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Nevada, hydrographic basins 212 and 
167. This activity encompasses private 
and public lands within the Las Vegas 
Valley and Boulder City, Nevada. The 
SEIS will fulfill the needs and 
obligations set forth by the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the 
Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act (FLPMA), and BLM management 
policies. The BLM will work 
collaboratively with the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
Sacramento District and interested 
parties to identify any local concerns. 
The public scoping process will help 
identify issues and concerns including 
an evaluation of the existing Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
for the Flood Control Master Plan in the 
context of the needs and interests of the 
public.

DATES: This notice initiates the public 
scoping process. Comments and 
concerns on issues can be submitted in 
writing to the address listed below and 
will be accepted throughout the 30-day 
scoping period. All public meetings will 
be announced through the local news 
media, newsletters, and the BLM web 
site at www.blm.nv.gov at least 15 days 
prior to the event. The minutes and list 
of attendees for each meeting will be 
available to the public and open for 30 
days to any participant who wishes to 
clarify the views they expressed. 

Public Participation: Public meetings 
will be held throughout the SEIS 
scoping and preparation period. Public 
scoping meetings will be held from 6–
8 p.m. Pacific standard time on January 
22, 2003, at the CCRFCD, RTC Building, 
Room 108, 600 S. Grand Central 
Parkway, Las Vegas, Nevada 89106; and 
on January 23, 2003, from 6–8 p.m. 
Pacific standard time at the Henderson 
Convention Center and Visitors Bureau, 
200 Water Street, Henderson, Nevada 
89015. Early participation is encouraged 
and will provide guidance and 
suggestions for the future management 
of flood control facilities within the Las 
Vegas Valley. In addition to the ongoing 
public participation process, formal 
opportunities for public participation 
will be provided upon publication of 
the BLM draft SEIS.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be sent to the Bureau of Land 
Management, Las Vegas Field Office, 
4701 North Torrey Pines Drive, Las 
Vegas, Nevada 89130–2301; Fax (702) 
515–5023. Documents pertinent to this 
proposal may be examined at the Las 
Vegas Field Office or the CCRFCD. The 
CCRFCD is located at 600 S. Grand 
Parkway, Suite 300, Las Vegas, NV 
89106–4511. 

Comments, including names and 
street addresses of respondents, will be 
available for public review at the Las 
Vegas Field Office during regular 
business hours (7:30 a.m. through 4:15 
p.m.), Monday through Friday, except 
holidays, and may be published as part 
of the SEIS. Individual respondents may 
request confidentiality. If you wish to 
withhold your name or street address 
from public review or from disclosure 
under the Freedom of Information Act, 
you must state this prominently at the 
beginning of your written comment. 
Such requests will be honored to the 
extent allowed by law. All submissions 
from organizations and businesses, and 
from individuals identifying themselves 
as representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses, will be 
available for public inspection in their 
entirety.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information and/or to have your 
name added to our mailing list, contact 
Jeffrey Steinmetz, BLM, Las Vegas Field 
Office, Telephone (702) 515–5097; e-
mail jsteinme@blm.gov, or Anna 
Wharton, at (702) 515–5095: e-mail 
awharton@blm.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
changing needs and interests of the 
public and the growth within the Las 
Vegas Valley necessitates a revision to 
the Flood Control Master Plan FEIS 
published in 1991 for the Las Vegas 
Field Office and CCRFCD. Preliminary 
issues and management concerns have 
been identified by BLM and CCRFCD 
personnel, their consultant, and other 
agencies. They represent the BLM’s 
knowledge to date on the existing issues 
and concerns with current management. 
The major issue themes that will be 
addressed in the SEIS include: Impacts 
to surface water hydrology and water 
quality; protection of federally-listed 
species, state-listed species, and BLM 
sensitive species; minimizing impacts to 
air quality; minimizing visibility 
impacts; balancing conflicting and 
compatible land uses; protection of 
cultural and paleontological resources; 
cumulative impacts of the project; and 
the creation of a new project-specific 
analysis procedure for future flood 
control facilities. 

After gathering public comments on 
what issues the SEIS should address, 
the suggested issues will be placed in 
one of three categories: 

1. Issues to be resolved in the SEIS; 
2. Issues resolved through policy or 

administrative action; or 
3. Issues beyond the scope of the 

SEIS. 
Rationale will be provided in the SEIS 

for each issue placed in category two or 

three. In addition to these major issues, 
a number of management questions and 
concerns will be addressed in the SEIS. 
The public is encouraged to help 
identify these questions and concerns 
during the scoping phase. An 
interdisciplinary approach will be used 
to develop the SEIS in order to consider 
the variety of resource issues and 
concerns identified. Disciplines 
involved in the SEIS process will 
include specialists with expertise in 
soils, minerals and geology; hydrology; 
botany; wildlife and fisheries; 
transportation; visual resources; air 
quality; lands and realty; outdoor 
recreation; archaeology; paleontology; 
and sociology and economics.

Mark T. Morse, 
Field Manager.
[FR Doc. 03–594 Filed 1–9–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–HC–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service 

Lake Management Plan/Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, Lake 
Mead National Recreation Area

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to § 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (Pub. L. 91–190, as amended), and 
the Council on Environmental Quality 
regulations (40 CFR part 1500–1508), 
the National Park Service, Department 
of the Interior, has prepared a Lake 
Management Plan and Final 
Environmental Impact Statement 
identifying and evaluating four 
alternatives for Lakes Mead and Mohave 
within Lake Mead National Recreation 
Area. The foreseeable potential for 
environmental impacts, and appropriate 
mitigation, are identified and assessed 
for each alternative. When approved, 
the plan is intended to guide 
management actions during the next
15–20 years.

DATES: Notice of an approved record of 
decision will be published in the 
Federal Register not sooner than 30 
days after the final document has been 
distributed.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement/Lake 
Management Plan may be obtained by 
writing to Superintendent, Lake Mead 
National Recreation Area, 601 Nevada 
Highway, Boulder City, Nevada, 89005, 
or it may be viewed on the Internet at 
www.nps.gov/lame/planning.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jim 
Holland, Management Assistant, Lake 
Mead National Recreation Area, 601 
Nevada Highway, Boulder City, Nevada, 
89005. e-mail: Jim_Holland@nps.gov. 
Phone: (702) 293–8986.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Lake 
Mead NRA General Management Plan 
completed in 1986 establishes land 
based management zones and strategies 
for meeting those goals. Since that time, 
management issues have surfaced that 
have not been adequately addressed or 
resolved in the previous planning 
efforts. These issues relate to the 
increase in recreational use of the lakes, 
visitor conflicts and safety, potential 
impacts on park resources from water-
related recreation and personal 
watercraft use. The overall objective of 
this lake management plan is to improve 
the management of Lakes Mead and 
Mohave, while providing for the long-
term protection of park resources and 
allowing a range of recreational 
opportunities to support visitor needs. 

Proposal: The preferred alternative 
has been modified in the Lake 
Management Plan/Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. There have been 
modifications made to the lake zoning 
and carrying capacity sections and the 
uses allowed in the primitive and 
semiprimitive zones. The temporal 
zoning in Black Canyon and the boating 
in proximity sections of the plan have 
also been revised. 

The Lake Management Plan 
(Alternative C—Preferred) would allow 
for a slight increase in boating levels 
(5,055 boats at any one time). Facility 
expansion could occur at Cottonwood 
Cove on Lake Mohave and at Callville 
Bay, Echo Bay, Overton Beach and 
Temple Bar on Lake Mead. Additional 
public launch facilities could be 
constructed at Eldorado Canyon along 
Lake Mohave and at Stewarts Point on 
Lake Mead. A new road could be 
constructed to provide improved access 
to the north shore of the Boulder Basin 
on Lake Mead. 

The park waters would be managed 
for a range of recreational settings from 
primitive to urban. Five percent of the 
park waters would be managed for 
primitive and semiprimitive settings, 
39% for rural natural, 21% for urban 
natural and 35% as urban park. The 
primitive areas would be managed for 
non-motorized use but would allow 
electric trolling motors and 
semiprimitive areas would be managed 
for flat wake speed or with a 
horsepower restriction. Personal 
watercraft would be prohibited from 
operating in primitive and 
semiprimitive settings but authorized to 

operate in rural natural, urban natural 
and urban park settings. 

Black Canyon would be managed for 
temporal recreational settings with two 
days per week being primitive (no 
motors) and five days per week between 
Labor Day and Memorial Day as 
semiprimitive. In Black Canyon where 
there is a constant river current, the 
semiprimitive zone flat wake restriction 
is replaced with an engine size 
restriction of 65-horsepower or less. 
Between Memorial Day and Labor Day, 
Black Canyon would be managed as 
rural natural allowing generally 
unrestricted boating access five days per 
week (due to the narrow canyon 
environment, houseboats, wake 
boarding and water skiing are 
prohibited). 

In consultation with the States of 
Arizona and Nevada, a 200-foot flat 
wake zone would be established around 
beaches frequented by bathers, boats at 
the shoreline and persons in the water 
or at the shoreline. This is to establish 
a safe shoreline environment for 
shoreline users. The National Park 
Service will work with the respective 
states to develop uniform boating laws 
on Lakes Mead and Mohave and pursue 
mandatory boating education programs. 
Alcohol consumption while operating a 
boat would be prohibited.

Sanitation and public education 
requirements would be implemented 
and a clean-up program initiated. Glass 
beverage containers and styrofoam 
would be prohibited within the park. 
Water quality would be enhanced by 
requiring all boaters camping overnight 
to possess a marine head or portable 
toilet. 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
regulation requiring the marine industry 
to improve the efficiency of engines by 
the year 2006 would be accelerated at 
Lake Mead NRA; requiring exclusive 
use of the new direct injection two-
stroke engines, or equivalent, for 
motorized vessels starting 2012. 

This alternative was identified at the 
environmentally preferred alternative as 
it best meets the requirement of section 
101 of the National Environmental 
Policy Act. It would help provide a 
wide range of beneficial uses without 
degradation and would improve the 
safety of the recreation area. This 
alternative would preserve important 
aspects of our natural heritage while 
providing an environment that supports 
diversity and a variety of individual 
choices. 

Alternatives: Alternative A maintains 
the status quo Lake Mead NRA, as 
described in chapter 3, Affected 
Environment. It provides a baseline 
from which to compare other 

alternatives, to evaluate the magnitude 
of proposed changes, and to measure the 
environmental effects of those changes. 
Under this alternative, management 
would continue to follow the 1986 
General Management Plan zoning and 
capacities. By taking no new 
management actions including the 
promulgation of a personal watercraft 
rule, this alternative results in a 
permanent ban of personal watercraft 
use. 

Alternative B would cap the number 
of boats at any one time at the current 
level (4,393 boats at any one time). No 
facilities would be expanded and no 
new launch ramps would be 
constructed. Ten percent of the park 
waters would be managed for primitive 
and semi-primitive settings. Personal 
watercraft would be authorized to 
operate in the rural natural, urban 
natural and urban park settings. A 100-
foot flat wake zone would be established 
around the shoreline of both Lakes 
Mead and Mohave. Sanitation and litter 
initiatives would be improved but boats 
camping overnight would not be 
required to possess a porta-potty or 
marine toilet. All boat engines including 
personal watercraft would be required 
to meet the 2006 EPA manufacturer 
standards. Upon the approval of the 
plan, all engines not meeting these 
standards would be prohibited from 
operating on the waters of Lake Mead 
NRA. 

Alternative D would provide for a 
greater increase in boating activity 
(5,800 boats at any one time). Facility 
expansion would be similar to 
Alternative C but allow larger increases 
in the marina slip and rental craft 
numbers. None of the park waters 
would be zoned for primitive or 
semiprimitve settings and there would 
be no restriction on personal watercraft 
use. A 300-foot flat wake zones would 
be established around the shoreline of 
both Lakes Mead and Mohave. Alcohol 
consumption while operating a boat 
would be prohibited and glass and 
Styrofoam containers would be 
prohibited. The National Park Service 
would require all Lake Mead and 
Mohave boaters to take a boater 
education course. Boaters camping 
overnight would be required to possess 
a porta-potty or marine head. There 
would be no restriction on the use on 
carburated two-stroke engines. 

Planning Background: The Lake 
Management Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
were prepared by the National Park 
Service (NPS) pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act. A scoping 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register on May 3, 1993. General issues
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and specific concerns already raised 
during previous relevant planning 
processes were provided to the public. 
Over a five-year period a series of public 
scoping and public informational 
meetings were held. Public scoping 
comments were received through this 
entire process. During this scoping 
period, the NPS facilitated over 100 
discussions and briefings to interested 
members of the public, congressional 
delegations, Indian tribes, elected 
officials, other agencies, public service 
organizations, educational institutions, 
and other entities. Over 1,000 letters 
were received concerning the 
management of recreational use of the 
waters of Lake Mead NRA. 

The Lake Management Plan/DEIS—
formally announced for public review 
per notice of availability published in 
the Federal Register on April 19, 2002—
was sent directly to all individuals, 
organizations, and agencies which had 
previously contacted the park; copies 
could also be obtained in the park, by 
mail, at public meetings, and were 
available for review at local and regional 
libraries (i.e., Las Vegas, Henderson, 
Boulder City, Laughlin, Bullhead City, 
Kingman, Overton, Mesquite and St. 
George). Additional copies were sent to 
public libraries in Southern California 
including Needles, San Bernardino, 
Victorville, Barstow, Irvine, Long Beach, 
Northridge and Los Angeles. Finally, the 
complete document was posted on the 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area 
Webpage (http://www.nps.gov/lame/
planning). Written comments were 
accepted through June 26, 2002. 
Approximately 10,000 comments were 
received; of these 6,000 were electronic 
form letters and 1,000 were printed post 
cards; all were duly considered and 
adjustments were made to the draft 
plan. The issues focused on boating 
access, zoning, carrying capacity, 
shoreline wakeless zones and personal 
watercraft use. All written comments 
have been logged, archived and are 
available for public review in the park’s 
research library. 

In order to further foster public 
review and comment, six public 
meetings were held throughout the 
region—all were conducted in 
communities, cities and towns 
neighboring Lake Mead National 
Recreation Area. All meetings were 
conducted in an open house format 
(where participants could view displays 
and talk with park management and 
planning staff). At each of these 
meetings, written comment forms could 
be submitted or oral testimony was 
documented by a court reporter. 
Approximately 750 persons attended 
these meetings and the majority 

submitted written or oral comments. In 
addition, presentations were made 
before the Laughlin Town Board and the 
Searchlight Town Board. 

Decision Process: Subsequent to 
release of the Lake Management Plan/
Final Environmental Impact Statement, 
notice of an approved record of decision 
shall be published in the Federal 
Register not sooner than 30 days after 
the final document has been distributed. 
This is expected to occur by the end of 
December 2002. The official responsible 
for the decision is the Regional Director, 
Pacific West Region, National Park 
Service; the official responsible for 
implementation is the Superintendent, 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area.

Dated: November 25, 2002. 
Jonathan B. Jarvis, 
Regional Director, Pacific West Region.
[FR Doc. 03–118 Filed 1–9–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[USITC SE-03-001] 

Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING:
International Trade Commission.

TIME AND DATE: January 27, 2003 at 11 
a.m.

PLACE: Room 101, 500 E Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20436, Telephone: 
(202) 205–2000.

STATUS: Open to the public.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
1. Agenda for future meetings: none. 
2. Minutes. 
3. Ratification List. 
4. Inv. No. TA–421–2 (Market 

Disruption)(Certain Steel Wire Garment 
Hangers from China)—briefing and vote. 
(The Commission is currently scheduled 
to transmit its determination on market 
disruption to the President on January 
27, 2003.) 

5. Outstanding action jackets: none. 
In accordance with Commission 

policy, subject matter listed above, not 
disposed of at the scheduled meeting, 
may be carried over to the agenda of the 
following meeting.

Issued: January 8, 2003.
By order of the Commission. 

Marilyn R. Abbott, 
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 03–659 Filed 1–8–03; 3:00 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Antitrust Division 

United States of America v. Mountain 
Health Care Proposed Final Judgment 
and Competitive Impact Statement 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act, 
15 U.S.C. Section 16(b) through (h), that 
a proposed Final Judgment and 
Competitive Impact Statement have 
been filed in a civil antitrust case, 
United States of America v. Mountain 
Health Care, Civil Action No. 
1:02CV288–T, in the United States 
District Court for the District of Western 
North Carolina. The Complaint alleges 
that Mountain Health Care (‘‘MHC’’) and 
its participating physicians developed a 
uniform fee schedule and used that fee 
schedule in negotiations with managed 
care purchasers in violation of Section 
1 of the Sherman Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1. In 
order to restore competition, the 
proposed Final Judgment requires that 
MHC be dissolved. Copies of the 
Complaint, proposed Final Judgment 
and Competitive Impact Statement are 
available for inspection at the 
Department of Justice in Washington, 
DC in Room 200, 325 7th Street, NW., 
and at the Office of the Clerk of the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Western North Carolina. The 
documents may also be found on the 
Antitrust Division’s Web site, ltte://
www.usdoj.gov/atr.

Public comment on the proposed 
Final Judgement is invited within the 
statutory 60-day comment period. Such 
comments and responses thereto will be 
published in the Federal Register and 
filed with the Court. Comments should 
be directed to Mark J. Botti, Chief; 
Litigation I; Antitrust Division; United 
States Department of Justice; 1401 H 
Street., NW.; Room 4000; Washington, 
DC 20530 (Tel.: (202) 307–0001).

Constance K. Robinson, 
Director of Operations.

Stipulation 
It is stipulated by and between the 

undersigned parties, by their respective 
attorneys, that: 

1. The Court has jurisdiction over the 
subject matter of this action and over each of 
the parties hereto, and venue of this action 
is proper in the Western District of North 
Carolina. 

2. The parties consent that a Final 
Judgment in the form hereto attached may be 
filed and entered by the Court, upon the 
motion of any party or upon the Court’s own 
motion, at any time after compliance with the 
requirements of the Antitrust Procedures and 
Penalties Act (15 U.S.C. 16), and without 
further notice to any party or other 
proceedings, provided that plaintiff has not
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