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brine, butter or butter sauce. Preserved
mushrooms may be imported whole,
sliced, diced, or as stems and pieces.
Included within the scope of the order
are “‘brined” mushrooms, which are
presalted and packed in a heavy salt
solution to provisionally preserve them
for further processing.

Excluded from the scope of this order
are the following: (1) All other species
of mushroom, including straw
mushrooms; (2) all fresh and chilled
mushrooms, including “refrigerated” or
“quick blanched mushrooms”; (3) dried
mushrooms; (4) frozen mushrooms; and
(5) “marinated,” ““acidified” or
“pickled” mushrooms, which are
prepared or preserved by means of
vinegar or acetic acid, but may contain
oil or other additives.

The merchandise subject to this order
are classifiable under subheadings
2003.10.0027, 2003.10.0031,
2003.10.0037, 2003.10.0043,
2003.10.0047, 2003.10.0053, and
0711.90.4000 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS).
HTSUS subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes. The
written description of the scope of this
order is dispositive.

Initiation and Preliminary Results of
Review

In its November 6, 2002, submission,
HLL advised the Department that,
effective July 1, 2002, its wholly-owned
subsidiary, KICM had acquired its entire
mushroom business. According to the
submission, HLL transferred the entire
mushroom business to KICM on June
30, 2002. The transfer took place
without any discontinuity of operations.
HLL suspended mushroom operations at
the close of business on June 30, 2002;
KICM began mushroom operations at
the opening of business on July 1, 2002.
In its submission, HLL states and
provides supporting documentation that
all personnel, operations, and facilities
remain essentially unchanged. In
accordance with section 751(b) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (‘“‘the
Act”) and 19 CFR 351.216, the
Department has determined that there is
a sufficient basis to initiate a changed-
circumstances review to determine
whether KICM is the successor-in-
interest to HLL.

In making such a successor-in-interest
determination, the Department
examines several factors including, but
not limited to, changes in: (1)
Management; (2) production facilities;
(3) supplier relationships; and (4)
customer base. See e.g., Polychloroprene
Rubber from Japan: Final Results of
Changed Circumstances Review, 67 FR
58 (January 2, 2002) (Polychloroprene

Rubber from Japan), and Brass Sheet
and Strip from Canada: Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review, 57 FR 20460 (May 13, 1992)
(Canadian Brass). While no single or
several of these factors will necessarily
provide a dispositive indication, the
Department will generally consider the
new company to be the successor to the
previous company if its resulting
operation is not materially dissimilar to
that of its predecessor. See e.g.,
Polychloroprene Rubber from Japan,
Industrial Phosphoric Acid from Israel:
Final Results of Changed Circumstances
Review, 59 FR 6944, 6946 (February 14,
1994), Canadian Brass, and Fresh and
Chilled Atlantic Salmon from Norway:
Initiation and Preliminary Results of
Changed Circumstances Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, 63 FR
50880, 50881 (September 23, 1998).
Thus, if the evidence demonstrates that,
with respect to the production and sale
of the subject merchandise, the new
company operates as the same business
entity as the former company, the
Department will accord the new
company the same antidumping and
countervailing duty treatment as its
predecessor.

We preliminarily determine that
KICM is the successor-in-interest to
HLL, following HLL’s transfer and
KICM'’s acquisition of HLL’s mushroom
business. HLL submitted documentation
attached to its November 6, 2002
submission supporting its claims that
KICM'’s acquisition of its mushroom
business resulted in no changes in
either production facilities, supplier
relationships, customer base, or
management. This documentation
consisted of: (1) HLL’s Published
Annual Report for 2001 specifying
KICM as one of its wholly-owned
subsidiaries; (2) copies of the
resolutions passed by the Board of
Directors of HLL and KICM,
respectively, that authorized KICM’s
acquisition of the mushroom business;
and (3) a copy of the agreement for the
sale and transfer of the mushroom
business from HLL to KICM. The
documentation described in items (2)
and (3) above demonstrates that (i) all
employees of HLL, including
management, have been transferred to
KICM, (ii) the business is being sold as
a going concern, and (iii) there were no
changes in management structure,
supplier relationships, production
facilities, or customer base.

When warranted the Department may
publish the notice of initiation and
preliminary determination concurrently.
See 19 CFR 221(c)(3)(ii). The
Department has determined that such
action is warranted because HLL has

provided prima facie evidence that
KICM is its successor-in-interest.

For the forgoing reasons, we
preliminarily determine that KICM is
the successor-in-interest to HLL and,
thus, should receive the same
antidumping duty treatment with
respect to certain preserved mushrooms
from India as the former HLL.

Public Comment

Any interested party may request a
hearing within 10 days of publication of
this notice. Any hearing, if requested,
will be held no later than 21 days after
the date of publication of this notice, or
the first workday thereafter. Case briefs
from interested parties may be
submitted not later than 7 days after the
date of publication of this notice.
Rebuttal briefs, limited to the issues
raised in those comments, may be filed
not later than 14 days after the date of
publication of this notice. All written
comments shall be submitted in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.303.
Persons interested in attending the
hearing, if one is requested, should
contact the Department for the date and
time of the hearing. The Department
will publish the final results of this
changed circumstances review,
including the results of its analysis of
issues raised in any written comments.

We are issuing and publishing this
determination and notice in accordance
with sections 751(b) and 777(i)(1) of the
Act and section 351.216 of the
Department’s regulations.

Dated: December 17, 2002.
Bernard T. Carreau,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 02—-32266 Filed 12—23-02; 8:45 am]
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Certain Stainless Steel Butt-Weld Pipe
Fittings from Taiwan: Final Results and
Final Rescission in Part of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of final results in the
antidumping duty administrative review
of certain stainless steel butt-weld pipe
fittings from Taiwan.

SUMMARY: On July 9, 2002, the
Department of Commerce
(“Department”’) published the
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preliminary results and partial
rescission in part of the administrative
review of the antidumping duty order
on certain stainless steel butt-weld pipe
fittings from Taiwan. This review covers
one manufacturer/exporter of the
subject merchandise. The period of
review (“POR”) is June 1, 2000 through
May 31, 2001.

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results. Based upon our
analysis of the comments received, we
have made changes in the margin
calculation. Therefore, the final results
differ from the preliminary results of
this review. The final weight-averaged
dumping margin is listed below in the
section titled “Final Results of the
Review.”

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 24, 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lilit
Astvatsatrian or James Doyle,
Enforcement Group III, Office 9, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1401 Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230,
telephone 202-482-6412 or 202—482—
0159, respectively, fax 202—482-0865.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930
(“Act”) are references to the provisions
effective January 1, 1995, the effective
date of the amendments made to the Act
by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(“URAA”). In addition, unless
otherwise indicated, all citations to the
Department’s regulations are to the
regulations at 19 CFR Part 351 (2001).

Background

On June 16, 1993, the Department
published in the Federal Register the
antidumping duty order on certain
stainless steel butt-weld pipe fittings
from Taiwan. See Amended Final
Determination and Antidumping Duty
Order: Certain Stainless Steel Butt-Weld
Pipe and Tube Fittings from Taiwan, 58
FR 33250 (June 16, 1993). On June 11,
2001, the Department published in the
Federal Register a notice of opportunity
to request an administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on certain
stainless steel butt-weld pipe fittings
from Taiwan covering the period June 1,
2000 through May 31, 2001. See Notice
of Opportunity to Request
Administrative Review of Antidumping
or Countervailing Duty Order, Finding,
Or Suspended Investigation, 66 FR
31203 (June 11, 2001). On June 29, 2001
respondent, Ta Chen requested that the
Department conduct an administrative

review for the period of June 1, 2000 to
May 31, 2001. Additionally, on June 29,
2001, the petitioners requested that the
Department conduct an administrative
review of Ta Chen, Liang Feng Stainless
Steel Fitting Co., Ltd. (“Liang Feng”)
and Tru-Flow Industrial Co., Ltd. (“Tru-
Flow”’) for the period June 1, 2000
through May 31, 2001. On July 23, 2001,
the Department published a notice of
initiation of this antidumping duty
administrative review for the period of
June 1, 2000 through May 31, 2001. See
Notice of Initiation of Antidumping or
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews and Requests for Revocation in
Part, 66 FR 38252 (July 23, 2001).

On July 25, 2001, the Department
issued its antidumping questionnaire to
Ta Chen, Liang Feng and Tru-Flow. On
July 30, 2001, Liang Feng reported that
it had no sales, entries or shipments of
subject merchandise to the United
States during the POR. Additionally, on
July 31, 2001, Tru-Flow reported that it
had no sales, entries or shipments of
subject merchandise to the United
States during the POR. On August 6,
2001, the petitioners opposed Liang
Feng’s and Tru-Flow’s statements from
their July 30 and July 31 letters,
respectively.

On August 15, 2001, Ta Chen reported
that it made sales of subject
merchandise to the United States during
the period of review (“POR”) in its
response to Section A of the
Department’s questionnaire. On
September 7, 2001, Ta Chen submitted
its response to Sections B, C, and D of
the Department’s questionnaire. On
August 28, 2001, the Department issued
to Ta Chen a supplemental
questionnaire to Section A of the
Department’s questionnaire, for which
Ta Chen submitted its response on
September 25, 2001. On January 8, 2002,
the Department issued to Ta Chen a
supplemental questionnaire to Sections
B, C, and D of the Department’s
questionnaire. On January 29, 2002, Ta
Chen submitted its response to this
supplemental questionnaire. On April
23, 2002, the Department issued to Ta
Chen the second supplemental
questionnaire to Sections A-D of the
Department’s questionnaire. On May 13,
2002, Ta Chen submitted its response to
the second supplemental questionnaire
for Sections A-D of the Department’s
questionnaire. On May 17, 2002, the
Department asked Ta Chen to submit
various pages that were missing from
the exhibits in the May 13, 2002
submission. On May 17, 2002, Ta Chen
submitted two sets of information, one
of which contained the missing exhibit
pages the Department requested. Ta
Chen also submitted additional

information it claimed was
inadvertently omitted from its response
to the Department’s second Sections A-
D supplemental questionnaire. From
May 20-May 23, 2002, the Department
of Commerce conducted the U.S. sales
verification of the questionnaire
responses of Ta Chen and TCI. On June
12, 2002, the Department requested that
Ta Chen resubmit its U.S. sales database
to incorporate one of the minor
corrections from verification. Ta Chen
submitted the revised U.S. sales
database on June 14, 2002. On June 13,
2002, the Department asked Ta Chen an
additional supplemental question
regarding clarification of a specific
home market sales observation. On June
20, 2002, Ta Chen submitted its
response to the Department’s
supplemental question.

Additionally, the Department sent
questionnaires to two of Ta Chen’s
subcontractors on January 28, 2002, to
which they responded on February 18,
2002. On April 25, 2002, the
Department issued a supplemental
questionnaire to the same two
subcontractors. They filed in their
responses on May 23, 2002.

Pursuant to section 751(a)(3)(A) of the
Act, the Department may extend the
deadline for conducting an
administrative review if it determines
that it is not practicable to complete the
review within the statutory time limit of
245 days. On January 22, 2002, the
Department extended the time limits for
the preliminary results by 120 days to
June 29, 2002 in accordance with the
Act. However, because June 29, 2002
fell on a weekend, the Department
stated it would release its preliminary
results on July 1, 2002. See Notice of
Postponement of Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review: Certain Stainless Steel Butt-
Weld Pipe Fittings from Taiwan, 67 FR
2856 (January 22, 2002). The
Department’s preliminary determination
in this review was published on July 9,
2002. See Certain Stainless Steel Butt-
Weld Pipe Fittings From Taiwan:
Preliminary Results and Preliminary
Rescission in Part of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, (“Preliminary
Results”) 67 FR 45467 (July 9, 2002). We
invited parties to comment on the
Preliminary Results. We received
written comments on August 8, 2002
from petitioners and on August 9, 2002,
from Ta Chen. On August 15, 2002, we
received rebuttal comments from
petitioners and Ta Chen. On November
7, 2002, (67 FR 67823) the Department
extended the time limit for this review
30 days. On November 27, 2002, the
Department extended the time limit for
this review an additional 11 days so that
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final results of this review become due
on December 17, 2002.

The Department is conducting this
administrative review in accordance
with section 751 of the Act.

Scope of the Review

The merchandise subject to this
administrative review is certain
stainless steel butt-weld pipe fittings
(“SSBWPF”’) whether finished or
unfinished, under 14 inches inside
diameter. Certain SSBWPF are used to
connect pipe sections in piping systems
where conditions require welded
connections. The subject merchandise is
used where one or more of the following
conditions is a factor in designing the
piping system: (1) Corrosion of the
piping system will occur if material
other than stainless steel is used; (2)
contamination of the material in the
system by the system itself must be
prevented; (3) high temperatures are
present; (4) extreme low temperatures
are present; and (5) high pressures are
contained within the system.

Pipe fittings come in a variety of
shapes, with the following five shapes
the most basic: “‘elbows”, “tees”,
“reducers”, “stub-ends”, and “caps.”
The edges of finished pipe fittings are
beveled. Threaded, grooved, and bolted
fittings are excluded from this review.
The pipe fittings subject to this review
are classifiable under subheading
7307.23.00 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(“HTSUS”).

Although the HTSUS subheading is
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, our written description of the
scope of the review is dispositive. Pipe
fittings manufactured to American
Society of Testing and Materials
specification A774 are included in the
scope of this order.

During this administrative review, the
Department received a scope ruling
request on April 12, 2001 and in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.225(k)(2)
from Allegheny Bradford Corporation d/
b/a Top Line Process Equipment
Company (“Top Line”), for a scope
ruling on whether stainless steel butt-
weld tube fittings it plans to import are
covered by the antidumping duty order
on stainless steel butt-weld pipe fittings
from Taiwan. On November 15, 2001,
the Department issued its preliminary
scope ruling. See Memorandum from
Edward C. Yang, Director, Enforcement,
Group III, Office 9, to Joseph A. Spetrini,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, Group III: Preliminary
Scope Ruling on the Antidumping Duty
Order on Stainless Steel Butt-Weld Pipe
Fittings: Allegheny Bradford
Corporation d/b/a Top Line Process

Equipment (““Preliminary Scope
Ruling”’), dated November 15, 2001,
which is on file at the U.S. Department
of Commerce, in the Central Records
Unit, in room B-099. We gave interested
parties an opportunity to comment on
our Preliminary Scope Ruling. Top Line
and Petitioners filed briefs on November
21, 2001. On November 26, 2001, Top
Line and Petitioners filed rebuttal briefs.
On December 10, 2001, the Department
issued its final scope ruling that Top
Line’s stainless steel butt-weld tube
fittings are within the scope of the
Order. See Memorandum from Edward
C. Yang, Director, Enforcement, Group
III, Office 9, to Joseph A. Spetrini,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, Group III: Final Scope
Ruling on the Antidumping Duty Order
on Stainless Steel Butt-Weld Pipe
Fittings: Allegheny Bradford
Corporation d/b/a Top Line Process
Equipment, dated December 10, 2001,
which is also on file at the U.S.
Department of Commerce, in the Central
Records Unit, in room B-099.

Partial Rescission of Review

In the Preliminary Determination, the
Department preliminarily rescinded the
review with respect to Liang Feng and
Tru-Flow as we found that there were
no entries of subject merchandise
during the POR. See Preliminary
Determination, 65 FR 45467, 45469. As
the Department received no comments
on this issue and as no additional
evidence has arisen, the Department is
rescinding the review with respect to
Liang Feng and Tru Flow.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case briefs, as
well as the Department’s findings, in
this administrative review are addressed
in the Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Administrative
Review of Stainless Steel Butt-Weld Pipe
Fittings from Taiwan: June 1, 2000
through May 31, 2001 (*'Decision
Memorandum’), dated December 17,
2002, which is hereby adopted by this
notice. A list of the issues raised and to
which we have responded, all of which
are in the Decision Memorandum, is
attached to this notice as Appendix L.
Parties can find a complete discussion
of all issues raised in this review and
the corresponding recommendations in
this public memorandum which is on
file at the U.S. Department of
Commerce, in the Central Records Unit,
in room B-099. In addition, a complete
version of the Decision Memorandum
can be accessed directly on the Web at
www.ia.ita.doc.gov. The paper copy and
electronic version of the public version

of the Decision Memorandum are
identical in content.

Sales Below Cost in the Home Market

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

Changes Since the Preliminary Results

A list of the issues which parties have
raised and to which we have responded,
all of which are in the Decision
Memorandum, is attached to this notice
as Appendix L. Based on our analysis of
the comments received, we have made
certain changes in the margin
calculation, as discussed in the Decision
Memorandum, accessible in B-099. The
changes are as follows:

* The Department has changed the
amount used for inter-warehouse
transfer.

» The Department has applied, as facts
available, the average margin of all the
U.S. sales to two sets of sales in
question, instead of the average positive
margin applied in the preliminary
results.

» The Department has recalculated the
indirect selling expense ratio since it is
our policy to offset interest expenses
included in indirect selling expenses by
the amount of imputed expenses related
to subject merchandise.

* The Department has recalculated Ta
Chen’s G&A to include bonuses to
employees, supervisors, and directors
paid from stockholder’s equity.

Final Results of the Review

We determine that the following
percentage weighted-average margin
exists for the period June 1, 2000
through May 31, 2001:

CERTAIN WELDED STAINLESS STEEL
PIPE

Producer/Manufacturer/
Exporter

Weighted-Average
Margin (percent)

Ta Chen ....ccooceeeeeeveciinns 2.38

The Department shall determine, and
the U.S. Customs Service (‘“‘Customs’’)
shall assess, antidumping duties on all
appropriate entries. In accordance with
19 CFR 351.212(b), we have calculated
importer-specific assessment rates. With
respect to the constructed export price
sales, we divided the total dumping
margins for the reviewed sales by the
total entered value of those reviewed
sales for each importer. We will direct
Customs to assess any resulting non-de
minimis percentage margins against the
entered Customs values for the subject
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merchandise on each of that importer’s
entries during the review period.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following deposit requirements
will be effective upon publication of
this notice of final results of
administrative review for all shipments
of certain SSBWPF from Taiwan
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the date of
publication, as provided by section
751(a)(1) of the Act: (1) The cash deposit
rate for Ta Chen will be the rate shown
above; (2) for previously reviewed or
investigated companies not listed above,
the cash deposit rate will continue to be
the company-specific rate published for
the most recent period; (3) if the
exporter is not a firm covered in this
review, a prior review, or the original
less-than-fair-value (LTFV)
investigation, but the manufacturer is,
the cash deposit rate will be the rate
established for the most recent period
for the manufacturer of the
merchandise; and (4) the cash deposit
rate for all other manufacturers shall
continue to be 51.01 percent.

These deposit requirements shall
remain in effect until publication of the
final results of the next administrative
review.

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under 19 CFR 351.402(f)
to file a certificate regarding the
reimbursement of antidumping duties
prior to liquidation of the relevant
entries during this review period.
Failure to comply with this requirement
could result in the Secretary’s
presumption that reimbursement of
antidumping duties occurred and the
subsequent assessment of doubled
antidumping duties.

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

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

Dated: December 17, 2002.
Bernard T. Carreau,

ActingAssistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

APPENDIX I
Discussion of the Issues:

Comment 1: Intra-Warehouse Freight
Costs

Comment 2: CEP Profit

Comment 3: Use of Adverse Facts
Available

Comment 4: Home Market Credit
Expenses

Comment 5: CEP Expenses

Comment 6: CEP Offset

Comment 7: Costs Associated with U.S.
Short-Term Borrowings

Comment 8: U.S. Indirect Selling
Expenses

Comment 9: Home Market Indirect
Selling Expenses

Comment 10: Home Market Inventory
Carrying Costs Related to U.S. Sales
Comment 11: General and
Administrative Expenses

Comment 12: Miscellaneous

[FR Doc. 02—32430 Filed 12-23-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 121802A]

New England Fishery Management
Council; Public Meetings

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

ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: The New England Fishery
Management Council (Council) is
scheduling a public meeting of its
Scallop Advisory Panel, Oversight
Committee and Habitat Oversight
Committee in January, 2003 to consider
actions affecting New England fisheries
in the exclusive economic zone (EEZ).
Recommendations from these groups
will be brought to the full Council for
formal consideration and action, if
appropriate.

DATES: The meetings will be held

between January 7 and January 10, 2003.

See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION for
specific dates and times.
ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held
in Warwick, RI and Plymouth, MA. See
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION for specific
locations.

Council address: New England
Fishery Management Council, 50 Water
Street, Mill 2, Newburyport, MA 01950.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, New
England Fishery Management Council;
(978) 465-0492.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Meeting Dates and Agendas

Tuesday, January 7, 2003, 9:30 a.m.—
Habitat Oversight Committee Meeting.

Location: Radisson Hotel Plymouth
Harbor, 180 Water Street, Plymouth, MA
02360; telephone: (508) 747—4900.

The Committee will review the
analysis for the Essential Fish Habitat
Sections of the Draft Supplimental
Environmental Impact Statement
(DSEIS) for Amendment 10. They will
also select preferred alternatives for
Amendment 10 to be recommended to
the full Council.

Wednesday, January 8, 2003, 9:30
a.m.—Scallop Advisory Panel Meeting.

Location: Radisson Airport Hotel,
2081 Post Road, Warwick, RI 02886;
telephone: (401) 739-3000.

The Scallop Advisory Panel will
review the Draft Amendment 10
alternatives and analysis of impacts,
providing advice to the Oversight
Committee for measures to include in
one or more preferred alternatives.

January 9, 2003, 9:30 a.m. and
January 10, 2003, 8:30 a.m.—Scallop
Oversight Committee Meeting.

Location: Radisson Airport Hotel,
2081 Post Road, Warwick, RI 02886;
telephone: (401) 739-3000.

Based on the new and existing
analyses in the DSEIS, Plan
Development Team (PDT)
recommendations, and Panel advice; the
Oversight Committee will develop
recommendations for one or more
preferred alternatives for Draft
Amendment 10 to the Atlantic Sea
Scallop Fishery Management Plan. The
committee will also develop initial/
default rotation management
recommendations for the 2004—07
scallop fishing years based on the 2002
survey data and updated projections.
Other scallop management issues may
also be discussed, if needed.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
listed 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.
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