42230

Notices

Federal Register
Vol. 67, No. 120

Friday, June 21, 2002

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
public. Notices of hearings and investigations,
committee meetings, agency decisions and
rulings, delegations of authority, filing of
petitions and applications and agency
statements of organization and functions are
examples of documents appearing in this
section.

JOINT BOARD FOR THE
ENROLLMENT OF ACTUARIES

Meeting of the Advisory Committee on
Actuarial Examinations

AGENCY: Joint Board for the Enrollment
of Actuaries.

ACTION: Notice of Federal Advisory
Committee meeting.

SUMMARY: The Executive Director of the
Joint Board for the Enrollment of
Actuaries gives notice of a meeting of
the Advisory Committee on Actuarial
Examinations (portions of which will be
open to the public) in Washington, DC
at the Office of Director of Practice on
July 1 and 2, 2002.

DATES: Monday, July 1, 2002, from 9
a.m. to 5 p.m., and Tuesday, July 2,
2002 from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
Suite 4200E, Conference Room, Fourth
Floor, East Tower, Franklin Court
Building, 1099 14th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick W. McDonough, Director of
Practice and Executive Director of the
Joint Board for the Enrollment of
Actuaries, 202-694—-1805.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is
hereby given that the Advisory
Committee on Actuarial Examinations
will meet in Suite 4200E, Conference
Room, Fourth Floor, East Tower,
Franklin Court Building, 1099 14th
Street, NW., Washington, DC on
Monday, July 1, 2002, from 9 a.m. to 5
p.m., and Tuesday, July 2, 2002, from
8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

The purpose of the meeting is to
discuss topics and questions which may
be recommended for inclusion on future
Joint Board examinations in actuarial
mathematics and methodology referred
to in 29 U.S.C. 1242(a)(1)(B) and to
review the May 2002 Basic (EA-1) and
Pension (EA-2B) Joint Board
Examinations in order to make

recommendations relative thereto,
including the minimum acceptable pass
score. Topics for inclusion on the
syllabus for the Joint Board’s
examination program for the November
2002 Pension (EA-2A) Examination will
be discussed.

A determination has been made as
required by section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App.,
that the portions of the meeting dealing
with the discussion of questions which
may appear on the Joint Board’s
examinations and review of the May
2002 Joint Board examinations fall
within the exceptions to the open
meeting requirement set forth in 5
U.S.C. 552b(c)(9)(B), and that the public
interest requires that such portions be
closed to public participation.

The portion of the meeting dealing
with the discussion of the other topics
will commence at 1 p.m. on July 1 and
will continue for as long as necessary to
complete the discussion, but not beyond
3 p.m. Time permitting, after the close
of this discussion by Committee
members, interested persons may make
statements germane to this subject.
Persons wishing to make oral statements
must notify the Executive Director in
writing prior to the meeting in order to
aid in scheduling the time available and
must submit the written text, or at a
minimum, an outline of comments they
propose to make orally. Such comments
will be limited to 10 minutes in length.
All other persons planning to attend the
public session must also notify the
Executive Director in writing to obtain
building entry. Notifications of intent to
make an oral statement or to attend
must be faxed, no later than June 26,
2002, to 202-694-1876, Attn: Executive
Director. Any interested person also
may file a written statement for
consideration by the Joint Board and the
Committee by sending it to the
Executive Director: Joint Board for the
Enrollment of Actuaries, c/o Internal
Revenue Service, Attn: Executive
Director N:C:SC:DOP, 1111 Constitution
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20224.

Dated: June 10, 2002.
Patrick W. McDonough,

Executive Director, Joint Board for the
Enrollment of Actuaries.

[FR Doc. 02-15742 Filed 6—20-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Payette National Forest, ID, Proposed
Grouse Creek Road Relocation
AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

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

SUMMARY: The USDA Forest Service,
Intermountain Region, will prepare an
environmental impact statement (EIS)
on a proposal to relocate a 1.5-mile
section of the Grouse Creek Road (Forest
Service Road 50325), Payette National
Forest. The Grouse Creek Road is within
the Grouse Creek watershed, a tributary
to the Secesh River, and is about 25
miles northeast of the city of McCall, in
Idaho County, Idaho. The road
relocation is necessary to improve
existing road related problems and
associated impacts to threatened species
and their designated critical habitat,
while maintaining road access for
public and administrative uses. The
current road is physically located in a
narrow strip of land between two
Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs). The
13,005-acre Crystal Mountain
Inventoried Roadless Area lies
immediately to the west, and the 8,535-
acre Chimney Rock Inventoried
Roadless Area lies to the east. A portion
of the new road would be within the
Crystal Mountain Inventoried Roadless
Area.

DATES: Comments must be received by
July 19, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Send written commentrs to
District Ranger Randy Swick, McCall
Ranger District, Payette Natiional Forest,
P.O. Box 1026, McCall, Idaho 83638, or
Fax (208) 634-0433.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Justin Jimenez at the above address, by
phone at (208) 634—0400 or by email:
Jjjimenez02@fs.fed.us

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose and Need for Action

The purpose of this project is to
remove a direct threat to Endangered
Species Act (ESA) listed fish species
and their designated critical habitat
along a 1.5-mile section of Grouse Creek
Road, while maintaining a viable access
route through the Grouse Creek corridor.

The need for the project is based on
minimizing road related impacts to



Federal Register/Vol. 67, No. 120/Friday, June 21, 2002/ Notices

42231

water quality and fish habitat while
continuing to provide road access. The
Grouse Creek Road is in close proximity
to Grouse Creek in areas of
exceptionally high aquatic diversity and
productivity. Grouse Creek contains
chinook salmon, steelhead, and bull
trout, all of which are species listed as
“Threatened” under the ESA. The
Burgdorf Junction Fire Burned Area
Emergency Rehabilitation (BAER)
Report (2000) indicated that the
Burgdorf Junction Wildlife of 2000 was
stand-replacing within 90 percent of the
Grouse Creek drainage. Post-fire BAER
inventories (2000) identified many road
problems on the Grouse Creek Road.
The Forest Service corrected them
shortly after the fire, with the exception
of the proposed relocation.

The Burgdorf Roads Analysis (2002)
found that the section of road to be
relocated is within Riparian Habitat
Conservation Areas (RHCAs), runs
parallel to Grouse Creek through a steep
canyon, and is resulting in direct
sediment delivery to Grouse Creek from
erosion of road surface and fill material.
Surface erosion and associated sediment
delivery from this section of road is
adversely affecting designated critical
habitat for ESA listed species and is of
particular concern. If the road is left in
its current location, active erosion of
road surface and fill material cannot be
avoided.

Forest Service personnel intensively
reviewed the proposed relocation
alignment on the ground and
determined it best met the objectives of
minimizing impacts to fisheries, while
minimizing encroachment into the
roadless area and providing access in
the Grouse Creek corridor.

The Grouse Creek Road provides
access to an active mine, a seasonally
staffed fire lookout, several trailheads,
dispersed campsites and California
Lake, which provides fishing and
camping opportunities. The Forest
Service has validated the need to
maintain suitable access via the Grouse
Creek corridor based on the information
identified above.

Idaho County has made a RS 2477
assertion on the Grouse Creek Road. The
validity of their claim has yet to be
decided, and early settlement of the
claim is not foreseeable. This limits the
ability of the Forest Service to close the
Grouse Creek Road to vehicle use.

Proposed Action

The Forest Service proposes to
relocate a section of the Grouse Creek
Road (Forest Service Road 50325)
upslope on gentle ground. A 1.5-mile
section of road would be relocated;
currently 1.3 miles of this road is within

RHCAs. This would require 2.9 miles of
new road construction, of which 2.4
miles would be within the Crystal
Mountain Inventoried Roadless Area.
The exiting 1.5 miles of the Grouse
Creek Road and an additional 0.4 mile
of associated unclassified spur road
would be obliterated.

The existing road is located in a
corridor between the Crystal Mountain
and Chimney rock IRAs. The proposed
road relocation would affect a total of
172 acres of the Crystal Mountain
Inventoried Roadless Area, that portion
lying between the new road and the
roadless boundary to the east. To
minimize this effect, Forest Service
proposes to adjust the Chimney Rock
Inventoried Roadless Area boundary to
the west, realigning the IRA boundary
along the new road corridor. The
Payette National Forest Plan (1988)
allocates the portion of the Crystal
Mountain IRA that would be altered to
general forest management, which
allows development including road
construction. The PayetteNational
Forest’s Draft Revised Forest Plan (2000)
proposes to manage the Crystal
Mountain IRA under an Aquatic/
Terrestrial Active Restoration
Management Prescription Category
(MPC 3.2). This proposed action is fully
consistent with that direction.

The proposed road relocation project
would not involve any removal of
merchantable timber; all cleared timber
would be used or left on site. Field
reconnaissance identified very little, if
any, merchantable timber within the
new construction road right-of-way;
therefore, there will be no timber sale
involved with this project.

The proposed action meets recent
Forest Service Manual (FSM) direction
requiring a Roads Analysis before new
road construction or changes in road
management may take place on a
National Forest (FSM 7712.1, 7712.12b,
and 7712.13). FSM 1925.04b, identifies
that it is the responsibility of the
Regional Forester to serve as the
Responsible Official for the following
decision on a road reconstruction
project in an IRA: “road realignment is
needed to prevent resource damage by
an existing road that is deemed essential
for public or private access,
management, or public health or safety,
and where such damage cannot be
corrected by maintenance.” The
proposed action meets the description
above and the Regional Forester has
reviewed the proposed project and
agreed to serve as the Responsible
Official.

This project is a National Fire Plan
Rehabilitation and Community
Restoration Project.

Responsible Official

The responsible official is the
Regional Forester of the Intermountain
Region.

Nature of Decision To Be Made

The decision to be made is whether to
relocate the Grouse Creek Road, and if
so, where the new road segment should
be located.

Scoping Process

The Payette National Forest is
conducting scoping for issues the
Environmental Impact Statement should
address. Comments provided by the
public and other agencies will be used
to develop issues to be addressed. The
public is encouraged to visit with Forest
Service officials during the analysis
prior to the decision.

Preliminary Issues

Preliminary issues identified by the
Forest Service interdisciplinary team
include effects of building a road into an
Inventoried Roadless Area, and short
term effects to threatened and
endangered species associated with road
construction and obliteration.

Public Participation

Public participation will be important
at several points during the analysis,
particularly during scoping of issues
and review of the draft environmental
impact statement (DEIS). This notice of
intent initiates the scoping process,
which guides the development of the
EIS. The scoping process will identify
potential issues and issues to be
analyzed in detail, and will lead to the
development of alternatives to the
proposal.

Comments received in response to
this notice, including the names and
addresses of those who comment, will
be part of the project record and
available for public review.

The second major opportunity for
public input is with the DEIS. The DEIS
will analyze a range of alternatives to
the proposed action, including the no-
action alternative. The DEIS is expected
to be filed with the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) and to be
available for public review in February
2003. EPA will then publish a notice of
availability of the DEIS in the Federal
Register. Public comments will be
invited. The comment period on the
DEIS will be 45 days from the date the
EPA 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,
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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). In
addition, 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
raised by the proposed action,
comments on the DEIS 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 DEIS 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 (FEIS) the Forest
Service will respond to comments
received (40 CFR 1503.4). The
responsible official will consider the
comments, responses, and
environmental consequences addressed
in the FEIS, which is expected to be
completed in May 2003, along with
applicable laws, regulations, and
policies in making the final decision
regarding this proposal. The responsible
official will document the decision and
reasons for it in the Record of Decision.
That decision will be subject to appeal
under 36 CFR 215.

Dated: June 13, 2002.
William S. Werner,

Intermountain Region, Acting Regional
Forester.

[FR Doc. 02-15656 Filed 6—20-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Utilities Service

Basin Electric Power Cooperative;
Notice of Finding of No Significant
Impact

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of finding of no
significant impact.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Rural Utilities Service (RUS) has
made a finding of no significant impact
in connection with a request from Basin
Electric Power Cooperative (Basin
Electric) of Bismarck, North Dakota for
assistance from RUS to finance the
construction of an asynchronous tie that
would connect the eastern and western
transmission grids near Rapid City in
Pennington County, South Dakota.

FOR FUTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Nurul
Islam, Environmental Protection
Specialist, Rural Utilities Service,
Engineering and Environmental Staff,
Stop 1571, 1400 Independence Avenue,
SW, Washington, DC 20250-1571,
telephone (202) 720-1414, Fax (202)
720-0820, e-mail nislam@rus.usda.gov.
Information is also available from Mr.
James A. Berg, Water Quality/Waste
Management Coordinator, Basin
Electric, 1717 East Interstate Avenue,
Bismarck, North Dakota 58501,
telephone (701) 223-0441, Fax (701)
224-5336, e-mail address
jberg@bepc.com.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Basin
Electric is proposing construction of an
asynchronous tie that would connect
the eastern and western transmission
grids near Rapid City in Pennington
County, South Dakota. This project is
known as the Rapid City Tie project.
The Rapid City Tie Project will include
approximately 23 miles of 230 kV
transmission line, a line terminal bay at
the South Rapid City Substation, a line
terminal bay at the New Underwood
Substation, and an asynchronous tie
converter station. The project is located
just south of Rapid City and the
transmission line extends eastward for
approximately 23 miles. The Rapid City
Tie Project is anticipated encompassing
approximately 325 acres of land
including 285 acres for the transmission
line (a 100-foot right-of-way is assumed)
and 40 acres for the converter station.
The project is required to meet the
growing needs for power of Basin
Electric’s membership in South Dakota
and in northeastern Wyoming. RUS may
provide financial assistance to Basin
Electric for this project.

RUS has concluded that the impacts
of the proposed project would not be

significant and the proposed action is
not a major federal action significantly
affecting the quality of the human
environment. Therefore, the preparation
of an environmental impact statement is
not necessary. RUS, in accordance with
its environmental policies and
procedures, required that Basin Electric
prepare an environmental report (ER/
Environmental Analysis) reflecting the
potential impacts of the proposed
facilities. The Environmental Analysis,
which includes input from Federal,
state, and local agencies, has been
reviewed and accepted as RUS”
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
project in accordance with 7 CFR
1794.41. Basin Electric published
notices of the availability of the EA and
solicited public comments per 7 CFR
1794.42. The 30-day comment period on
the EA for the proposed project ended
May 6, 2002. Comments were received
on the EA from the following agencies:
South Dakota Department of
Transportation (SDDOT); South Dakota
Department of Fish, Game and Parks
(SDDFG&P); Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS); United
States Army Corps of Engineers (COE);
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS); and Planning Department,
City of Rapid City (Rapid City PD).
Basin Electric has agreed to follow
Federal, state, and local agency
recommendations (SDDOT, SDDFG&P,
COE, USFWS, NRCS, and Rapid City
PD) and secure all necessary permits
prior to constructing and operating the
proposed project.

Based on the EA and the Basin
Electric’s commitments to follow all
agency recommendations, RUS has
concluded that the proposed action will
not have a significant effect to various
resources, including important
farmland, floodplains, wetlands,
cultural resources, threatened and
endangered species and their critical
habitat, air pollution and water quality,
noise, electrocution of birds. RUS has
also determined that there would be no
negative impacts of the proposed project
on minority communities and low-
income communities as a result of the
construction of the project. RUS
believes that there are no significant
unresolved environmental conflicts
related to this project.

Dated: June 17, 2002.
Blaine D. Stockton,

Assistant Administrator, Electric Program,
Rural Utilities Service.

[FR Doc. 02-15721 Filed 6—20-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-15-P
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