
35225Federal Register / Vol. 66, No. 128 / Tuesday, July 3, 2001 / Notices

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton, Wool and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in the Philippines

June 27, 2001.
AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).
ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 3, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Naomi Freeman, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482–4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port,
call (202) 927–5850, or refer to the U.S.
Customs website at http://
www.customs.ustreas.gov. For
information on embargoes and quota re-
openings, refer to the Office of Textiles
and Apparel website at http://
otexa.ita.doc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural

Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being increased for the
recrediting of unused carryforward.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 65 FR 82328,
published on December 28, 2000). Also
see 65 FR 69742, published on
November 20, 2000.

D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

June 27, 2001.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC

20229.
Dear Commissioner: This directive

amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 14, 2000, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool and
man–made fiber textiles and textile products
and silk blend and other vegetable fiber

apparel, produced or manufactured in the
Philippines and exported during the twelve-
month period which began on January 1,
2001 and extends through December 31,
2001.

Effective on, July 3, 2001, you are directed
to increase the limits for the following
categories, as provided for under the Uruguay
Round Agreement on Textiles and Clothing:

Category Adjusted twelve-month
limit 1

Levels in Group I
338/339 .................... 3,260,602 dozen.
351/651 .................... 973,889 dozen.
433 ........................... 4,129 dozen.
638/639 .................... 2,847,072 dozen.

1 The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 2000.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,
D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.
[FR Doc.01–16701 Filed 7–2–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DR–S

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

AGENCY: Office of the Under Secretary of
Defense (Personnel and Readiness),
DOD.
ACTION: Notice.

In compliance with Section
3506(c)(2)(A) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the Office of the
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel
and Readiness) announces the following
proposed reinstatement of a public
information collection and seeks public
comment on the provisions thereof.
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 burden of the
proposed information collection; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by September 4,
2001.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
recommendations on the proposed
information collection should be sent to
the Office of the Under Secretary of
Defense (Personnel and Readiness) (For
Management Policy) (Military Personnel
Policy)/Accession Policy, ATTN: Major
Brenda Leong, 4000 Defense Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20301–4000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request more information on this
proposed information collection or to
obtain a copy of the proposal and
associated collection instruments,
please write to the above address or call
at (703) 695–5529.

Title, Associated Form, and OMB
Control Number: Request for Reference,
DD Form 370, OMB Control Number:
0704–0167.

Needs and Uses: This information
collection requirement is necessary to
obtain personal reference data, in order
to request a waiver, on a military
applicant who has committed a civil or
criminal offense and would otherwise
be disqualified for entry to the Armed
Forces of the United States. The DD
Form 370 is used to obtain references
information evaluating the character,
work habits, and attitudes of an
applicant from a person of authority or
standing within the community.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households, non-profit or other for
profit businesses, non-profit
institutions, local, tribal and state
agencies. Normally, this form would be
completed by responsible community
leaders such as school officials,
ministers and law enforcement officials.

Annual Burden Hours: 12,500.
Number of Respondents: 75,000.
Responses Per Respondent: 1.
Average Burden Per Response: 10

minutes per respondent.
Frequency: On occasion.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Summary of Information Collection

This information is collected to
provide the Armed Services with
specific background information on an
applicant. History of criminal activity,
arrests, or confinement is disqualifying
for military service. An applicant, with
such a disqualifier, is required to submit
references from community leaders who
will attest to his or her character,
attitudes or work habits. The DD Form
370 is the method of information
collection which requests an evaluation
and reference from a specific individual,
within the community, who has the
knowledge of the applicant’s habits,
behaviors, personality and character.
The information will be used to
determine suitability of the applicant for
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military service and the issuance of a
waiver for acceptance.

June 11, 2001.
Patricia L. Toppings,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 01–16678 Filed 7–2–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–08–M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed
Forces Proposed Rule Changes

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Changes to
the Rules of Practice and and Procedure
of the United States Court of Appeals for
the Armed Forces.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
following proposed changes to Rules
13(c), 20 (b) and (c), 21 (b), 24, and 41(a)
of the Rules of Practice and Procedure,
United States Court of Appeals for the
Armed Forces for public notice and
comment:

Proposed Revision to Rule 13(c)

Attorneys

Rule 13. Qualifications to Practice
(a) [Same]
(b) [Same]
(c) Each applicant shall file with the

Clerk an application for admission on
the form prescribed by the Court,
together with an application fee in an
amount prescribed by Court order, and a
certificate from the presiding judge,
clerk, or other appropriate officer of a
court specified in (b) above * * *

(d) [Same]

Proposed Revision to Rule 20(b) and (c)

Rule 20. Form of Petition for Grant of
Review

* * * * *
(b) Form to be used by an appellant’s

counsel. A petition for grant of review
under Rule 18(a)(1) filed by counsel on
behalf of an appellant will be
substantially in the following form:
lllllllllllllllllllll

(Signature of counsel)
lllllllllllllllllllll

(Typed name of counsel)
lllllllllllllllllllll

(Address of counsel)
lllllllllllllllllllll

(Telephone no. of counsel)
(E-mail address, if any)
lllllllllllllllllllll

(Date and manner of filing—see Rules 36 and
39))

(c) An appellant or counsel on behalf
of an appellant shall file a petition for

grant of review in the manner and
within the time limits set forth in Rule
19(a). Upon receipt, the Clerk shall stamp
the petition indicating the date it was
received and, if filed by mail under Rule
36(c), shall retain the envelope showing the
postmark thereon.

Proposed Revision to Rule 21(b)

Rule 21. Supplement to Petition for
Grant of Review

(a) Review on petition for grant of
review requires a showing of good
cause. Good cause must be shown by
the appellant in the supplement to the
petition, which shall state with
particularity the error(s) claimed to be
materially prejudicial to the substantial
rights of the appellant. See Article 59(a),
UCMJ, 10 USC § 859(a).

(b) The supplement to the petition
shall be filed in accordance with the
applicable time limit set forth in Rule
19(a)(5)(A) or (B), shall include an
Appendix required by Rule 24(a), shall
conform to the provisions of Rules
24(b), 35A, and 37, and shall contain:

(1) A statement of the errors assigned
for review by the Court;

(2) A statement of statutory
jurisdiction, including:

(A) the statutory basis of the Court of
Criminal Appeals jurisdiction;

(B) the statutory basis upon which
this Court’s jurisdiction is invoked;

(3) A statement of the case setting
forth a concise chronology, including all
relevant dates. The chronology shall
specify: (A) the results of the trial; (B)
the actions of the intermediate
reviewing authorities and the Court of
Criminal Appeals; (C) the disposition of
a petition for reconsideration or
rehearing, if filed; and (D) any other
pertinent information regarding the
proceedings, [including, if set forth in
the record, the date when service upon
the accused of the decision of the Court
of Criminal Appeals was effected.];

(4) A statement of facts of the case
material to the errors assigned,
including specific page references to
each relevant portion of the record of
trial;

(5) A direct and concise argument
showing why there is good cause to
grant the petition, demonstrating with
particularity why the errors assigned are
materially prejudicial to the substantial
rights of the appellant. Where
applicable, the supplement to the
petition shall also indicate whether the
court below has:

(A) Decided a question of law which
has not been, but should be, settled by
this Court;

(B) Decided a question of law in a way
in conflict with applicable decisions of

(i) this Court, (ii) the Supreme Court of
the United States, (iii) another Court of
Criminal Appeals, or (iv) another panel
of the same Court of Criminal Appeals;

(C) Adopted a rule of law materially
different from that generally recognized
in the trial of criminal cases in the
United States district courts;

(D) Decided the validity of a provision
of the UCMJ or other act of Congress, the
Manual for Courts-Martial, a service
regulation, a rule of court or a custom
of the service the validity of which was
directly drawn into question in that
court;

(E) Decided the case (i) en banc or (ii)
by divided vote;

(F) So far departed from the accepted
and usual course of judicial
proceedings, or so far sanctioned such a
departure by a court-martial or other
person acting under the authority of the
UCMJ, as to call for an exercise of this
Court’s power of supervision; or

(G) Taken inadequate corrective
action after remand by the Court
subsequent to grant of an earlier petition
in the same case and that appellant
wishes to States; and

(6) A certificate of filing and service
in accordance with Rule 39(e).

(c)(1)Answer/reply in Article 62,
UCMJ, appeals. An appellee’s answer to
the supplement to the petition for grant
of review in an Article 62, UCMJ, 10
U.S.C § 862 (1983), case shall be filed no
later than 10 days after the filing of such
supplement. A reply may be filed by the
appellant no later than 5 days after the
filing of the appellee’s answer.

(2) Answer/reply in other appeals. An
appellee’s answer to the supplement to
the petition for grant of review in all
other appeal cases may be filed no later
than 30 days after the filing of such
supplement, see Rule 21(e); as a
discretionary alternative in the event a
formal answer is deemed unwarranted,
an appellee may file with the Clerk of
the Court a short letter, within 10 days
after the filing of the appellant’s
supplement to the petition under Rule
21, setting forth one of the following
alternative positions: (i) that the United
States submits a general opposition to
the assigned error(s) of law and relies on
its brief filed with the Court of Criminal
Appeals; or (ii) that the United States
does not oppose the granting of the
petition (for some specific reason, such
as an error involving an unsettled area
of the law). A reply may be filed by the
appellant no later than 10 days after the
filing of the appellee’s answer.

(d) The Court may, in its discretion,
examine the record in any case for the
purpose of determining whether there
appears to be plain error not assigned by
the appellant. The Court may then
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