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replacement parts, expansion of the
number of authorized repair facilities, or
both), may require submission of a plan,
may identify the parts to be provided
and/or the sources of those parts, may
require the manufacturer to notify the
agency and owners about any
differences among different sources or
brands of parts, may require the
manufacturer to identify additional
authorized repair facilities, and may
specify additional owner notifications
related to the program. The
Administrator may also require the
manufacturer to include a program to
provide reimbursement to owners who
incur costs to obtain the accelerated
remedy.

(e) Under an accelerated remedy
program, the remedy that is provided
shall be equivalent to the remedy that
would have been provided if the
manufacturer’s remedy program had not
been accelerated. The replacement parts
used to remedy the defect or
noncompliance shall be reasonably
equivalent to those that would have
been used if the remedy program were
not accelerated. The service procedures
shall be reasonably equivalent. In the
case of tires, all replacement tires shall
be the same size and type as the
defective or noncompliant tire, shall be
suitable for use on the owner’s vehicle,
shall have the same or higher load index
and speed rating, and, for passenger car
tires, shall have the same or better rating
in each of the three categories
enumerated in the Uniform Tire Quality
Grading System. See 49 CFR 575.104. In
the case of child restraints systems, all
replacements shall be of the same type
(e.g., rear-facing infant seats with a base,
rear-facing infant seats without a base,
convertible seats (designed for use in
both rear- and forward-facing modes),
forward-facing only seats, high back
booster seats with a five-point harness,
and belt positioning booster seats) and
the same overall quality.

(f) In those instances where the
accelerated remedy program provides
that an owner may obtain the remedy
from a source other than the
manufacturer or its dealers or
authorized facilities by paying for the
remedy and/or its installation, the
manufacturer shall reimburse the owner
for the cost of obtaining the remedy as
specified on paragraphs (f)(1) through
(£)(3) of this section. Under these
circumstances, the accelerated remedy
program shall include, to the extent
required by the Administrator:

(1) A description of the remedy and
costs that are eligible for
reimbursement, including identification
of the equipment and/or parts and labor
for which reimbursement is available;

(2) Identification, with specificity or
as a class, of the alternative repair
facilities at which reimbursable repairs
may be performed, including an
explanation of how to arrange for
service at those facilities; and

(3) Other provisions assuring
appropriate reimbursement that are
consistent with those set forth in
§573.13, including, but not limited to,
provisions regarding the procedures and
needed documentation for making a
claim for reimbursement, the amount of
costs to be reimbursed, the office to
which claims for reimbursement shall
be submitted, the requirements on
manufacturers for acting on claims for
reimbursement, and the methods by
which owners can obtain information
about the program.

(g) In response to a manufacturer’s
request, the Administrator may
authorize a manufacturer to terminate
its accelerated remedy program if the
Administrator concludes that the
manufacturer can meet all future
demands for the remedy through its
own sources in a prompt manner. If
required by the Administrator, the
manufacturer shall provide notice of the
termination of the program to all owners
of unremedied vehicles and equipment
at least 30 days in advance of the
termination date, in a form approved by
the Administrator.

(h) Each manufacturer shall
implement any accelerated remedy
program required by the Administrator
according to the terms of that program.

3. The authority citation for 49 CFR
Part 577 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30102-103, 30112,
30117-121, 30166-167; delegation of
authority at 49 CFR 1.50.

4. Part 577 is amended by adding
§577.12 to read as follows:

§577.12 Notification pursuant to an
accelerated remedy program.

(a) When the Administrator requires a
manufacturer to accelerate its remedy
program under § 573.14 of this chapter,
or when a manufacturer agrees with a
request from the Administrator that it
accelerate its remedy program in
advance of being required to do so, in
addition to complying with other
sections of this part, the manufacturer
shall provide notification in accordance
with this section.

(b) Except as provided elsewhere in
this section or when the Administrator
determines otherwise, the notification
under this section shall be sent to the
same recipients as provided by §577.7.
If no notification has been provided to
owners pursuant to this part, the
provisions required by this section may

be combined with the notification under
§§577.5 or 577.6. A manufacturer need
only provide a notification under this
section to owners of vehicles or items of
equipment for which the defect or
noncompliance has not been remedied.

(c) The manufacturer’s notification
shall include the following:

(1) If there was a prior notification, a
statement that identifies that
notification and states that this
notification supplements it;

(2) When the accelerated remedy
program has been required by the
Administrator, a statement that the
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration has required the
manufacturer to accelerate its remedy
program;

(3) A statement of how the program
has been accelerated (e.g., by expanding
the sources of replacement parts and/or
expanding the number of authorized
repair facilities);

(4) Where applicable, a statement that
the owner may elect to obtain the recall
remedy using designated service
facilities other than those that are
owned or franchised by the
manufacturer or are the manufacturer’s
authorized dealers, and an explanation
of how the owner may arrange for
service at those other facilities;

(5) Where applicable, a statement that
the owner may elect to obtain the recall
remedy using specified replacement
parts or equipment from sources other
than the manufacturer;

(6) Where applicable, a statement
indicating whether the owner will be
required to pay an alternative facility
and/or parts supplier, subject to
reimbursement by the manufacturer;
and

(7) If an owner will be required to pay
an alternative facility and/or parts
supplier, a statement that the owner will
be eligible to have those expenditures
reimbursed by the manufacturer, and a
description of how a consumer may
obtain information about reimbursement
from the manufacturer consistent with
§577.11(b)(2), (c) and (d).

Issued on: November 26, 2002.

Jeffrey W. Runge,

Administrator.

[FR Doc. 02—30523 Filed 12—4-02; 8:45 am)]
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SUMMARY: NMFS issues a final rule to
implement the 2002 management
measures to prevent overfishing of
eastern tropical Pacific(ETP) tuna stocks
pursuant to recommendations by the
Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission (IATTC). These measures
have been approved by the Department
of State (DOS) under the terms of the
Tuna Conventions Act. The purse seine
fishery for tuna in the Convention Area
will be closed the month of December,
2002. This action is taken to limit total
fishing mortality caused by purse seine
fishing in the Convention Area and thus
prevent overfishing and maintain the
tuna stocks at sustainable levels. In
addition, the current bycatch reduction
pilot program scheduled to run through
2002 is extended through 2004.

DATES: The purse seine tuna fishery
closure is effective December 1, 2002,
through December 31, 2002. The
termination date for the bycatch
reduction program is extended from
January 2, 2003, to December 31, 2004.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Svein Fougner, Sustainable Fisheries
Division, Southwest Region, NMFS,
562-980—-4040.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
United States is a member of the IATTC,
which was established under the
Convention for the Establishment of an
Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission (IATTC) signed in 1949.
The IATTC was established to provide
an international arrangement to ensure
effective international conservation and
management of highly migratory species
of fish in the Convention Area. The
IATTC has maintained a scientific
research and fishery monitoring
program for many years and annually
assesses the status of stocks of tuna and
the fisheries to determine appropriate
harvest limits or other measures to

prevent overexploitation of the stocks
and promote sustainable fisheries. The
Convention Area is defined to include
waters of the eastern Pacific Ocean
(EPO) bounded by the coast of the
Americas, the 40° N. and 40° S.
parallels, and the 150° W. meridian.

At its annual meeting June 26-28,
2002, the IATTC adopted a resolution
dealing with conservation of ETP tuna
stocks. The IATTC considered the use of
quotas and partial fishery closures as in
1999, 2000, and 2001; however, after
reviewing the administration of these
quotas and partial closures and the
occasions of non-compliance that
resulted, the IATTC recommended that
the Convention Area be closed during
December 2002. This approach will
provide substantial protection against
overfishing in a manner that is fair and
equitable and enforceable. There will be
no need to investigate catch records to
determine if incidental catch limits have
been exceeded or to distinguish between
activities inside and outside the
IATTC’s Commission Yellowfin
Regulatory Area. The Department of
State (DOS) approved this
recommendation on August 7, 2002.

The closure is based on 2002
assessments of the condition of the tuna
stocks in the ETP and the administrative
records relating to implementation of
quotas in prior years. The assessments
indicate that the stocks are healthy,
though there is significant uncertainty
with respect to the bigeye assessment.
The closure is believed to be sufficient
to prevent overfishing of any tuna stock.

In addition, the IATTC recommended
that the purse seine bycatch reduction
and sea turtle conservation measures
initially implemented in 2001 and
extended through 2002 be further
extended through 2004. The DOS
approved this measure as well.

A proposed rule to implement these
measures was published in the Federal
Register on November 4, 2002 (67 FR
67139). The public comment period
ended on November 19, 2002, and no
comments were received.

This document is published under
procedures in the Tuna Conventions Act
of 1950, which authorizes rules to
implement IATTC recommendations
that have been approved by the DOS.
For the reasons stated here and in
accordance with the Tuna Conventions
Act of 1950 and its implementing
regulations, and consistent with the
IATTC recommendation: (1) fishing for
tuna by purse seine vessels in the ETP
is prohibited from December 1, 2002,
through December 31, 2002; (2) no
species of tuna may be on board a purse
seine vessel in the ETP from December
1, 2002, through December 31, 2002;

and (3) any tuna purse seine vessel that
normally fishes in the ETP must be in
port for the month of December 2002,
except that a vessel may transit the ETP
to or from the western Pacific (i.e., west
of 150 W. longitude) as long as there is
an observer on board the vessel who is
acting under the authority of the
International Dolphin Conservation
Program.

Changes from the Proposed Rule

This final rule includes several
changes from the proposed rule to be
more explicit and in detailed
conformance with the IATTC resolution.
Specifically, the requirements that
prohibit ETP tuna purse seine vessels
from possessing tuna and that require
ETP tuna purse seine vessels to be in
port for the month of December are
added as in the IATTC
recommendation. It had not been
thought necessary to include these in
the proposed rule as there was no
reason to expect that these vessels
would not be at port or would possess
tuna in the closure period. However,
these were specific provisions of the
IATTC recommendation and therefore
should be explicit provisions of the final
rule. This should not affect the activity
of U.S. tuna purse seine fishing vessels.
The provision regarding vessels
transiting the ETP was also added for
clarity; this is an ongoing requirement,
but it was specifically included in the
IATTC recommendation and is therefore
included in the final rule. The transit
provision is beneficial for U.S. tuna
purse seine fishing vessels that may
want to deliver western Pacific-caught
tuna to canneries in eastern Pacific
nations or that wish to travel from a
West Coast port to the western Pacific.
These impacts are discussed in the
Classification section.

Comments and Responses

No comments were received during
the comment period for the proposed
rule (67 FR 67139, November 4, 2002),
which ended November 19, 2002.

Classification

This action is authorized by the Tuna
Conventions Act, 16 U.S.C. 951-961 and
971 et seq.

The Chief Counsel for Regulation of
the Department of Commerce certified
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the
Small Business Administration that this
rule would not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. The factual
basis for the certification was published
in the proposed rule. No comments
were received regarding the economic
impacts of this action. As a result, no
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regulatory flexibility analysis was
prepared.

This rule has been determined to be
not significant for purposes of Executive
Order 12866.

The Assistant Administrator for
Fisheries finds good cause, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), to waive the 30—day
delay in the effective date of this final
rule as failure to implement the closure

as recommended by the IATTC could
reduce the ability of the United States
to promote full and complete
compliance with IATTC
recommendations by all parties as well
as non-parties to the IATTC. This would
jeopardize the continued effectiveness
of the IATTC measures to conserve and
manage the stocks under its purview.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 951-961 and 971 et
seq.

Dated: November 29, 2002.
Rebecca Lent,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs,National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 02-30789 Filed 11-29-02; 4:27 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-S
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