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zone visible from Washington State 
Highway 20 under each of the three 
action alternatives. 

Depending on the alternative selected, 
there would be up to eight acres of 
unvegetated landscape next to the 
highway in the first year of 
construction. A change in visual quality 
objective to ‘‘Restoration’’ would be in 
effect until vegetation is reestablished. 
Within one season grass is expected to 
cover most of the site and trees and 
shrubs will have been planted. It is 
expected that trees and shrubs would be 
established within five years and the 
area will appear more natural.
DATES: The date the draft EIS should be 
available for comment is April 29, 2005, 
and the date of release of the final EIS 
is expected to be in July 2005. 

Responsible Official 

The Responsible Official is Rick 
Brazell, Forest Supervisor, 765 South 
Main, Colville, WA 99114, phone (509) 
684–7000, fax (509) 684–7280.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Karen Honeycutt, Fisheries Biologist, 
Colville National Forest (see address 
above).

Dated: April 13, 2005. 
Donald N. Gonzalez, 
Acting Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 05–7785 Filed 4–18–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

McNally Reforestation EIS

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

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Agriculture, Forest Service, is preparing 
an environmental impact statement 
(EIS) to re-establish conifers and 
hardwoods in key areas that burned 
during the McNally and Manter fires on 
the Sequoia National Forest.
DATES: The public is asked to submit 
any issues (points of concern, debate, 
dispute, or disagreement) regarding 
potential effects of the proposed action 
by May 23, 2005. The draft EIS is 
expected to be available for public 
comment in June, 2005, and the final 
EIS is expected to be published in 
December, 2005.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to: 
Jim Whitfield, EIS Team Leader, USDA 
Forest Service, Sequoia National Forest, 
900 West Grand Avenue, Porterville, CA 
93257.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jim 
Whitfield, EIS Team Leader, Sequoia 
National Forest, at the address listed 
above. The phone number is (559) 784–
1500. Public field trips will be held to 
allow the public to view the project 
areas prior to a decision on the project. 
Information on the times, dates, 
locations, and agendas for these 
meetings will be provided in local 
newspapers, on the Sequoia National 
Forest and Giant Sequoia National 
Monument Web site, and by direct 
mailings.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

In July and August of 2000 and 2002, 
the Sequoia National Forest and the 
Giant Sequoia National Monument 
experienced two large wildfires that 
burned extensive areas of the forest and 
fragmented important wildlife habitats. 
The Manter fire in 2000, burned over 
74,000 acres and the McNally fire in 
2002, burned over 150,000 acres for a 
total of approximately 224,000 acres. 
Restoration projects were analyzed and 
approved in an environmental 
assessment for the Manter fire area and 
in an environmental impact statement 
for the Sherman Pass portion of the 
McNally fire area. 

Following initial implementation of 
these two decisions, the site conditions 
in portions of the burned areas that were 
already planned for reforestation 
changed. In addition, portions of the 
Chico and Rincon Roadless Areas and 
the Giant Sequoia National Monument, 
which were not dealt with in either the 
Manter or McNally-Sherman Pass 
environmental documents, are in need 
of treatment. In all, surveys indicate that 
up to 8,000 acres will need treatment to 
re-establish desired forest conditions 
within 200 years. Competing vegetation 
and populations of pocket gophers have 
become established at levels that will 
reduce the survival of planted trees. Due 
to the current condition of these areas, 
successful reforestation in a timely 
manner will require planting in some 
areas and may require the use of 
herbicides, pesticides, and rodenticides 
to control competing vegetation, the 
spread of root disease, and the harmful 
effects from gophers. 

Purpose and Need for Action 

The need for management action 
arises when conditions on the ground 
do not meet desired conditions. It is 
important to restore certain burned 
areas of native forest habitat, both 
conifer and hardwood, in order to move 
the land toward its desired conditions, 
as fully described in the Sequoia’s Land 

and Resource Management Plan, as 
amended. The desired conditions for the 
project area are briefly described below: 

(1) Provide forest structure and 
function across old forest emphasis 
areas that generally resemble pre-
settlement conditions, with high levels 
of horizontal and vertical diversity. 

(2) Maintain on re-establish key 
wildlife habitat for species including the 
California spotted owl, northern 
goshawk, and Pacific fisher. 

Conditions on the ground are not 
moving toward desired conditions in a 
timely manner without active 
management, primarily due to 
vegetation competition for water. The 
areas affected by the fires experience 
extended summer drought, typical of 
our Mediterranean climate, and the 
coarse, rocky soils do not hold much 
water. Due to these conditions, moisture 
is the most limiting factor for timely 
conifer establishment and growth in the 
project area. Shrubs, forbs, and grasses 
have colonized and now fully occupy 
portions of the burned areas. Where the 
roots of these competing plants occupy 
the soil profile, very little moisture is 
available to planted or natural conifer 
seedlings unless the competing plants 
are treated in some manner. Experience 
in the Sequoia National Forest, the 
Giant Sequoia National Monument, and 
throughout the region clearly shows that 
successful reforestation of conifers is 
dependent on active management to 
control competing shrubs, forbs, and 
grasses for the first one to five years 
following planting. This allows the 
young conifers to establish and develop. 
Once the planted trees are established 
and their roots well developed, more 
competing plants can be tolerated.

In addition to competing vegetation, 
pocket gopher populations have 
increased in the burned areas. Gophers 
feed on young trees, as well as forbs and 
grasses. In the winter, when other 
vegetation is unavailable to the gophers, 
evergreen conifers become a primary 
source of food. Gophers feed on the 
roots and stems of the trees as they 
burrow underground and through the 
snow. Roots and bark of young seedlings 
are totally stripped away and the girdled 
seedlings die. Even a few active gopher 
colonies per acre can decimate young 
plantations. In order to assure 
successful reforestation where gophers 
are present, it is essential to control 
their populations before planting and 
during the first few years of conifer 
establishment, until the planted trees 
reach a size where they are more 
resistant to damage. 

There are large areas of the fire where 
all or most of the conifers were killed. 
In these areas there will be little or no 
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natural seed available for natural 
regeneration of conifers. In areas where 
natural seed is not available, 
reforestation of conifers will require 
planting for successful regeneration to 
occur in a timely manner. 

Some areas burned in the fire will be 
reforested with hardwood species. In 
some cases, reforesting the burned area 
with native hardwoods will be easier 
than reforesting native conifers due to 
the ability of some hardwood species to 
sprout from roots that remain following 
the fire. 

The tree of heaven, a non-native weed 
tree, is present and expanding its range 
along the Kern River within the 
McNally fire area. It is producing 
abundant root sprouts and creating 
dense thickets, which are displacing the 
native cottonwood/willow forest. 

Proposed Action 
In order to meet the above Purpose 

and Need the Cannell Meadow and Hot 
Springs Ranger Districts propose to 
reforest key areas burned during the 
McNally fire of 2002 and the Manter fire 
of 2000. Approximately 40% of the 
proposed reforestation areas are located 
within roadless areas. The project area 
encompasses approximately 8,000 acres 
and is located in Townships 20, 21, 22, 
and 23 South, Ranges 32, 33, 34, and 35 
East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian 
(MDB&M). The project area is in Tulare 
County, California. 

In order to move toward the desired 
condition for diverse forest habitat, 
reforestation will reestablish conifer and 
hardwood species. Reestablishing native 
forest will be accomplished with a 
combination of planting, natural 
seeding, and sprouting of native trees. In 
addition to reforestation, approximately 
20 acres of non-native, invasive trees 
(tree of heaven) will be eliminated. 

Potential reforestation activities 
include preparing the planting sites to 
improve planting success, planting 
trees, reducing live vegetation that may 
compete with planted or naturally 
regenerated trees, reducing gopher 
populations that may damage or kill 
young conifers, reducing standing or 
down fuels to reduce short and long-
term impacts to regenerated trees, and 
eliminating the invasive tree of heaven. 
Methods may include the use of 
mechanical equipment such as 
excavators and bulldozers for 
masticating or clearing competing live 
vegetation or dead trees and plants; the 
use of ground or aerial equipment for 
applying herbicides; and the use of 
hand-held equipment for planting trees, 
applying herbicides, applying poisoned 
bait to control gophers, applying 
pesticides to cut stumps to prevent the 

spread of root disease, removing 
competing vegetation, piling dead trees 
and plants, and burning undesirable live 
or dead vegetation. 

The analysis will be consistent with 
the Sequoia National Forest Land 
Management Plan (LRMP) as amended 
by the Sierra Nevada Forest Plan 
Amendment, 2004 (SNFPA) and the 
Giant Sequoia National Monument Plan, 
2004 (GSNM).

Preliminary Issues 
Recent experience indicates that the 

use of herbicides, pesticides, and 
rodenticides to control competing 
vegetation and gophers and the need to 
quickly re-establish hardwood and 
conifer habitat are controversial. There 
is also controversy over actively 
replanting an area with conifers, along 
with the associated site preparation and 
release work, versus allowing nature to 
take its course by letting conifers and 
other native trees seed in from residual 
trees. 

Decisions To Be Made and Responsible 
Official 

The decision to be made is whether to 
implement the Proposed Action as 
described above, or to meet the purpose 
and need for action through some other 
combination of management actions, or 
to defer any action at this time. 

The Responsible Official is District 
Ranger David M. Freeland, Sequoia 
National Forest, Greenhorn/Cannell 
Meadow Ranger Districts, P.O. Box 
3810, Lake Isabella, CA 93240. 

Coordination With Other Agencies 
In the preparation of the EIS, the 

Forest Service will consult with the 
State Historic Preservation Office, and 
other federal and state agencies as 
appropriate, as well as Native American 
Tribes. 

Commenting 
Comments received in response to 

this invitation to participate in public 
scoping or any future solicitation for 
public comments on a draft 
environmental impact statement, 
including names and addresses of those 
who comment, will be considered part 
of the public record and will be 
available for public inspection. 
Comments submitted anonymously will 
be accepted and considered. 
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 

granted 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. 

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 that, at 
this early stage, it is very important to 
give reviewers notice of several court 
rulings related to public participation in 
the environmental review process. First, 
reviewers of a draft environmental 
impact statement must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts the agency to the 
reviewer’s position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. 
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 533 (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 (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of these 
court rulings, it is very important that 
persons 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 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.
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Dated: April 13, 2005. 
Arthur L. Gaffrey, 
Forest Supervisor, Sequoia National Forest.
[FR Doc. 05–7788 Filed 4–18–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Notice of Lincoln County Resource 
Advisory Committee Meeting

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

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the authorities in 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Public Law 92–463) and under the 
Secure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (Public 
Law 106–393) the Kootenai National 
Forest’s Lincoln County Resource 
Advisory Committee will meet on 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 at 6 p.m. at the 
Supervisor’s Office in Libby, Montana 
for a business meeting. The meeting is 
open to the public.
DATES: May 4, 2005.
ADDRESSES: Kootenai National Forest, 
Supervisor’s Office, 1101 U.S. Hwy 2 
West, Libby, Montana.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Barbara Edgmon, Committee 
Coordinator, Kootenai National Forest at 
(406) 293–6211, or email 
bedgmon@fs.fed.us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Agenda 
topics include acceptance of project 
proposals for funding in fiscal year 
2006, status of approved projects, and 
receiving public comment. If the 
meeting date or location is changed, 
notice will be posted in the local 
newspapers, including the Daily 
Interlake based in Kalispell, Montana.

Dated: April 12, 2005. 
Bob Castaneda, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 05–7786 Filed 4–18–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

ARCHITECTURAL AND 
TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 

Meetings: Access Board

AGENCY: Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board (Access Board) has scheduled its 

regular business meetings to take place 
in Washington, DC from Monday 
through Wednesday, May 9–11, 2005, at 
the times and location noted below.
DATES: The schedule of events is as 
follows: 

Monday, May 9, 2005 

10:30 a.m.–Noon, Technical Programs 
Committee. 

1:30–3 p.m., Ad Hoc Committee on 
Board Election Process. 

3–4, Briefing on Outdoor Developed 
Areas Rulemaking. 

4–5, Demonstration of the Board’s New 
Web site. 

Tuesday, May 10, 2005 

9 a.m.–5 p.m., Ad Hoc Committee on 
Public Rights-of-Way (Closed 
Session). 

Wednesday, March 10, 2005 

9–10 a.m., Planning and Budget 
Committee. 

10–Noon, Executive Committee. 
1:30–3 p.m., Board Meeting.
ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held at 
the Westin Embassy Row Hotel, 2100 
Massachusetts Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20008.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information regarding the 
meetings, please contact Lawrence W. 
Roffee, Executive Director, (202) 272–
0001 (voice) and (202) 272–0082 (TTY).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At the 
Board meeting, the Access Board will 
consider the following agenda items: 

• Approval of the March 9, 2005 
Board Meeting Minutes. 

• Ad Hoc Committee on Board 
Election Process Report. 

• Ad Hoc Committee on Public 
Rights-of-Way Report. 

• Technical Programs Committee 
Report. 

• Planning and Budget Committee 
Report. 

• Executive Committee Report. 
All meetings are accessible to persons 

with disabilities. An assistive listening 
system will be available at the Board 
meetings. Members of the general public 
who require sign language interpreters 
must contact the Access Board by April 
29, 2005. Persons attending Board 
meetings are requested to refrain from 
using perfume, cologne, and other 
fragrances for the comfort of other 
participants.

Lawrence W. Roffee, 
Executive Director.
[FR Doc. 05–7767 Filed 4–18–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8150–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission For OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

DOC has submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
clearance the following proposal for 
collection of information under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35). 

Agency: U.S. Census Bureau. 
Title: Former Field Representative 

and Enumerator Exit Questionnaire. 
Form Number(s): BC–1294, BC–

1294(D). 
Agency Approval Number: 0607–

0404. 
Type of Request: Revision of a 

currently approved collection. 
Burden: 84 hours. 
Number of Respondents: 645. 
Avg Hours Per Response: BC–1294—

7 minutes, BC–1294(D)—10 minutes. 
Needs and Uses: Field interviewers 

are the foundation of U.S. Census 
Bureau data collection programs. 
Retention of trained field interviewing 
staff is a major concern for the Census 
Bureau because of both the monetary 
costs associated with employee 
turnover, as well as the potential impact 
on data quality. High turnover among 
interviewers can result in a reduction in 
the quality of data collected, as well as 
increases in the cost of collecting data. 
In a continuous effort to devise policies 
and practices aimed at reducing 
turnover among interviewers, the 
Census Bureau collects data on the 
reasons interviewers leave the Census 
Bureau. The exit questionnaires (Forms 
BC–1294 and BC–1294(D)) are used to 
collect data from a sample of former 
survey interviewers (field 
representatives) and decennial census 
interviewers (listers and enumerators). 

The purpose of the exit questionnaires 
is to determine the reasons for 
interviewer turnover and what the 
Census Bureau might have done, or can 
do to influence interviewers not to 
leave. As the demographics of our labor 
force, the nature of the surveys 
conducted, and the environment in 
which surveys take place continue to 
change, it is important that we continue 
to examine the interviewers’ concerns. 
Information provided by respondents to 
the exit questionnaire provides insight 
on the measures the Census Bureau 
might take to decrease turnover, and is 
useful in helping to determine if the 
reasons for interviewer turnover appear 
to be systemic or localized. 

The exit questionnaires seek reasons 
interviewers quit, inquire about 
motivational factors that would have 
kept the interviewers from leaving, 
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