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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.

Responsible Official

As the Forest Supervisor of the
Kootenai National Forest, 1101 US
Highway 2 West, Libby, MT 59923, I am
the Responsible Official, As the
Responsible Official I will decide if the
proposed project will be implemented.

I will document the decision and
reasons for the decision in the Record of
Decision. I have delegated the
responsibility to prepare the EIS to Glen
M. McNitt, District Ranger, Rexford
Ranger District.

Dated: March 15, 2000.
Bob Castaneda,
Forest Supervisor, Kootenai National Forest.
[FR Doc. 00-7282 Filed 3—23-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Mill Creek Timber Sales and Related
Activities, Rogue River National
Forest, Jackson County, OR

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

SUMMARY: On December 14, 1999, a
notice of intent for the Mill Creek
Timber Sales and Related Activities was
published in the Federal Register (64
FR 69691). Further project design,
analysis, monitoring of previous actions
and scoping have identified changes to
the proposed action that will
subsequently change the responsible
official. Analysis has identified the need
to adjust the standards and guidelines
for soil in the 1990 Land and Resource
Management Plan (Forest Plan) for the
Rogue River National Forest. As part of
the decision for the Mill Creek Timber
Sales and Related Activities, an
amendment to the Forest Plan will be
made to make the Forest Plan consistent
with regional policy, standards and
guidelines related to soil quality. An
amendment to the Forest Plan is a
Forest Supervisor’s decision. Therefore
the responsible official for this EIS
changes from the District Ranger to the
Forest Supervisor. In addition, further
analysis and scoping have allowed
clarification of the preliminary issues
and the development of alternatives to

the proposed action. The following
significant issues have emerged. Soil:
activities associated with the proposed
action (harvesting and activity fuels
treatment) may cause direct or indirect
impacts to soils by surface erosion,
compaction, over-land flow,
displacement, puddling, and a loss of
site productivity (organic matter,
nitrogen, water holding capacity, etc.).
Activities in combination with past,
other present and reasonably future
actions may result in adverse
cumulative effects to soils (especially
considering existing skid trails per
activity area and road density) and
known detrimental soil areas. Water
quality: activities may affect water
quality via erosion, sediment
production, and in combination with
past, other present and reasonably
foreseeable future actions may result in
adverse cumulative effects. Vegetation
condition and forest health: activities
may affect the current mix of seral
stages and the long-term health of
forested stands; activities may also
affect the current conditions associated
with root disease, insect populations
(pine and Douglas-fir beetles), blister
rust, and Douglas-fir dwarf mistletoe,
that is affecting the current and long-
term health of forested stands. Wildlife:
activities may affect big game (deer and
elk) wildlife by affected hiding and
thermal cover, and forage ratios (winter
range); activities may affect big game
(deer and elk) wildlife travel corridors
and migration routes and road densities.
Activities may affect terrestrial wildlife
habitat associated with late-successional
or old-growth forests; this could affect
the degree of forest fragmentation and
connectivity. Human social and
economic value: activities may affect
portions of certain (non-inventoried)
“roadless” areas that are currently
unroaded; some people may value them
for their late-succesional (or spirtual)
character. Activities may affect late seral
or old-growth vegetation characteristics;
some people believe such conditions
should be preserved on public lands.
Activities associated with the proposed
action or its alternatives may generate
various economic benefits/costs or
overall present net values, depending on
design.

The range of alternatives being
considered includes a ‘“no-action”
alternative; the proposed action; an
alternative designed to lessen adverse
impacts to current soil conditions; an
alternative that lessens the adverse
impacts to big game cover, migration
routes and connectivity of late
successional stand types; and an
alternative that would defer action in

areas currently exhibiting unentered
character, would defer building
additional roads for harvest access, and
would not commercially harvest large
trees.

DATES: Comments concerning the scope

of the revised analysis should be

received by April 14, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Questions should be directed to Joel

King, District Ranger, Prospect Ranger

District, at 47201 Highway 62, Prospect,

Oregon, 97536, phone 541-560-3400, e-

mail jking/r6pnw__rogueriver@fs.fed.us.
Dated: March 10, 2000.

Gregory A. Clevenger,

Acting Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc. 00-7303 Filed 3—23-00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Helicopter Landing Tours on the
Juneau Icefield EIS 2000, Tongass
National Forest, Juneau Ranger
District, Juneau, Alaska

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service will prepare
an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) to disclose the environmental
impacts of authorizing helicopter
landing tours on the Icefield adjacent to
Juneau, Alaska. A previous Notice Of
Intent (NOI), published on February 3,
identified the analysis and decision
period as extending from 2000 to 2004.
This is the revised NOI for the same
project. The Proposed Action has been
modified by changing the analysis and
decision period to 2001-2005.

The proposed action is to issue
special use permits (2001-2005)
authorizing helicopter tour companies
to land on the Juneau Icefield at
specified locations and conduct tours.
In addition to the regular glacier tours,
this EIS will also analyze the effects of
dog sled mushing tours, glacier trekking
tours, and a combined fixed-wing/
helicopter tour that would land at the
lake at Antler Glacier. The majority of
use would occur between May and
September of each year. Tours would
originate at private heliports and
helicopter flight paths would transit a
variety of private and municipal lands
prior to entering the National Forest.

The proposed action would maintain
the authorized helicopter landings on
the Juneau Icefield at the 1999
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authorized level of 19,039 landings. The
Forest Service continues to seek
information and comments from
Federal, State, and local agencies as
well as individuals and organizations
who may be interested in, or affected by,
the proposed action.

DATES: Comments concerning the scope
of the analysis should be received in
writing by March 31, 2000. A public
meeting was held at the Juneau Ranger
District on February 25 from 2:00 p.m.
until 8:00 p.m. District staff were
available at this open house to explain
the project, accept comments, and
answer questions. The Forrest Service is
also participating with City and
Borough of Juneau Tourism Advisory
and Planning and Policy Committees
who are addressing the noise impacts of
flightseeing tours on the community,
including the proposed helicopter tours,
through a series of public and municipal
meetings.

ADDRESSES: Written comments and
suggestions concerning the analysis
should be sent to Laurie Thorpe,
Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Juneau
Ranger District Office, 8465 Old Dairy
Road, Juneau, Alaska 99801.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laurie Thorpe, Interdisciplinary Team
Leader, Juneau Ranger District Office,
8465 Old Dairy Road, Juneau, Alaska
99801, (907) 586—8800, fax number
(907) 586—8808. Email may be sent to
Ithorpe/r10@fs.fed.us.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose and need for the proposed
action is to meet public demand for
quality guided services which provide
safe access to remote locations on the
Juneau Icefield. Meeting this demand
includes providing for visitor safety and
an appropriate balance between
commercial guided recreation
opportunities and non-commercial, non-
guided recreation opportunities without
unacceptable impacts to other forest
users and resources.

The District Ranger, Juneau Ranger
District, is the official responsible for
authorizing the special use permits that
have been requested. The decision to be
made is whether or not to issue special
use permits for helicopter landing tours
on the Icefield as requested, and if
issued, the authorized locations, levels
of use, and the types of activities. The
District Ranger will also determine any
mitigation measures that will be
required. The no action and proposed
action alternatives will be considered in
the EIS as well as other alternatives
which address significant issues and
satisfy the purpose and need for the
action.

Preliminary issues that have been
identified include helicopter noise
disturbance to residential areas,
wildlife, and ground-based recreation
users.

In 1992 an environmental assessment
and in 1995 an environmental impact
statement were prepared to analyze the
effects of these tours. Comments from
the EA and EIS were used to identify
issues for this EIS. Comments will be
accepted throughout the EIS process
but, to be most useful, should be
received by March 31, 2000.

The draft environmental impact
statement should be available for review
by April 30, 2000. 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 that are not raised until
after the 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 at 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.

The final EIS and Record of Decision
is expected to be released in October,
2000. The Juneau District Ranger,
Tongass National Forest will, as the
responsible official for the EIS, make a
decision regarding this proposal
considering the comments, responses,
and environmental consequences
discussed in the Final EIS, and
applicable laws, regulations, and
policies. The decision and supporting
reasons will be documented in the
Record of Decision.

Dated: March 9, 2000.
Pete Griffin,
Juneau District Ranger.
[FR Doc. 00-7280 Filed 3—-23-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
PEOPLE WHO ARE BLIND OR
SEVERELY DISABLED

Procurement List; Proposed Additions
and Deletions

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase From
People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled.

ACTION: Proposed additions to and
deletions from Procurement List.

SUMMARY: The Committee has received
proposals to add to the Procurement List
commodities and services to be
furnished by nonprofit agencies
employing persons who are blind or
have other severe disabilities, and to
delete commodities previously
furnished by such agencies.

Comments Must Be Received on or
Before: April 24, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
From People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled, Crystal Gateway 3, Suite 310,
1215 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202—4302.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis R. Bartalot (703) 603—7740.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published pursuant to 41
U.S.C. 47(a)(2) and 41 CFR 51-2.3. Its
purpose is to provide interested persons
an opportunity to submit comments on
the possible impact of the proposed
actions.

Additions

If the Committee approves the
proposed additions, all entities of the
Federal Government (except as
otherwise indicated) will be required to
procure the commodities and services
listed below from nonprofit agencies
employing persons who are blind or
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