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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
SEAFOOD INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0266 
 
 
A. JUSTIFICATION 
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. 
 
This request is for extension of a current information collection. 
 
The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) operates a voluntary fee-for-service seafood 
inspection program under the authorities of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as amended, 
the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956, and Reorganization Plan No. 4 of 1970.  The regulations for 
the program are contained in 50 CFR Part 260.  The program offers inspection, grading, and 
certification services, including the use of official quality grade marks which indicate that 
specific products have been federally inspected.  In addition, the NMFS inspection program is 
the only Federal entity which establishes quality grade standards for seafood marketed in the 
United States (U.S.).  Qualified participants are permitted to use the program’s official quality 
grade marks on their products to facilitate trade of fishery products. 
 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used. 
 
Participants in the Program include all segments of the seafood industry, from harvesters to 
retailers.   
 
When inspection services are desired, participants are requested to submit specific information 
pertaining to the type of inspection service needed [§260.15].  That is, applicants provide the 
Program information regarding the type of products to be inspected, the quantity, the location of 
the product, and the date when the inspection is needed.   
 
There are also application requirements (i.e., a letter from the participant), if there is an appeal on 
previous inspection results [§260.36].   
 
Participants requesting regular inspection services on a contractual basis submit a contract 
[§260.96].  Any changes to the contract require a contract amendment, using the same form.   
 
Participants interested in using official grade marks are required to submit product labels and 
specifications for review and approval to ensure compliance with mandatory labeling regulations 
established by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA), as well as proper use of the 
Program’s marks [§260.97(c)(12), (13), (14) and (15)].  
 
Current regulations state requirements for approval of drawings and specifications prior to 
approval of facilities [§260.96(b) and (c)].  There are no respondents under this section.  The 
Program will amend this part of the regulations in a future action.  

http://uscode.house.gov/download/pls/07C38.txt
http://www.fws.gov/refuges/policiesandbudget/16USC742index.html
http://www.lib.noaa.gov/noaainfo/heritage/ReorganizationPlan4.html
http://ecfr.gpoaccess.gov/cgi/t/text/text-idx?c=ecfr&sid=2040d32a741977b0d0ccbeda0dea7eff&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title50/50cfr260_main_02.tpl
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Plan requirement: In July 1992, NMFS announced new inspection services, which were fully 
based on guidelines recommended by the National Academy of Sciences, known as Hazard 
Analysis Critical Control Point (HACCP).  The information collection requirements fall under 
§260.15 of the regulations.  These guidelines required that a facility’s quality control system 
have a written plan of the operation, identification of control points with acceptance criteria and 
a corrective action plan, as well as identified personnel responsible for oversight of the system.  
The document entitled “Development, Assessment, Approval, and Continuing Compliance 
Evaluation of HACCP-based Inspection Systems”, a chapter from the NMFS Fishery Products 
Inspection Manual, describes in detail the requirements for participants choosing to receive 
NMFS HACCP-based inspection services.  
 
HACCP requires continuing monitoring and record keeping by the facility’s personnel.  
Although HACCP involves substantial self-monitoring by the industry, the HACCP-based 
program is not a self-certification program.  It relies on unannounced system audits by NMFS.  
The frequency of audits is determined by the ability of the firm to monitor its operation.  By 
means of these audits, NMFS reviews the records produced through the program participant’s 
self-monitoring.  The audits determine whether the participant’s HACCP-based system is in 
compliance by checking for overall sanitation, accordance with good manufacturing practices, 
labeling, and other requirements.  In addition, in-process reviews, end-product sampling, and 
laboratory analyses are performed by NMFS at frequencies based on the potential consumer risk 
associated with the product and/or the firm’s history of compliance with the program’s criteria. 
 
The information collected is used to determine a participant’s compliance with the program.  The 
reported information, a HACCP plan, is needed only once.  Other information is collected and 
kept by the participant as part of its routine monitoring activities.  NMFS audits the participant’s 
records on unannounced frequencies to further determine compliance. 
 
The FDA implemented mandatory HACCP seafood safety requirements in December 1997.  The 
FDA regulations [21 CFR Part 123] include some of the same reporting elements as the NMFS 
HACCP program.  However, one of the significant differences is that the FDA regulation is 
mandatory for seafood processors and focuses on seafood safety only.  The NMFS HACCP 
program is voluntary, is available to all segments of the seafood industry (from harvesters to 
retailers), and addresses not only seafood safety, but also wholesomeness (hygiene), economic 
integrity and seafood quality.  There is a NMFS HACCP mark available to participants to assist 
them in marketing their products.  The FDA’s mandatory program has no mark.  Further, the 
FDA regulations require a revised HACCP plan only if a hazard analysis reveals a seafood safety 
hazard.  The NMFS HACCP program also assures participants compliance with international 
trade standards.   
 
The burden hours identified are those beyond the FDA’s mandatory HACCP requirements to 
ensure seafood safety.  HACCP-related burden hours are identified separately below and are 
based on an estimate of 35 new HACCP facilities a year and include annual monitoring and 
record keeping estimates for 100 facilities already in the Program. 
 
The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries will retain control 
over the information and safeguard it from improper access, modification, and destruction, 
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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.  Prior to dissemination, the information will be subjected to quality control 
measures and a 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. 
 
The information collected does not involve the use of automated, electronic or other 
technological techniques.  Much of the information for inspection requests is gathered over the 
phone and documented by the Program’s inspection personnel.  Examples of labels and 
specifications are generally submitted in hard copy to the Program’s review staff for approval.  
Electronic submissions, via attachments to email, for example, are also acceptable.  The fillable 
form for Request for Inspection Services is available from the Program’s Web 
site: http://www.seafood.nmfs.noaa.gov. 
 
4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication. 
 
As mentioned in Question 2, the FDA HACCP regulations require some of the same reporting 
elements as the NMFS HACCP program.  This statement includes reporting burden beyond what 
is required under the FDA regulations to better ensure seafood safety.  In other words, an 
applicant’s NMFS HACCP plan is acceptable under the FDA regulations so that no additional 
plan is needed for FDA.  If, however, the applicant wishes to participant in the NMFS HACCP 
program and has an FDA HACCP plan, the FDA HACCP plan would be expanded to include the 
NMFS requirements which address not only seafood safety, but also wholesomeness (hygiene), 
economic fraud, and seafood quality. 
 
5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe 
the methods used to minimize burden.  
 
Small businesses may voluntarily participate in the Program and respond to the collection.  
Specific instructions are provided, where needed, to all businesses to prevent submission of 
unnecessary information and to minimize the burden. 
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is 
not conducted or is conducted less frequently.  
 
If the collection were not conducted, efficient operation of the Program would be jeopardized 
and would less serve the customers for whom it is intended. 
 
 
 
  

http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html
http://www.seafood.nmfs.noaa.gov/
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7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.  
 
For participants to continue to obtain the benefits of advertising the official Program marks and 
to ensure the Program’s marks are being used with integrity, some of the collections are done at a 
frequency inconsistent with the OMB guidelines.  For example, HACCP participants submit their 
HACCP plan only once, but changes in the plan may occur whenever their processing operations 
dictate, which may be outside of the OMB guidelines.  In addition, monitoring of the HACCP 
plan is an ongoing activity which is then audited by Program personnel at varying frequencies to 
determine the participant’s compliance with the Program requirements.  
 
The regulations for label approval [§260.97(b)(13) and (15)] require an original label and four 
copies, one more copy than recommended by OMB.  The labels, once approved, are distributed 
to the applicant, the inspector in the facility, the regional inspection office, and the label 
approving officer for their records and future reference, which can be critical particularly if there 
is a question or dispute.    
 
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 February 17, 2015 (80 FR 8290) solicited public 
comments. No public comments were received.  
 
Comments on their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of 
instructions and accuracy of estimated burden, were solicited from 10 seafood vendor clients. 
Two responded, both with “no comment”. 
 
9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other than 
remuneration of contractors or grantees. 
 
No payments or gifts are made. 
 
10.  Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for 
assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy. 
 
Participants in the Program are assured of the confidentiality of certain information, such as 
records of sanitation and HACCP plans, which may contain privileged trade information.  The 
Department of Commerce, with the concurrence of the U.S. Department of Justice, determined 
that this information is protected from disclosure pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act 
Exemption (b)(4), 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(4), which applies to trade secrets and commercial or 
financial information obtained from a person that is privileged or confidential. 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/5/552.html
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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. 
 
Estimated number of respondents, response times, and burden:  The estimates below are based 
on a 3-year average. 
 
§260.15  Application for Inspection Services.  The estimated time per response is an average 
based on the wide range of applicants.  Regular applicants, for example, have made extra copies 
of the form with the standard information completed so that they simply fill in several additional 
blocks, which would likely require much less than 5 minutes, then fax it to the inspection office.  
New applicants, on the other hand, may take longer.  They may provide the information over the 
phone or we may fax them a blank form which they complete and fax in return.  Also, not all of 
the blocks on the form are required to be completed before inspection services can be provided.  
Missing information may be inserted by the inspector at a later date and kept as an internal 
record.  
 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 2,857  
Estimated Number of Responses: 9,625 
Estimated Time Per Response: 5 minutes 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 802. 

 
§260.36 Application for appeal of previous inspection results:  As mentioned in Question 2, this 
is simply a short letter notifying the inspection office that an appeal is requested. 
 

Estimated Number of Respondents and Responses: 62 
Estimated Time Per Response: 5 minutes 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 5.1 (5). 

 
§260.96 Contract Completion.  This estimate includes new requests, estimated at about 35 
annually, and current participants who amend their contracts during the year.  The burden 
estimate is considered equal for both situations. 
 

Estimated Number of Respondents and Responses: 220 
Estimated Time Per Response: 5 minutes 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 18.25 (18). 

 
§260.97(c)(12), (13), and (15) Label and Specification Submission.  This estimate includes not 
only completing the form, but also the estimate to develop a new specification or revise an 
existing one.  The estimate also includes the time to compile, duplicate, and package the 
submission. 
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Estimated Number of Respondents: 776 
Estimated Number of Responses: 3,245 
Estimated Time Per Response: 30 minutes 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 1,622.5 (1,623). 

 
HACCP Participants 
 
New Respondents.  These are applicants that are not currently in the NMFS HACCP Program, 
who need to develop a NMFS HACCP Plan, which as explained previously, is required only 
once, unless a hazard analysis reveals a seafood safety hazard. It is possible that if the applicant 
has an FDA HACCP plan, expansion of it to include NMFS requirements may take a little less 
time.  The burden reflected considers both situations as equal.  
 

Estimated Number of Respondents and Responses: 60 
Estimated Time Per Response: 60 hours 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 3,600. 

 
Current Respondents.  These are participants already in the NMFS HACCP Program, with an 
operating HACCP Plan.  These participants are responsible for certain monitoring and record 
keeping functions as described in the manual release. 
 

Estimated Number of Respondents and Responses: 285 
Estimated Time Per Response: 48 hours 
Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 13,680. 

 
TOTAL RESPONDENTS (unduplicated): 4,260.  
TOTAL RESPONSES: 13,497. 
TOTAL BURDEN HOURS: 19,728. 
 
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). 
 
Inspection fees are $120 per hour and average 6 hours. For 9,625 inspections, at 6 x $120, or 
$720, the total fees would be $6,930,000.  
 
Recordkeeping/reporting: Some of the information is faxed and some is mailed.  The combined 
annual costs for copying, faxing or mailing total approximately $6,000. 
 
Total costs: $6,936,000. 
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 
 
As a fee-for-service program, as explained in Question 1, all of the costs to the Federal 
government for the collection are paid by the users of this program. Total annual program costs 
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are $27 million. Fees in addition to those shown in Question 13 are charged for other program 
services that do not involve collection of information from respondents. 
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments. 
 
There are no program changes.  
 
Adjustments: Foreign countries’ requests for inspection  have increased significantly, thus 
increasing the number of responses and burden hours. 
 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and 
publication. 
 
Results are not published. 
 
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. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
 
B.  COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS 
 
This collection does not employ statistical methods. 
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I. Abstract 
This request is for a revision and 

extension of a currently approved 
information collection. 

Section 315 of the National Marine 
Sanctuaries Act (16 U.S.C. 1445a) 
allows the Secretary of Commerce to 
establish one or more advisory councils 
to provide advice to the Secretary 
regarding the designation and 
management of national marine 
sanctuaries. Advisory councils are 
individually chartered for each 
sanctuary to meet the needs of that 
sanctuary. Once an advisory council has 
been chartered, the sanctuary 
superintendent starts a process to 
recruit members for that council by 
providing notice to the public and 
requesting interested parties to apply for 
the available seat(s) (e.g., Research, 
Education) and position(s) (i.e., council 
member or alternate). The information 
obtained through this application 
process will be used to determine the 
qualifications of the applicant for 
membership on the sanctuary advisory 
council. 

Two application forms are currently 
associated with this information 
collection: (a) National Marine 
Sanctuary Advisory Council 
Application form; and (b) National 
Marine Sanctuary Advisory Council 
Youth Seat Application form. These 
application forms are currently being 
revised to ensure consistency between 
forms, as well as clarify the information 
and supplemental materials to be 
submitted by applicants. Application 
form instructions will specify 
requirements imposed upon the agency 
when reviewing applicants as potential 
council members or alternates, 
including the need to assess potential 
conflicts of interest (or other issues) and 
the applicant’s status as a federally 
registered lobbyist. Specific questions 
posed to applicants will be reordered, 
reworded and, at times, condensed to 
improve the organization of applicant 
responses and, thereby, simplify the 
applicant review process. 

II. Method of Collection 
Complete applications may be 

submitted electronically via email (with 
attachments), by mail, or by facsimile 
transmission. 

III. Data 
OMB Control Number: 0648–0397. 
Form Number(s): None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(revision and extension of a currently 
approved information collection). 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households; business or other for-profit 
organizations; not-for-profit institutions. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
520. 

Estimated Time per Response: 1 hour. 
Estimated Total Annual Burden 

Hours: 520. 
Estimated Total Annual Cost to 

Public: $1,040 in recordkeeping/
reporting costs. 

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: February 11, 2015. 
Sarah Brabson, 
NOAA PRA Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2015–03130 Filed 2–13–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–NK–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Seafood Inspection 
and Certification Requirements 

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 April 20, 2015. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 

14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to James Appel, (301) 427–8310 
or James.Appel@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 

This request is for extension of a 
currently approved information 
collection. 

The National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) operates a voluntary fee-for- 
service seafood inspection program 
(Program) under the authorities of the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, as 
amended, the Fish and Wildlife Act of 
1956, and the Reorganization Plan No. 
4 of 1970. The regulations for the 
Program are contained in 50 CFR part 
260. The program offers inspection 
grading and certification services, 
including the use of official quality 
grade marks which indicate that specific 
products have been Federally inspected. 
Those wishing to participate in the 
program must request the services and 
submit specific compliance information. 
In July 1992, NMFS announced new 
inspection services, which were fully 
based on guidelines recommended by 
the National Academy of Sciences, 
known as Hazard Analysis Critical 
Control Point (HACCP). The information 
collection requirements fall under 
§ 260.15 of the regulations. These 
guidelines required that a facility’s 
quality control system have a written 
plan of the operation, identification of 
control points with acceptance criteria 
and a corrective action plan, as well as 
identified personnel responsible for 
oversight of the system. 

II. Method of Collection 

Respondents have a choice of either 
electronic or paper forms. Methods of 
submittal include email of electronic 
forms, and mail and facsimile 
transmission of paper forms. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0648–0266. 
Form Numbers: 89–800, 89–814, 89– 

819. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(extension of a currently approved 
information collection). 

Affected Public: Business or other for- 
profit organizations; Not-for-profit 
institutions; State, Local, or Tribal 
government. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
4,260. 
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Estimated Time per Response: 
Contract Request, 15 minutes; label 
approval, 15 minutes; Inspection 
Request, 30 minutes. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 10,679. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $106,790 in recordkeeping/
reporting costs. 

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: February 11, 2015. 
Sarah Brabson, 
NOAA PRA Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2015–03131 Filed 2–13–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

RIN 0648–XD772 

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council (MAFMC); Public Meetings 

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of a public meeting. 

SUMMARY: The Mid-Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council (Council) will 
hold an EMERGENCY public meeting of 
the Council via webinar regarding 
blueline tilefish. 

DATES: The meeting will be held 
Wednesday, February 25, 2015, from 
1:30 p.m. until 4 p.m. via webinar. For 
agenda details, see SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION. 

ADDRESSES: The EMERGENCY meeting 
will be held via webinar with a 
telephone-only connection option. 

Council address: Mid-Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council, 800 N. State St., 
Suite 201, Dover, DE 19901; telephone: 
(302) 674–2331. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Christopher M. Moore, Ph.D. Executive 
Director, Mid-Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council; telephone: (302) 
526–5255. The Council’s Web site, 
www.mafmc.org also has details on the 
meeting location, proposed agenda, 
webinar listen-in access, and briefing 
materials. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of the meeting is to consider 
requesting emergency action by 
National Marine Fisheries Service under 
section 305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act) for 
deepwater snapper/grouper species, 
including blueline tilefish, within the 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council’s jurisdiction. Several 
developments precipitated this request, 
including: 

1. In discussions with NMFS 
headquarters, the Agency confirmed 
that the Council can directly request 
emergency action on these species 
within our Council’s jurisdiction. 

2. Council Chairman Rick Robins was 
contacted by a commercial North 
Carolina long-liner who indicated that 
he intends to begin directing on blueline 
tilefish in June of this year, within our 
Council’s jurisdiction, and intends to 
land the fish in New Jersey, where there 
are no landing limits. 

3. New Jersey has indicated, 
preliminarily, that they will not be able 
to implement state regulations before 
the fishery begins this summer. 
Connecticut has also indicated that they 
will not have regulations in place in 
time for this year’s fishery, if at all. 

4. Further communications with the 
South Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council staff confirmed that they are 
scheduled to consider requesting 
emergency federal action at their March 
meeting to protect blueline tilefish 
within the Mid-Atlantic Council’s 
jurisdictional boundaries. 

Although non-emergency issues not 
contained in this agenda may come 
before this group for discussion, in 
accordance with the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act, those issues may not be the subject 
of formal action during this meeting. 
Actions will be restricted to those issues 
specifically identified in this notice and 
any issues arising after publication of 
this notice that require emergency 
action under Section 305(c) of the 

Magnuson-Stevens Act, provided the 
public has been notified of the Council’s 
intent to take final action to address the 
emergency. 

Special Accommodations 
The meeting is physically accessible 

to people with disabilities. Requests for 
sign language interpretation or other 
auxiliary aid should be directed to M. 
Jan Saunders, (302) 526–5251, at least 5 
days prior to the meeting date. 

Dated: February 11, 2015. 
Tracey L. Thompson, 
Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable 
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 2015–03126 Filed 2–13–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL 
PROTECTION 

[Docket No: CFPB–2015–0003] 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities: Submission for OMB 
Review; Comment Request 

AGENCY: Bureau of Consumer Financial 
Protection. 
ACTION: Notice and request for comment. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 
(PRA), the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau (Bureau) is proposing 
a new information collection request 
titled, ‘‘Consumer and College Credit 
Card Agreements.’’ 
DATES: Written comments are 
encouraged and must be received on or 
before March 19, 2015 to be assured of 
consideration. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments, 
identified by the title of the information 
collection, OMB Control Number (see 
below), and docket number (see above), 
by any of the following methods: 

• Electronic: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the 
instructions for submitting comments. 

• OMB: Office of Management and 
Budget, New Executive Office Building, 
Room 10235, Washington, DC 20503 or 
fax to (202) 395–5806. Mailed or faxed 
comments to OMB should be to the 
attention of the OMB Desk Officer for 
the Bureau of Consumer Financial 
Protection. 

Please note that comments submitted 
after the comment period will not be 
accepted. In general, all comments 
received will become public records, 
including any personal information 
provided. Sensitive personal 
information, such as account numbers 
or social security numbers, should not 
be included. 
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