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Plan. The following species covered 
under the proposed Plan would not be 
covered under Alternative 3: the vernal 
pool crustaceans, limestone salamander, 
California red-legged frog, giant garter 
snake, bank swallow, tricolored 
blackbird, Buena Vista Lake shrew, 
riparian brush rabbit, riparian woodrat, 
Tipton kangaroo rat, and 11 plant 
species. This alternative would focus on 
those species that are currently Federal 
or State listed and have been identified 
as having more than 2 acres of habitat 
likely to be disturbed by operations or 
maintenance activities each year. 
Avoidance and minimization measures, 
thresholds for implementation of 
avoidance and minimization measures, 
and habitat compensation would be the 
same as the proposed Plan. 

Under the No-Action/No-Project 
alternative, the proposed Plan would 
not be adopted, and a permit pursuant 
to section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA would 
not be issued by the Service. 
Compliance with the ESA would 
continue to be addressed on a case-by- 
case basis. 

Public Comments 

The Service and PG&E invite the 
public to comment on the draft Plan, 
draft EIS/EIR, and draft IA during a 90- 
day public comment period beginning 
on the date of this notice. The comment 
period is opened for 90 days to 
eliminate the need for an extension 
subsequent to the close of the comment 
period. All comments received, 
including names and addresses, will 
become part of the administrative record 
and may be made available to the 
public. 

The Service will evaluate the 
application, associated documents, and 
comments submitted thereon to prepare 
the Final EIS/EIR, HCP and IA. A permit 
decision will be made no sooner than 30 
days after the publication of the final 
EIS/EIR and completion of the Record of 
Decision. 

This notice is provided pursuant to 
section 10(a) of the ESA and Service 
regulations for implementing NEPA, as 
amended (40 CFR 1506.6). We provide 
this notice in order to allow the public, 
agencies, or other organizations to 
review and comment on these 
documents. 

Dated: June 16, 2006. 

Douglas Vandegraft, 
Acting Deputy Manager, California/Nevada 
Operations Office, Sacramento, California. 
[FR Doc. E6–9847 Filed 6–22–06; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[UT–080–06–1310–EJ] 

Notice of Availability of a Final 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Resource Development Group 
Uinta Basin Natural Gas Project, 
Uintah County, UT 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of availability. 

SUMMARY: Under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the 
Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (FLPMA) and associated 
regulations, the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) announces the 
availability of a Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) for the 
Resource Development Group Uinta 
Basin Natural Gas Project proposed by 
the Resource Development Group 
(RDG). 

DATES: A decision on the proposed 
action will not be made until 30 days 
after the date EPA publishes this notice 
in the Federal Register (FR). Written 
comments may be submitted during this 
30-day period. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the FEIS are 
available for public inspection at the 
following BLM office locations: Bureau 
of Land Management, Utah State Office 
440 West 200 South, Suite 500, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84101 and the Bureau of 
Land Management, Vernal Field Office, 
150 South 500 East, Vernal, UT 84078. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephanie Howard, Project Manager, 
BLM Vernal Field Office 170 South 500 
East, Vernal, UT 84078. Ms. Howard 
may also be reached at 435–781–4469. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An 
Environmental Assessment (EA) was 
originally published in February 1999. 
A Decision Record (DR)/Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) was signed 
by the BLM on January 29, 1999. 
Subsequent to its decision, the BLM 
received 12 requests for a State Director 
Review and one request for a stay of the 
DR/FONSI. A stay was issued until 
April 16, 1999 and subsequently 
extended, pending a thorough review of 
the requests received. Those requesting 
the review and stay questioned the 
nature and extent of impacts disclosed 
in the EA and the validity of the DR/ 
FONSI. On May 21, 1999, the DR/FONSI 
was vacated and the proposal was 
remanded to the BLM, Vernal Field 
Office (VFO) for the preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS). 
RDG operators submitted their Proposed 

Action to the BLM on September 10, 
1999, and the Notice of Intent was 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 22, 1999 (64 FR 57122). A 
notice of availability of the Draft EIS 
(DEIS) and a 45-day comment period 
was published in the FR on August 8, 
2003. 

The BLM prepared the FEIS to assess 
the environmental and economic 
impacts associated with natural gas 
development in the Uinta Basin, Utah. 
The FEIS is a complete document. It 
includes Section 7 consultation and 
Biological Opinion from the FWS, plus 
a presentation of substantive comments 
received on the DEIS. The FEIS also 
includes the BLM’s responses to these 
comments and changes to the text in 
response to the comments. Changes 
were made to clarify, correct and/or 
expand information to aid the public’s 
understanding of the proposed project, 
reasonable alternatives and their effects 
of the environment. 

The FEIS analyzes four alternatives 
for managing natural gas development 
on private, State of Utah, and BLM- 
administered lands. 

Alternative 1—The Proposed 
Action—consists of the development of 
423 natural gas wells, access roads, 
support facilities, a transmission 
pipeline, and a compressor station 
within the 79,914 acres project area. 
Alternative 2—Additional Wildlife 
Considerations—would incorporate the 
same construction, operational, 
decommissioning, and reclamation 
components as the Proposed Action, 
with the addition of environmental 
considerations that could require the 
relocation of well pads, roads, and 
ancillary facilities within the lease, or 
restrict development during certain 
periods of the year, or require special 
construction, operational, and 
reclamation methods to reduce potential 
environmental impacts. Alternative 3— 
Additional Environmental 
Considerations—would incorporate the 
same operational components as the 
Alternative 1 and the same 
environmental considerations as 
Alternative 2 as well as the expansion 
of the mule deer winter range protection 
boundary and the application of United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service 
recommended guidelines for raptor 
protection. Under this alternative, 50 
fewer wells would be drilled over the 
life of the project when compared to the 
Alternatives 1 and 2 (i.e., only 373 
wells). Alternative 4—No Action— 
would allow current land use practices 
including existing oil and gas 
production to continue. It was assumed 
that 55 wells would be drilled over the 
20 year life of the project, under the No 
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Action Alternative. The wells would be 
drilled under the Authority of the Book 
Cliffs Resource Management Plan and 
the terms and conditions of oil and gas 
leases already held by RDG. 

The 45-day comment period for the 
DEIS ended on September 22, 2003, 
although agency comment letters were 
accepted after that date. Comments were 
received from 21 individuals and/or 
organizations during public comment 
process. 

Public comments addressed a broad 
range of issues. The issues, with the 
number of comments for each item in 
parentheses, are as follows: NEPA 
process (15), purpose and need (9), and 
alternatives (21) mitigation (39), 
geology/minerals (1), water resources 
(10), air quality (14), soils/watershed/ 
floodplains (3), vegetation (1), riparian/ 
wetland areas (2), wildlife (14), special 
status species (7), cultural resources (7), 
paleontological resources (1), recreation 
(4), wilderness characteristics (7), socio- 
economics (5), and miscellaneous (6). 
Public comments resulted in the 
addition of clarifying text, but did not 
significantly change the analysis of the 
FEIS. 

Consistent with NEPA regulations, (40 
CFR 1503.4(b)), all substantive 
comments on the Draft EIS received a 
response. Substantive comments 
includes those that challenge the 
information in the Draft EIS as being 
inaccurate or inadequate, or which offer 
specific information that may have a 
bearing on the decision. Comments that 
merely expressed an opinion for or 
against the project were not identified as 
a comment requiring a response. In 
cases where the comment was not 
substantive, but appeared to indicate 
that information in the EIS was either 
misunderstood or unclear, a response 
was prepared to clarify the information. 
Comments received on the Draft EIS and 
the responses to those comments are 
found in Appendix A of the Final EIS. 

Based on the information contained in 
the FEIS, consultation with 13 Native 
American Tribes having historical and/ 
or ethnological ties to the Uinta Basin, 
and the information received from the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services, the 
BLM has identified Alternative 2— 
Additional Wildlife Considerations, as 
the Preferred Alternative. 

Dated: April 20, 2006. 

William Stringer, 
Vernal Field Manager. 
[FR Doc. E6–9941 Filed 6–22–06; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations 
and Related Actions 

Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing 
or related actions in the National 
Register were received by the National 
Park Service before June 10, 2006. 
Pursuant to section 60.13 of 36 CFR part 
60 written comments concerning the 
significance of these properties under 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation may be forwarded by United 
States Postal Service, to the National 
Register of Historic Places, National 
Park Service, 1849 C St., NW., 2280, 
Washington, DC 20240; by all other 
carriers, National Register of Historic 
Places, National Park Service,1201 Eye 
St., NW., 8th floor, Washington, DC 
20005; or by fax, 202–371–6447. Written 
or faxed comments should be submitted 
by July 10, 2006. 

John W. Roberts, 
Acting Chief, National Register/National 
Historic Landmarks Program. 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda County 

Havens, Weston, House, 255 Panoramic Way, 
Berkeley, 06000611 

Ladies’ Relief Society Children’s Home, 365 
45th St., Oakland, 06000612 

San Diego County 

Los Penasquitos Historic and Archeological 
District, 12020 Black Mountain Rd., San 
Diego, 06000613 

CONNECTICUT 

Hartford County 

West Boulevard Historic District, Roughly 
along Rodney St., and West Boulevard, 
Hartford, 06000615 

New Haven County Schlaraffia Burg, 715 
Sherman Pkwy—280 W. Hazel St., New 
Haven, 06000616 

FLORIDA 

Broward County 

South Side School, 701 S. Andrews Ave., 
Fort Lauderdale, 06000617 

Leon County 

Florida Governor’s Mansion, 700 N. Adams 
St., Tallahassee, 06000618 

Martin County 

Georges Valentine Shipwreck Site, Offshore 
of the House of Refuge, Stuart, 06000619 

Okaloosa County 

Crestview Commercial Historic District, 
Roughly bounded by Industrial Dr., N. 
Ferdon Blvd., N. Wilson St., and James Lee 
Blvd., Crestview, 06000620 

KANSAS 

Ellis County 
Chestnut Street Historic District, Main, W. 

9th, W 10th, 11th, E 11th, E. 12th Sts., 
Hays, 06000621 

Franklin County 
Historic Ottawa Central Business District, 

Roughly bounded by Marias des Cygnes R., 
S 5th St., Walnut St. and Hickory St., 
Ottawa, 06000622 

Geary County 
Junction City Downtown Historic District, 

Roughly both sides of Washington Ave., 
from 6th to 9th Sts., Junction City, 
06000623 

Montgomery County 
Independence Downtown Historic District, 

Chestnut, Laurel, Myrtle, Main, Maple bet. 
5th and 9th, Independence, 06000624 

Sedgwick County 
Metholatum Company Building, 1300 E 

Douglas, Wichita, 06000625 

MICHIGAN 

Keweenaw County 
Passage Island Light Station, (Light Stations 

of the United States MPS) SW end of 
Passage Is., 3.25 mi NE of Isle Royale, in 
NW Lake Superior, Houghton Township, 
06000632 

MISSOURI 

Buchanan County 
Mount Mora Cemetery, 824 Mount Mora Rd., 

St. Joseph, 06000626 

Howard County 
Hickman, Thomas, House, 10 Research 

Center Rd., New Franklin, 06000627 

St. Louis Independent City 
Pevely Dairy Company Buildings, 3301 and 

3305 Park Ave., St. Louis (Independent 
City), 06000628 

Polar Wave Ice and Fuel Company, Plant No. 
6, 502 LaSalle St., St. Louis (Independent 
City), 06000629 

NEW JERSEY 

Cumberland County 
Ship John Shoal Light Station, (Light Stations 

of the United States MPS) In Delaware Bay, 
3.3 mi. W–SW of Sea Breeze, Sea Breeze, 
06000630 

Hudson County 
Robbins Reef Light Station, (Light Stations of 

the United States MPS) SW Upper New 
York Bay, 2.6 mi. SE of I–78 Interchange 
14A, Bayonne, 06000631 

NEW MEXICO 

Bernalillo County 
Huning Highlands Conoco Service Station, 

(Auto-oriented Commercial Development 
in Albuquerque MPS) 601 Coal Ave. SE, 
Albuquerque, 06000633 

Lea County 
Sewalt, Mathew Elmore, House, 121 E. 

Jefferson Ave., Lovington, 06000634 
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