and alectronic

comments. Comments mugt be received
by March 1

4, 2005,
ADDRESSES: Written comments on the
scope of the EIS and requests to
participate in the public scoping
meetings should be submitted to P.
Michael Payne, Chief, Marine Mammal
Canservation Division, Office of
Protected Rasources, NMYF'S (F/PR2),
1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring,
MDD 20910, Written comments may also
be submitted by email to
AcousticEIS.Comments@noaa.gov or by
facsimile (fax) to (301) 427-2581.
Iaclude in the subject line the fallawing
identifier; 1.D, 0B0804F,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT;
Brandon Southall, Office of Protected
Resourcws, NMT'S, 1315 East-Weat
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910;
Telephone (301) 713-2322, Additional
information is available at
(www.nmffs.noaa.gov/prot_res/PR2/
Acousties__Program). For infoymation
regarding the EIS process, contact
Michacl Payne at the above referenced
captact information.,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAYION:

Meetings Dates and Locations

The San Franclsco, CA scaping
meeting: Janunary 18, 2005, 5 pm, - 8
p.m. The moeting location is Hilton
Fisherman’s Wharf, 2620 Janes Stroct,
San Francisco, CA, 84133,

telephone: 415-885—4700,

The Scattle, WA scoping meeting:
January 20, 2008,

5p.m. — 8p.m. The meeting location is
NOAA's Wastern Regional Center,
Building 8 Auditorium, 76800 Sand Point
Way NE, Seattle, WA, 98115,

The Boston, MA scoping meeting:
January 25, 2005,

5p.m. — 8p.m. The meeting location is
the New England Aquarium, Conference
Center, Central Wharf, Boston, MA
02110.

Thae Silver Spring, MD scoping
mesting: January 27, 2005, Sp.m. ~
8p.m, The meeting location is the
NOAA’s Auditorium, 1301 East West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910,

Background

Section 3(18){A) of the MMPA defines
“harassment” as:

-..any act of pursuit, torment, or ennoyance
which (i} has the potential to injure a marige
mammal or marino mammal stock in the wild
[Level A harassment]; or (ii) has the potential
ta disturh § marine mammal or marins
mammal stock in the wild by causing
disruplion of bebavioral paltorny, including,
but not lmited ta, mipration, breathing,

nursing, bruuding, fooding, or shaltering
(Lovel B harassment],

The National Defense Authorization
Act, enacted in November 2003, altered
the definition of marine mammal
harassment for “military readiness
activities'" and “scientific research
activities conducted hy ar an behalf of
the Federal Government consistent with
section 104 (c)(3)" of the MMPA, as
fallows:

(i) any act that injures or has the significant
potential lo injure & marine memmal or
marine mammal stock in the wild [Lavel A
harasament};

(i3) any et that disturbs or is likely (o
disturl a marino mammal or marine mammal
stock in the wild by causing disruption of
natural bahavioral patterns, including, but
not limiled Lo, migralion, surfacing, aursing,
broodng, feeding, or sheltaring, to 8 point
where such behavioral patterns are
abandoned or significantly altered [Level B
hurassmant),

NMTS has been using generic sound
exposure thresholds since 1997 to
determine when an activity in the ocean
that produces sound might result in
impacts to a marine mammal such that
a take by harassment might occur (an

'acoustic’ take). NMFS is develani
_new soience-besed thrahalds to- -
ﬂﬂ’ﬂ’_ﬂlﬂ_li?ﬂ%%-ﬁm;e@g

expasure level thresholds that have
been used since 1997,

Proposed Action

NMFS will be proposing to replace
the current Level A and Level B
harassment thresholds with guidelines
based on exposure characteristics that
are derived from empirical data and are
tailored to particular species groups and
sound types. {These guidelines will
identify exposures levels and durations

" that may produce either temporary or
permanent shifts in hearing sensitivi
thereby providing a mare scientific basis
for defining the threshold levels that
might result in marine mammal
harassment.|Such information would be
of use to industry (oil and gas, marine
construction), researchers, academic,
gavernment, military and shipping
activities,

As currently envisioned, the noise
exposure guidelines would be based on
the following sets of criteria, They
would divide marine mammals into five
functional hearing groups: low-
frequency cetaceans (all mysticetes or
baleen whales); mid-frequency
cetaceans (all odontocets spacies
(dolphins and porpoises) not included
in the low or high frequency groups);
high-frequency cetaceans (harbor and
Dall s porpoise, river dolphins);
pinnipeds under water (scals, fur scals
and sea lions); and pinnipeds out of
water. Each of the functional hearing

groups has somewhat different hearing
capabilities. Consequently, frequency-
specific thresholds are baing devaloped
based on what is known gbout these
diffarences.

The criteria would alsa categarize all
anthropogenic sounds into four different
types: single pulses (brief sounds with
& fast risa time); single non-pulses (all
other sounds); multiple pulses in a
series; and multiple non-pulses in a
series. Each of the five functianal
hearing groups would then be paired
against the four sound types resulting in
a matrix of values. These values would
represent the noise-exposure criteria
that NMFS would use, at least in part,
to guide determinations of when an
anthropogenic sound results in an
acoustic “taka” by harassment under the
MMPA or ESA far cach of the different
marine mammal hearing groups, All
threshald values would be expressed in
terms of either a sound pressure level
value that the animal receives, or us a
measure of exposure that incorporates
both sound pressures and time as 3
dimensjon where it is appropriate. This
is reforred to as the sound exposure, or
energy flux density level. Energy levels
are not directly comparable to pressure
levels because of the time dimension.

A number of assumptions will he
made in developing the acoustic matrix
of thrashold levels, For example, in
most colls within the matrix, the criteria
assume that all species in a functional
hearing group have the same threshold
apply to all species in the group, In
reality, some species are so different
from others in their functional hearing
group that separate threshold criteria are
apprapriate for them, Further, there are
no direct data on the effects of many
kinds of sounds on many species of
marine mammals, For now, therefors, it
is necessary to extrapolute making
reasonably conservative criteria from
existing data to cover cases of missing
data. An example of an extrapolation is
the use of data from dolphins or beluga
whales for other cetaceans. Most data on
the effocts of noise an marine mammals
come from mid-frequency dalphins,
especially battlennse dolphins and
beluga whales. The results of studies on
these species are applied directly to
low- and high-frequency cetuceuns (for
which data are sparse or non exdstent)
without adjustment, This substitution is
likely conservative for low frequency
cataceans because the mid-frequency
cotacean ear is almost certainly mare
sensitive. The substitution is also likely
satisfactory for high-trequency
cetaceans, In the absence of data for
marine mammals, in some cases, data
from terrestrial mammals are used in
determlning exposure criteria.
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Purpose of the Action

NMFS will prepare an EIS to assess
the potential impacts of the proposed
framework for developing and
implementing science-hased acoustic
Atake@ criteria. The EIS will analyzc
the potential environmental impacts
resulting from implementation of the
proposed noise exposure criteria to
determine acoustic-based harassment of
marine mammals, and alternative noise
exposure criteria,

he areas of interest for evaluation of
environmental and socioeconomic
effects will be U.S. and international
‘waters.

Use of the Noise Exposure Criteria

The noise exposure criteria would be
used to inform NMFS guidelines as to
what characteristics of human sound
exposure (e.g., exposure frequency,
level, and duration) might result in
harassment and constitute a Atake@
under the MMPA and ESA. For
example, an acoustic ““take” might be
considered to have occurred whenever
the sound that the animal receives
exceeds the exposures defined by the
criteria. The noise exposure criteria
would also provide guidance with
respect to what type of take might result
from exposure to sound - one far Level
A harassment and ane for Leve] B
harassment.

Scope of the Action

The score of the TS will identify and
evaluate all relevant impacts,
conditions, and issues associated with
the proposed framework for the
development und implementation of
these criteria, and alternatives, in
Accordance with Council on
Environmental Quality=s (CEQ)
Regulations at 40 CFR parts 1500 - 1508,
and NOAA=s pracedures for
implementing NEPA found in NOAA
Administrative Order (NAO]) 2166,
Environmental Review Procedures for
Implementing the National
Environmental Paolicy Act, dated May
20, 1994,

The EIS will analyzs the potential
environmental impacts of
implementation of the proposed
framework and noise exposure criteria
to determine acoustic “takes” of marine
mammals, and alternative frameworks
for developing and implementing noise
exposure criteria. The EIS must meet the
requirements of NEPA end the analyses
must alsa document compliance with
the related environment impact
analysis requirements of other statutes

and exacutive orders. These include, but

are not limited to, the MMPA, Coastal
Zone Munagement Act, ESA, and the
Magnuson-Stavens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act,

Alternatives

The BIS will consider several
alternatives for determining the acoustic
threshold at which bath Level A and
Level B harassment takes might occur:
1) maintaining the status quo (the no
action alternative); 2) using a
precautionary approach and very
conservativo interpretations of data on
marine mammals based on considering
human naise exposures relative to
ambient noise conditions; 3) defining a
Level A harassment take as that
expasure which results in a temporary
shift in hearing senaitivity (TTS) and a
Level B harassment take as that
exposure estimated to result in a 50
percent behaviaral avoidance for each
species or group of species; 4) defin ing
Laval A harassmont take as that
exposure which results in 8 Permanent
Threshold Shift (PTS) minus 6 decibels
(dB) and defining a Level B harassment
take as a level 6 dB below that exposure
estimated ta causes TTS; 5) defining a
Level A harassment take as noise
exposure consistent with estimated PTS
onsat and a level B harassment take as
TTS onset; and 6) defining a Lavel A
harassment take as occurring at the PTS
onset plus 6 dB and level B harassment
take as 6 dB below the estimatad point
of PTS onset (see Table 1).

TABLE 1: AcousTIC CRITERION FOR EACH OF THE PHDPOSED ALTERNATIVES

Altemative Leval A Critorion " Level B Griterion

I (Status Quo) 180 dBis re: 1uPa , 160 dBims re; 1pPa (impuise) ....................
120 dBrms re: 1pPa (continuous).

L] Highast average lowest possible natural ambisntambient,

]} TTS Onset ....... 50% Behavioral Aveldance.

v PTS Onsal-6dR TTS Onset-8¢B.

v PTS Onset TTS Onset.

Vi PTS Onset+6dB FTS Onset-&dR,

Alternative I: A no action alternative
would perpetuate the use of the existing
thresholds for Level A harassment
(sound pressure level of 180 dBrms re:
14Pa) (hereafter dB SPL), and Level B
harassment (160 dB SPL for impulse
noise and 120 dB SPL for continuous
sound) that have been used for the past
six years. The advantages of this
alternative are that the public is familiar
with this approach, and safety zones can
easily be calculated from standard
sound propagation madels. A
disadvantags is that this considers oanly
the sound prassure loval of an axposure
but not its other attributes, such as
duralioa, fraquency, or repetition rale,
all of which are critical far assossing
impacts on marine mammals. For
example, a sound of 181 dB SPL lasting

for two seconds would be identified ay
8 Level A harassment take, hut a
potentially mare harmful sound of 179
dB SPL lasting two days is currantly
considered a Level B harassment take, It
also assumes a consistent relationship
between rms [root-mean-square) and

peak pressure values far impulse

sounds, which is known to he
inaccurate under certain (many)
conditions.

Alternative II; A sccond alternative is

based on very conservative behaviaral
respanse data for marine mammals,

Under this alternative takes would

occur at the SPL at which the most
sensitive species first begin to show a
behavioral response. Level A
harassment would occur if the received
noiso fram & human source excesded

the highest average ambient noise laval
in the area of operation. Level B
harassment would occur if the recejved
noise from & human source exceeded
the lowest possible ambient nojse
condition. Criteria based largely on
behavioral responses to noise just above
ambient level would be extremely
conservative, Under this alternative, a
behavioral response may, and
behaviaral avoidance would, constitute
Leval B harassment.

Alternative III: A third alternative
would define a Level A harassment take
as occurring at that level of exposure
which results in a temporary loss of
hearing sensitivity (TTS) but which is
fully recoverable. This approach is also
conservative beoause scientific axperts
in this field do not consider TTS to
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result in harm or injury bacause no injury is to set the Lavel A herassment harassment take would be defined as
irreversible cell damage is involved. A criteria 6 dB below that noise SXPOSUTe  exposures estimated as § dB below
Loval B harassment take would be estimatad to cause PTS onget for each those required ta cause PTS onset. This
defined as that Javel of nolso exposure animal group, The proposed Leve) B alternative would result in noise
known or estimated to result i 5p havassmant take criterig for alternative 4 threshold levels that are Breater than
percentf behavioral avoidance of asound are thaose Exposures resulting in TTS any of the other propased alternatives,
Source for each species ar anima] Eroup. onset minus a “safaty* factor of 6 dB, T
There are a small number of these typeg Alternative v: A fgﬂx alternative The "°1ie “"Ef”;f"fc‘ itc;i'm ara basz;d
of empirical data availah]e for certain defines a Level A harassment take as on research availa le Or all species o
conditions, but some of the level B Noise exposures estimated to result jn rorine mammals, plus some data fro;:n
criteria constructed in this manner PTS onset and Leve] B harassment take ~ lerrostrial mammals and humans. Using
wauld require extrapolations and 25 noise exposures consistent with TTS dala from ane spacies of mammale to set
assumptions, particularly in the above  anset for each animal group, This criteria for another species is acceptable
context of how biological significance js alternative would allow Leve] A for injury because the anatomy of the
defined. Generally this alternative harassment criteria levels that are higher inner ear of all mammals is extremely
wauld be less conservative than the than either TTS (Alternative W orpTs  similar. As an example, certain human
previous alternative. minus soma safoty factor (Alteynative hearing standards are based in part on
Alternative IV: A fourth alternative IV): Level A harassment critoria would  extrapalations from the effocts of hoiso
would determine that a Leve] A be based on those exposures that ape on the chinchilla oar. Table 2 provides
harassment take accurs at that lave] of believed to result in itreversible tissue ~ an example of noise expasure critaria
noise expasure which results in g damage. The Level B hurassment criteria  that would result under each of the
permanent loss of hearing sensitivity under Alternative V would setthe take  proposed alternatives for gray whales,
(PTS) due to non-recoverable cell threshold slightly higher than Gray whales were selected ag an
damage, minus some “*safety” factor. Alternative IV but considerably below  examplo hocauso gome data an
This alternative would ba more those in Altsrnative 6, behavioral reactions exist and are used
conservative than fodera) workplace Alternative VI: A sixth alternative (in Alternative I, byt getting criteria
standerds for humans which permit defines a Lavel A harassment take based bused on TTS or PTS rely on
exposures that result in some degres of  on astimated PTS onset (as in extrapolations from other cetacean
PTS over a lifetima for sama Alternatives 4 and 5), but requires a species (Alternatives II-VI). The use of
individuals, A doubling of absolute higher probability of oxposed animals direct infarmation combineq with
sound pressure mamitude (in uPa) experiencing & meaningful changa in reasonable extrapolation is
veprosents a 6 dB increaso in SPL. A hearing sensitivily abave marely the representative of how such criteria
braoposed “safety” factor to engure that  onset of tissye injury, such as 6 4B of would be established under any of the
eXposures do not result in permanent PTS. Undar Alternative VI, Leval B alternatives,
TABLE 2: EXAMPLE oF NOISE EXPOSURE CRITERIA FOR GRAY WHALES FOR EACH oF THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES
Altamative Lovol A Critarion Lavel B Critorion
| : 180 dB,y re; LT R 160 dBew re: 1uPa {(impulse)
120 dByry, 18; TuPa
{continuous).
Il Both criteria variable ............. depending on environment.
i 185 dB ra; 1uPad(s) ., 160 dByy, ra; 1pPa,
\Y% 203 dB ro: 1uPa2(s) 189 dB ra: 1uPa2(g).
Vv 216 dB re; 1uPa2(s) 195 dB re: 1uPa2(s),

vi 221 dB re; 1uPag(s) . 200 dB re; Paz(s),

Alternative | indicates tha statys quo  gray whales (Malme st al, 1983; 1984). o equal PTS onset (215 dB re: 1Pa2(s))
criteria already in place, Alternative '  These are, in fact, the same data upon minus 6 dB, or 209 dB ro; 1puPa?(s). The

criteria are established based an which the status quo (Alternative I) Level B harassment criterion for
ambient noise conditions oxperienced  Level B data are based, Altornativa IV is egtimatod TTS onset
by animals in the area of aperation., An additional extrapolation is made (195 dB re: 1uPa?(s)) minus 6 dB, or 189
Sincf: these conditiong may ha in Alternative IV 1o estimate PTS, The dB ra: 1uPa(s).

dominated by either natural or human  15y0) of noise Xposure required to For Alternative V, the Leve] A

Dolse and are quite variable depending induce PTS in marine mammals js harassment criterion is the estimated

On many spatial and tomporal factors, unknown, but may be estimated using PTS t (216 dB re: 1.Pa2
the criteria for detarmining bath Level A the TTS onset data and extrapalations deSCl’ciul:;z a‘bove) ﬂ:z lh’;PfGé:]l BBS

and Lovel B harassment qpe variable bhased on terpostria) mammals. Using the iterion is esti
depending on the oOperational slape of the function volating incmaﬁes 33:2{?{‘5;‘ a;rfsmlﬁfzs?ﬁtm T8
environment.In Alternative III, the Level  in noise gxposure and TTS, and using Alternative VI, the Leve) A harassment
A criterion is set at noise éXposures a relutively conservative estimate of PTS critarion is 8 4B above estimated PTS
estimatad to causo TTS [105 dp ] 85 40 dB of TTS, it iy estimated that an onset (or 221 dB re: luPt'l2[s)) hile the
1uPa2(s). This is the cstimated point of additionul 20 dB of noise exposure is - . W

. ! Level B harassment critorion is 6 dB
TTS onset for cetoceans based on required above TTS onset tg induce bel : d PTS (or, 209 4B
Finneran et aj, (2002)). For Alternative PTS. Thus, for Alternative IV, the Lavel ﬂ, ow 9‘2“'“"“’ = onast (or, 20
IIl, Level B criteria are based an A harassmont eriterion is estimated TTs e Pax(s)).

behavioral avoidance data for migrating  onset (195 dB re: 14Pa2(s)) plus 20 dB
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Puhlic Involvement and the Scoping
Process

NMFS' intent i3 tg afford an
Oppartunity for the public, including
interested citizens and environments)
organizations; any affected low-income
ar minarity Populations; affacted local,
state and Federal encies; and any
other agencies with jurisdiction or
ial expertise concerning the
environmental impacts to he addressed
in tho BIS to participate in this Process,

S will hold public scoping
meetings and accept ora) and written
comments (See ADDRESSES) to determine
the issuces of concery with respect to
Practical considerations involved in
applying these eriterig and ta determine
whather NMFS is addrossing the
appropriate range of alternatives, In
addition to camments on gther aspects
of the scape of this EIS, NMFg is
particularly interested in comments
ragarding real-warld application of the
science-based nojse expasure criteria,
The public, as well as Federal, state, and

ocal agencies, arp encauraged tq
participate in this Scoping process, The
dates and lacations of
appoar in this Fadara] Registe
(Sce SuPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION),

S is alse seeking written
comments on the scope of issues that
should be addressed in the EIS, The
agency also invitas the public to submj;

At4, new information, and commaents
by e-mail, mail, or fax (See ADDRESSES)
identifying relavant enviranmental and
socioenonomic issues to be addressed 1n

@ environmenta) analysis,

Dated: January s, 2005,
P. Michael Payne,

Acling Diroetor, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Seryie,

[FR Daoc. 05-525 Fllod 1-g~p5; 3:17 pm)
BLLING cobe AB10-22.8

DEPARTMENT dF COMMERCE

National Oceanjc and Atmospharic
Administration

[1.D. o106058)

North Pacitic Fishery Management
Council; Notice of Publie Moeetings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFs), National Qegan;a and
tmospheric Administration (NDAA),
mmerce,
ACTION: Mestings of the North Pacific
Fishery Management Council and jts
advisary committees,

SUMMARY: The North Pacific Fishery
anagement Counci] {Council) and jts

advisory committees will holqd Public

meetings February 7 thraugh February

1B, 2005 at the R

Bnuissance Madison

Hotel.. 515 Madison Street, Seattlg,

ashington,

DATES: The Council' Advisory Panel
will begin at § a.m,, Monday, February

7 an

d continug through Friday February

11, 2006. The Scientific and Statistica)
Committee wijj begin st 8 a.m. on
Monday, February 7, 2005, ung continue
through Wednesda]yt.' February g, 2005,

The Council wi)

Session at B a.m,

egin its plen,
on Wednesday, i

Fehruary 9 and continuing through

Tuesday Fobruary 15, All meet;

S are

apen to the puhlic except executive

Pm to 5 pm.

ADDRESSES: Renaissance Madison Hotel,
515 Madison Street, Senttle,

a on.

Gounci] address; North Pacific
Fishery Management Council, 605 W.
4th Avenue, Snite 306, Anchorage, AK

99501-2252,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT;

Council staff; ph

one: 807-27 1-28049,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Council Plenary

Session

Tha agenda far the Council's plenary
sosslon wil] include the following
issues. The Counci) may take
apprapriate action op any of the issyes

idontified,
Reports

Executive Dj tector's Report
National Marine Fisherles Service
Anagemnent Report

nlorcement

spart.

Coast Guard Raport
Alasks Dapartmant of Fish & Gama

Report (and

review of propasals 1o

Board of Fisherigg)
U.S, Fish & Wildlifo Sorvice Repart
Protacted Spacias Report (Review
A listing propogod mje

Essential Fish Habitat (RFH) and
Habitat Areq Particular Concern (HAPC)

Review ¢

hanges to EFH

Envimnmental Impact Statement (EIS).
Final action op EFH Praferred
Altemative, Fing] action on HAPC
alternatives and Enviranmental
Assassmant/l’{agulatory Impact

Statement/Initia]
alysis,

Regulatary Flexibility

Gulf of Alaskg Groundﬁ‘sh (GOA)

tionalization

Receive report
Committee and 5

from Community
ction as necessary,

Review crab/salmog bycatch data and

refine alternative,

COA Roclkfish Demonstration Project

Raview availaple information ang
vefine alternatives s appropriate.

Improved Reten tion/Improved
Utilizatinn (IR/1t)

Review Progress on Amendment gg
analysis and legal issues, and provide
irection ag necessary,

American Fisharies Aer

Review 2004 Sooperative (co-op)
reports and 2005 Co-0p agreamonts,

Bering Sea and Aleutian Island (BSAI)
Byeatch

Raview action plan and refine
alternatives,

Groundfish Management

Non-Target Species Committee report.
iew rockfish management
preliminary discugsion Paper. GOA and
BSA! Other Species breakout: Review
action plap. Al Specigl Management

pallack trip limits; Review discussion
Paper. Review EFP for Seabird
avoidance Mmeasures. (T)

Staff Tasking

Committee and initiate
action as appropriate.

Other Business

Seientific ang Statistical Cummittee
(§s0)

The SSC agenda will include the
following fesyns:

1. EFH and Center fgr Independent
erts

2. Groundfish Munugement
3. Special Session on Modeling
or 4hop

Advisary Pane]

The Advisory Pane) will address the

Same agenda issues as the Council.
Special Accommodations

These mantings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities,

the meeting date,

Datod: January 6, zoos,
Alan n, Risnnhnnv!!‘.
Acting Diractar, Office of Sustainable
Fishorios, Nationial Marine Fisherles Service,
[FR Doc, 55y Filed 1-10-06; 8:45 am]’
BILLING cane BV 0225




