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99313 Nursing fac care, subseq $ 8434 $ 8571 2% 7095 $ 7173 1%
99348 Home visit, est patient $ 7385 § 74.31 1% N/A N/A  N/A
99350 Home visit, est patient $166.52 $167.74 1% N/A N/A~ N/A
G0008 Admin influenza virus vac $ 398 §$ 7172 94% N/A N/A  N/A
G0009 Admin pr;eumococcal vaccine $ 398 §$ 772 94% N/A N/A  N/A
G0010 Admin hepatitis b vaccine $ 398 § 7.72 94% N/A N/A  N/A

BILLING CODE 4120-01-C

Impact on Beneficiaries

We do not believe that any problems
regarding beneficiary access to care will
result from changes in this rule.
Moreover, it is possible that potential
problems regarding beneficiary access to
care that could have resulted from the
4.4 percent reduction contained in the
December 31, 2002, final rule (67 FR
79966) will be alleviated by the increase
in payment being announced in this
rule. Nevertheless, we believe it remains
important to continue our efforts to
monitor beneficiary access to care.

Any change in Medicare payments
will have an impact on beneficiary cost-
sharing. If the 4.4 percent reduction
were to go into effect and beneficiary
access to care were reduced, it is
possible that beneficiaries would have
lower coinsurance costs but might have
problems with access to services (for
example, whether physicians continue
to see existing or new Medicare
beneficiaries). Because we do not know
the impact of the 4.4 percent reduction
on beneficiary access to care, it is
difficult to estimate the effect on out-of-
pocket costs. Assuming beneficiary
access to care were unaffected, we
estimate that the increase in the 1.6
percent increase in the CF compared to
a 4.4 percent reduction would increase
beneficiary coinsurance liabilities by
approximately $300 million in FY 2003
or about $80 million more than if the
rates applied in 2002 remained in effect
for the remainder of 2003. Some of the
increased costs of beneficiary
coinsurance may be incurred by the
many policies that supplement
Medicare. We would note that the 1.6
percent increase will only marginally
increase out-of-pocket costs for
beneficiaries that do not have any
insurance other than Medicare.

In accordance with the provisions of
Executive Order 12866, the Office of
Management and Budget reviewed this
regulation.

This final rule is issued under the
authority of sections 1102 and 1871 of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1302
and 1395hh).

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 93.774, Medicare—
Supplementary Medical Insurance Program)

Dated: February 19, 2003.
Thomas A. Scully,
Administrator, Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services.
Dated: February 24, 2003.
Tommy G. Thompson,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03—4862 Filed 2—26—-03; 11:47 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
48 CFR Part 214

Defense Federal Acquisition
Regulation Supplement; Technical
Amendments; Correction

AGENCY: Department of Defense (DoD).

ACTION: Correction to final rule.

SUMMARY: DoD is issuing a correction to
the final rule published at 68 FR 7438—
7441 on February 14, 2003, making
technical amendments to the Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement. This correction is needed
because the February 14, 2003, final rule
contained an incorrect paragraph
designation.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 14, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Michele Peterson, Defense Acquisition
Regulations Council, OUSD (AT&L)
DPAP (DAR), IMD 3C132, 3062 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-3062.
Telephone (703) 602—0311; facsimile
(703) 602—-0350.

Correction

In the issue of Friday, February 14,
2003, on page 7439, in the third column,
amendatory instruction 16 and the
corresponding regulatory text are
corrected by removing “(vii)” and
adding in its place ““(viii)”.

Michele P. Peterson,

Executive Editor, Defense Acquisition
Regulations Council.
[FR Doc. 03—4699 Filed 2—27-03; 8:45 am)]

BILLING CODE 5001-08-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648

[Docket No. 030108004-3044—-02; ID
010303B]

RIN 0648—-AQ28

Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Atlantic Sea Scallop Fishery;
Framework Adjustment 15

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

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: NMFS issues this final rule to
implement Framework 15 to the
Atlantic Sea Scallop Fishery
Management Plan (FMP) developed by
the New England Fishery Management
Council (Council). This final rule
implements management measures for
the 2003 fishing year, including a days-
at-sea (DAS) adjustment, and
continuation of a Sea Scallop Area
Access Program (Area Access Program)
for 2003. The intent of this action is to
achieve the goals and objectives of the
FMP under the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act and to achieve optimum yield (OY)
in the scallop fishery. In addition, this
final rule includes regulatory text that
codifies an additional gear stowage
provision for scallop dredge gear that
was established by the Administrator,
Northeast Region, NMFS (Regional
Administrator) in 2001.

DATES: Effective March 1, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Copies of Framework
Adjustment 15, its Regulatory Impact
Review (RIR) including the Initial
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (IRFA),
and the Environmental Assessment (EA)
are available on request from Paul J.
Howard, Executive Director, New
England Fishery Management Council,
50 Water Street, Newburyport, MA
01950. These documents are also
available online at http://
www.nefmc.org. A copy of the Final
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (FRFA)
is available from Patricia A. Kurkul,
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Regional Administrator, NMFS,
Northeast Region, One Blackburn Drive,
Gloucester, MA 01930.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Peter W. Christopher, Fishery Policy
Analyst, 978—281-9288; fax 78—-281—
9135; e-mail peter.christopher
@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 12, 2002, the Council
adopted Framework 15 to the FMP,
which includes annual management
measures for the 2003 fishing year
(March 1, 2003, through February 29,
2004). On January 16, 2003, NMFS
published a proposed rule for
Framework 15 (68 FR 2303). Framework
15 increases the annual DAS allocation
and extends the Area Access Program in
the Hudson Canyon and Virginia Beach
Access Areas (Access Areas) for 2003.
The only modification to the measures
that have been in effect for the 2002
fishing year is an increase in the
possession limit allowed to vessels
participating in the Area Access
Program. Framework 15 was developed
during the latter stages of development
of Amendment 10 to the FMP
(Amendment 10) because it was clear
that Amendment 10 would not be
implemented by the start of the 2003
fishing year and, therefore, Framework
15 is considered to be an action of
limited scope, which is intended to be

a stop-gap measure until Amendment 10
is implemented. Additional details
concerning the justification for and
development of Framework 15 and the
implementing regulations were
provided in the preamble to the
proposed rule and are not repeated here.

Framework 15 increases the annual
DAS allocation from the DAS
allocations scheduled to take effect in
2003 under Amendment 7 to the FMP.
Framework 15 implements 120 full-
time, 48 part-time, and 10 occasional
DAS, which is an increase from the
scheduled DAS of 45, 18, and 4 DAS
allocations for full-time, part-time, and
occasional vessels, respectively. These
DAS allocations in Framework 15 are
the same as the DAS that have been
implemented since 1999. Framework 15
also extends the Area Access Program in
the Access Areas for 2003.

The DAS allocations in Framework 15
are intended to achieve a fishing
mortality rate (F) that is consistent with
the F target in the FMP. The DAS
allocations in Framework 15 are
expected to achieve an F of
approximately 0.155 for the resource
overall. Although this F is still well
below the F target, it reduces the
potential for more damaging effects on
the scallop resource and for impacts on

the physical environment that may be
associated with higher DAS allocations.

The increase in the Area Access
Program possession limit is intended to
create an incentive for vessels to fish
within the Area Access Program and is
consistent with increasing catch rates in
the areas. Due to stock abundance in the
Areas, a higher level of F can occur in
the Areas. This higher F allows for more
trips and a higher trip limit, thereby
creating more opportunity for vessels to
fish in the Areas. The increased
opportunity to fish in the Areas should
create an incentive for vessels to utilize
the Area Access Program where the
scallop resource can be harvested at
higher rates, thereby removing fishing
pressure from other areas that may be
more sensitive to fishing pressure.

Approved Measures

This action implements an annual
DAS allocation of 120, 48, and 10 DAS
for full-time, part-time, and occasional
scallop vessels, respectively, for the
2003 fishing year. This represents an
increase over the DAS allocations that
would otherwise have become effective
March 1, 2003, under Amendment 7 to
the FMP (i.e., 45 full-time, 18 part-time,
and 4 occasional). The 120, 48, and 10
DAS allocations have been in place each
year since 1999, due to better conditions
in the scallop resource than were
anticipated in Amendment 7.

This final rule continues the Area
Access Program that was implemented
in the 2001 and 2002 fishing years. The
Area Access Program allows controlled
scallop fishing in the Hudson Canyon
and Virginia Beach Sea Scallop Access
Areas. Vessels are prohibited from
fishing for scallops in the Sea Scallop
Access Areas unless they are fishing
under the Area Access Program. The
intent of the Area Access Program is to
prevent the uncontrolled harvest of a
sensitive portion of the scallop resource
while increasing the social benefits by
allowing all limited access vessels the
opportunity to fish in the Areas without
creating a derby fishery, thereby
increasing economic benefits by
promoting an orderly fishery.

The 2003 Area Access Program begins
on March 1, 2003. The 2003 Area
Access Program will end when the total
allowable catch (TAC) allocated to the
Area Access Program is caught, or when
vessels have used up their allocated
number of trips.

The Area Access Program includes a
TAC of 17.06 million 1b (7,740 mt) and
0.23 million Ib (105 mt) for the Hudson
Canyon and Virginia Beach Sea Scallop
Access Areas, respectively. These TACs
include set-asides of 2 percent and 1
percent to defray the costs of observers

and research, respectively. The TACs
are expected to achieve an F 0f 0.32 in
each of the two areas. Although this F
exceeds the target F of 0.22 for the
scallop fishery, it is not expected to
jeopardize the rebuilding potential for
the Mid-Atlantic stock. Rather, it is
anticipated that the higher F for the
Access Areas will allow greater levels of
effort and catch within the Access
Areas, thereby reducing effort and catch
in other areas of the Mid-Atlantic.
Therefore, overall F for sea scallops in
the 2003 fishing year is expected to be
0.155. This anticipated impact on the
distribution of fishing effort is expected
to continue to provide for rebuilding of
the Mid-Atlantic scallop stock and the
scallop resource as a whole.

All limited access scallop vessels,
including vessels that replace vessels
that hold a scallop Confirmation of
Permit History, are eligible to fish for
the sea scallop TAC under the Area
Access Program. Full-time and part-time
scallop vessels are restricted to a total of
three annual trips into the Hudson
Canyon and Virginia Beach Sea Scallop
Access Areas. A trip into either of the
Areas will count as one of the allowed
trips. Vessels participating in the Area
Access Program are allowed to take only
one of the three allocated trips before
May 1, and only two of the three
allocated trips before June 1. This
measure is meant to prevent a derby
style fishery from occurring and may
reduce the potential for bycatch by
limiting trips in late spring when
bycatch, particularly of summer
flounder, could be problematic. Vessels
in the occasional permit category are
allowed to conduct only one trip into
the Area of their choice. Participating
scallop vessels are allowed to possess
and land from the Areas up to 21,000 lb
(9,525.4 kg) of scallop meats per trip.

After taking into account data on the
number of eligible vessels participating,
and on the total number of trips taken,
the Regional Administrator will
consider adjusting the sea scallop
possession limit for the Hudson Canyon
and Virginia Beach Sea Scallop Access
Areas any time during the season and,
on or after October 1, 2003, will
consider allocating one or more
additional trips for full-time and part-
time vessels. In order for additional
trips to be allocated, a sufficient amount
of the sea scallop TAC must remain to
warrant such an adjustment or
allocation. In order for a vessel to
participate in any additional Area
Access Program trips that may be
allocated on or after October 1, 2003,
that vessel must have started at least one
Area Access Program trip prior to
September 1, 2003. Vessels with
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occasional permits will not be allocated
any additional trips.

Any trip of 10 DAS or less by a vessel
fishing in the Area Access Program will
be counted as 10 DAS. Any trip of over
10 DAS will be counted as the actual
DAS used (e.g., if a vessel used 12 DAS,
12 DAS would be deducted from its
annual DAS allocation). The purpose of
the minimum 10 DAS count is to reduce
the number of DAS that are available for
use by vessels to fish in other areas,
thereby reducing fishing mortality on
the scallop resource overall by
potentially reducing the number of
scallops caught under DAS.

Vessels are allowed to use dredges or
trawls when fishing in the Area Access
Program. Dredge gear is required to be
outfitted with a twine top with a
minimum mesh size of 10 inches (25.40
cm). The purpose of increasing the
minimum twine top mesh size
measurement from 8 inches (20.32 cm)
to 10 inches (25.40 cm) for the Area
Access Program is to reduce bycatch of
groundfish and other finfish. Research
and experience from the Georges Bank
and Southern New England Closed Area
Sea Scallop Exemption Program
demonstrate that the 10—inch (25.40—
cm) mesh size may significantly reduce
bycatch of certain species, especially
flatfish species.

All scallop vessels fishing in the Area
Access Program are required to have
installed on board an operational vessel
monitoring system (VMS) unit that
meets the minimum performance
criteria as specified at § 648.9(b).
Vessels with occasional permits are the
only limited access scallop vessels not
currently required to have a VMS unit
and would, therefore, be required to
install an approved VMS unit in order
to participate in the Area Access
Program. Scallop vessels planning to
fish in the Area Access Program are
required to so declare by notifying the
Regional Administrator through the
VMS as described below.

Each vessel operator is required to
inform NMFS of his/her intention to
fish in the Sea Scallop Access Areas
prior to the 25th day of the month
preceding the month in question
through the VMS e-mail system (e.g., if
the vessel plans to fish in these areas in
July, it would need to notify the
Regional Administrator by June 25).
This notification requirement facilitates
placement of observers and provides for
an estimate of the number of potential
Area Access Program participating
vessels in order to make preliminary
projections of potential TAC harvest
rates.

Vessel operators are required to report
the following information to the

Regional Administrator prior to the 25th
day of the month preceding the month
in question: Vessel name and permit
number, owner and operator’s name,
owner and operator’s phone numbers,
the area to be fished, and the anticipated
number of trips to be taken in the area
in question.

In addition, for the purpose of
selecting vessels for observer
deployment, a vessel’s operator is
required to provide notice to NMFS of
the time, port of departure, and specific
Access Area to be fished, at least 5
working days prior to the beginning of
any trip on which it declares into the
Area Access Program.

On the day the vessel leaves port to
fish under the Area Access Program, the
vessel owner or operator must declare
into the Program through the VMS.
Declaration into the fishery allows for
more accurate and timely monitoring of
the catch in the fishery.

The operator of each vessel
participating in the Area Access
Program is required to report specific
information on a daily basis through the
VMS. For each day of an Area Access
Program trip, a vessel’s operator is
required to report the daily pounds (kg)
of scallop meats kept, the area fished
that day, and the Fishing Vessel Trip
Report page numbers corresponding to
the respective Sea Scallop Access Area
trip. In addition, vessel operators on
vessels carrying an observer are required
to provide a separate report of the daily
pounds (kg) of scallop meats kept on
tows that were observed on that trip.

Vessels that have declared a trip into
the Area Access Program are prohibited
from possessing more than 50 U.S. bu
(17.62 hl) shell-stock or 400 Ib (181.4
kg) of meats of shell stock when outside
the Access Areas. This limit for shell
stock is considered part of the overall
Area Access Program possession limit.
A limit on the amount of sea scallops
landed in the shell is necessary to
monitor and enforce the overall meat
weight possession limit requirement.
Allowing vessels to retain a relatively
minor amount of shell stock helps
satisfy a market for large, whole
scallops, without compromising the
enforceability of the possession limit.

General category permitted vessels
and limited access scallop vessels
fishing outside a scallop DAS are
allowed to fish in the Access Areas
throughout the year, provided that no
more than 100 1b (45.36 kg) of scallop
meats are possessed on board the vessel
when the vessel is in the Access Areas.
These vessels are prohibited from
possessing in-shell scallops while inside
the Access Areas, except they are
allowed to possess an equivalent of in-

shell scallops that are necessary to
provide 100 1b (45.36 kg) of scallop
meats. Vessels not fishing under the
Area Access Program are allowed to
transit the Access Areas with more than
these possession limits on board,
provided their gear is properly stowed
according to § 648.23(b). This measure
is intended to allow an incidental catch
of scallops for scallop vessels that fish
for other species outside the Access
Areas and to allow for more direct
transiting to and from other fishing
areas.

To improve the enforceability of the
Area Access Program, all limited access
scallop vessels equipped with a VMS
unit will be polled twice per hour,
regardless of whether the vessel is
enrolled in the Area Access Program or
not. Also, vessels are required to stow
all dredge or trawl gear while transiting
to and from the Access Areas pursuant
to the applicable gear stowage
requirements specified in §648.23. A
new dredge gear stowage requirement
included in this rule improves safety on
board vessels transiting to and from the
Access Areas. Finally, to ensure
effective enforcement of the Area Access
Program measures, vessels participating
in the Area Access Program must land
their scallop catch at one location for
each trip.

Vessels are required to carry observers
when requested. The Council has
recommended 10—percent observer
coverage for the Hudson Canyon Access
Area and 20—percent observer coverage
for the Virginia Beach Access Area.
Observers will obtain information on
catch, catch rates, and bycatch and may
obtain information on gear efficiency
and selectivity and on other
characteristics of the fishery. The vessel
owner is responsible for paying for the
cost of the observer, regardless of
whether any scallops are caught on the
trip. At the discretion of the Regional
Administrator, scallop vessels may be
allocated an additional amount of sea
scallops, not to exceed a cumulative
total of 155 mt or 2 mt for the Hudson
Canyon and Virginia Beach Access
Areas, respectively, for each trip on
which an observer is taken, to help
defray the cost of the observer.
Additional scallops to fund observers
may not exceed a value equal to 2
percent of the overall scallop TAC. One
percent of the scallop TAC for both the
Hudson Canyon and Virginia Beach
Access Areas has been set aside to pay
for observers. Similarly, a value equal to
1 percent of the overall TAC has been
added on to the amount of observer
TAG, also to help vessels pay for the
cost of observers. The allocation of 1
percent set-aside and 1 percent
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additional observer TAC is consistent
with the Area Access Program in 2001
and 2002, as well as the Georges Bank
Closed Area Exemption Program. A TAC
set-aside of 1 percent to fund research

is also included as part of the Area
Access Program. Amounts over the trip
limits for sea scallop meats to be
allocated for defraying research costs are
limited, by area, up to 77 mt or 1 mt for
the Hudson Canyon and Virginia Beach
Access Areas, respectively. This
research program for the Access Areas is
modeled after the research program in
the 2000 Georges Bank Sea Scallop
Exemption Program. A Request for
Proposals notice published in the
Federal Register on January 17, 2003
(68 FR 2527), provides information on
the submission process, eligibility
criteria, proposal requirements and
priorities, project evaluation,
application deadlines and other
requirements.

Finally, this final rule codifies a
scallop dredge gear stowage provision
that was established by the Regional
Administrator in 2001. The new
provision eliminates the need for vessel
operators to disconnect towing wires
and reel them fully onto the winch in
order for the gear to be considered
properly stowed. Reconnecting the
wires at sea was determined to be
dangerous, particularly in rough seas.
The Regional Administrator has the
authority to establish new gear stowage
provisions through notification through
a permit holder letter. Subsequent
codification of the provision ensures
proper implementation of the
requirement.

A discussion of comments received in
response to the proposed rule for
Framework 15, and their responses,
follows.

Comments and Responses

Two comments were received on the
proposed rule for Framework 15. While
one comment was generally in support
of the action, the other opposed it. Many
of the specific issues raised in each
comment highlight issues that were
analyzed in Framework 15. Many of the
issues and analyses included in
Framework 15 are summarized in the
following responses and the
commenters and other interested
members of the public should refer to
the Framework 15 document for a more
detailed discussion of the analyses (See
ADDRESSES for a copy of Framework 15).

Comment 1: The Fisheries Survival
Fund (FSF) commented in support of
the measures contained in Framework
15, and urged timely implementation in
order to avoid “economically
devastating” default DAS reductions.

The FSF urged NMFS to give more
emphasis in the final rule to the habitat
and bycatch benefits of the 120-DAS
allocation compared to the higher DAS
allocation of 140 DAS that was
calculated to be more consistent with
the FMP’s target F.

Response: NMFS acknowledges FSF’s
comments in support of Framework 15.
With respect to the benefits of
implementing 120 full-time DAS versus
other DAS alternatives, NMFS has relied
on the comparisons of costs and benefits
of the various alternatives included in
Framework 15. The habitat and bycatch
benefits cannot be precisely determined
because it is not possible to predict fully
the behavior of the fishing fleet in
response to these regulations. The
amount of habitat and bycatch impact
depends not only on the total fleet
activity, but also on the distribution of
fishing activity relative to the
distribution of vulnerable habitats and
bycatch. While less fishing usually
means fewer impacts, and distribution
of habitat or bycatch is known at a broad
scale, the response of the fleet to
changes in resource distribution and
different DAS allocations is not well
known. If reductions in DAS allocations
were to cause industry to concentrate
effort in less remote but more sensitive
areas with respect to habitat and
bycatch, then the benefits of lower DAS
would be reduced. The Council
recommended, and NMFS concurs, that
the 120 full-time DAS allocation (48
part-time and 10 occasional DAS),
combined with the Area Access
Program, as a 1—year action, complies
best with the goals and objectives of the
Scallop FMP. Given the uncertainties of
the fleet response to this action, the
action is intended to balance
conservation of the scallop resource and
the economic benefits derived from
fishing while minimizing, to the extent
practicable, the known adverse effects
on the environment, including habitat
and species caught as bycatch, in the
scallop fishery.

Comment 2: The FSF urged NMFS to
reconsider industry recommendations
for measures to address the issue of trips
into the Area Access Program that are
terminated unexpectedly. They
advocate more flexibility in determining
if such “broken” trips should be
charged fewer DAS than the 10 DAS
that are automatically charged under the
Area Access Program. The FSF believes
this is required by National Standard 10
of the Magnuson-Stevens Act,
concerning safety at sea.

Response: NMFS understands the
problems that arise as a result of the
automatic deduction of 10 DAS for Area
Access trips, but the Council, working

within the short-term context of this
action, was unable to develop measures
necessary to address broken trips that
are clearly understood and can be
effectively administered. There are
alternatives being developed in
Amendment 10 to address this concern.
In the meantime, NMFS has determined
that this concern can be addressed
sufficiently through ad hoc
determinations for each instance of a
broken trip.

Comment 3: Oceana and the
Conservation Law Foundation (Oceana/
CLF) commented that Framework 15
allows overfishing in the open areas on
Georges Bank and in the Mid-Atlantic.
Oceana/CLF contends that the DAS
alternative selected (120 full-time, 48
part-time, and 10 occasional DAS) does
not constitute a sustainable management
strategy for the sea scallop resource and
is, therefore, inconsistent with the
Magnuson-Stevens Act requirements to
prevent overfishing. In addition,
Oceana/CLF commented that
overfishing in the Mid-Atlantic
continues, despite actions under
previous Frameworks that were
intended to redirect effort into
controlled access programs, but failed to
do so. Oceana/CLF asserts that NMFS
should adequately justify its support of
the 120 DAS (“‘risk-prone”) alternative
and better elaborate on the long-term
effects of the action in the
environmental analyses.

Response: The FMP and overfishing
definition do not consider the open and
closed areas separately (with the
exception of the special program for the
Area Access Program). While
projections indicate that the DAS
allocations, if analyzed according to
discrete areas, may result in
overexploitation of scallops in some
areas, Framework 15 is based on
analyzing fishing mortality on the
resource as a whole. Under this
analysis, the fishery overall would not
exceed the F target of 0.22, due in part
to continued large concentrations of
scallops that cannot be fished in the
Georges Bank and Southern New
England groundfish closed areas.

The analyses in Framework 15
indicate that the 120-DAS alternative
complies with the Magnuson-Stevens
Act and achieves the goals and
objectives of the FMP. Framework 15
clearly demonstrates that overfishing
will not occur on the resource as a
whole and that F will likely be less than
Amendment 7 targets. The current
condition of the scallop resource is
rebuilt for both the Georges Bank and
Mid-Atlantic stocks. To fish at the DAS
level scheduled in Amendment 7 would
cause the fishing level to fall
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unnecessarily well below OY and cause
substantial adverse economic and social
effects on the scallop industry under
rebuilt resource conditions.

The F in the Mid-Atlantic continues
to be high, despite efforts in recent years
to reduce the effective F through the
Area Access Program. However, the
FMP does not prescribe different
management measures for each stock,
consistent with National Standard 3. To
enhance the incentive to fish in the
Access Areas, Framework 15 allows for
an increase in the F for the Area Access
Program, which results in an increase in
the possession limit. It is expected that
this enhanced incentive will reduce
fishing pressure in the Mid-Atlantic
region outside of the Access Areas.

Comment 4: Oceana/CLF commented
that the 100 DAS alternative has greater
environmental, biological, and
economic benefits than the 120-DAS
alternative. Oceana/CLF commented
that it is unclear what rationale NMFS
is using to justify its proposed action of
120 DAS, when the analyses in
Framework 15 clearly support the 100—
DAS allocation alternative, touting the
following environmental, biological and
economic benefits: (1) Reduced
unsustainable fishing mortality in the
open fishing areas; (2) higher long-term
net benefit ($38 - $42 million); (3) likely
increase in future landings, rather than
the sharp decline predicted under the
proposed action; (4) reduced area
affected by scallop dredging; and (5)
reduced operational costs, and
increased producer surplus and net
benefits.

Response: Oceana/CLF has focused on
the long-term effects of the DAS to be
implemented through Framework 15.
Framework 15 is intended as a short-
term action while the comprehensive
Amendment 10 is developed and
implemented. In light of the short-term
context of Framework 15, NMFS
disagrees that Framework 15 clearly
supports the 100 DAS alternative, since
short-term losses associated with the
alternative are not clearly outweighed
by the benefits of the reduced DAS. The
analysis demonstrates that the 120-DAS
alternative, combined with the Area
Access Program, has noticeably higher
economic and social benefits with only
marginal loss of benefits to the scallop
resource overall and the environment in
the short-term. NMFS believes that the
short-term effects of the action are more
relevant, because Framework 15 does
not contemplate continuation of these
measures alone for more than 1 year,
despite the analyses that project the
effects of the action over as many as 10
years.

Comment 5: Oceana/CLF commented
that Framework 15 does not contain
measures adequate to minimize adverse
fishing impacts on known gravel
habitats and sensitive EFH in open areas
on Georges Bank. Oceana/CLF asserts
that the 120-DAS alternative in
Framework 15 “dramatically increases”
the amount of EFH impacted by scallop
dredging by 60 to 80 percent. Oceana/
CLF also commented that the increase
in EFH affected by scallop dredging
under the 120-DAS alternative is
exacerbated by a lack of management
measures specifically designed to
protect EFH. Oceana/CLF contends that
prior scallop amendments modified the
framework process ...so that habitat
conservation measures may be approved
by the Council in a more timely manner
than the plan amendment process.”
Oceana/CLF commented that NMFS and
the Council cannot rely on future
amendments in the Scallop and
Northeast Multispecies FMPs to
implement appropriate measures to
minimize the impacts on EFH. Finally,
Oceana/CLF urged NMFS to take
immediate action under Framework 15
to minimize fishing impacts on known
gravel habitats and sensitive juvenile
cod EFH and other groundfish EFH in
the open areas on Georges Bank.

Response: NMFS disagrees that
Framework 15 dramatically increases
the amount of EFH impacted by scallop
dredging. To draw that conclusion,
Oceana/CLF compares the action in
Framework 15 to the default measures
that would otherwise become effective
March 1, 2003. These measures include
45 full-time, 18 part-time, and 4
occasional DAS allocations that are well
below any level of fishing effort that has
occurred in the scallop fishery under
recent management and recent historical
scallop fishing activity. This conclusion
ignores the practicab