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1. The proposed fuels treatments
would reduce travel corridors for big
game (e.g. elk and deer) and birds and
small mammals (e.g. turkey, grouse, red
squirrels and flying squirrels) by
substantially fragmenting habitat
throughout the project area.

2. The proposed fuels treatments
would remove understory trees and
limbs, which are used by juvenile
goshawks within nest areas and
flammulated owls as roosting habitat.

3. The proposed fuels treatments
would create openings in the forest and
increase sight distance from the homes
within the subdivision into the forest.
This would change the visuals/
aesthetics of the area by reducing or
eliminating the ‘“‘vegetative screening”
that many residents value.

4. Older stands of aspens would be
regenerated and replaced by younger
stands of aspen, reducing and/or
changing the aesthetic value of these
stands. Older trees with large, white
boles would be replaced by thickets of
seedlings and saplings in the short term.
Fall color viewing would also be
impacted.

5. The proposed fuels treatments
would remove young trees and
seedlings from the spruce/fir stands,
resulting in the eventual loss of the
timber stand due to lack of regeneration.

6. The proposed fuels treatments are
too costly to implement.

7. The proposed fuels treatment
would reduce or eliminate understory
vegetation that serves as a barrier to off-
road motorized vehicles, especially by
ATV’s (All Terrain Vehicles).

Comments Requested

Comments will continue to be
received and considered througout the
analysis process. Comments received in
response to this notice and through
scoping, including names and addresses
of those who comment, will be
considered part of the public record of
this proposed action and will be
available for public inspection.
Comments submitted anonymously will
be accepted and considered; however,
those who submit anonymous
comments will not have standing to
appeal the subsequent decision under
36 CFR Parts 215 or 217. Additionally,
pursuant to 7 CFR 1.27(d), any person
may request the agency to withhold a
submission from the public record by
showing how the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) permits such
confidentiality. Persons requesting such
confidentiality should be aware
that,under the FOIA, confidentiality
may be grated in only very limited
circumstances, such as to protect trade
secrets. The Forest Service will inform

the requester of the agency’s decision
regarding the request for confidentiality,
and where the request is denied, the
agency will return the submission and
notify the requester that the comments
may be resubmitted with or without
name and address within a specified
number of days.

Early Notice of Importance of Public
Participation in Subsequent
Environmental Review

A draft environmental impact
statement will be prepared for comment.
The draft EIS is expected to be filed
with the EPA (Environmental Protection
Agency) and to be available for public
review. At that time the EPA will
publish a notice of availability of the
draft EIS in the Federal Register. The
comment period for the draft
environmental impact statement will be
forty-five days from the date the EPA’s
notice of availability appears in the
Federal Register. Comments on the draft
EIS should be as specific as possible and
may address the adequacy of the
statement or the merits of the
alternatives discussed (Reviewers may
wish to refer to the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for
implementing the procedural provisions
of the National Environmental Policy
Act at 40 CFR 1503.3 in addressing
these points).

The Forest Service believes, at this
early stage, it is important to give
reviewers notice of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environmental impact
statements must structure their
participation in the environmental
review of the proposal so that it is
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewers’ position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v.
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978).

Also, environmental objections that
could have been raised at the draft
environmental impact statement stage
but that are not raised until after
completion of the final environmental
impact statement may be waived or
dismissed by the courts. City of Angoon
v. Hodel, (9th Circuit, 1986) and
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490
F. Supp. 1334. 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980).
Because of these court rulings, it is very
important that those interested in this
proposed action participate by the close
of the 45-day comment period so that
substantive comments and objections
are made available to the Forest Service
at the time it can meaningfully consider
that and respond to them in the final
environmental impact statement.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and

concerns about the proposed action,
comments on the draft environmental
impact statement should be as specific
as possible. It is also helpful if
comments refer to specific pages or
chapters of the draft statement.
Comments may also address the
adequacy of the statement or the merits
of the alternatives formulated and
discussed in the statement. Reviewers
may wish to refer to the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for
implementing the procedural provisions
of the National Environmental Policy
Act at 40 CFR 1503.3 in addressing
these points.

In the final EIS, the Forest Service is
required to respond to substantive
comments and responses received
during the comment period that pertain
to the environmental consequences
discussed in the draft EIS and
applicable laws, regulations, and
policies considered in making a
decision regarding the proposal.

The Responsible Official will
document the decision and rationale for
the decision in a Record of Decision.
The final EIS is scheduled for
completion in January, 2003. The
decision will be subject to review under
Forest Service Appeal Regulations.

Dated: May 23, 2002.
Mary Wagner,
Forest Supervisor, Dixie National Forest.
[FR Doc. 02—16708 Filed 7—02—02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Cedar City Ranger District, Dixie
National Forest; Utah; Duck Creek—
Swains Access Management Project

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Forest Service, USDA, will prepare
an environmental impact statement
(EIS) for the Forest Service to
implement proposals within the Duck
Creek—Swains Access Management
Project area, on the Cedar City Ranger
District, Dixie National Forest, 1789 N
Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City, Utah
84720-7769; FAX: (435) 865—3791; e-
mail: psummers@fs.fed.us. This is a
revision in accordance with the Federal
Register stating that a revised notice to
intent is require due to a major change.
The original notice of Intent for this
project was published in the Federal
Register May 21, 2001 (Vol. 66, No. 98,
Pages 27934 to 27936). Six months from
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May 21, 2001 would be November 21,
2001, therefore a revision is required.
DATES: The DEIS is expected to be
available for review by June 2002. The
Record of Decision and Final
Environmental Impact Statement are
expected to be available by September
2002. The comment period on the draft
environmental impact statement will be
45 days from the date the
Environmental Protection Agency
publishes the notice of availability in
the Federal Register.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to
Priscilla Summers, Project Leader,
Cedar City Ranger District, 17789 N
Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City, Utah,
84720-7769; FAX: (435) 865-3791; e-
mail psummers@fs.fed.us. For further
information, mail correspondence to
Cedar City Ranger District, Dixie
National Forest, 1789 N Wedgewood
Lane, Cedar City, Utah, 84720-7769;
FAX: (435) 865—3791; e-mail
psummers@fs.fed.us.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Priscilla Summers, Cedar City Ranger
District, Dixie National Forest, 1789 N
Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City, Utah,
84720-7769; FAX: (435) 865—3791; e-
mail: psummers@fs.fed.us.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose and Need for Action

The purpose of these proposals is to
initiate actions that would improve the
motorized transportation system,
improve habitat for wildlife, and reduce
sedimentation and erosion. The project
area is located approximately 24 miles
east of Cedar City, Utah. The project
would be implemented in accordance
with direction in the Land and Resource
Management Plan (Forest Plan) for the
Dixie National Forest, 1986.

Proposed Action

The proposed action includes:
1. Maintain approximately 222 miles

of road open to motorized vehicle travel.

Approximately 32 miles of this mileage
consists of State Highways 14 and 89,
plus the Mammoth Creek Road. These
three roads are open but restricted to
street legal vehicles only. (This does not
include approximately 61 miles on
private land that would remain open in
the Duck/Swains area.)

2. Provide approximately 35 miles of
motorized vehicle trail by restricting
travel to motorized trail use on
approximately 33 miles of road, and
constructing approximately 2 miles of
new trail. This does not include the
Duck Creek ATV Trail system, which is
8.5 miles.

3. Remove (decommission)
approximately 123 miles of unneeded

road from the Forest Transportation
System close to motorized use, and
restore to a more natural state.

4. Close approximately 178 miles of
road to motorized use, retaining them
on the Forest Transportation System for
forest management or emergency use.

5. Implement a Code of Federal
Regulations Special Order in the Dixie
National Forest Travel Map superceding
the existing order that would change the
wording from: “roads not shown on the
map are open to motorized use unless
posted as closed on the ground”, to: “all
roads are close unless designated open”
in the Duck Creek—Swains Area.

6. Relocate approximately one-half
mile of the Bower’s Flat road out of a
wet meadow.

7. Any new roads (regardless of
origin) inventoried after this proposal
and corresponding decision will be
decommissioned using existing
authority.

These activities would occur over five
years, with the Strawberry Creek and
Swains Creek watersheds implemented
last.

Possible Alternatives

Four tentative alternatives excluding
the Proposed Action and the No Action
Alternative have been developed to
address the issues listed in this notice.
These are:

 Alternative C Responds to Issue
#1—All closed roads would be
decommissioned—301 miles

+ Alternative D responds to issue #2
with 265 miles of road open and 35
miles of motorized trail open.

 Alternative E Responds to Issue #3
with 303 miles of road and 35 miles of
motorized trail open.

 Alternative F Responds to Issues #4
and #5. 193 miles of road and 29 miles
of motorized trail open).

Responsible Official

Mary Wagner, Forest Supervisor,
Dixie National Forest, 1789 N
Wedgewood Lane, Cedar City, Utah,
84720-7769.

Nature of Decision To Be Made

Based on the environmental analysis
in this Draft EIS, the Dixie National
Forest Supervisor will decide whether
or not to retain, close, relocate, or
decommission roads and motorized
trails within the Duck/Swains Area in
accordance with Forest Plan goals,
objectives and desired future
conditions. The Forest Supervisory will
decide whether to implement an action
alternative, a modified action
alternative, or the no action alternative.
If an action alternative is selected, it
may include:

e The miles and location of roads to
retain open;

¢ The miles and location of roads to
close;

e The miles and location of roads to
decommission;

¢ The miles and location of new
motorized trails to construct;

¢ The miles and location of roads to
restrict for motorized trail use;

e The location of a new motorized
bridge across Swains Creek;

* Changing the Code of Federal
Regulations Order to implement closed
unless designated open; and/or

» Mitigation measures and
monitoring requirements.

This decision does not include a
forest plan amendment.

Scoping Process

On May 21, 2001, we published a
notice in the Federal Register (Vol. 66,
No. 98, pgs 27934—27936) soliciting
public involvement in the development
of issues necessary to complete an
analysis of the environmental impacts of
reducing roads in the Duck Creek-
Swains area of the Cedar City Ranger
District on the Dixie National Forest. We
solicited comments on that notice for 45
days and received 184 comments. We
will consider all the comments that we
received in response to our May 21,
2001 notice during the preparation of
the EIS that is the subject of this notice.
Therefore, if you submitted comments
in response to the March 2001 notice,
you do not need to resubmit those
comments in order for the information
provided in them to be considered
during the development of the EIS.

Preliminary Issues

Issues identified to date include the
following:

1. Open and closed roads cause
resource impacts such as fragmentation
and sedimentation.

2. Some of the roads proposed for
closure or decommissioning provide
access to scenic vistas, woodcutting,
picnicking, hunting, and camping.
Closing or decommissioning roads
would eliminate access to these areas.

3. Increasing ATV and OHV use on
the fewer roads left open would not
meet current and anticipated demand
increase would cause the potential for
user conflicts, congestion and
displacement.

4. Use on some roads left open could
cause impacts to goshawk and peregrine
falcon nesting areas, rims, meadows,
and other sensitive areas for wildlife.

5. Existing roads cause changes in
natural drainage patterns by
intercepting subsurface flow, preventing
infiltration and redirecting flow.
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Comment Requested

This notice of intent continues the
scoping process which guides the
development of the environmental
impact statement. On May 21, 2001, we
published a notice in the Federal
Register (Vol. 66, No. 98, pgs 27934—
27936) soliciting public involvement in
the development of issues necessary to
complete an analysis of the
environmental impacts of reducing
roads in the Duck Creek-Swains area of
the Cedar City Ranger District on the
Dixie National Forest. We solicited
comments on that notice for 45 days and
received 184 comments. We will
consider all the comments that we
received in response to our May 21,
2001 notice during the preparation of
the EIS that is the subject of this notice.
Therefore, if you submitted comments
in response to the March 2001 notice,
you do not need to resubmit those
comments in order for the information
provided in them to be considered
during the development of the EIS.

Early Notice of Importance of Public
Participation in Subsequent
Environmental Review

A draft environmental impact
statement will be prepared for comment.
The comment period on the draft
environmental impact statement will be
45 days from the date the
Environmental Protection Agency
publishes the notice of availability in
the Federal Register.

The Forest Service believes, at this
early stage, it is important to give
reviewers notice of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environmental impact
statements must structure their
participation in the environmental
review of the proposal so that it is
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewer’s position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v.
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also,
environmental objections that could be
raised at the draft environmental impact
statement stage but that are not raised
until after completion of the final
environmental impact statement may be
waived or dismissed by the courts. City
of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 1016,
1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and Wisconsin
Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. Supp.
1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of
these court rulings, it is very important
that those interested in this proposed
action participate by the close of the 45-
day comment period so that substantive
comments and objections are made
available to the Forest Service at a time
when it can meaningfully consider them

and respond to them in the final
environmental impact statement.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns on the proposed action,
comments on the draft environmental
impact statement should be as specific
as possible. It is also helpful if
comments refer to specific pages or
chapters of the draft statement.
Comments may also address the
adequacy of the draft environmental
impact statement or the merits of the
alternatives formulated and discussed in
the statement. Reviewers may wish to
refer to the Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations for implementing
the procedural provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act at 40
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points.

Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22;
Forest Service Handbook 1909.15, Section
21.

Dated: May 23, 2002.

Mary Wagner,

Forest Service, Dixie National Forest.

[FR Doc. 02-16709 Filed 7—2—02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

California Coast Provincial Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The California Coast
Provincial Advisory Committee (PAC)
will meet on July 17 and 18, 2002, in
Humboldt County, California. The
purpose of the meeting is to discuss
issues relating to implementing the
Northwest Forest Plan.

DATES: A business meeting will be held
from 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. on July 17, 2002,
at the Forest Supervisor’s Office, Six
Rivers National Forest, in Eureka, CA. A
field tour of the Headwaters Forest
Reserve will be held on July 18, 2002,
from 8:30 a.m. until 3 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The July 17 business
meeting will be held at the Forest
Supervisor’s Office, Six Rivers National
Forest, 1330 Bayshore Drive, Eureka,
CA. The July 18 field tour will begin at
the Bureau of Land Management office,
1695 Heindon Rd., in Arcata, CA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Phebe Brown, Committee Coordinator,
USDA, Mendocino National Forest, 825
N. Humboldt Avenue, Willows, CA,
95988, (530) 934—3316; e-mail
pybrown@fs.fed.us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Agenda
items to be covered include: (1)
Presentation on Salmon Recovery Plan;
(2) Regional Ecosystem Office (REO)
update; (3) Bureau of Land Management
presentation on Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the Headwaters
Forest Reserve; (4) Update on planning
for a Province fire ecology fuels
treatment workshop; (5) Aquatic
Conservation Subcommittee report; (6)
Presentation on working with county
Fire Safe Counsels; (7) Northwest Forest
Plan Implementation Monitoring
scheduling; (8) Options for vegetation
management; and (9) Public comment.
The meeting is open to the public.
Public input opportunity will be
provided and individuals will have the
opportunity to address the Committee at
that time.

Dated: June 16, 2002.
James Fenwood,
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 02—-16731 Filed 7—2—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Opal Creek Scenic Recreation Area
(SRA) Advisory Council

AGENCY: Forest Service USDA Forest
Service
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: An Opal Creek Scenic
Recreation Area Advisory Council
meeting will convene in Stayton,
Oregon on Monday, July 15, 2002. The
meeting is scheduled to begin at 6:00
p-m., and will conclude at
approximately 8:30 p.m. The meeting
will be held in the South Room of the
Stayton Community Center located on
400 West Virginia Street in Stayton,
Oregon.

The Opal Creek Wilderness and Opal
Creek Scenic Recreation Area Act of
1996 (Opal Creek Act) (Pub. L. 104-208)
directed the Secretary of Agriculture to
establish the Opal Creek Scenic
Recreation Area Advisory Council. The
Advisory Council is comprised of
thirteen members representing state,
county and city governments, and
representatives of various organizations,
which include mining industry,
environmental organizations, inholders
in Opal Creek Scenic Recreation Area,
economic development, Indian tribes,
adjacent landowners and recreation
interests. The council provides advice to
the Secretary of Agriculture on
preparation of a comprehensive Opal
Creek Management Plan for the SRA,
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