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control of existing populations in a cost-
effective and environmentally sound 
manner. In addition, this action will 
provide for restoration of native species 
and habitat in ecosystems that have 
been invaded. The proposed action 
would result in amendments to existing 
National Forest Land and Resource 
Management Plans, which earlier 
incorporated decisions made through 
the 1988 Record of Decision/FEIS for 
Managing Competing and Unwanted 
Vegetation, and the 1989 Mediated 
Agreement. This action would replace 
the portions of the Record of Decision 
and Mediated Agreement that addresses 
invasive species.

Proposed Scoping 
Public participation is an important 

part of the analysis. The Forest Service 
is seeking information, comments, and 
assistance from Federal, State and local 
agencies, tribes, and other individuals 
or organizations who may be interested 
in or affected by the proposed action. 
Comments submitted during the scoping 
process should be in writing. They 
should be specific to the action being 
proposed and should describe as clearly 
and completely as possible any issues 
the commentor has with the proposal. 
This input will be used in preparation 
of the draft EIS. 

In addition to this scoping, the public 
may visit Forest Service officials at any 
time during the analysis and prior to the 
decision. To facilitate public 
participation additional scoping 
opportunities will include: a scoping 
letter, public meetings (dates and 
locations yet to be determined), 
newsletters, and a Web site with address 
(http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/invasiveplant-
eis). 

Preliminary Issues Identified to Date 
Preliminary issues that have been 

identified are: 
• Invasive plant infestations are 

expanding and threatening the health 
and stability of native plant 
communities and ecosystems. 

• The application of herbicides, as 
one potential treatment method, may 
pose risks to human health and the 
environment, including soil, water, 
native plants, fish, and wildlife 
resources. 

Alternatives Considered 
The No Action alternative will serve 

as a baseline for comparison of 
alternatives. This alternative will be no 
change from current management of the 
Forests and will be fully developed and 
analyzed. The proposed action, as 
described above will be considered as 
an alternative. Additional alternatives 

may be developed around the proposed 
action to address issues identified in the 
scoping and public involvement 
process. 

Estimated Dates for Draft and Final EIS 
The draft EIS is expected to be filed 

with the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) and to be available for 
public comment by July 2003. The 
comment period on the draft EIS 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, 
reviewers of the draft EIS 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 objectives that could be 
raised at the draft EIS stage but that are 
not raised until after the completion of 
the final EIS may be waived or 
dismissed by the courts. City of Angoon 
v. Hodel, 803 F. 2d 1016, 1022 (9th Cir. 
1986) and Wisconsin Heritage, Inc. v. 
Harris, 490 F. Supp. 1334 (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 EIS. 

To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the draft EIS should be as 
specific as possible. It is also helpful if 
the comments refer to specific pages or 
chapters of the draft statement. 
Comments may also address the 
adequacy of the draft EIS 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 provision 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (40 CFR 1503.3) in addressing these 
points. 

Comments received in response to 
this solicitation, including names and 
addresses of those who comment, will 
be considered part of the public record 
on this proposed action and will be 
available for public inspection. 
Comments submitted anonymously will 
be accepted and considered; however, 
those who submit anonymous 

comments may not have standing to 
appeal the subsequent decision under 
36 CFR part 215. 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 within a specified 
number of days. 

Comments on the draft EIS will be 
analyzed, considered, and responded to 
by the Forest Service in preparing the 
final EIS. The final EIS is scheduled to 
be completed in December 2003. The 
Regional Forester for the Pacific 
Northwest Region is the responsible 
official and as such will consider 
comments, responses, environmental 
consequences discussed in the final EIS, 
and applicable laws, regulations, and 
policies in making a decision regarding 
this proposed action. The responsible 
official will document the decision and 
rationale for the decision in the Record 
of Decision. It will be subject to Forest 
Service Appeal Regulations (36 CFR 
part 215).

Dated: August 21, 2002. 
Richard W. Sowa, 
Acting Deputy Regional Forester.
[FR Doc. 02–21882 Filed 8–27–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

BROADCASTING BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS 

Sunshine Act Meeting

DATE AND TIME: September 10, 2002; 2 
p.m.–5 p.m.
PLACE: Cohen Building, Room 3321, 330 
Independence Ave., SW., Washington, 
DC 20237.
CLOSED MEETING: The members of the 
Broadcasting Board of Governors (BBG) 
will meet in closed session to review 
and discuss a number of issues relating 
to U.S. Government-funded non-
military international broadcasting. If 
necessary, the Board will reconvene the 
following day to conclude its business. 
They will address internal procedural, 
budgetary, and personnel issues, as well 
as sensitive foreign policy issues 
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relating to potential options in the U.S. 
international broadcasting field. This 
meeting is closed because if open it 
likely would either disclose matters that 
would be properly classified to be kept 
secret in the interest of foreign policy 
under the appropriate executive order (5 
U.S.C. 552b.(c)(1)) or would disclose 
information the premature disclosure of 
which would be likely to significantly 
frustrate implementation of a proposed 
agency action. (5 U.S.C. 552b.(c)(9)(B)) 
In addition, part of the discussion will 
relate solely to the internal personnel 
and organizational issues of the BBG or 
the International Broadcasting Bureau. 
(5 U.S.C. 552b.(c)(2) and (6)).
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION: 
Persons interested in obtaining more 
information should contact either 
Brenda Hardnett or Carol Booker at 
(202) 401–3736.

Dated: August 23, 2002. 
Carol Booker, 
Legal Counsel.
[FR Doc. 02–22125 Filed 8–26–02; 2:40 pm] 
BILLING CODE 8230–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

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

Agency: Bureau of Industry and 
Security. 

Title: National Security and Critical 
Technology Assessment of the U.S. 
Industrial Base. 

Agency Form Number: N/A. 
OMB Approval Number: 0694–0119. 
Type of Request: Extension of a 

currently approved collection of 
information. 

Burden: 24,000 hours. 
Average Time Per Response: 4 hours 

per response. 
Number of Respondents: 6,000 

respondents. 
Needs and Uses: The Department of 

Commerce/BIS, in coordination with 
other government agencies and private 
entities, conduct assessments of U.S. 
industries deemed critical to our 
national security. The information 
gathered is needed to assess the health 
and competitiveness as well as the 
needs of the targeted industry sector in 
order to maintain a strong U.S. 
industrial base. Data obtained from the 
surveys will be used to prepare an 

assessment of the current status of the 
targeted industry, addressing 
production, technological 
developments, economic performance, 
employment and academic trends, and 
international competitiveness. 

Affected Public: Individuals, 
businesses or other for-profit 
institutions. 

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary. 
OMB Desk Officer: David Rostker, 

202–395–3897. 
Copies of the above information 

collection proposal can be obtained by 
calling or writing Madeleine Clayton, 
Departmental Paperwork Clearance 
Officer, (202) 482–3129, Department of 
Commerce, Room 6608, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC 20230. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent 
within 30 days of publication of this 
notice to David Rostker, OMB Desk 
Officer, Room 10202, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20230.

Dated: August 22, 2002. 
Madeleine Clayton, 
Departmental Forms Clearance Officer, Office 
of the Chief Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–21814 Filed 8–27–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–JT–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: Bureau of Industry and 
Security. 

Title: Requests For Appointment Of 
Technical Advisory Committee. 

Form number(s): Not applicable. 
Agency Approval Number: 0694–

0100. 
Type of Request: Renewal of an 

existing collection. 
Burden: 5 hours. 
Number of respondents: 1. 
Average hours per response: 5. 
Needs and uses: The Technical 

Advisory Committees (TAC) were 
established to advise and assist the U.S. 
Government on export control matters. 
In managing the operations of the TACs, 
the Department of Commerce is 
responsible for implementing the 
policies and procedures prescribed in 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 
The Bureau of Export Administration 
provides technical and administrative 

support for these committees. The TACs 
advise the government on proposed 
revisions to export control lists, 
licensing procedures, assessments of the 
foreign availability of controlled 
products, and export control 
regulations. 

Affected Public: Individuals, 
businesses or other for-profit and not-
for-profit institutions. 

Frequency: On occasion. 
Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary. 
OMB Desk Officer: David Rostker, 

202–395–3897. 
Copies of the above information 

collection proposal can be obtained by 
calling or writing Madeleine Clayton, 
DOC Paperwork Clearance Officer, (202) 
482–3129, Department of Commerce, 
Room 6608, 14th and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230. 
Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent 
within 30 days of publication of this 
notice to David Rostker, OMB Desk 
Officer, room 10202, New Executive 
Office Building, Washington, DC 20503.

Dated: August 22, 2002. 
Madeleine Clayton, 
Departmental Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Office of the Chief Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–21815 Filed 8–27–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–JT–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: Bureau of Industry and 
Security. 

Title: Miscellaneous Activities. 
Form Number(s): Not applicable. 
Agency Approval Number: 0694–

0102. 
Type of Request: Renewal of an 

existing collection. 
Burden: 10 hours. 
Number of respondents: 2. 
Average hours per response: 5. 
Needs and uses: On September 30, 

1993, the Secretary of Commerce 
submitted to the Congress a report of the 
Trade Promotion Coordinating 
Committee, entitled Toward a National 
Export Strategy. The report included the 
goal to ‘‘Undertake a comprehensive 
review of the Export Administration 
Regulations to simplify, clarify, and 
make the regulations more user-
friendly’’. To carry out this 
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