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information collection regarding
consumer practices, concerns, and
awareness, specific to meat, poultry,
and egg products.

DATES: Comments on this notice must be
received on or before August 26, 2002.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR COMMENTS:
Contact Lee Puricelli, Paperwork
Specialist, Food Safety and Inspection
Service, USDA, 300 12th Street, SW,
Room 109, Washington, DC 20250-
3700, (202) 720-0346.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Industry Stakeholder Survey.

Expiration Date of Approval: 3 years.

Type of Request: Regular.

Abstract: FSIS has been delegated the
authority to exercise the functions of the
Secretary as provided in the Federal
Meat Inspection Act (FMIA) (21 U.S.C.
601 et seq.), the Poultry Products
Inspection Act (PPIA) (21 U.S.C. 451, et
seq.), and the Egg Products Inspection
Act (EPIA) (21 U.S.C. 1031-1056). These
statutes provide that FSIS is to protect
the public by ensuring that meat,
poultry, and egg products are safe,
wholesome, unadulterated, and
properly labeled and packaged.

Executive Order 12866, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), and
the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996
(SBREFA) direct Federal agencies to
conduct regulatory impact analysis, and
to consider flexible regulatory
approaches. In order to perform these
mandatory analyses it is often necessary
to survey regulated industry to
determine existing practices, and the
changes in those practices, likely under
various policy options.

FSIS is seeking OMB clearance to
conduct surveys to implement
Executive Order 12866, RFA, and
SBREFA. Participation in the surveys
will be voluntary. FSIS will use the
information gathered from these surveys
to identify current business practices.
FSIS projects 1 survey per year, with a
sample of about 200 to 1,000
respondents for each mail survey. FSIS
will target the questions to the
appropriate sample population to
reduce response burden.

Estimate of Burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average V2
hour per response.

Respondents: regulated industry,
health and science professionals,
consumers.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
3000.

Estimated Number of Responses per
Respondent: 1.

Estimated Total Annual Burden on
Respondents: 1500 hours.

Copies of this information collection
assessment can be obtained from Lee
Puricelli. See ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
OR COMMENTS.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of FSIS’ functions, including whether
the information will have practical
utility; (b) the accuracy of FSIS’ estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(c) ways to enhance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
thorough use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques, or
other forms of information technology.
Comments may be sent to both Lee
Puricelli at the address provided above,
and the Desk Officer for Agriculture,
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Washington, DC 20253.

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Additional Public Notification

Public awareness of all segments of
rulemaking and policy development is
important. Consequently, in an effort to
better ensure that minorities, women,
and persons with disabilities are aware
of this notice, FSIS will announce it and
make copies of this Federal Register
publication available through the FSIS
Constituent Update. FSIS provides a
weekly Constituent Update, which is
communicated via Listserv, a free e-mail
subscription service. In addition, the
update is available on-line through the
FSIS web page located at http://
www.fsis.usda.gov. The update is used
to provide information regarding FSIS
policies, procedures, regulations,
Federal Register notices, FSIS public
meetings, recalls, and any other types of
information that could effect or would
be of interest to our constituents/
stakeholders. The constituent Listserv
consists of industry, trade, and farm
groups, consumer interest groups, allied
health professionals, scientific
professionals, and other individuals that
have requested to be included. Through
the Listerv and web page, FSIS is able
to provide information to a much
broader, more diverse audience.

For more information contact the
Congressional and Public Affairs Office,
at (202) 720-9113. To be added to the
free e-mail subscription service
(Listserv) go to the “Constituent

Update” page on the FSIS web site at
http://www.fsis.usda.gov/oa/update/
update.htm. Click on the “Subscribe to
the Constituent Update Listserv’ link,
then fill out and submit the form.

Done at Washington DC, on May 31, 2002.
William J. Hudnall,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 02—16194 Filed 6—26—02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3410-DM—P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Manti-La Sal National Forest, Utah Oak
Creek Ridge Aspen Project

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

SUMMARY: The Forest Service will
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) to document the
analysis and disclose the environmental
impacts of proposed actions to:

1. Harvest approximately 1 MMBF of
aspen/mixed conifer on approximately
125 acres. Burning of slash
concentrations and fencing will follow
treatment.

2. Chainsaw fell conifers on
approximately 75 acres of existing
young aspen stands.

3. Reconstruction (culvert
replacement) of approximately 2.5 miles
FDR 138.

DATES: Comments concerning the scope
of the analysis must be received by
August 1, 2002. The draft environmental
impact statement is expected October
2002 and the final environmental
impact statement is expected March
2003.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Diane M. Cote, Sanpete Ranger District,
Manti-LaSal National Forest, 540 North
Main, Emphraim, Utah 84627,
dcote@fs.fed.us.

For further information, mail
correspondence to: Diane M. Cote,
Sanpete Ranger District, Manti-LaSal
National Forest, 540 North Main,
Ephraim, Utah 84627, dcote@fs.fed.us.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: See
above addresses:

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Oak
Ridge Project area includes portions of
the Oak Creek and Dry Creek. These
areas are managed as Range (RNG)
under the Manti-La Sal National Forest
Land and Resource Management Plan
(USDA, 1986).

The project area encompasses
approximately 615 total acres. The
project area contains about 463 acres of
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aspen and aspen/mixed conifer types
that could be silviculturally treated to
provide a more diverse ecosystem.
Drainages within the project area
include Dry and Oak Creek. The Oak
Creek Inventories Roadless Area is
within and adjacent to the project area.
Approximately 125 acres of the
proposed treatments are within the Oak
Creek Inventoried Roadless Area.

Forest development road (FDR) 50138
provides access through the area and to
a parcel of state owned land. The
proposed treatment units are adjacent to
this road. This proposal has been
developed through consultation with
Forest Service specialists, and other
individuals and agencies with interest
in the resources of the area.

Purpose and Need for Action

Purpose #1—Move towards
restoration of the ecological structure,
function, processes, and composition of
the aspen component of the landscape.

Need: Eighty-three percent of the
aspen/mixed conifer stands (463 acres)
in the Oak Creek Ridge Project Area are
in a mid-aged to mature condition, the
other 75 acres is in a young structural
stage. Conifers are encroaching in these
aspen stands and crowding the shade-
intolerant aspen. Fire exclusion and
lack of any alternate regeneration
treatment over the past 100 years has
caused the decline of these stands and
changed the distribution of the
structural stages. Converting the mature
aspen/mixed conifer stands to a
seedling/sapling structure will move the
project area closer to the desired future
condition discussed in the NFMA
(National Forest Management Act)
analysis.

Proposed Action

1. Harvest approximately 1 MMBF of
aspen/mixed conifer on approximately
125 acres. Burning of slash
concentrations and fencing will follow
treatment.

2. Chainsaw fell conifers on
approximately 75 acres of existing
young aspen stands.

3. Reconstruction (culvert
replacement) of approximately 2.5 miles
FDR (Forest Development Road) 138.

Possible Alternatives

No additional alternatives other than
“No Action” have been identified at this
time.

Responsible Official

The Forest Supervisor, Elaine Zieroth
is the responsible official for this
project. The Forest Supervisor’s office of
the Manti-La Sal National Forest is
located at 599 West Price River Drive,

Price, Utah 84501, phone: 435-637—
2817.

Nature of Decision To Be Made

The Forest Supervisor of the Manti-
LaSal must decide whether to conduct
vegetation management activities now
or to defer management until a later
time.

If she decides to apply vegetation
management activities now, she must
decide the following specific
management activities:

* Which acres to treat

* What, if any, acres to treat with
harvest

* What, if any, acres to treat with
conifer removal

* What mitigation and/or monitoring
measures to implement to meet Forest
standards and minimize resource
damage

* Whether to close roads not needed
for resource management.

Scoping Process

Agency representatives and other
interested people are invited to visit
with Forest Service officials at any time
during the EIS process. Two specific
time periods are identified for the
receipt of formal comments on the
analysis. The two comment periods are:
(1) During the scoping process, the next
30 days following publication of this
notice in the Federal Register, and (2)
During the formal review period of the
Draft EIS. 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.

Preliminary Issues

Possible impacts to the Oak Creek
Inventoried roadless Area if the project
is implemented as stated in the
proposed action.

Comment Request

This notice of intent initiates the
scoping process which guides the
development of the environmental
impact statement.

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
August 10, 2002 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: June 21, 2002.

Elaine J. Zieroth,

Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc. 02—-16228 Filed 6—27-02; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Juncrock Timber Sale, Mt. Hood
National Forest, Wasco County, OR
AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
environmental impact statement.
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