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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 responsible official will make the 
decision on this proposal after 
considering comments and responses, 
environmental consequences discussed 
in the final EIS, applicable laws, 
regulations, and policies. The decision 
and reasons for the decision will be 
documented in a Record of Decision.

Dated: June 19, 2003. 
Thomas K. Reilly, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 03–16151 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am] 
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environmental impact statement. 

SUMMARY: The Jarbidge Ranger District, 
Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest will 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) on a proposal to 
authorize continued livestock grazing in 
the project area under updated grazing 
management direction in order to move 
existing rangeland, riparian, and forest 
resource conditions toward a set of 
desired conditions. The project area 
includes all Forest System lands 
managed by the Jarbidge Ranger District.
DATES: Comments concerning the scope 
of the analysis must be received by 
August 26, 2003. The draft 
environmental impact statement is 
expected December 2003 and the final 
environmental impact statement is 
expected September 2004.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to 
James Winfrey, Project Manager, 
Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest, 
2035 Last Chance Road, Elko, Nevada 
89801.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information, mail 
correspondence to or contact James 
Winfrey, Project Manager, Humboldt-
Toiyabe National Forest, 2035 Last 
Chance Road, Elko, Nevada 89801. The 
telephone number is 775–778–0229. E-
mail address is jwinfrey@fs.fed.us.

Purpose and Need for Action 
The Jarbidge Rangeland Project was 

identified to address livestock grazing 

and its effects on the overall diversity of 
fish, wildlife, vegetation species, and 
rangeland, riparian and watershed 
condition. While wildlife and natural 
resource management direction has 
been evolving over the last decade, 
livestock management direction and 
practices have been slower to change. 
This project is an opportunity to align 
the livestock management practices in 
the Jarbidge Rangeland project area with 
the specific management direction for 
the other resources in the project area. 

The purpose of the Jarbidge 
Rangeland project is to evaluate current 
livestock grazing practices in relation to 
their effects on other resources and, 
where necessary, adjust those practices 
to maintain or move toward the desired 
environmental conditions. 

Proposed Action 

The Jarbidge Ranger District, 
Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest, is 
proposing to authorize continued 
livestock grazing in the project area 
under updated grazing management 
direction in order to move existing 
rangeland, riparian, and forest resource 
conditions toward a set of desired 
conditions. After scoping and during the 
analysis phase of this project the 
interdisciplinary team (IDT) will use the 
existing rangeland condition and other 
resources to identify where and how 
livestock grazing management practices 
may need to be adjusted to meet the 
desired conditions.

Possible Alternatives 

In addition to the proposed action we 
have tentatively identified two 
additional alternatives that will be 
analyzed in the EIS. 

(1) No Action Alternative: This would 
be continuation of the current grazing 
management. 

(2) No Grazing Alternative: This 
would be not issuing new grazing 
permits when existing permits expire. 

Responsible Official 

Robert L. Vaught, Forest Supervisor, 
Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest, 
1200 Franklin Way, Sparks, Nevada 
89431

Nature of Decision To Be Made 

Based on the environmental analysis 
and disclosure in the EIS, the Forest 
Supervisor will decide whether or not to 
continue grazing on the allotments 
within the Jarbidge Rangeland Project 
area, and, if the decision is made to 
continue grazing, then he will also 
decide which standards, mitigation 
measures, monitoring criteria, and 
modifications, should be applied. 

Scoping Process 

The Forest Service will use a mailing 
of information to interested parties. 
Public involvement will be ongoing 
throughout the analysis process and at 
certain times public input will be 
specifically requested. There are 
currently no scoping meetings planned. 

Preliminary Issues 

The following are some potential 
issues identified through internal Forest 
Service scoping based on our experience 
with similar projects: 

• Livestock grazing has the potential 
to adversely affect water quality and 
aquatic habitat. 

• Livestock grazing has the potential 
to adversely affect soils and vegetation, 
which may result in a decline in 
condition of wildlife habitats, the long-
term availability of forage, and the 
diversity of species. 

• Livestock grazing has the potential 
to adversely affect riparian habitat 
conditions and ecologic function. 

The list is not considered all-
inclusive, but should be viewed as a 
starting point. We are asking you to help 
us further refine these issues and 
identify other issues or concerns 
relevant to the proposed project. 

Comment Requested 

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 45 
day comment period so that substantive 
comments and objections are made

VerDate Jan<31>2003 18:56 Jun 25, 2003 Jkt 200001 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\26JNN1.SGM 26JNN1



38007Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 123 / Thursday, June 26, 2003 / Notices 

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.

Dated: June 23, 2003. 
Robert L. Vaught, 
Forest Supervisor, Humboldt-Toiyabe 
National Forest.
[FR Doc. 03–16143 Filed 6–25–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Bear Hodges Vegetation Project; 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest, Cache 
and Rich Counties, UT

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

SUMMARY: The Forest Supervisor of the 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest gives 
notice of the agency’s intent to prepare 
an environmental impact statement on a 
proposal to harvest mature dense, large 
diameter spruce stands through 
individual tree removal, small group 
selection, and shelterwood with 
reserves. Much of this proposal takes 
place in Utah State University’s T.W. 
Daniel Experimental Forest. This is 
northern Utah’s Wasatch Mountains 
about 10 miles south of the Utah-Idaho 
borders and about 7 miles west of Bear 
Lake. The project area is in the upper 
reaches of the Little Bear and West 
Hodges drainages. The proposal 
addresses lands located primarily in the 
drainages located in Township 13 
North, Range 4 East, Salt Lake Meridian, 
in Sections 15, 21, and 22 of the T.W. 
Daniels Forest and in two other sections 
of the national forest (27 and 28) 
immediately to the south of the land 
under permit to the Daniels Forest. 

The proposed action was developed 
to move the vegetation toward desired 

future condition by regenerating young 
spruce. The proposal is to treat 
approximately 700–800 acres. Access to 
the area will require some new specified 
and temporary road construction.
DATES: Comments concerning the scope 
of the analysis must be received in 
writing by July 21, 2003. A draft 
environmental impact statement is 
expected to be published in September 
2003, with public comment on the draft 
material requested for a period of 45 
days, and completion of a final 
environmental impact statement is 
expected in February, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest, Federal 
building, 125 S. State St., Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84138, Attn: Bear Hodges II.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom 
Scott, Environmental Coordinator, (801) 
625–5404.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Purpose and Need for Action 

The spruce-fir in the analysis area are 
dense, large diameter, mature to old age 
and lacking in regeneration and young 
trees. With this structural pattern in 
place the spruce-fir stands become 
increasingly susceptible to epidemic 
levels of insects and disease. There is a 
need to restore the health of these 
ecosystems and move them towards the 
desired conditions of biodiversity and 
viability expressed in the revised Forest 
Plan (2003). The purpose of the project 
is to restore these systems to regimes 
more closely resembling natural 
patterns of disturbance. A secondary 
purpose to this project is to work 
collaboratively with Utah State 
University and their experimental forest 
to conduct research on silvicultural 
treatments. 

Proposed Action 

The proposal is to thin nearly 600 
acres of the forest to reduce the 
susceptibility to spruce bark beetle 
mortality. Thinning could increase the 
risk of trees being blown down in 
extremely dense clumps of forest. In 
these situations adjustments to the 
thinning method would be made to 
compensate and decrease blow down 
risks. 

About 100 small openings will be 
created across the project area to 
establish spruce regeneration. Openings 
will not exceed 1⁄4 acre in size, and will 
be planted with containerized spruce 
after harvest. A majority of these 
openings will be within the thinning 
units, and the remainder will be in the 
research units. Existing small openings 
will be used whenever possible. 

Clumps of wildlife trees will be 
retained in all units except the research 
units. Clumps will consist of 4–6 trees 
of all species and size classes and will 
be distributed throughout the area. 

On about 150 acres several small 
cutting units will test different spruce 
silvicultural strategies, including single-
tree selection, small group selection, 
and shelterwood with reserves. There 
would be the same number of test 
harvest units for each of the three 
strategies. 

Access to the units will require 
approximately 2 miles of new specified 
road construction, which will be 
stabilized, gated and managed as closed 
to public use traffic following the sale. 
In addition to specified road 
construction, an additional 1.5 miles of 
temporary road will be needed, which 
will be restored to original contour, 
seeded and covered with slash or rocks 
when the project is completed.

Responsible Official 
The Responsible Official is Thomas L. 

Tidwell, Forest Supervisor, Wasatch-
Cache National Forest, 8236 Federal 
Building, 125 South State Street, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84138. 

Nature of Decision To Be Made 
The decision to be made is whether to 

implement the proposed activities listed 
above. 

Scoping Process 
The Forest Service invites comments 

and suggestions on the scope of the 
analysis to be included in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 
In addition, the Forest Service gives 
notice that it is beginning a full 
environmental analysis and decision-
making process for this proposal so that 
interested or affected people may know 
how they can participate in the 
environmental analysis and contribute 
to the final decision. This notice of 
intent initiates the scoping process 
which guides the development of the 
environmental impact statement. The 
Forest Service welcomes any public 
comments on the proposal. 

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’s 
notice of availability appears in the 
Federal Register. It is very important 
that those interested in this proposed 
action participate at that time. To be the 
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