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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

South Spruce Ecosystem
Rehabilitation Project, Dixie National
Forest, Iron and Kane Counties, Utah

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

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Forest Service, USDA, will prepare
an environmental impact statement
(EIS) for the Forest Service to
implement several proposals within the
South Spruce Ecosystem Recovery
Project area, on the Cedar City Ranger
District, Dixie National Forest. These
proposals include: (1) commercial
timber harvest by salvage, release, and
improvement cuttings, and associated
road construction; (2) burning and
mechanical regeneration treatments of
aspen forests; and, (3) travel
management. Multiple decisions may be
issued upon completion of the analysis;
however, the cumulative effects of all
the proposed actions will be disclosed
in the EIS. The purpose of these
proposals is to initiate actions that
would improve forest health and
diversity, accelerate reforestation, meet
woody debris objectives, and reduce
road densities within the project area.
The project area is located
approximately 15 miles east of Cedar
City, Utah. The project would be
implemented in accordance with
direction in the Land and Resource
Management Plan (LRMP) for the Dixie
National Forest, 1986.

In addition to the management
activities proposed to be implemented,
a site specific amendment to the LRMP
is being proposed. This amendment is
necessary in order to ensure that the
commercial timber harvest proposed
action complies with the LRMP. The
amendment is described below under
Supplementary Information.

The agency gives notice that the
environmental analysis process is
underway. During the analysis process,
an issue surfaced that warranted
disclosure of effects under an EIS. This
issue is the high degree of interest
associated with the potential to alter the
undeveloped character of a portion of
the project area due to vegetative
management treatments.

Interested and potentially affected
persons, along with local, state, and
other federal agencies, are invited to
participate in, and contribute to, the
environmental analysis. The Dixie
National Forest invites written input
regarding issues specific to the proposed
action.
DATES: Written comments to be
considered in the preparation of the
Draft Environmental impact Statement
(DEIS) should be submitted by May 11,
1998, which is at least 30 days following
the publication of this notice in the
Federal Register. The DEIS is expected
to be available for review by June, 1998.
The Record of Decision and Final
Environmental Impact Statement are
expected to be available by November,
1998.
ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to: District Ranger, Cedar City Ranger
District, 82 North 100 East, P.O. Box
627, Cedar City, Utah 84721–0627; FAX:
(801) 865–3791; E-mail:
BrunswicklNancy/r4ldixie@fs.fed.us.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Direct questions about the proposed
action and EIS to Phillip G. Eisenhauer,
Project Environmental Coordinator, by
mail at 82 North 100 East, P.O. Box 627,
Cedar City, Utah 84721–0627; or by
phone at (801) 865–3700; FAX: (801)
865–3791; E-mail: BrunswicklNancy/
r4ldixie@fs.fed.us.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed projects are located in a
52,991 acre analysis area in the upper
drainages of the Parowan, Mammoth,
Panguitch, Asay and Coal Creek
watersheds. Approximately 37,577 acres
of the project area are forested and
15,414 acres are non-forested. The
proposed commercial conifer treatment
areas currently are or will likely be
infested with spruce beetle (Dendrocto-
nus rufipennis). Spruce beetle
populations are at epidemic levels and
have killed millions of spruce trees, on
approximately 19,000 acres within the
project area. In some sites, where spruce
was the dominant overstory, few live

trees remain. Because spruce beetle
populations have been expanding since
the early 1990’s it is likely the
remaining 9,000 acres of spruce forest
will become infested.

The purpose of the project is to
harvest with salvage cuttings
approximately 718 acres of dead, dying,
and high risk Engelmann spruce trees to
recover wood products that would
otherwise be lost, while still meeting
desired resource objectives for standing
dead and down tree material. Minor
amounts of subalpine fir trees (less than
15% of the total removed) would also be
removed with improvement cuttings to
release healthy aspen, spruce or
subalpine fir regeneration, improve
residual stand vigor, or that will likely
be damaged or killed during the removal
of the spruce trees.

Approximately 2,412 acres of spruce
forests that are at moderate to high risk
to spruce beetle infestation that are
located immediately adjacent to infested
areas are proposed for harvest with the
same commercial salvage and
improvement cuttings. These currently
uninfested areas will not be harvested
until they become infested by epidemic
levels of spruce beetles.

On approximately 289 acres adjacent
to sites previously harvested by strip
clearcutting the purpose of commercial
timber harvest is to release or stimulate
aspen regeneration and create a more
natural forest pattern.

Rehabilitation of areas heavily
impacted by bark beetle mortality
through the completion of natural and
artificial regeneration activities would
occur as needed. An estimated 1,625
acres would be planted with spruce
seedlings. Reforestation is essential to
providing for the most rapid progression
toward the desired future condition for
forest cover in the project area.

Regeneration treatment of aspen
forests is also included in this proposal.
Treatments would include both burning
and mechanical (commercial and non-
commercial harvest) with or without
burning. About 9,171 acres of forest are
dominated by aspen in the project area.
Most are being converted to conifers by
natural succession and the lack of fire
in the ecosystem. Most vegetation
management treatments would lead to
an increase in the abundance of aspen,
which is the desired goal for resource
values identified in the project area (ie:
wildlife habitat improvement,
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vegetation diversity, and scenic variety
and color in the landscape).
Approximately 463 acres would be
regenerated.

Travel management is proposed for
portions of the project area. The purpose
of this activity is to restore and
rehabilitate ecological values in areas
where excessive numbers of open roads
exist. Moving these portions of the
project area toward or below the LRMP
guideline of two miles of open road per
square mile will reduce the adverse
environmental impacts associated with
excessive numbers of open roads. A
reduction in open road density will
reduce long-term maintenance costs
while promoting safe, efficient public
travel on the open road system.

Vegetation management treatments
involving commercial harvest, aspen
regeneration, and travel management
would occur on National Forest system
lands located within portions of
Sections 28–33 of Township(T) 35
South(S), Range(R) 8 West(W); Sections
3–17, 20–24, 26–35 of T.36 S., R.8 W.;
Sections 3–10, 15–21, 30–32 of T.37 S.,
R.8 W.; Sections 1, 2, 11–14, 23–26, 35–
36 of T.37 S., R. 81⁄2 W.; Sections 1–6,
8–15, 24–25 and 36 T.36 S., R.9 W.;
Sections 10–16, 22–27, 35–36 of T.37 S.,
R.9 W., Salt Lake City (SLC) Meridian,
Iron County, UT; and, Sections 1–2 of
T.38 S., R.9 W.; and Sections 5–6 of
T.38 S., R.8 W., SLC Meridian, Kane
County, UT.

The transportation system required to
access commercial harvest areas is
largely in place. However, to access all
currently infested stands, approximately
2.6 miles of temporary and specified
road construction would be required.
An additional one half mile of
temporary road is proposed to access
aspen regeneration areas with
commercial sawtimber and non-
commercial fuelwood opportunities. No
road construction is proposed to occur
in areas classified categories one, two or
three under Chief Dombeck’s interim
road policy (36 CFR part 212). A haul
route is proposed through Cedar Breaks
National Monument along existing
roads to facilitate removal of a portion
of the trees removed under the
commercial harvest proposal.

All newly constructed temporary
roads would be obliterated upon
completion of the project, and any new
permanent or systems road would be
physically closed with earth and rock
barriers or gates.

In addition to the vegetation
management treatments, and related
activities, a site-specific amendment to
the Dixie National Forest LRMP is being
proposed for this project. This
amendment is necessary in order to

ensure that the commercial harvest
proposed action is in compliance with
the LRMP. Because of the level of
spruce beetle caused mortality along
state highways and areas designated
semi-primitive recreation management
in the LRMP (2A and 2B), commercial
harvests in these areas may require that
site specific amendments be made
regarding scenic resource management.

The proposed actions would
implement management direction,
contribute to meeting the goals and
objectives identified in the DNF–LRMP,
and move the project area toward the
desired condition. This project EIS
would be tiered to the Dixie National
Forest LRMP EIS (1986), which provides
goals, objectives, standards and
guidelines for the various activities and
land allocations on the Forest. As lead
agency, the Forest Service would
analyze and document direct, indirect,
and cumulative environmental effects
for a range of alternatives. Each
alternative would include mitigation
measures and monitoring requirements.
No alternatives to the proposed action
have been identified at this time,
however, the following four preliminary
issues have been identified: (1) The
presence of log trucks and other heavy
machinery on popular recreation traffic
routes may increase hazards to personal
safety (management indicator: frequency
and timing of logging related traffic); (2)
Prescribed burning associated with
aspen regeneration may generate smoke
concentrations that could pool in urban
areas (management indicator: number of
days expected to exceed guidelines); (3)
The proposed activities may affect areas
the undeveloped character of areas
within the SERP area (measurement
indicator: number of acres altered
within those areas); and, (4) The
proposed harvest levels may not
optimize the recovery of the marketable
value of the wood products
(measurement indicator: percent of
acres harvested of the total available
spruce mortality on suitable and
operable acres).

Hugh C. Thompson, Forest
Supervisor, Dixie National Forest, is the
responsible official. He can be reached
by mail at 82 North 100 East, P.O. Box
580, Cedar City, Utah, 84720–0580.

The Forest Service is seeking
comments from individuals,
organizations, and local, state, and
Federal agencies who may be interested
in or affected by the proposed action.
Scoping notices have been sent to
potentially affected persons and those
currently on the Dixie National Forest
mailing list that have expressed interest
in timber management proposals,
proposals, relating to wildlife habitat

modifications and Forest Plan
amendments. Other interested
individuals, organizations, or agencies
may have their names added to the
mailing list for this project at any time
by submitting a request to: Phillip G.
Eisenhauer, Project Environmental
Coordinator, 82 North 100 East, P.O.
Box 627, Cedar City, UT 84720–0627.

The analysis area includes both
National Forest System land and private
lands. Proposed treatments would occur
only on National Forest system lands. A
permit is required to use the proposed
haul route through Cedar Breaks
National Monument. No other federal or
local permits, licenses or entitlements
would be needed.

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 the DEIS must structure
their participation in the environmental
review of the proposal so that it
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewers’ position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp v.
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also,
environmental objections that could
have been raised at the DEIS stage but
that are not raised until after completion
of the final EIS may be waived or
dismissed by the courts. City of Angoon
v. Hodel, (9th Circuit, 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 the time 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 about 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 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
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Act at 40 CFR 1503.3 in addressing
these points.

Dated: March 25, 1998.

Hugh C. Thompson,
Forest Supervisor, Dixie National Forest.
[FR Doc. 98–8863 Filed 4–3–98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 0224–10–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Grain Inspection, Packers and
Stockyards Administration

Advisory Committee Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–463), notice
is hereby given of the following
committee meeting:

Name: Grain Inspection Advisory
Committee.

Date: May 13–14, 1998.
Place: Kansas City Airport, Marriott, 775

Brasilia, Kansas City, Missouri.
Time: 8:00 am–5:00 pm on May 13; and

8:00 am–11:30 am on May 14, 1998.
Purpose: To provide advice to the

Administrator of the Grain Inspection,
Packers and Stockyards Administration
(GIPSA) with respect to the implementation
of the U.S. Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 71
et seq.).

The agenda includes a tour of the Agency’s
Technical Center and a review and
discussion of GIPSA’s financial status,
moisture meter implementation plan, strategy
for implementing corn protein, oil, and
starch testing, and wheat research results.

The meeting will be open to the public.
Public participation will be limited to written
statements, unless permission is received
from the Committee Chairman to orally
address the Committee. Persons, other than
members, who wish to address the
Committee or submit written statements
before or after the meeting, should contact
the Administrator, GIPSA, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, 1400 Independence Avenue,
SW, STOP 3601, Washington, D.C. 20250–
3601, telephone (202) 720–0219 or FAX (202)
205–9237.

Dated: March 27, 1998.

David R. Shipman,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 98–8729 Filed 4–3–98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410–EN–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;
Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Reviews

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of final results of
antidumping duty administrative
reviews.

SUMMARY: On November 12, 1997, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of its administrative
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on heavy forged hand tools from the
People’s Republic of China. The period
of review is February 1, 1996, through
January 31, 1997.

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on our
preliminary results. Based upon our
analysis of the comments received, we
have changed the results from those
presented in the preliminary results of
reviews.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 6, 1998.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Matthew Blaskovich or Wendy Frankel,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington,
D.C. 20230; telephone: (202) 482–4697
or (202) 482–5849, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise stated, all citations
to the statute are references to the
provisions effective January 1, 1995, the
effective date of the amendments made
to the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended
(the Act) by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce’s (the
Department’s) regulations are references
to the provisions codified at 19 CFR part
353 (April 1997).

Background

On November 12, 1997, the
Department published in the Federal
Register the preliminary results of the
administrative reviews of the
antidumping duty orders on heavy
forged hand tools, finished or
unfinished, with or without handles
(HFHTs) from the People’s Republic of
China (PRC) (62 FR 60684). We received

case and rebuttal briefs from the
petitioner, O. Ames Co., and its
division, Woodings-Verona. We also
received consolidated case and rebuttal
briefs from the respondents. One
respondent also submitted an additional
case brief. The Department has now
completed these administrative reviews
in accordance with section 751 of the
Act.

Scope of Reviews

Imports covered by these reviews are
shipments of HFHTs from the PRC
comprising the following classes or
kinds of merchandise: (1) Hammers and
sledges with heads over 1.5 kg (3.33
pounds) (hammers/sledges); (2) bars
over 18 inches in length, track tools, and
wedges (bars/wedges); (3) picks/
mattocks; and (4) axes/adzes.

HFHTs include heads for drilling
hammers, sledges, axes, mauls, picks,
and mattocks, which may or may not be
painted, which may or may not be
finished, or which may or may not be
imported with handles; assorted bar
products and track tools including
wrecking bars, digging bars and
tampers; and steel wool splitting
wedges. HFHTs are manufactured
through a hot forge operation in which
steel is sheared to required length,
heated to forging temperature, and
formed to final shape on forging
equipment using dies specific to the
desired product shape and size.
Depending on the product, finishing
operations may include shot-blasting,
grinding, polishing, and painting, and
the insertion of handles for handled
products. HFHTs are currently provided
for under the following Harmonized
Tariff System (HTS) subheadings:
8205.20.60, 8205.59.30, 8201.30.00, and
8201.40.60. Specifically excluded are
hammers and sledges with heads 1.5 kg
(3.33 pounds)in weight and under, hoes
and rakes, and bars 18 inches in length
and under. Although the HTS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, our
written description of the scope of these
orders is dispositive.

These reviews cover five exporters of
HFHTs from the PRC, Shandong
Huarong General Group Corporation
(Shandong Huarong), Liaoning
Machinery Import & Export Corporation
(LMC), Fujian Machinery Import &
Export Corporation (FMEC), Shandong
Machinery & Equipment Import &
Export Corporation (SMC), and Tianjin
Machinery & Equipment Import &
Export Corporation (TMC) (collectively,
the respondents). The period of review
(POR) is February 1, 1996, through
January 31, 1997.
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