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Responsible Official

S.E. “Lou” Woltering, Forest
Supervisor, Six Rivers National Forest,
USDA Forest Service, 1330 Bayshore
Way, Eureka, CA 95501-3834, is the
Responsible Official for any decision to
authorize grazing, manage rangelands,
or close any allotment on affected
National Forest System lands within the
Six Rivers National Forest. His
decisions and rationale will be
documented in a Record of Decision.

Nature of Decision To Be Made

The Forest Supervisory will make the
following decisions: Whether or not to
authorize cattle grazing in allotments
considered in this analysis and, if so,
the terms and conditions required for
the term grazing permits and AMPs;
and, whether or not to close the Soldier
Creek Allotment, thereby removing its
rangeland from the LRMP suitable
forage base.

Scoping Process

Scoping is the procedure by which
the Forest Service identifies important
issues and determines the extent of
analysis necessary for an informed
decision on a proposed action. The
public is encouraged to comment on
this proposal and is encouraged to visit
with Forest Service Officials at any time
during the analysis and prior to the
decision. The Forest Service will be
seeking information, comments and
assistance from Federal, State and local
agencies and other individuals or
organizations who may be interested in,
or affected by, the proposed action.
While public participation in this
analysis welcome at any time,
comments received within 14 days of
the publication of this notice will be
especially useful in the preparation of
the Draft EIS

Early Notice of Importance of Pubic
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
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 service 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 10186,
1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and Wisconsin
Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. supp.
1344, 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 re 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 EIS 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.

Comments received, including the
names and addresses of those who
comment, will be considered part of the
public record on this proposal and will
be available for public inspection.
(Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22;
Forest Service Handbook 1909.15, Section
21)

Dated: July 30, 2003.

William D. Metz,

Deputy Forest Supervisor, Six Rivers National
Forest.

[FR Doc. 03-19838 Filed 8—4—-03; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Natural Resources Conservation
Service

Rehabilitation of Floodwater Retarding
Structure No. 5 of the Martinez Creek
Watershed, Bexar County, TX

AGENCY: Natural Resources
Conservation Service.

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no
significant impact.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 102(2)(c)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969; the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations (40
CFR part 1500); and the Natural
Resources Conservation Service
Regulations (7 CFR part 650); the
Natural Resources Conservation Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, gives
notice that an environmental impact
statement is not being prepared for the
rehabilitation of Floodwater Retarding
Structure No. 5 of the Martinez Creek
Watershed, Bexar County, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Larry D. Butler, State Conservationist,
Natural Resources Conservation Service,
101 South Main, Temple, Texas 76501—
7682, Telephone (254) 742—9800.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
environmental assessment of this
federally assisted action indicates that
the project will not cause significant
local, regional, or national impacts on
the environment. As a result of these
findings, Larry D. Butler, State
Conservationist, has determined that the
preparation and review of an
environmental impact statement is not
needed for this project.

The project will rehabilitate
Floodwater Retarding Structure No. 5 to
maintain the present level of flood
control benefits and comply with the
current performance and safety
standards.

Rehabilitation of the site will require
the dam to be modified to meet current
performance and safety standards for a
high hazard dam. The modification will
consist of raising the top of dam 3.7 ft
and installing a roller compacted
concrete (RCC) curtain in the auxiliary
spillway. The RCC curtain will be
constructed near the upstream level
section of the auxiliary spillway. A
splitter dike will also be installed in the
auxiliary spillway to decrease the bay
width. All disturbed areas will be
planted to plants that have wildlife
values. The proposed work will not
affect any prime farmland, endangered
or threatened species, wetlands, or
cultural resources.

Federal assistance will be provided
under authority of the Small Watershed
Rehabilitation Amendments of 2000
(Section 313, Pub. L. 106—472). Total
project costs is estimated to be
$1,166,000, of which $842,900 will be
paid from the Small Watershed
Rehabilitation funds and $323,700 from
local funds.

The notice of a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been
forwarded to the Environmental
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Protection Agency and to various
Federal, State, and local agencies and
interested parties. A limited number of
copies of the FONSI are available to fill
single copy requests at the above
address. Basic data developed during
the environmental assessment are on
file and may be reviewed by contacting
Larry D. Butler, State Conservationist.
No administrative action on
implementation of the proposal will be
taken until 30 days after the date of this
publication in the Federal Register.

Dated: July 25, 2003.
Larry D. Butler,
State Conservationist.
[FR Doc. 03—-19825 Filed 8—4—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-16-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-803]

Heavy Forged Hand Tools, Finished or
Unfinished, With or Without Handles,
From the People’s Republic of China:
Second Extension of Time Limit for
Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review on Bars/
Wedges

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of extension of time limit
for final results of antidumping duty
administrative review.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(the Department) is extending the time
limit for the final results of the
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on Bars/
Wedges from the People’s Republic of
China, covering the period February 1,
2001 through January 31, 2002, until no
later than September 2, 2003.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 5, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Martin at (202) 482-3936, AD/
CVD Enforcement, Office 4, Group II,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Ave, NW., Washington, DC
20230.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March
27, 2002, the Department published a
notice of initiation of administrative
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on heavy forged hand tools from the
People’s Republic of China (PRC),
covering the period February 1, 2001
through January 31, 2002. See Initiation
of Antidumping and Countervailing

Duty Administrative Reviews and
Requests for Revocations in Part, 67 FR
14696 (March 27, 2003). The deadline
for the preliminary results of review for
the order on bars/wedges was extended
on October 22, 2002. See Heavy Forged
Hand Tools from the People’s Republic
of China: Extension of Time Limit for
Preliminary Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, 67 FR
64869 (October 22, 2002). The
preliminary results were published on
March 6, 2003. See Heavy Forged Hand
Tools, Finished or Unfinished, With or
Without Handles, From the People’s
Republic of China: Preliminary Results
of Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review of the Order on Bars and
Wedges, 68 FR 10690 (March 6, 2003).
On July 14, 2003, the Department
extended the deadline for the final
results by 33 days, from July 4, 2003, to
August 7, 2003. See Heavy Forged Hand
Tools, Finished or Unfinished, With or
Without Handles, From the People’s
Republic of China: Extension of Time
Limit for Final Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review on Bars/
Wedges, 68 FR 41557 (July 14, 2003).

Extension of Time Limits for Final
Results of Review

Section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (the Act), requires
the Department to complete its final
results of review within 120 days after
the date on which the preliminary
results were published. However, the
Department may extend the deadline for
completion of an administrative review
if it determines that it is not practicable
to complete the review within the
statutory time limit. Section 751(a)(3)(A)
of the Act allows the Department to
extend the deadline for completion of
the final results to 180 days from the
date of publication of the preliminary
results. As a result of the complex issues
involved in this review, it is not
practicable to complete this review by
the current deadline of August 7, 2003.
Therefore, we are now extending the
time limit an additional 26 days, to
September 2, 2003. See Memorandum
from Thomas F. Futtner, Acting Office
Director, to Holly A. Kuga, Acting
Deputy Assistant Secretary, dated
concurrently with this notice, which is
on file in the Central Records Unit,
Room B-099 of the main Commerce
building.

This notice is published in
accordance with section 735(a)(2) of the
Act and 19 CFR 351.210(g).

Dated: July 30, 2003.
Holly A. Kuga,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary, Import
Administration, Group IL.

[FR Doc. 03—19911 Filed 8—4—-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-533-808]

Stainless Steel Wire Rod from India:
Extension of Time Limit for the
Preliminary Results of the
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of extension of time limit
for the preliminary results of
antidumping duty administrative
review.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 5, 2003.
SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(“the Department”) is extending the
time limit for the final results of the
review of stainless steel wire rod from
India. This review covers the period
December 1, 2001 through November
30, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kit
Rudd, Eugene Degnan, or Jonathan
Herzog, AD/CVD Enforcement, Group
III, Office 9, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-1385, (202) 482—0414 and (202)
4824271 respectively.

Background

On January 22, 2003, the Department
published a notice of initiation of a
review of Stainless Steel Wire Rod
(“SSWR”) from India covering the
period December 1, 2001 through
November 30, 2002. See Initiation of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews and Request for
Revocation in Part: 68 FR 3009 (January
22, 2003).

Extension of Time Limit of Preliminary
Results

Section 751(a)(3)(A) of the Act states
that if it is not practicable to complete
the review within the time specified, the
administering authority may extend the
245-day period to issue its preliminary
results by up to 120 days. Completion
of the preliminary results of this review
within the 245-day period is not
practicable for the following reasons:
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