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SUPPORTING STATEMENT  
MARINE RECREATIONAL FISHERY STATISTICS SURVEY  

OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0052  
 

A. JUSTIFICATION  
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.  
 
This request is for a revision of this information collection. 
 
Collection of these data is necessary to fulfill statutory requirements of Section 303 of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSFCMA) (16 U.S.C. 1853 et. 
seq.) and to comply with Executive Order 12962 on Recreational Fisheries. Section 303 (a) of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act (MSA) specifies data and analyses to be included in Fishery 
Management Plans (FMPs), as well as pertinent data that shall be submitted to the Secretary of 
Commerce under the plan.    
 
This revision will fulfill statutory requirements of Section 401 of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act.  Section 401 (g) requires that the Secretary 
of Commerce, “establish a program to improve the quality and accuracy of information 
generated by the Marine Recreational Fishery Statistics Survey”. MSA further specifies that 
future surveys should, “target anglers registered or licensed at the State or Federal level to collect 
participation and effort data”, and that the program, “to the maximum extent feasible implement 
the recommendations of the National Research Council (NRC)” that were provided in a 2006 
review of the methods currently used by National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) Fisheries to survey marine recreational fishing effort and catch.  
 
The NRC Review suggested that recreational fishing surveys suffer from inefficiency, potential 
bias due to under-coverage of angling populations, and potential bias due to non-response (NRC, 
2006).  NOAA Fisheries is addressing these concerns by developing and implementing the 
Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP), an improved system of surveys that will 
replace existing marine recreational fishing data collection programs.  One of the primary 
objectives of MRIP is to assess potential sources of bias in ongoing data collection methods.    
 
The NRC identified potential problems with on-site surveys or recreational anglers, which 
collect catch information at the conclusion of recreational fishing trips.  Generally, catch surveys 
are interviewer- administered surveys conducted at publicly accessible fishing sites such as 
public piers, beaches, marinas and boat ramps.  Because the coverage of onsite surveys is limited 
to public-access sites, estimates of total catch rely on assumptions about the behavior and 
success of anglers who access the water from private-access sites such as private residences, 
community beaches, marinas and docks, and private yacht clubs.  Specifically, current sampling 
and estimation approaches assume that anglers who are not accessible to interviewers (private-
access) exhibit similar behavior and have similar success as anglers who are accessible to 
interviewers (public-access).  The NRC criticized the fact that this assumption has not been 
tested.  This requested revision will test the assumption that private-access anglers’ behavior and 

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/msa2005/docs/MSA_amended_msa%20_20070112_FINAL.pdf�
http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=1995_register&docid=fr09jn95-159.pdf�
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success are the same as that of public-access anglers by collecting catch data and angler behavior 
data through an offsite longitudinal panel survey.   
 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used. If the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to support 
information that will be disseminated to the public, then explain how the collection 
complies with all applicable Information Quality Guidelines.  
 
Recreational fishing catch and effort data are used annually by National Marine Fisheries 
Services (NMFS), regional fishery management councils, interstate marine fisheries 
commissions, and state  natural resource agencies in developing, implementing and 
monitoring fishery management programs, per statutory requirements of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.  Catch and effort statistics are 
fundamental for assessing the influence of fishing on any stock of fish.  Accurate estimates 
of the quantities taken, fishing effort, and both the seasonal and geographic distributions of 
the catch and effort are required for the development of regional management policies and 
plans.  Information collected through this study will be used to identify and quantify bias in 
ongoing recreational fishing survey methods, as well as test the feasibility of panel designs 
for collecting recreational fishing catch and effort data.  The results of the study will be 
used to develop more efficient and accurate surveys of recreational anglers. 
 
The final survey instruments for this data collection will be developed through pretesting (focus 
groups and/or cognitive interviewing) with fewer than ten individuals.  The questionnaire will be 
designed to collect the data elements currently collected through the Coastal Household 
Telephone Survey (CHTS), Angler License Directory Survey (ALDS), and Marine Recreational 
Fisheries Statistics Survey (MRFSS) Intercept Survey.  Specific data elements that will be 
collected include: 
 
Recent Background 
 
In a previous revision to OMB Control No. 0648-0052 (2009), we requested approval from 
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to conduct a mail survey to collect both fishing effort 
and catch data.   The survey would utilize a dual-frame design by sampling from databases of 
saltwater licensees (frame of individuals) and a frame of residential addresses (household 
frame).  In addition, the survey would be a two-stage design; the first stage would "screen" the 
license frame and residential address frame to identify active anglers (fished during the previous 
year) and also collect detailed information about fishing trips that occurred during the previous 2 
months.  The second stage would collect information about catch.   The two-stage design was 
proposed as a means of increasing efficiency.  Specifically, it would be extremely inefficient 
(and costly) to send a relatively lengthy catch questionnaire to a sample of residential addresses, 
the vast majority of which do not include people who fish.  The two-stage approach provided an 
opportunity to collect fishing effort data, as well as identify a "panel" of anglers from whom we 
could collect catch data. 
 
One of the goals of the study was to determine the feasibility of using a mail survey to collect 
recreational fishing data.  Ultimately, we decided that the sample sizes that would be needed for 
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the first stage of sampling to collect statistically meaningful catch data in the second stage would 
be prohibitively large for a feasibility study.  As a result, we modified our request to use the 
screener questionnaire only for the residential address frame, and we requested to add a new 
questionnaire to collect detailed effort data ("main questionnaire").  The new questionnaire 
would be used as the second stage questionnaire for the address frame and would used as a 
single-stage questionnaire for the license frame (e.g. for the address frame, the screener 
questionnaire was used to identify anglers and the main questionnaire was used to collect 
detailed fishing effort from those anglers).  We determined that it was unnecessary to use a 
screener questionnaire for the license frame since individuals who purchased a license were 
much more likely to have fished.  Both screener questionnaire and "main questionnaire" were 
approved by OMB.  We also received approval to conduct the "panel study" to collect catch data 
but did not implement a final questionnaire. 
 
Because the mail survey proved to be feasible, we wish to maintain the approved burden hours 
for both the screener questionnaire and the main questionnaire.  We also wish to conduct a 
follow-up survey to test the feasibility of a panel study for collecting catch data.  The panel study 
will also utilize a dual-frame (residential address and license frame), two-stage approach.  The 
screener questionnaire will be similar to the approved screener questionnaire.  However, it will 
be administered to both an address sample and a license sample, and it will be modified to 
include questions about fishing avidity (how often respondents fish) as well to ask if respondents 
would be willing to participate in the panel study (i.e. it will be modified to recruit anglers into 
the panel study).  The benefits of sampling anglers through time in the panel study are two-fold; 
1) it will increase the amount of catch data we collect, which will allow us to minimize the size 
of the screening sample, and 2) it will allow us to observe changes in fishing behavior through 
time.   
 
Screener questionnaire 
 
This information will be collected: 
 

a)  Composition of household 
b)  Participation in recreational saltwater fishing as well as other recreational activities (the 

later added to reduce avidity response bias) for household members.  This information 
will be used to identify potential panelists. 

c)  Contact information for follow-up, including cell phone and landline usage and internet 
access information.  Having accurate, preferred contact information is necessary for 
conduct of the panel. 

 
Monthly panel questionnaire 
 
This information will be collected: 
 

a) Total number of recreational fishing trips, number of recreational fishing trips taken on 
privately owned boats, and number of shore fishing trips taken each month will be used 
to estimate fishing effort. 

b) Characteristics of each fishing trip taken during the month, including the time that each 
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trip began and ended, and whether trips concluded at publically accessible location, will 
be used to estimate under-coverage of onsite surveys.  For example, fishing trips that 
concluded during the night or at private-access sites are not likely to be included in the 
onsite sample frames. 

c) The state, county and specific port where each trip concluded are used to assess fishing 
effort and assess the accuracy of sampling weights for onsite sample frames. 

d) The type of water body fished (e.g. inland, ocean) and distance from shore are used to 
estimate fishing effort by principal management area (e.g. state versus Federal 
jurisdictions). 

e) Amount of time spent fishing is used to estimate fishing effort in hours.  This provides an 
estimate of fishing effort that is more comparable to commercial fishery statistics. 

f) Targeted species is used to estimate fishing effort directed at particular species.  When 
combined with catch information, directed fishing effort is used to assess the abundance 
of the species. 

g) Identification of species and number caught and released is used to estimate the number 
of fish landed and released by species.  This information is used to track landings for 
management purposes, as well as estimate the abundance of fishery stocks.   

 
There are no changes to any of the other information collections under this OMB Control 
Number.  
 
As explained in the preceding paragraphs, the information gathered has utility.  NOAA Fisheries 
will retain control over the information and safeguard it from improper access, modification, and 
destruction, consistent with NOAA standards for confidentiality, privacy, and electronic 
information.  See response to Question 10 of this Supporting Statement for more information on 
confidentiality and privacy.  The information collection is designed to yield data that meet all 
applicable information quality guidelines.  Although the information collected is not expected to 
be disseminated directly to the public, results will be used in scientific, management, technical or 
general information publications.  Should NOAA Fisheries decide to disseminate the 
information, it will be subject to the quality control measures and pre-dissemination review 
pursuant to Section 515 of Public Law 106-554.   
 
3.  Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use 
of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological techniques or other forms 
of information technology.  
 
One of the goals of this study is to test the feasibility of online reporting of recreational fishing 
data.  To that end, the survey will utilize a split-sample design in which half of the panelists 
will report fishing activity through computer assisted telephone interviews, and half will report 
through an online questionnaire.  Web panelists who do not submit data through the online 
form on schedule will be contacted via telephone and asked to provide data either through the 
online form or through a telephone interview.   
 
 
 

http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html�
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4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication.  
 
Panelists will be recruited through a screening survey that will sample from lists of licensed 
anglers, as well as comprehensive lists of residential addresses.  Sample frames for ongoing 
recreational fishing telephone surveys that use these sample frames will be screened to remove 
anglers who are participating in the panel study. 
The panel study will collect similar information to the ongoing MRFSS Access-Point Intercept 
Survey (APIS).  As described above, the APIS does not cover fishing trips that conclude at non-
publically accessible fishing access sites.  This survey will test for bias resulting from under-
coverage of APIS sample frames.          
 
5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, 
describe the methods used to minimize burden.  
 
No small businesses will be impacted by this revision. 
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the 
collection is not conducted or is conducted less frequently.  
 
Information collected through this study will be used to develop improved surveys of 
recreational anglers as mandated by Section 401 of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Reauthorization Act.  Failure to implement the data collection will delay the 
Agencies’ effort to develop and implement the Marine Recreational Information Program.   
 
At a minimum, panelists will be asked to report details about fishing activities at monthly 
intervals.  More avid anglers will be contact bi-weekly.  To insure the highest quality data, 
participants will be asked to record trip information as soon as possible following the completion 
of a fishing trip.  Those assigned to the computer assisted telephone interview will be asked to 
record some basic information about the trip in a paper diary, to aid in their recall during the 
monthly telephone interview.  Those assigned to the web-based data collection will be 
encouraged to access the online reporting site shortly after they fish.  As a result, response 
activity will be a function of fishing activity.  Previous studies (e.g., Pollock, et al, 1994; ) 
clearly indicate that survey respondents’ ability to recall detailed information decays rapidly as 
the gap between the measured behavior and reporting increases, even for periods as short as two 
months.  The success of the study is contingent upon panelists’ ability to accurately recall 
specific details about past fishing trips.  Increasing the reference period beyond one month will 
increase the likelihood of reporting error.  In addition, the approach being proposed has been 
successfully implemented in a study of anglers in Australia (Henry and Lyle, 2003) with high 
response rates and no indications of complaints concerning respondent burden.      
 
 7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.  
 
NA. 
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8.  Provide information on the PRA Federal Register Notice that solicited public 
comments on the information collection prior to this submission. Summarize the public 
comments received in response to that notice and describe the actions taken by the agency 
in response to those comments. Describe the efforts to consult with persons outside the 
agency to obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity 
of instructions and recordkeeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the 
data elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported.  
 
A Federal Register Notice, published on April 23, 2010 (75 FR 21231) solicited public 
comment on this revision.  No comments were received. 
 
9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other 
than remuneration of contractors or grantees.  
 
The screening interview to recruit panelists will include a $1.00 cash incentive.  The benefits of 
cash incentives on mail survey response rates are well documented (e.g., Church, 1993).  A small 
token of appreciation (e.g., magnet, fishing related information) will be provided to respondents 
who participate for the full year in the panel survey.  
 
10.  Describe any assurance or confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis 
for assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy.  
 
Responses are kept confidential as required by section 402(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens and 
NOAA Administrative Order 216-100, Confidentiality of Fisheries Statistics, and will not be 
released for public use except in aggregate statistical form without identification as to its source.  
Section 402(b) stipulates that data required to be submitted under an FMP shall be confidential 
and shall not be released except to Federal employees and Council staff responsible for FMP 
monitoring and development or when required under court order. Data such as personal 
addresses and phone numbers will remain confidential.  
 
11.  Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as 
sexual behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly 
considered private.  
 
No sensitive questions are asked.  
 
12.  Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information.   
 
The revised total burden for the MRFSS will be 49,640 hours, a net increase of 2,147 over the 
current hours of 47,493. The screener questionnaire will be completed by approximately 5,040 
respondents (5,040 x 8 minutes/60 minutes = 672 hours).  Of these, approximately 1,260 will 
participate in the panel survey (1,260 x 12 months x 10 minutes / 60 minutes = 2,520 hours2).   
 
Total burden attributable to this specific information collection will be approximately 3,192 
hours, determined as follows:  
 

http://www.corporateservices.noaa.gov/~ames/NAOs/Chap_216/naos_216_100.html�
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Activity # Respondents Responses Minutes/activity Total Hours 

Screening 
Questionnaire  5,040 5,040 8 672 

Angler Diary2 1,260 15,120 10 2,520 

Totals  5,040 20,160  3,192 

1 Elimination of a previously approved panel study results in a decrease of 1,045 hours. 

2 Respondents to the angler diary survey are a subset of the respondents to the effort questionnaire and do not represent new respondents. 

 
13.  Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents or record-
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question 
12 above).  
 
These data collections will incur no cost burden on respondents beyond the costs of 
response time.    
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government.  
 
Annual cost to the Federal government is approximately $300,000 including data collection 
and statistical consulting services costs.  
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments. 
 
The net increase of 2,147 hours is the result of the following program changes:  
 

1) Elimination of a previously-approved panel study resulted in a reduction of 1,045 hours. 
2) Implementation of a screening survey to identify eligible respondents and recruit 

panelists resulted in an increase of 672 hours. 
3) Implementation of a monthly panel study resulted in an increase of 2,520 hours. 

 
There are no changes to any of the other information collections under this OMB Control 
Number. 
 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation 
and publication.  
 
All data collected and analyzed will be included in table format available on the web page of 
the Fisheries Statistics Division, Office of Science and Technology, National Marine Fisheries 
Service. The web address is http://www.st.nmfs.gov/st1/recreational.  Additional summaries of 
data will be included in the annual publication “Fisheries of the United States.”  Findings from 
the study will be presented at both appropriate professional meetings (e.g., American Statistical 
Association; American Fisheries Society) and will be submitted for publication in an 
appropriate statistical or fisheries peer-reviewed journal.   
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17.  If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of 
the information collection, explain the reasons why display would be 
inappropriate.  
 
NA. 
 
18. Explain each exception to the certification statement.  
 
There are no exceptions.  
 
 
B. COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS  

 
1.  Describe (including a numerical estimate) the potential respondent universe and any 
sampling or other respondent selection method to be used. Data on the number of 
entities (e.g. establishments, State and local governmental units, households, or persons) 
in the universe and the corresponding sample are to be provided in tabular form. The 
tabulation must also include expected response rates for the collection as a whole. If the 
collection has been conducted before, provide the actual response rate achieved.  
 
The study will be conducted in North Carolina (NC) and Florida (FL).  Panelists will be recruited 
through a screening mail survey.  The sample universe will include all saltwater anglers in NC 
and FL. The screening survey will utilize a dual-frame approach. The sample will be randomly 
selected from state databases of licensed, saltwater anglers and household address frames derived 
from the United States Postal Services (USPS) Delivery Sequence File (DSF).  The license 
frames include all anglers who have a saltwater fishing license for either NC or FL, and the DSF 
frames include all residential addresses within the study areas.      
 

 NC Residential 
Addresses2 

NC License 
Frame1 

FL Residential 
Addresses2 

FL License 
Frame1 

Totals 

Frame Size 3,830,555 500,000 7,398,200 750,000  
Sample Size 6,000 840 6,000 840 13,680 
Complete Screeners3 2,100 (35%) 420 (50%) 2,100 (35%) 420 (50%) 5,040 
Eligible (Active) Anglers 420 (25%) 420 (100%) 420 (25%) 420 (100%)  
Complete Diaries 315 (75%) 315 (75%) 315 (75%) 315 (75%) 1,260 

1. Approximate number of licensed saltwater anglers as of 12/31/2009. 

2. Estimated number of occupied housing units (Demographics USA, 2008). 

3. Response rates for similar studies of recreational anglers range from 35-45% for addressed-based sampling and 50-65% for licensed-based 

sampling. 
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2.  Describe the procedures for the collection, including: the statistical methodology for 
stratification and sample selection; the estimation procedure; the degree of accuracy 
needed for the purpose described in the justification; any unusual problems requiring 
specialized sampling procedures; and any use of periodic (less frequent than annual) data 
collection cycles to reduce burden.  
 
Sample Design 
 
This study will investigate the use of a diary to determine its effectiveness to capture catch, type 
of species, and demographic information from anglers accessing both public and private access 
fishing sites.  This approach has been successful in the National Recreational Fishing Survey 
conducted in Australia in 2000 (one of the related publications attached).  Using this approach, 
data will be collected in NC and Florida, two states who have documented approximately 30% of 
trips from private access sites.    
 
The panel study will utilize a dual-frame design; panelists will be recruited from state databases 
of licensed saltwater anglers, as well as addressed-based frames of residential addresses within 
North Carolina and Florida.  These two frames are overlapping; the license frame is a subset of 
the address-based frame. 
Within each frame, a stratified design will be used.  Two strata will be developed based on 
county of residence; one stratum will consist of coastal counties (within 25 miles of the coast) 
and the other strata will consist of non-coastal counties.  Previous studies suggest that anglers 
who reside in coastal counties fish at a higher rate than anglers who reside in non-coastal 
counties.  For the license frame, sample will be allocated in proportion to the number of licenses 
within each stratum.  For the address frame, sample will be allocated equally among the two 
strata. 
 
Panelists from each frame will be recruited via a mail screening questionnaire.  Panelists will 
then be asked to provide individual-level fishing data either by telephone or an online reporting 
tool.  Specifically, anglers will be asked to participate in a diary survey, recording trips and catch 
information over the course of a year.  At a minimum, anglers will be asked to report fishing 
activities at 1-month intervals.  More avid anglers will be asked to report more frequently.  Each 
of these frames is first discussed separately followed by approaches to deal with the dual-frame 
approach. 
 
License Frame 
 
The license frame will be derived from lists of all anglers who were licensed to participate in 
saltwater fishing in NC or FL during the previous year.  Sample frames will be screened to 
identify and remove duplicate listings and listings for anglers who are less than 18 years of age.  
Within each stratum, a simple random sample of anglers will be selected.  Sampled anglers will 
be sent a screening questionnaire and asked to participate in the panel study. 
 
Address Frame 
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The address-based sampling (ABS) frame includes all residential addresses within NC and FL 
that are serviced by the USPS.  Sampling anglers from the ABS frame will utilize a two-stage 
design.  In the first stage, a random sample of addresses will be mailed a screener questionnaire 
to identify individual saltwater anglers.  In the second stage a single angler will be randomly 
selected from each household and asked to participate in the panel study. 
    
Estimation 

 
As mentioned above, independent samples will be selected from the two frames to make direct 
estimates of totals for the numbers of participants and fishing effort. Estimates of totals from 
individuals found only on the address frame and only on the license frame will be produced.  
Individuals found on both frames will be identified (selected license frame individuals also found 
on address-based frame; address frame individual also found on the license frame) by address 
matching.  Estimates of totals for these two overlapping groups will be computed.  The two totals 
will be averaged to give a more precise overall estimate for the overlapping group.  The 
estimates for the license frame, the address frame and the overlapping frame will be summed to 
estimate the total population.  

 
The first step in estimation is to develop base weights that are the inverses of the probabilities of 
selection for the units by frame. These standard weights will then be adjusted by the inverse of 
the response rates within stratum, separately by frame, to account for nonresponse from within 
each frame. The estimates produced from these weights will overestimate totals because the units 
in the overlap are over-represented because they could be sampled from both frames. The final 
step is to adjust the weights of the units in the overlap. A simple averaging of the two overall 
domain estimates (as discussed above) can be accomplished by dividing the weight of any unit in 
the overlap by two. More sophisticated weighting could be carried out but this is not the main 
point of the survey and the average has some benefits, notably simplicity of operation and 
explanation. More complex schemes such as post-stratification of the weights will also be 
investigated. 
 
Information collected through the angler diary survey will be further partitioned into domains 
defined by the characteristics of the fishing trips.  Two primary domains will be defined; 1) trips 
that would be accessible to field samplers (fishing trips occurring at or returning to publicly-
accessible sites), and 2) trips that would not be accessible to field samplers (fishing trips 
occurring at or returning to private-access sites such as private residences, community marinas, 
private yacht clubs, etc..).  Catch rate by fishing mode (shore, private boat) and species will be 
independently estimated for each of these two domains. 
 
3. Describe the methods used to maximize response rates and to deal with nonresponse. 
The accuracy and reliability of the information collected must be shown to be adequate 
for the intended uses. For collections based on sampling, a special justification must be 
provided if they will not yield "reliable" data that can be generalized to the universe 
studied.  
 
Standard mail survey protocol will be implemented (Dillman et al, 2008) for the screener 
questionnaire.  Sampled households will be mailed an advance letter describing the survey and 
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requesting that the household participate when the questionnaire is sent.  Screener 
questionnaires, along with a $1 cash incentive, will be mailed three days later.  Households will 
be asked to complete the instrument and mail it back in the material provided.  
 
Approximately 2 weeks after the first mailing, a thank you postcard will be sent to all addresses. 
Households that have participated will be thanked for their prompt response. Households that 
have not yet responded will be reminded to participate.  Three weeks after the initial contact, a 
second questionnaire will be mailed to all households that have not responded.  Additional 
measures to increase response rates may include a final, specialized mailing by FedEx and/or a 
follow-up telephone contact. 
 
In addition to increasing response rates, the sequential reminders will allow us to compare 
response variables among respondents who participate with varying levels or prompting (e.g. 
early respondents vs. late respondents).  This will help us identify and measure non-response 
bias. 
 
For the diary (panel), in order to compare data collection by phone versus Web, half of the 
panelists will be called to report fishing activity via an interviewer administered telephone 
interview and half will be asked to report via an online form located on the Web.   
 
For the telephone sample, we will ask panelists to provide a time when they are most likely to be 
available to participate in a telephone interview.  In addition, a minimum of five call attempts, 
distributed among day and evening time periods and weekday and weekend day types, will be 
made to contact each panelist. 
 
For the web panelists, a one-week window will be provided at the conclusion of each reporting 
month to allow panelists to log onto the online form and provide fishing information.  At the 
conclusion of this “reporting week”, telephone interviewers will attempt to contact the panelists 
via telephone and remind them to provide their data for the month.  Alternatively, web panelists 
will have the option of providing data directly to the telephone interviewer.    
 
4.  Describe any tests of procedures or methods to be undertaken. Tests are encouraged 
as effective means to refine collections, but if ten or more test respondents are involved 
OMB must give prior approval.  
 
We plan to conduct focus groups and/or cognitive testing with fewer than 10 individuals to 
ensure that instructions and survey instruments are clear.  Mail survey questionnaires will be 
developed by Dr. Nancy A. Mathiowetz, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee. 
 
5.  Provide the name and telephone number of individuals consulted on the statistical 
aspects of the design, and the name of the agency unit, contractor(s), grantee(s), or 
other person(s) who will actually collect and/or analyze the information for the agency.  
 
Statistical support was provided by the following: 
 
Dr. Virginia Lesser, Oregon State University, 541-737-3366 
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Dr. Nancy A. Mathiowetz, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee, 414-229-2216 
Dr. Dave Van Voorhees, Chief of the Fisheries Statistics Division, which administers the MRFS 
Program, 301-713-2328 

 
 



  

 

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 8 minutes per response, including 
the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and 
completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other 
suggestions for reducing this burden to Rob Andrews, NOAA Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Hwy., Silver Spring, 
MD 20910. 

This is a voluntary survey, and responses are kept confidential as required by section 402(b) of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act and NOAA Administrative Order 216-100, Confidentiality of Fisheries Statistics, and will not be released 
for public use except in aggregate statistical form without identification as to its source. Notwithstanding any other 
provisions of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subjected to a penalty for failure 
to comply with, a collection of information subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act, unless that 
collection of information displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 

 

  

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

A Study of Fishing  

In North Carolina 

OMB Control No. 0648-0052: Expiration Date 04/30/2011



 

 

 
A Study of Fishing in North Carolina 

This form is for households with and without people who fish. It just takes a few minutes and your answers will be confidential 

 
1. In the last 12 months has anyone living in your household, including children and adults, been recreational 

saltwater fishing in the U.S. or a U.S. territory? 

 Yes   
 No  (please go to question 6) 

 
Recreational saltwater fishing refers to fishing primarily with hook and line for pleasure, amusement, relaxation, or home 
consumption in oceans, bays, inlets, canals, intra-coastal waterways, and brackish portions affected by the tides. Inland 
saltwater bodies includes sounds, passes, inlets, bays, estuaries, brackish portions of rivers, and other areas of salt or 
brackish water like bayous and canals. 

 

2. How many people in this household (including children and adults) have participated in recreational saltwater 

fishing during the past 12 months? 

 Number of people who have fished 

 

  

Please tell us the following for each member of the household who has gone saltwater fishing during the past 12 months.  If 

more than four household members have participated in recreational saltwater fishing during the past 12 months, please 

list the four oldest participants. 

 Fisher 1 Fisher 2 Fisher 3 Fisher 4 

 

3. What is the 

person’s first 

name? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. What is the 

person’s sex? 
 

 Male 

 Female 

 Male 

 Female 

 Male 

 Female 

 Male 

 Female 

 

5. How old is the 

person? 

 

 Less than 16 

 16 - 18 

 18-24  

 25-34 

 35-44 

 45-54 

 55-64 

 65 or older 

  

 Less than 16 

 16 - 18 

 18-24  

 25-34 

 35-44 

 45-54 

 55-64 

 65 or older 

  

 Less than 16 

 16 - 18 

 18-24  

 25-34 

 35-44 

 45-54 

 55-64 

 65 or older 

  

 Less than 16 

 16 - 18 

 18-24  

 25-34 

 35-44 

 45-54 

 55-64 

 65 or older 

  

 

    

6. For statistical purposes, we are interested in learning about your telephone usage. Is there at least one phone 

inside your home that is currently working and not a cell phone? 

 Yes 
 No 

 
Thank you! Please return this form in the postage paid envelope provided or mail to: 

A Study of Fishing in North Carolina 
116 John Street, Suite 800 
New York, NY  10038 

OMB Control No. 0648-0052: Expiration Date 04/30/2011



 
 

 

 

Commonly Asked Questions 

  
          
 
 
 
 
Q: How did you get my address? 
A: Your address was randomly selected from among all of North Carolina’s 

addresses.  It was selected using scientific sampling methods to represent other 
households in your part of the state. 

 
Q:   Nobody in my household fishes.  Should I respond to the survey? 
A: Yes.  It is important that we gather information about households that do not fish 

as well as those who do.  Once we receive your completed questionnaire, you 
will not be sent any additional mailings such as replacement questionnaires.  

 
Q: Why can’t you interview another household instead of mine? 
A: In order to make sure final results of the study are accurate, receiving information 

about your household is important to us.  Households selected for this study 
were chosen using scientific sampling methods and your responses cannot be 
replaced by others. 

 
Q: How will the information I provide be used? 
A: Information from this study will be used to improve the monitoring of North 

Carolina’s fishing activity.  All information will be kept confidential; It will be 
combined with information from other households to produce statistical 
summaries and reports. 

 
Q: How much time will this survey take? 

A: On average, it should take less than five minutes for you to respond, including 
the time for reviewing instructions, and completing and reviewing the collection of 
information.   

 
Q: Who is sponsoring the survey? 
A: This study is sponsored by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration.  Questions regarding the study can be directed to Rob Andrews 
at National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration by calling 301-713-2328. 

OMB Control No. 0648-0052: Expiration Date 04/30/2011



OMB Control No. 0648-0052: Expiration Date 04/30/2011

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 10 minutes per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching 
existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden 
estimate or any other suggestions for reducing this burden to Rob Andrews, NOAA Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Hwy., Silver Spring, MD 20910. 

This is a voluntary survey, and responses are kept confidential as required by section 402(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act and NOAA Administrative Order 216-100, 
Confidentiality of Fisheries Statistics, and will not be released for public use except in aggregate statistical form without identification as to its source. Notwithstanding 
any other provisions of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subjected to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information 
subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act, unless that collection of information displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 

Saltwater Angler Diary 

 
Name:__________________________________________________    Date:_______________________________ 
 

  Check box if no recreational fishing trips were taken during the previous two months (please return). 
 

TRIP INFORMATION  
(To be completed only if recreational fishing trips were taken during the previous 2 months) 

 
1) Type of fishing activity (Check one):                 SHORE FISHING (Beach, Bank, Bridge, Jetty, etc.) 
                                                                                
                                                                               BOAT FISHING  
                                                                                
2) Trip departure date & time (the date & time fishing activity started):          _______________     _______________ 
                       DATE                         TIME 
 
3) Trip return date & time (the date & time fishing activity ended):                 _______________     _______________ 
                       DATE                         TIME 
 
4) State of trip (shore fishing) or state of departure (boat fishing): _________________________________________ 
 
5) County of trip (shore fishing) or county of departure (boat fishing): ______________________________________ 
 
4) Return port (boat trips) or fishing site (shore trips): __________________________________________________ 
 
5) Type of access at the site (Check one):            PUBLIC-ACCESS (site accessible to general public) 
                                                                                 
                                                                               PRIVATE-ACCESS (site NOT accessible to general public) 
 
6) Type of water body fished (ocean, sound, river, bay, inlet, etc.): ________________________________________ 
 
7) Distance fished from shore (OCEAN TRIPS ONLY): _________________________________________________ 
 
8) Amount of time spent fishing (to the nearest half hour, with gear in water): ________________________________ 
 
9) What was the primary species of fish that you were targeting? _________________________________________ 
 

CATCH INFORMATION 
 

10) How many fish by species did you KEEP (landed)? 
 
Species______________________________ Num____        

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____        

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

 
11) How many fish by species did you catch and RELEASE? 
  
Species______________________________ Num____        

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____ 

Species______________________________ Num____        

Species______________________________ Num____
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SEC. 303.  CONTENTS OF FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLANS      16 U.S.C. 1853 
 
95-354, 99-659, 101-627, 104-297  

(a) REQUIRED PROVISIONS.—Any fishery management plan which is prepared by any 
Council, or by the Secretary, with respect to any fishery, shall—  

(1) contain the conservation and management measures, applicable to foreign fishing and 
fishing by vessels of the United States, which are—  

(A) necessary and appropriate for the conservation and management of the fishery to 
prevent overfishing and rebuild overfished stocks, and to protect, restore, and promote 
the long-term health and stability of the fishery;  

(B) described in this subsection or subsection (b), or both; and  
(C) consistent with the national standards, the other provisions of this Act, regulations 

implementing recommendations by international organizations in which the United States 
participates (including but not limited to closed areas, quotas, and size limits), and any 
other applicable law;  

 
(2) contain a description of the fishery, including, but not limited to, the number of 

vessels involved, the type and quantity of fishing gear used, the species of fish involved and 
their location, the cost likely to be incurred in management, actual and potential revenues 
from the fishery, any recreational interest in the fishery, and the nature and extent of foreign 
fishing and Indian treaty fishing rights, if any;  

 
(3) assess and specify the present and probable future condition of, and the maximum 

sustainable yield and optimum yield from, the fishery, and include a summary of the 
information utilized in making such specification;  

 
(4) assess and specify— 

(A) the capacity and the extent to which fishing vessels of the United States, on an 
annual basis, will harvest the optimum yield specified under paragraph (3),  

(B) the portion of such optimum yield which, on an annual basis, will not be harvested 
by fishing vessels of the United States and can be made available for foreign fishing, and  

(C) the capacity and extent to which United States fish processors, on an annual basis, 
will process that portion of such optimum yield that will be harvested by fishing vessels 
of the United States;  

 
109-479 

 (5) specify the pertinent data which shall be submitted to the Secretary with respect to 
commercial, recreational, charter fishing, and fish processing in the fishery, including, but 
not limited to, information regarding the type and quantity of fishing gear used, catch by 
species in numbers of fish or weight thereof, areas in which fishing was engaged in, time of 
fishing, number of hauls, economic information necessary to meet the requirements of this 
Act, and the estimated processing capacity of, and the actual processing capacity utilized by, 
United States fish processors; 
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(6) consider and provide for temporary adjustments, after consultation with the Coast 
Guard and persons utilizing the fishery, regarding access to the fishery for vessels otherwise 
prevented from harvesting because of weather or other ocean conditions affecting the safe 
conduct of the fishery; except that the adjustment shall not adversely affect conservation 
efforts in other fisheries or discriminate among participants in the affected fishery; 

 
(7) describe and identify essential fish habitat for the fishery based on the guidelines 

established by the Secretary under section 305(b)(1)(A), minimize to the extent practicable 
adverse effects on such habitat caused by fishing, and identify other actions to encourage the 
conservation and enhancement of such habitat; 

 
(8) in the case of a fishery management plan that, after January 1, 1991, is submitted to 

the Secretary for review under section 304(a) (including any plan for which an amendment is 
submitted to the Secretary for such review) or is prepared by the Secretary, assess and 
specify the nature and extent of scientific data which is needed for effective implementation 
of the plan;  

 
109-479 

 (9) include a fishery impact statement for the plan or amendment (in the case of a plan or 
amendment thereto submitted to or prepared by the Secretary after October 1, 1990) which 
shall assess, specify, and analyze the likely effects, if any, including the cumulative 
conservation, economic, and social impacts, of the conservation and management measures 
on, and possible mitigation measures for— 

(A) participants in the fisheries and fishing communities affected by the plan or 
amendment;  

(B) participants in the fisheries conducted in adjacent areas under the authority of 
another Council, after consultation with such Council and representatives of those 
participants; and 

(C) the safety of human life at sea, including whether and to what extent such 
measures may affect the safety of participants in the fishery; 

 
 (10) specify objective and measurable criteria for identifying when the fishery to which 

the plan applies is overfished (with an analysis of how the criteria were determined and the 
relationship of the criteria to the reproductive potential of stocks of fish in that fishery) and, 
in the case of a fishery which the Council or the Secretary has determined is approaching an 
overfished condition or is overfished, contain conservation and management measures to 
prevent overfishing or end overfishing and rebuild the fishery; 

 
(11) establish a standardized reporting methodology to assess the amount and type of 

bycatch occurring in the fishery, and include conservation and management measures that, to 
the extent practicable and in the following priority— 

(A) minimize bycatch; and 
(B) minimize the mortality of bycatch which cannot be avoided; 
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(12) assess the type and amount of fish caught and released alive during recreational 
fishing under catch and release fishery management programs and the mortality of such fish, 
and include conservation and management measures that, to the extent practicable, minimize 
mortality and ensure the extended survival of such fish; 

 
109-479 

(13) include a description of the commercial, recreational, and charter fishing sectors 
which participate in the fishery, including its economic impact, and, to the extent practicable, 
quantify trends in landings of the managed fishery resource by the commercial, recreational, 
and charter fishing sectors;  

 
109-479 

(14) to the extent that rebuilding plans or other conservation and management measures 
which reduce the overall harvest in a fishery are necessary, allocate, taking into 
consideration the economic impact of the harvest restrictions or recovery benefits on the 
fishery participants in each sector, any harvest restrictions or recovery benefits fairly and 
equitably among the commercial, recreational, and charter fishing sectors in the fishery and; 

 
109-479 

(15) establish a mechanism for specifying annual catch limits in the plan (including a 
multiyear plan), implementing regulations, or annual specifications, at a level such that 
overfishing does not occur in the fishery, including measures to ensure accountability. 

 
97-453, 99-659, 101-627, 102-251, 104-297 

(b) DISCRETIONARY PROVISIONS.—Any fishery management plan which is prepared 
by any Council, or by the Secretary, with respect to any fishery, may—  

(1) require a permit to be obtained from, and fees to be paid to, the Secretary, with 
respect to—  

(A) any fishing vessel of the United States fishing, or wishing to fish, in the exclusive 
economic zone [or special areas,]* or for anadromous species or Continental Shelf fishery 
resources beyond such zone [or areas]*;  

(B) the operator of any such vessel; or 
(C) any United States fish processor who first receives fish that are subject to the plan; 

 
109-479 

(2)(A) designate zones where, and periods when, fishing shall be limited, or shall not be 
 permitted, or shall be permitted only by specified types of fishing vessels or with 
specified types and quantities of fishing gear;  

(B) designate such zones in areas where deep sea corals are identified under section 
408, to protect deep sea corals from physical damage from fishing gear or to prevent loss 
or damage to such fishing gear from interactions with deep sea corals, after considering 
long-term sustainable uses of fishery resources in such areas; and 
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(C) with respect to any closure of an area under this Act that prohibits all fishing, 
ensure that such closure— 

(i) is based on the best scientific information available; 
(ii) includes criteria to assess the conservation benefit of the closed area; 
(iii) establishes a timetable for review of the closed area’s performance that is 

consistent with the purposes of the closed area; and 
(iv) is based on an assessment of the benefits and impacts of the closure, including 

its size, in relation to other management measures (either alone or in combination with 
such measures), including the benefits and impacts of limiting access to: users of the 
area, overall fishing activity, fishery science, and fishery and marine conservation; 

 
(3) establish specified limitations which are necessary and appropriate for the 

conservation and management of the fishery on the— 
(A) catch of fish (based on area, species, size, number, weight, sex, bycatch, total 

biomass, or other factors); 
(B) sale of fish caught during commercial, recreational, or charter fishing, consistent 

with any applicable Federal and State safety and quality requirements; and 
(C) transshipment or transportation of fish or fish products under permits issued 

pursuant to section 204; 
 

(4) prohibit, limit, condition, or require the use of specified types and quantities of fishing 
gear, fishing vessels, or equipment for such vessels, including devices which may be 
required to facilitate enforcement of the provisions of this Act;  

 
109-479 

(5) incorporate (consistent with the national standards, the other provisions of this Act, 
and any other applicable law) the relevant fishery conservation and management measures of 
the coastal States nearest to the fishery and take into account the different circumstances 
affecting fisheries from different States and ports, including distances to fishing grounds and 
proximity to time and area closures; 

 
109-479 

(6) establish a limited access system for the fishery in order to achieve optimum yield if, 
in developing such system, the Council and the Secretary take into account— 

(A) present participation in the fishery; 
(B) historical fishing practices in, and dependence on, the fishery; 
(C) the economics of the fishery; 
(D) the capability of fishing vessels used in the fishery to engage in other fisheries; 
(E) the cultural and social framework relevant to the fishery and any affected fishing 

communities; 
(F) the fair and equitable distribution of access privileges in the fishery; and 
(G) any other relevant considerations; 
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(7) require fish processors who first receive fish that are subject to the plan to submit data 
which are necessary for the conservation and management of the fishery; 

 
(8) require that one or more observers be carried on board a vessel of the United States 

engaged in fishing for species that are subject to the plan, for the purpose of collecting data 
necessary for the conservation and management of the fishery; except that such a vessel shall 
not be required to carry an observer on board if the facilities of the vessel for the quartering 
of an observer, or for carrying out observer functions, are so inadequate or unsafe that the 
health or safety of the observer or the safe operation of the vessel would be jeopardized; 

 
(9) assess and specify the effect which the conservation and management measures of the 

plan will have on the stocks of naturally spawning anadromous fish in the region; 
 

(10) include, consistent with the other provisions of this Act, conservation and 
management measures that provide harvest incentives for participants within each gear 
group to employ fishing practices that result in lower levels of bycatch or in lower levels of 
the mortality of bycatch; 

 
(11) reserve a portion of the allowable biological catch of the fishery for use in scientific 

research;  
 
109-479 

(12) include management measures in the plan to conserve target and non-target species 
and habitats, considering the variety of ecological factors affecting fishery populations; and 

 
(14)[sic]15 prescribe such other measures, requirements, or conditions and restrictions as 

are determined to be necessary and appropriate for the conservation and management of the 
fishery.  

 
97-453, 104-297 

(c) PROPOSED REGULATIONS.—Proposed regulations which the Council deems 
necessary or appropriate for the purposes of— 

(1) implementing a fishery management plan or plan amendment shall be submitted to the 
Secretary simultaneously with the plan or amendment under section 304; and 

(2) making modifications to regulations implementing a fishery management plan or plan 
amendment may be submitted to the Secretary at any time after the plan or amendment is 
approved under section 304. 

 

                     
        15   So in original.   
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P.L. 109-479, sec. 104(b), MSA § 303 note 16 U.S.C. 1853 note 
EFFECTIVE DATES; APPLICATION TO CERTAIN SPECIES.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a)(10)16— 

(1) shall, unless otherwise provided for under an international agreement in which the United States 
participates, take effect— 

(A) in fishing year 2010 for fisheries determined by the Secretary to be subject to overfishing; and 
(B) in fishing year 2011 for all other fisheries; and 

(2) shall not apply to a fishery for species that have a life cycle of approximately 1 year unless the 
Secretary has determined the fishery is subject to overfishing of that species; and 
     (3) shall not limit or otherwise affect the requirements of section 301(a)(1) or 304(e) of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1851(a)(1) or 1854(e), respectively). 
 
 
109-479 
SEC. 303A. LIMITED ACCESS PRIVILEGE PROGRAMS. 16 U.S.C. 1853a 

 
(a) IN GENERAL.—After the date of enactment of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 

Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act of 2006, a Council may submit, and the 
Secretary may approve, for a fishery that is managed under a limited access system, a limited 
access privilege program to harvest fish if the program meets the requirements of this section. 

 
(b) NO CREATION OF RIGHT, TITLE, OR INTEREST.—Limited access privilege, quota 

share, or other limited access system authorization established, implemented, or managed under 
this Act— 

(1) shall be considered a permit for the purposes of sections 307, 308, and 309; 
 
(2) may be revoked, limited, or modified at any time in accordance with this Act, 

including revocation if the system is found to have jeopardized the sustainability of the stock 
or the safety of fishermen; 

 
(3) shall not confer any right of compensation to the holder of such limited access 

privilege, quota share, or other such limited access system authorization if it is revoked, 
limited, or modified; 

 
(4) shall not create, or be construed to create, any right, title, or interest in or to any fish 

before the fish is harvested by the holder; and 
 
(5) shall be considered a grant of permission to the holder of the limited access privilege 

or quota share to engage in activities permitted by such limited access privilege or quota 
share. 

                     
        16   Section 104(a)(10) of P.L. 109-479 added section 303(a)(15).   
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(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR LIMITED ACCESS PRIVILEGES.— 
 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any limited access privilege program to harvest fish submitted by a 

Council or approved by the Secretary under this section shall— 
(A) if established in a fishery that is overfished or subject to a rebuilding plan, assist in 

its rebuilding; 
 
(B) if established in a fishery that is determined by the Secretary or the Council to 

have over-capacity, contribute to reducing capacity; 
 
(C) promote— 

(i) fishing safety; 
(ii) fishery conservation and management; and 
(iii) social and economic benefits; 

 
(D) prohibit any person other than a United States citizen, a corporation, partnership, 

or other entity established under the laws of the United States or any State, or a permanent 
resident alien, that meets the eligibility and participation requirements established in the 
program from acquiring a privilege to harvest fish, including any person that acquires a 
limited access privilege solely for the purpose of perfecting or realizing on a security 
interest in such privilege; 

 
(E) require that all fish harvested under a limited access privilege program be 

processed on vessels of the United States or on United States soil (including any territory 
of the United States); 

 
(F) specify the goals of the program; 
 
(G) include provisions for the regular monitoring and review by the Council and the 

Secretary of the operations of the program, including determining progress in meeting the 
goals of the program and this Act, and any necessary modification of the program to meet 
those goals, with a formal and detailed review 5 years after the implementation of the 
program and thereafter to coincide with scheduled Council review of the relevant fishery 
management plan (but no less frequently than once every 7 years); 

 
(H) include an effective system for enforcement, monitoring, and management of the 

program, including the use of observers or electronic monitoring systems; 
 
(I) include an appeals process for administrative review of the Secretary’s decisions 

regarding initial allocation of limited access privileges; 
 
(J) provide for the establishment by the Secretary, in consultation with appropriate 

Federal agencies, for an information collection and review process to provide any 
additional information needed to determine whether any illegal acts of anti-competition, 
anti-trust, price collusion, or price fixing have occurred among regional fishery 
associations or persons receiving limited access privileges under the program; and 
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(K) provide for the revocation by the Secretary of limited access privileges held by any 
person found to have violated the antitrust laws of the United States. 
 
(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive the requirement of paragraph (1)(E) if the 

Secretary determines that— 
(A) the fishery has historically processed the fish outside of the United States; and 
(B) the United States has a seafood safety equivalency agreement with the country 

where processing will occur. 
 
(3) FISHING COMMUNITIES.— 

 
(A) IN GENERAL.— 

 
(i) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to participate in a limited access privilege 

program to harvest fish, a fishing community shall— 
(I) be located within the management area of the relevant Council; 
(II) meet criteria developed by the relevant Council, approved by the Secretary, 

and published in the Federal Register; 
(III) consist of residents who conduct commercial or recreational fishing, 

processing, or fishery-dependent support businesses within the Council’s 
management area; and 

(IV) develop and submit a community sustainability plan to the Council and the 
Secretary that demonstrates how the plan will address the social and economic 
development needs of coastal communities, including those that have not 
historically had the resources to participate in the fishery, for approval based on 
criteria developed by the Council that have been approved by the Secretary and 
published in the Federal Register. 
 
(ii) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH PLAN.—The Secretary shall deny or revoke 

limited access privileges granted under this section for any person who fails to comply 
with the requirements of the community sustainability plan. Any limited access 
privileges denied or revoked under this section may be reallocated to other eligible 
members of the fishing community. 
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(B) PARTICIPATION CRITERIA.—In developing participation criteria for eligible 
communities under this paragraph, a Council shall consider— 

(i) traditional fishing or processing practices in, and dependence on, the fishery; 
(ii) the cultural and social framework relevant to the fishery; 
(iii) economic barriers to access to fishery; 
(iv) the existence and severity of projected economic and social impacts associated 

with implementation of limited access privilege programs on harvesters, captains, 
crew, processors, and other businesses substantially dependent upon the fishery in the 
region or subregion; 

(v) the expected effectiveness, operational transparency, and equitability of the 
community sustainability plan; and 

(vi) the potential for improving economic conditions in remote coastal 
communities lacking resources to participate in harvesting or processing activities in 
the fishery. 

 
(4) REGIONAL FISHERY ASSOCIATIONS.— 

 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to participate in a limited access privilege program 

to harvest fish, a regional fishery association shall— 
(i) be located within the management area of the relevant Council; 
(ii) meet criteria developed by the relevant Council, approved by the Secretary, 

and published in the Federal Register; 
(iii) be a voluntary association with established by-laws and operating procedures; 
(iv) consist of participants in the fishery who hold quota share that are designated 

for use in the specific region or subregion covered by the regional fishery association, 
including commercial or recreational fishing, processing, fishery-dependent support 
businesses, or fishing communities; 

(v) not be eligible to receive an initial allocation of a limited access privilege but 
may acquire such privileges after the initial allocation, and may hold the annual fishing 
privileges of any limited access privileges it holds or the annual fishing privileges that 
is [sic]17 members contribute; and 

(vi) develop and submit a regional fishery association plan to the Council and the 
Secretary for approval based on criteria developed by the Council that have been 
approved by the Secretary and published in the Federal Register. 
 
(B) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH PLAN.—The Secretary shall deny or revoke 

limited access privileges granted under this section to any person participating in a 
regional fishery association who fails to comply with the requirements of the regional 
fishery association plan. 

                     
        17   So in original. 
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(C) PARTICIPATION CRITERIA.—In developing participation criteria for eligible 
regional fishery associations under this paragraph, a Council shall consider— 

(i) traditional fishing or processing practices in, and dependence on, the fishery; 
(ii) the cultural and social framework relevant to the fishery; 
(iii) economic barriers to access to fishery; 
(iv) the existence and severity of projected economic and social impacts associated 

with implementation of limited access privilege programs on harvesters, captains, 
crew, processors, and other businesses substantially dependent upon the fishery in the 
region or subregion; 

(v) the administrative and fiduciary soundness of the association; and 
(vi) the expected effectiveness, operational transparency, and equitability of the 

fishery association plan. 
 
(5) ALLOCATION.—In developing a limited access privilege program to harvest fish a 

Council or the Secretary shall— 
(A) establish procedures to ensure fair and equitable initial allocations, including 

consideration of— 
(i) current and historical harvests; 
(ii) employment in the harvesting and processing sectors; 
(iii) investments in, and dependence upon, the fishery; and 
(iv) the current and historical participation of fishing communities; 

 
(B) consider the basic cultural and social framework of the fishery, especially 

through— 
(i) the development of policies to promote the sustained participation of small 

owner-operated fishing vessels and fishing communities that depend on the fisheries, 
including regional or port-specific landing or delivery requirements; and 

(ii) procedures to address concerns over excessive geographic or other 
consolidation in the harvesting or processing sectors of the fishery; 
 
(C) include measures to assist, when necessary and appropriate, entry-level and small 

vessel owner-operators, captains, crew, and fishing communities through set-asides of 
harvesting allocations, including providing privileges, which may include set-asides or 
allocations of harvesting privileges, or economic assistance in the purchase of limited 
access privileges; 

 
(D) ensure that limited access privilege holders do not acquire an excessive share of 

the total limited access privileges in the program by— 
(i) establishing a maximum share, expressed as a percentage of the total limited 

access privileges, that a limited access privilege holder is permitted to hold, acquire, or 
use; and 

(ii) establishing any other limitations or measures necessary to prevent an 
inequitable concentration of limited access privileges; and 
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(E) authorize limited access privileges to harvest fish to be held, acquired, used by, or 
issued under the system to persons who substantially participate in the fishery, including 
in a specific sector of such fishery, as specified by the Council. 
 
(6) PROGRAM INITIATION.— 

 
(A) LIMITATION.—Except as provided in subparagraph (D), a Council may initiate a 

fishery management plan or amendment to establish a limited access privilege program to 
harvest fish on its own initiative or if the Secretary has certified an appropriate petition. 

 
(B) PETITION.—A group of fishermen constituting more than 50 percent of the 

permit holders, or holding more than 50 percent of the allocation, in the fishery for which 
a limited access privilege program to harvest fish is sought, may submit a petition to the 
Secretary requesting that the relevant Council or Councils with authority over the fishery 
be authorized to initiate the development of the program. Any such petition shall clearly 
state the fishery to which the limited access privilege program would apply.  For 
multispecies permits in the Gulf of Mexico, only those participants who have 
substantially fished the species proposed to be included in the limited access program 
shall be eligible to sign a petition for such a program and shall serve as the basis for 
determining the percentage described in the first sentence of this subparagraph. 

 
(C) CERTIFICATION BY SECRETARY.—Upon the receipt of any such petition, the 

Secretary shall review all of the signatures on the petition and, if the Secretary determines 
that the signatures on the petition represent more than 50 percent of the permit holders, or 
holders of more than 50 percent of the allocation in the fishery, as described by 
subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall certify the petition to the appropriate Council or 
Councils. 

 
(D) NEW ENGLAND AND GULF REFERENDUM.— 

(i) Except as provided in clause (iii) for the Gulf of Mexico commercial red 
snapper fishery, the New England and Gulf Councils may not submit, and the 
Secretary may not approve or implement, a fishery management plan or amendment 
that creates an individual fishing quota program, including a Secretarial plan, unless 
such a system, as ultimately developed, has been approved by more than 2⁄3 of those 
voting in a referendum among eligible permit holders, or other persons described in 
clause (v), with respect to the New England Council, and by a majority of those voting 
in the referendum among eligible permit holders with respect to the Gulf Council. For 
multispecies permits in the Gulf of Mexico, only those participants who have 
substantially fished the species proposed to be included in the individual fishing quota 
program shall be eligible to vote in such a referendum. If an individual fishing quota 
program fails to be approved by the requisite number of those voting, it may be revised 
and submitted for approval in a subsequent referendum. 
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(ii) The Secretary shall conduct a referendum under this subparagraph, including 
notifying all persons eligible to participate in the referendum and making available to 
them information concerning the schedule, procedures, and eligibility requirements for 
the referendum process and the proposed individual fishing quota program. Within 1 
year after the date of enactment of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Reauthorization Act of 2006, the Secretary shall publish guidelines and 
procedures to determine procedures and voting eligibility requirements for referenda 
and to conduct such referenda in a fair and equitable manner. 

(iii) The provisions of section 407(c) of this Act shall apply in lieu of this 
subparagraph for an individual fishing quota program for the Gulf of Mexico 
commercial red snapper fishery. 

(iv) Chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code, (commonly known as the 
Paperwork Reduction Act) does not apply to the referenda conducted under this 
subparagraph. 

(v) The Secretary shall promulgate criteria for determining whether additional 
fishery participants are eligible to vote in the New England referendum described in 
clause (i) in order to ensure that crew members who derive a significant percentage of 
their total income from the fishery under the proposed program are eligible to vote in 
the referendum. 

(vi) In this subparagraph, the term ‘individual fishing quota’ does not include a 
sector allocation. 

 
(7) TRANSFERABILITY.—In establishing a limited access privilege program, a Council 

shall— 
(A) establish a policy and criteria for the transferability of limited access privileges 

(through sale or lease), that is consistent with the policies adopted by the Council for the 
fishery under paragraph (5); and 

(B) establish, in coordination with the Secretary, a process for monitoring of transfers 
(including sales and leases) of limited access privileges. 
 
(8) PREPARATION AND IMPLEMENTATION OF SECRETARIAL PLANS.—This 

subsection also applies to a plan prepared and implemented by the Secretary under section 
304(c) or 304(g). 

 
(9) ANTITRUST SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 

modify, impair, or supersede the operation of any of the antitrust laws. For purposes of the 
preceding sentence, the term ‘antitrust laws’ has the meaning given such term in subsection 
(a) of the first section of the Clayton Act, except that such term includes section 5 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act to the extent that such section 5 applies to unfair methods of 
competition. 
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(d) AUCTION AND OTHER PROGRAMS.—In establishing a limited access privilege 
program, a Council shall consider, and may provide, if appropriate, an auction system or other 
program to collect royalties for the initial, or any subsequent, distribution of allocations in a 
limited access privilege program if— 

(1) the system or program is administered in such a way that the resulting distribution of 
limited access privilege shares meets the program requirements of this section; and 

 
(2) revenues generated through such a royalty program are deposited in the Limited 

Access System Administration Fund established by section 305(h)(5)(B) and available 
subject to annual appropriations. 
 
(e) COST RECOVERY.—In establishing a limited access privilege program, a Council 

shall— 
(1) develop a methodology and the means to identify and assess the management, data 

collection and analysis, and enforcement programs that are directly related to and in support 
of the program; and 

 
(2) provide, under section 304(d)(2), for a program of fees paid by limited access 

privilege holders that will cover the costs of management, data collection and analysis, and 
enforcement activities. 
 
(f) CHARACTERISTICS.—A limited access privilege established after the date of 

enactment of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization 
Act of 2006 is a permit issued for a period of not more than 10 years that— 

(1) will be renewed before the end of that period, unless it has been revoked, limited, or 
modified as provided in this subsection; 

 
(2) will be revoked, limited, or modified if the holder is found by the Secretary, after 

notice and an opportunity for a hearing under section 554 of title 5, United States Code, to 
have failed to comply with any term of the plan identified in the plan as cause for revocation, 
limitation, or modification of a permit, which may include conservation requirements 
established under the plan; 

 
(3) may be revoked, limited, or modified if the holder is found by the Secretary, after 

notice and an opportunity for a hearing under section 554 of title 5, United States Code, to 
have committed an act prohibited by section 307 of this Act; and 

 
(4) may be acquired, or reacquired, by participants in the program under a mechanism 

established by the Council if it has been revoked, limited, or modified under paragraph (2) or 
(3). 



16 U.S.C. 1853a 
MSA § 303A 

 

 87

(g) LIMITED ACCESS PRIVILEGE ASSISTED PURCHASE PROGRAM.— 
 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A Council may submit, and the Secretary may approve and 

implement, a program which reserves up to 25 percent of any fees collected from a fishery 
under section 304(d)(2) to be used, pursuant to section 53706(a)(7) of title 46, United States 
Code, to issue obligations that aid in financing— 

(A) the purchase of limited access privileges in that fishery by fishermen who fish 
from small vessels; and 

(B) the first-time purchase of limited access privileges in that fishery by entry level 
fishermen. 
 
(2) ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA.—A Council making a submission under paragraph (1) 

shall recommend criteria, consistent with the provisions of this Act, that a fisherman must 
meet to qualify for guarantees under subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (1) and the 
portion of funds to be allocated for guarantees under each subparagraph. 
 
(h) EFFECT ON CERTAIN EXISTING SHARES AND PROGRAMS.—Nothing in this 

Act, or the amendments made by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Reauthorization Act of 2006, shall be construed to require a reallocation or a reevaluation of 
individual quota shares, processor quota shares, cooperative programs, or other quota programs, 
including sector allocation in effect before the date of enactment of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act of 2006. 

 
(i) TRANSITION RULES.— 

 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of this section shall not apply to any quota 

program, including any individual quota program, cooperative program, or sector allocation 
for which a Council has taken final action or which has been submitted by a Council to the 
Secretary, or approved by the Secretary, within 6 months after the date of enactment of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act of 2006, 
except that— 

(A) the requirements of section 303(d) of this Act in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of that Act shall apply to any such program; 

(B) the program shall be subject to review under subsection (c)(1)(G) of this section 
not later than 5 years after the program implementation; and 

(C) nothing in this subsection precludes a Council from incorporating criteria 
contained in this section into any such plans. 
 
(2) PACIFIC GROUNDFISH PROPOSALS.—The requirements of this section, other 

than subparagraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (c)(1) and subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, shall not apply to any proposal authorized under section 
302(f) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act 
of 2006 that is submitted within the timeframe prescribed by that section. 
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P.L. 109-479, sec. 106(e), MSA § 303A note    16 U.S.C. 1853a note 
APPLICATION WITH AMERICAN FISHERIES ACT.—Nothing in section 303A of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), as added by subsection 
(a) [P.L. 109-479], shall be construed to modify or supersede any provision of the American Fisheries Act 
(46 U.S.C. 12102 note; 16 U.S.C. 1851 note; et alia). 
 
P.L. 104-297, sec. 108(i), MSA § 303 note 
EXISTING QUOTA PLANS.—Nothing in this Act [P.L.104-297] or the amendments made by this Act 
shall be construed to require a reallocation of individual fishing quotas under any individual fishing quota 
program approved by the Secretary before January 4, 1995. 
 
 
 
SEC. 304.  ACTION BY THE SECRETARY                                          16 U.S.C. 1854 
 
104-297 

(a) REVIEW OF PLANS.— 
(1) Upon transmittal by the Council to the Secretary of a fishery management plan or 

plan amendment, the Secretary shall— 
(A) immediately commence a review of the plan or amendment to determine whether 

it is consistent with the national standards, the other provisions of this Act, and any other 
applicable law; and 

(B) immediately publish in the Federal Register a notice stating that the plan or 
amendment is available and that written information, views, or comments of interested 
persons on the plan or amendment may be submitted to the Secretary during the 60-day 
period beginning on the date the notice is published. 

 
(2) In undertaking the review required under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

(A) take into account the information, views, and comments received from interested 
persons; 

(B) consult with the Secretary of State with respect to foreign fishing; and 
(C) consult with the Secretary of the department in which the Coast Guard is 

operating with respect to enforcement at sea and to fishery access adjustments referred to 
in section 303(a)(6). 

 
(3) The Secretary shall approve, disapprove, or partially approve a plan or amendment 

within 30 days of the end of the comment period under paragraph (1) by written notice to the 
Council. A notice of disapproval or partial approval shall specify— 

(A) the applicable law with which the plan or amendment is inconsistent; 
(B) the nature of such inconsistencies; and 
(C) recommendations concerning the actions that could be taken by the Council to 

conform such plan or amendment to the requirements of applicable law.   
If the Secretary does not notify a Council within 30 days of the end of the comment period 
of the approval, disapproval, or partial approval of a plan or amendment, then such plan or 
amendment shall take effect as if approved. 
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(f) CONGRESSIONAL TRANSMITTAL.—Within 60 days after the end of the comment 
period and after consideration of comments received under subsection (e), the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the Senate and the 
Committee on Resources of the House of Representatives a recommended proposal for 
implementation of a national fishing vessel registration system that includes— 

(1) any modifications made after comment and consultation; 
(2) a proposed implementation schedule, including a schedule for the proposed 

cooperative agreements required under subsection (a)(4); and 
(3) recommendations for any such additional legislation as the Secretary considers 

necessary or desirable to implement the proposed system. 
 
109-479 

(g) RECREATIONAL FISHERIES.— 
 
(1) FEDERAL PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall establish and implement a regionally 

based registry program for recreational fishermen in each of the 8 fishery management 
regions. The program, which shall not require a fee before January 1, 2011, shall provide 
for— 

(A) the registration (including identification and contact information) of individuals 
who engage in recreational fishing— 

(i) in the Exclusive Economic Zone; 
(ii) for anadromous species; or 
(iii) for Continental Shelf fishery resources beyond the Exclusive Economic Zone; 

and 
(B) if appropriate, the registration (including the ownership, operator, and 

identification of the vessel) of vessels used in such fishing. 
 
(2) STATE PROGRAMS.—The Secretary shall exempt from registration under the 

program recreational fishermen and charter fishing vessels licensed, permitted, or registered 
under the laws of a State if the Secretary determines that information from the State program 
is suitable for the Secretary’s use or is used to assist in completing marine recreational 
fisheries statistical surveys, or evaluating the effects of proposed conservation and 
management measures for marine recreational fisheries. 

 
(3) DATA COLLECTION.— 

 
(A) IMPROVEMENT OF THE MARINE RECREATIONAL FISHERY 

STATISTICS SURVEY.—Within 24 months after the date of enactment of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Reauthorization Act of 2006, 
the Secretary, in consultation with representatives of the recreational fishing industry and 
experts in statistics, technology, and other appropriate fields, shall establish a program to 
improve the quality and accuracy of information generated by the Marine Recreational 
Fishery Statistics Survey, with a goal of achieving acceptable accuracy and utility for 
each individual fishery. 
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104-297 
SEC. 402.  INFORMATION COLLECTION                                         16 U.S.C. 1881a 
 
109-479 

(a) COLLECTION PROGRAMS.— 
 
(1) COUNCIL REQUESTS.—If a Council determines that additional information would 

be beneficial for developing, implementing, or revising a fishery management plan or for 
determining whether a fishery is in need of management, the Council may request that the 
Secretary implement an information collection program for the fishery which would provide 
the types of information specified by the Council.  The Secretary shall undertake such an 
information collection program if he determines that the need is justified, and shall 
promulgate regulations to implement the program within 60 days after such determination is 
made.  If the Secretary determines that the need for an information collection program is not 
justified, the Secretary shall inform the Council of the reasons for such determination in 
writing.  The determinations of the Secretary under this paragraph regarding a Council 
request shall be made within a reasonable period of time after receipt of that request. 

 
(2) SECRETARIAL INITIATION.—If the Secretary determines that additional 

information is necessary for developing, implementing, revising, or monitoring a fishery 
management plan, or for determining whether a fishery is in need of management, the 
Secretary may, by regulation, implement an information collection or observer program 
requiring submission of such additional information for the fishery. 

 
109-479 

(b) CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION.— 
(1) Any information submitted to the Secretary, a State fishery management agency, or a 

marine fisheries commission by any person in compliance with the requirements of this Act 
shall be confidential and shall not be disclosed except— 

(A) to Federal employees and Council employees who are responsible for fishery 
management plan development, monitoring, or enforcement; 

(B) to State or Marine Fisheries Commission employees as necessary to further the 
Department’s mission, subject to a confidentiality agreement that prohibits public 
disclosure of the identity of business of any person; 

(C) to State employees who are responsible for fishery management plan 
enforcement, if the States employing those employees have entered into a fishery 
enforcement agreement with the Secretary and the agreement is in effect; 

(D) when required by court order; 
(E) when such information is used by State, Council, or Marine Fisheries 

Commission employees to verify catch under a limited access program, but only to the 
extent that such use is consistent with subparagraph (B); 

(F) when the Secretary has obtained written authorization from the person submitting 
such information to release such information to persons for reasons not otherwise 
provided for in this subsection, and such release does not violate other requirements of 
this Act; 

(G) when such information is required to be submitted to the Secretary for any 
determination under a limited access program; or 
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(H) in support of homeland and national security activities, including the Coast 
Guard’s homeland security missions as defined in section 888(a)(2) of the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 468(a)(2)). 
 
(2) Any observer information shall be confidential and shall not be disclosed, except in 

accordance with the requirements of subparagraphs (A) through (H) of paragraph (1), or— 
(A) as authorized by a fishery management plan or regulations under the authority of 

the North Pacific Council to allow disclosure to the public of weekly summary bycatch 
information identified by vessel or for haul-specific bycatch information without vessel 
identification; 

(B) when such information is necessary in proceedings to adjudicate observer 
certifications; or 

(C) as authorized by any regulations issued under paragraph (3) allowing the 
collection of observer information, pursuant to a confidentiality agreement between the 
observers, observer employers, and the Secretary prohibiting disclosure of the 
information by the observers or observer employers, in order— 

(i) to allow the sharing of observer information among observers and between 
observers and observer employers as necessary to train and prepare observers for 
deployments on specific vessels; or 

(ii) to validate the accuracy of the observer information collected. 
 
(3) The Secretary shall, by regulation, prescribe such procedures as may be necessary to 

preserve the confidentiality of information submitted in compliance with any requirement or 
regulation under this Act, except that the Secretary may release or make public any such 
information in any aggregate or summary form which does not directly or indirectly disclose 
the identity or business of any person who submits such information.  Nothing in this 
subsection shall be interpreted or construed to prevent the  use for conservation and 
management purposes by the Secretary, or with the approval of the Secretary, the Council, of 
any information submitted in compliance with any requirement or regulation under this Act 
or the use, release, or publication of bycatch information pursuant to paragraph (2)(A). 

  
(c) RESTRICTION ON USE OF CERTAIN INFORMATION.—  

(1) The Secretary shall promulgate regulations to restrict the use, in civil enforcement or 
criminal proceedings under this Act, the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 
1361 et seq.), and the Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), of information 
collected by voluntary fishery data collectors, including sea samplers, while aboard any 
vessel for conservation and management purposes if the presence of such a fishery data 
collector aboard is not required by any of such Acts or regulations thereunder. 

 
(2) The Secretary may not require the submission of a Federal or State income tax return 

or statement as a prerequisite for issuance of a permit until such time as the Secretary has 
promulgated regulations to ensure the confidentiality of information contained in such return 
or statement, to limit the information submitted to that necessary to achieve a demonstrated 
conservation and management purpose, and to provide appropriate penalties for violation of 
such regulations. 
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(d) CONTRACTING AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the 
Secretary may provide a grant, contract, or other financial assistance on a sole-source basis to a 
State, Council, or Marine Fisheries Commission for the purpose of carrying out information 
collection or other programs if— 

(1) the recipient of such a grant, contract, or other financial assistance is specified by 
statute to be, or has customarily been, such State, Council, or Marine Fisheries Commission; 
or 

(2) the Secretary has entered into a cooperative agreement with such State, Council, or 
Marine Fisheries Commission. 

 
(e) RESOURCE ASSESSMENTS.— 

(1) The Secretary may use the private sector to provide vessels, equipment, and services 
necessary to survey the fishery resources of the United States when the arrangement will 
yield statistically reliable results. 

 
(2) The Secretary, in consultation with the appropriate Council and the fishing industry-- 

(A) may structure competitive solicitations under paragraph (1) so as to compensate a 
contractor for a fishery resources survey by allowing the contractor to retain for sale fish 
harvested during the survey voyage; 

(B) in the case of a survey during which the quantity or quality of fish harvested is not 
expected to be adequately compensatory, may structure those solicitations so as to 
provide that compensation by permitting the contractor to harvest on a subsequent 
voyage and retain for sale a portion of the allowable catch of the surveyed fishery; and 

(C) may permit fish harvested during such survey to count toward a vessel's catch 
history under a fishery management plan if such survey was conducted in a manner that 
precluded a vessel's participation in a fishery that counted under the plan for purposes of 
determining catch history. 
 
(3) The Secretary shall undertake efforts to expand annual fishery resource assessments 

in all regions of the Nation. 
 
104-297 
SEC. 403.  OBSERVERS                                         16 U.S.C. 1881b 
 

(a) GUIDELINES FOR CARRYING OBSERVERS.—Within one year after the date of 
enactment of the Sustainable Fisheries Act, the Secretary shall promulgate regulations, after 
notice and opportunity for public comment, for fishing vessels that carry observers.  The 
regulations shall include guidelines for determining— 

(1) when a vessel is not required to carry an observer on board because the facilities of 
such vessel for the quartering of an observer, or for carrying out observer functions, are so 
inadequate or unsafe that the health or safety of the observer or the safe operation of the 
vessel would be jeopardized; and 

(2) actions which vessel owners or operators may reasonably be required to take to render 
such facilities adequate and safe. 
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The President

Executive Order 12962 of June 7, 1995

Recreational Fisheries

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the
laws of the United States of America, and in furtherance of the purposes
of the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 (16 U.S.C. 742a-d, and e-j), the Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661–666c), the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and the Magnuson
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801–1882), and other
pertinent statutes, and in order to conserve, restore, and enhance aquatic
systems to provide for increased recreational fishing opportunities nation-
wide, it is ordered as follows:

Section 1. Federal Agency Duties. Federal agencies shall, to the extent per-
mitted by law and where practicable, and in cooperation with States and
Tribes, improve the quantity, function, sustainable productivity, and distribu-
tion of U.S. aquatic resources for increased recreational fishing opportunities
by: (a) developing and encouraging partnerships between governments and
the private sector to advance aquatic resource conservation and enhance
recreational fishing opportunities;

(b) identifying recreational fishing opportunities that are limited by water
quality and habitat degradation and promoting restoration to support viable,
healthy, and, where feasible, self-sustaining recreational fisheries;

(c) fostering sound aquatic conservation and restoration endeavors to bene-
fit recreational fisheries;

(d) providing access to and promoting awareness of opportunities for
public participation and enjoyment of U.S. recreational fishery resources;

(e) supporting outreach programs designed to stimulate angler participation
in the conservation and restoration of aquatic systems;

(f) implementing laws under their purview in a manner that will conserve,
restore, and enhance aquatic systems that support recreational fisheries;

(g) establishing cost-share programs, under existing authorities, that match
or exceed Federal funds with nonfederal contributions;

(h) evaluating the effects of Federally funded, permitted, or authorized
actions on aquatic systems and recreational fisheries and document those
effects relative to the purpose of this order; and

(i) assisting private landowners to conserve and enhance aquatic resources
on their lands.
Sec. 2. National Recreational Fisheries Coordination Council. A National
Recreational Fisheries Coordination Council (‘‘Coordination Council’’) is
hereby established. The Coordination Council shall consist of seven members,
one member designated by each of the following Secretaries—Interior, Com-
merce, Agriculture, Energy, Transportation, and Defense—and one by the
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency. The Coordination
Council shall: (a) ensure that the social and economic values of healthy
aquatic systems that support recreational fisheries are considered by Federal
agencies in the course of their actions;

(b) reduce duplicative and cost-inefficient programs among Federal agen-
cies involved in conserving or managing recreational fisheries;

(c) share the latest resource information and management technologies
to assist in the conservation and management of recreational fisheries;
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(d) assess the implementation of the Conservation Plan required under
section 3 of this order; and

(e) develop a biennial report of accomplishments of the Conservation
Plan.
The representatives designated by the Secretaries of Commerce and the
Interior shall cochair the Coordination Council.

Sec. 3. Recreational Fishery Resources Conservation Plan. (a) Within 12
months of the date of this order, the Coordination Council, in cooperation
with Federal agencies, States, and Tribes, and after consulting with the
Federally chartered Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council, shall
develop a comprehensive Recreational Fishery Resources Conservation Plan
(‘‘Conservation Plan’’).

(b) The Conservation Plan will set forth a 5-year agenda for Federal agencies
identified by the Coordination Council. In so doing, the Conservation Plan
will establish, to the extent permitted by law and where practicable; (1)
measurable objectives to conserve and restore aquatic systems that support
viable and healthy recreational fishery resources, (2) actions to be taken
by the identified Federal agencies, (3) a method of ensuring the accountability
of such Federal agencies, and (4) a comprehensive mechanism to evaluate
achievements. The Conservation Plan will, to the extent practicable, be
integrated with existing plans and programs, reduce duplication, and will
include recommended actions for cooperation with States, Tribes, conserva-
tion groups, and the recreational fisheries community.
Sec. 4. Joint Policy for Administering the Endangered Species Act of 1973.
All Federal agencies will aggressively work to identify and minimize conflicts
between recreational fisheries and their respective responsibilities under
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (‘‘ESA’’) (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). Within
6 months of the date of this order, the Fish and Wildlife Service and
the National Marine Fisheries Service will promote compatibility and reduce
conflicts between the administration of the ESA and recreational fisheries
by developing a joint agency policy that will; (1) ensure consistency in
the administration of the ESA between and within the two agencies, (2)
promote collaboration with other Federal, State, and Tribal fisheries man-
agers, and (3) improve and increase efforts to inform nonfederal entities
of the requirements of the ESA.

Sec. 5. Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council. To assist in the
implementation of this order, the Secretary of the Interior shall expand
the role of the Sport Fishing and Boating Partnership Council to: (a) monitor
specific Federal activities affecting aquatic systems and the recreational fish-
eries they support;

(b) review and evaluate the relation of Federal policies and activities
to the status and conditions of recreational fishery resources; and

(c) prepare an annual report of its activities, findings, and recommendations
for submission to the Coordination Council.
Sec. 6. Judicial Review. This order is intended only to improve the internal
management of the executive branch and it is not intended to create any
right, benefit or trust responsibility, substantive or procedural, enforceable
at law or equity by a party against the United States, its agencies, its
officers, or any other person.

œ–
THE WHITE HOUSE,
June 7, 1995.

[FR Doc. 95–14407
Filed 6–8–95; 10:50 am]

Billing code 3195–01–P
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34 See supra note 14. 

Task Force seeks input on the 
development, use and acceptance of 
privacy-related technologies and 
business processes and their potential to 
enhance consumer trust in Internet 
commerce. 

What is the state of development of 
technologies and business methods 
aimed at: (1) Improving companies’ 
ability to monitor and audit their 
compliance with their privacy policy 
and expressed user preferences; (2) 
using text analysis or similar 
technologies to provide privacy notices; 
and (3) enabling anonymized browsing, 
communication and authentication? 
Please describe any other ongoing 
efforts to develop privacy-enhancing 
technologies or processes of which the 
Commerce Department should be aware. 
How has recent research demonstrating 
the possibility of data re-identification 
affected anonymization research efforts? 
Have consumers or businesses readily 
accepted or used these technologies 
when they were made available? What 
steps can be taken to assure that 
privacy-enhancing business processes 
are robust, complied with and regularly 
updated? Do technology designers and 
implementers have the right balance of 
incentives to include privacy 
considerations at the design phase of 
their work? Have currently-available 
privacy-related technologies and 
processes increased user trust or 
companies’ ability to manage personal 
information? 

Finally, the FCC has raised a number 
of privacy-related recommendations for 
government action.34 Specifically, the 
Plan recommends clarifying the 
relationship between users and their 
online profiles; developing trusted 
‘‘identity providers’’ to assist consumers 
manage their data; and creating 
principles to require customers provide 
informed consent before service 
providers share certain types of 
information with third parties. What 
kinds of contributions to privacy and 
innovation could such identity 
providers make? What marketplace 
experience is there with such trusted 
third parties? Are there any services of 
this sort imagined by the FCC in 
operation today? Is any government 
action needed to encourage the 
marketplace in this direction? 

7. Small and Medium-Sized Entities and 
Startup Companies 

Small and medium-sized entities 
(SMEs) and startup companies face the 
same data protection laws and 
guidelines as their larger counterparts, 
but with fewer resources. The Task 

Force seeks input on how the issues 
outlined above might uniquely affect 
smaller companies and how these 
effects are managed. 

How do existing privacy laws impact 
SMEs and startup companies? Please 
describe any unique compliance 
burdens placed on smaller companies as 
a result of existing privacy laws. Are 
there commercial or collective tools 
available to address such issues? How 
might privacy protections be better 
achieved in the SME environment? 
Have smaller companies been unable to 
engage in certain types of business 
activities as a result of existing privacy 
laws? Do foreign privacy laws pose a 
barrier to SMEs’ international business 
plans? If such unique burdens do exist, 
what mechanisms do SMEs see as 
helpful for surmounting those 
challenges? 

8. The Role for Government/Commerce 
Department 

The U.S. privacy framework described 
above is multi-faceted. The combination 
of sector-specific laws for sensitive data, 
self-regulation, complemented by FTC 
enforcement authority, transparent 
privacy practices, and voluntary 
guidelines, have generated industry best 
practices, privacy seal programs and 
private sector innovation to enhance 
privacy disclosures and consumer 
choice regarding data usage. In many, 
though not all cases, this has been a 
formula for success to build on. Yet, 
surveys continue to indicate that 
consumers are concerned or confused 
about what happens to their personal 
information online. The Task Force 
seeks input on how to help address 
barriers to increased innovation and 
consumer trust in the information 
economy. 

How can the Commerce Department 
help address issues raised by this Notice 
of Inquiry? 

Dated: April 20, 2010. 

Gary M. Locke, 
Secretary of Commerce. 
Lawrence E. Strickling, 
Assistant Secretary for Communications and 
Information. 
Francisco J. Sánchez, 
Under Secretary of Commerce for 
International Trade. 
Patrick Gallagher, 
Director, National Institute of Standards and 
Technology. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9450 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–60–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Marine 
Recreational Fisheries Statistics 
Survey 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before June 22, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Diana Hynek, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6625, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument(s) and instructions should 
be directed to Rob Andrews, (301) 713– 
2328, ext. 148 or 
Rob.Andrews@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
Marine recreational anglers are 

surveyed for catch and effort data, fish 
biology data, and angler socioeconomic 
characteristics. These data are required 
to carry out provisions of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (MSA), (16 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.) as amended, regarding 
conservation and management of fishery 
resources. 

The marine recreational fishing catch 
and effort data are currently collected 
through a combination of telephone 
surveys and on-site intercept surveys 
with recreational anglers. Recent 
amendments to the MSA require the 
development of an improved data 
collection program for recreational 
fisheries. To meet the requirements of 
the MSA, NOAA’s National Marine 
Fisheries Service is developing pilot 
studies to test alternative approaches for 
surveying recreational anglers. Studies 
will test the effectiveness of panel 
surveys for contacting anglers and 
collecting recreational fishing catch and 
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effort data. The goal of these studies is 
to develop an efficient means of 
collecting fishing data while 
maintaining complete coverage of the 
angling population, as well as testing 
assumptions and assessing potential 
sources of error in ongoing recreational 
fishing surveys. 

II. Method of Collection 

Information will be collected by 
telephone, mail and online (Web) 
interviews. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0648–0052. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission. 
Affected Public: Individuals or 

households. 
Estimated Number of Respondents: 

912,600 (5,040 new). 
Estimated Time per Response: 8 

minutes for mail screening interviews 
and 10 minutes for panel survey Web or 
telephone interviews. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 50,685 (3,192 new). 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: April 20, 2010. 

Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9423 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

Application(s) for Duty–Free Entry of 
Scientific Instruments 

Pursuant to Section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89–651, as amended by Pub. L. 106– 
36; 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR part 301), we 
invite comments on the question of 
whether instruments of equivalent 
scientific value, for the purposes for 
which the instruments shown below are 
intended to be used, are being 
manufactured in the United States. 
Comments must comply with 15 CFR 
301.5(a)(3) and (4) of the regulations and 
be postmarked on or before May 13, 
2010. Address written comments to 
Statutory Import Programs Staff, Room 
3720, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. Applications 
may be examined between 8:30 A.M. 
and 5:00 P.M. at the U.S. Department of 
Commerce in Room 3720. 
Docket Number: 10–005. Applicant: 
Liquid Crystal Institute, Kent State 
University, Summit Street, PO Box 
5190, Kent, OH 44242. Instrument: 
Electron Microscope. Manufacturer: FEI 
Company, the Czech Republic. Intended 
Use: This instrument will be used to 
study the structure and composition of 
soft materials (liquid crystals, polymers, 
biomaterials). Justification for Duty– 
Free Entry: There are no domestic 
manufactures of this instrument. 
Application accepted by Commissioner 
of Customs: March 24, 2010. 
Docket Number: 10–006. Applicant: 
Purdue University, 915 W. State Street, 
Lilly Hall, B126, West Lafayette, IN 
47907–2054. Instrument: Electron 
Microscope. Manufacturer: FEI 
Corporation, the Netherlands. Intended 
Use: The instrument is intended to be 
used to study viruses and other 
macromolecular assemblies. Using 
cryo–electron microscopy, numerous 
virus/macromolecular assemblies will 
be investigated to better understand 
virus entry into cells as well as the 
propagation pathway. Justification for 
Duty–Free Entry: There are no domestic 
manufactures of this instrument. 
Application accepted by Commissioner 
of Customs: March 24, 2010. 
Docket Number: 10–007. Applicant: 
Washington University in St. Louis, 
Purchasing Department, 1 Brookings 
Drive, Campus Box 1069, St. Louis, MO 
63130. Instrument: Electron Microscope. 
Manufacturer: JEOL, Ltd., Japan. 
Intended Use: This instrument will be 
use to analyze and characterize 
medically relevant cells, tissues, and 

molecules. The objective is to 
understand the molecular and cellular 
basis of a wide range of human diseases. 
Justification for Duty–Free Entry: There 
are no domestic manufactures of this 
instrument. Application accepted by 
Commissioner of Customs: March 24, 
2010. 

Dated: April 19, 2010. 
Christopher Cassel, 
Director, IA Subsidies Enforcement Office. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9478 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–S 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Institute of Standards and 
Technology 

[Docket Number 100311135–0182–02] 

FY 2010 NIST Center for Neutron 
Research (NCNR) Comprehensive 
Grants Program Extension of Due Date 
for Proposals 

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards 
and Technology (NIST), United States 
Department of Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: NIST publishes this notice to 
extend the deadline for proposal 
submission for its Fiscal Year 2010 
NCNR Comprehensive Grants Program 
competition to 5 p.m. EDT, Thursday, 
May 13, 2010. 
DATES: Applications must be received 
no later than 5 p.m. EDT, Thursday, 
May 13, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: Paper copies of full 
proposals must be submitted to the 
address below. Paper submissions 
require an original and two copies: 
Tanya Burke, NIST Center for Neutron 
Research; National Institute of 
Standards and Technology; 100 Bureau 
Drive, Stop 6100; Gaithersburg, 
Maryland 20899–6100. Electronic 
submissions of full proposals must be 
submitted to: http://www.grants.gov. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tanya Burke, NIST Center for Neutron 
Research, National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, 100 Bureau 
Drive, Stop 6100, Gaithersburg, 
Maryland 20899–6100. Tel (301) 975– 
4711, E-Mail: tanya.burke@nist.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
13, 2010, the NIST Center for Neutron 
Research (NCNR) announced that it was 
soliciting proposals for financial 
assistance for significant research 
involving Neutron Research and 
Spectroscopy specifically aimed at 
assisting visiting researchers at the NIST 
Center for Neutron Research, developing 
new instrumentation for Neutron 
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34 See supra note 14. 

Task Force seeks input on the 
development, use and acceptance of 
privacy-related technologies and 
business processes and their potential to 
enhance consumer trust in Internet 
commerce. 

What is the state of development of 
technologies and business methods 
aimed at: (1) Improving companies’ 
ability to monitor and audit their 
compliance with their privacy policy 
and expressed user preferences; (2) 
using text analysis or similar 
technologies to provide privacy notices; 
and (3) enabling anonymized browsing, 
communication and authentication? 
Please describe any other ongoing 
efforts to develop privacy-enhancing 
technologies or processes of which the 
Commerce Department should be aware. 
How has recent research demonstrating 
the possibility of data re-identification 
affected anonymization research efforts? 
Have consumers or businesses readily 
accepted or used these technologies 
when they were made available? What 
steps can be taken to assure that 
privacy-enhancing business processes 
are robust, complied with and regularly 
updated? Do technology designers and 
implementers have the right balance of 
incentives to include privacy 
considerations at the design phase of 
their work? Have currently-available 
privacy-related technologies and 
processes increased user trust or 
companies’ ability to manage personal 
information? 

Finally, the FCC has raised a number 
of privacy-related recommendations for 
government action.34 Specifically, the 
Plan recommends clarifying the 
relationship between users and their 
online profiles; developing trusted 
‘‘identity providers’’ to assist consumers 
manage their data; and creating 
principles to require customers provide 
informed consent before service 
providers share certain types of 
information with third parties. What 
kinds of contributions to privacy and 
innovation could such identity 
providers make? What marketplace 
experience is there with such trusted 
third parties? Are there any services of 
this sort imagined by the FCC in 
operation today? Is any government 
action needed to encourage the 
marketplace in this direction? 

7. Small and Medium-Sized Entities and 
Startup Companies 

Small and medium-sized entities 
(SMEs) and startup companies face the 
same data protection laws and 
guidelines as their larger counterparts, 
but with fewer resources. The Task 

Force seeks input on how the issues 
outlined above might uniquely affect 
smaller companies and how these 
effects are managed. 

How do existing privacy laws impact 
SMEs and startup companies? Please 
describe any unique compliance 
burdens placed on smaller companies as 
a result of existing privacy laws. Are 
there commercial or collective tools 
available to address such issues? How 
might privacy protections be better 
achieved in the SME environment? 
Have smaller companies been unable to 
engage in certain types of business 
activities as a result of existing privacy 
laws? Do foreign privacy laws pose a 
barrier to SMEs’ international business 
plans? If such unique burdens do exist, 
what mechanisms do SMEs see as 
helpful for surmounting those 
challenges? 

8. The Role for Government/Commerce 
Department 

The U.S. privacy framework described 
above is multi-faceted. The combination 
of sector-specific laws for sensitive data, 
self-regulation, complemented by FTC 
enforcement authority, transparent 
privacy practices, and voluntary 
guidelines, have generated industry best 
practices, privacy seal programs and 
private sector innovation to enhance 
privacy disclosures and consumer 
choice regarding data usage. In many, 
though not all cases, this has been a 
formula for success to build on. Yet, 
surveys continue to indicate that 
consumers are concerned or confused 
about what happens to their personal 
information online. The Task Force 
seeks input on how to help address 
barriers to increased innovation and 
consumer trust in the information 
economy. 

How can the Commerce Department 
help address issues raised by this Notice 
of Inquiry? 

Dated: April 20, 2010. 

Gary M. Locke, 
Secretary of Commerce. 
Lawrence E. Strickling, 
Assistant Secretary for Communications and 
Information. 
Francisco J. Sánchez, 
Under Secretary of Commerce for 
International Trade. 
Patrick Gallagher, 
Director, National Institute of Standards and 
Technology. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9450 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–60–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Marine 
Recreational Fisheries Statistics 
Survey 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before June 22, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Diana Hynek, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6625, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument(s) and instructions should 
be directed to Rob Andrews, (301) 713– 
2328, ext. 148 or 
Rob.Andrews@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
Marine recreational anglers are 

surveyed for catch and effort data, fish 
biology data, and angler socioeconomic 
characteristics. These data are required 
to carry out provisions of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (MSA), (16 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.) as amended, regarding 
conservation and management of fishery 
resources. 

The marine recreational fishing catch 
and effort data are currently collected 
through a combination of telephone 
surveys and on-site intercept surveys 
with recreational anglers. Recent 
amendments to the MSA require the 
development of an improved data 
collection program for recreational 
fisheries. To meet the requirements of 
the MSA, NOAA’s National Marine 
Fisheries Service is developing pilot 
studies to test alternative approaches for 
surveying recreational anglers. Studies 
will test the effectiveness of panel 
surveys for contacting anglers and 
collecting recreational fishing catch and 
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effort data. The goal of these studies is 
to develop an efficient means of 
collecting fishing data while 
maintaining complete coverage of the 
angling population, as well as testing 
assumptions and assessing potential 
sources of error in ongoing recreational 
fishing surveys. 

II. Method of Collection 

Information will be collected by 
telephone, mail and online (Web) 
interviews. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0648–0052. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission. 
Affected Public: Individuals or 

households. 
Estimated Number of Respondents: 

912,600 (5,040 new). 
Estimated Time per Response: 8 

minutes for mail screening interviews 
and 10 minutes for panel survey Web or 
telephone interviews. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 50,685 (3,192 new). 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: April 20, 2010. 

Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9423 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

Application(s) for Duty–Free Entry of 
Scientific Instruments 

Pursuant to Section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89–651, as amended by Pub. L. 106– 
36; 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR part 301), we 
invite comments on the question of 
whether instruments of equivalent 
scientific value, for the purposes for 
which the instruments shown below are 
intended to be used, are being 
manufactured in the United States. 
Comments must comply with 15 CFR 
301.5(a)(3) and (4) of the regulations and 
be postmarked on or before May 13, 
2010. Address written comments to 
Statutory Import Programs Staff, Room 
3720, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. Applications 
may be examined between 8:30 A.M. 
and 5:00 P.M. at the U.S. Department of 
Commerce in Room 3720. 
Docket Number: 10–005. Applicant: 
Liquid Crystal Institute, Kent State 
University, Summit Street, PO Box 
5190, Kent, OH 44242. Instrument: 
Electron Microscope. Manufacturer: FEI 
Company, the Czech Republic. Intended 
Use: This instrument will be used to 
study the structure and composition of 
soft materials (liquid crystals, polymers, 
biomaterials). Justification for Duty– 
Free Entry: There are no domestic 
manufactures of this instrument. 
Application accepted by Commissioner 
of Customs: March 24, 2010. 
Docket Number: 10–006. Applicant: 
Purdue University, 915 W. State Street, 
Lilly Hall, B126, West Lafayette, IN 
47907–2054. Instrument: Electron 
Microscope. Manufacturer: FEI 
Corporation, the Netherlands. Intended 
Use: The instrument is intended to be 
used to study viruses and other 
macromolecular assemblies. Using 
cryo–electron microscopy, numerous 
virus/macromolecular assemblies will 
be investigated to better understand 
virus entry into cells as well as the 
propagation pathway. Justification for 
Duty–Free Entry: There are no domestic 
manufactures of this instrument. 
Application accepted by Commissioner 
of Customs: March 24, 2010. 
Docket Number: 10–007. Applicant: 
Washington University in St. Louis, 
Purchasing Department, 1 Brookings 
Drive, Campus Box 1069, St. Louis, MO 
63130. Instrument: Electron Microscope. 
Manufacturer: JEOL, Ltd., Japan. 
Intended Use: This instrument will be 
use to analyze and characterize 
medically relevant cells, tissues, and 

molecules. The objective is to 
understand the molecular and cellular 
basis of a wide range of human diseases. 
Justification for Duty–Free Entry: There 
are no domestic manufactures of this 
instrument. Application accepted by 
Commissioner of Customs: March 24, 
2010. 

Dated: April 19, 2010. 
Christopher Cassel, 
Director, IA Subsidies Enforcement Office. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9478 Filed 4–22–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–S 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Institute of Standards and 
Technology 

[Docket Number 100311135–0182–02] 

FY 2010 NIST Center for Neutron 
Research (NCNR) Comprehensive 
Grants Program Extension of Due Date 
for Proposals 

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards 
and Technology (NIST), United States 
Department of Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: NIST publishes this notice to 
extend the deadline for proposal 
submission for its Fiscal Year 2010 
NCNR Comprehensive Grants Program 
competition to 5 p.m. EDT, Thursday, 
May 13, 2010. 
DATES: Applications must be received 
no later than 5 p.m. EDT, Thursday, 
May 13, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: Paper copies of full 
proposals must be submitted to the 
address below. Paper submissions 
require an original and two copies: 
Tanya Burke, NIST Center for Neutron 
Research; National Institute of 
Standards and Technology; 100 Bureau 
Drive, Stop 6100; Gaithersburg, 
Maryland 20899–6100. Electronic 
submissions of full proposals must be 
submitted to: http://www.grants.gov. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tanya Burke, NIST Center for Neutron 
Research, National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, 100 Bureau 
Drive, Stop 6100, Gaithersburg, 
Maryland 20899–6100. Tel (301) 975– 
4711, E-Mail: tanya.burke@nist.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
13, 2010, the NIST Center for Neutron 
Research (NCNR) announced that it was 
soliciting proposals for financial 
assistance for significant research 
involving Neutron Research and 
Spectroscopy specifically aimed at 
assisting visiting researchers at the NIST 
Center for Neutron Research, developing 
new instrumentation for Neutron 
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