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research and implement the best 
methods of managing conflicts between 
wildlife and human health and safety, 
agriculture, property, and natural 
resources. Wildlife-borne diseases that 
can affect domestic animals and humans 
are among the types of conflicts that 
APHIS–WS addresses. Wildlife is the 
dominant reservoir of rabies in the 
United States. 

On December 7, 2000, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (65 
FR 76606–76607, Docket No. 00–045–1) 
in which the Secretary of Agriculture 
declared an emergency and transferred 
funds from the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to APHIS–WS for the 
continuation and expansion of oral 
rabies vaccination (ORV) programs to 
address rabies in the States of Ohio, 
New York, Vermont, Texas, and West 
Virginia. 

On March 7, 2001, we published a 
notice in the Federal Register (66 FR 
13697–13700, Docket No. 01–009–1) to 
solicit public involvement in the 
planning of a proposed cooperative 
program to stop the spread of rabies in 
the States of New York, Ohio, Texas, 
Vermont, and West Virginia. The notice 
also stated that a small portion of 
northeastern New Hampshire and the 
western counties in Pennsylvania that 
border Ohio could also be included in 
these control efforts, and discussed the 
possibility of APHIS–WS cooperating in 
smaller-scale ORV projects in the States 
of Florida, Massachusetts, Maryland, 
New Jersey, Virginia, and Alabama. The 
March 2001 notice contained detailed 
information about the history of the 
problems with raccoon rabies in eastern 
States and with gray fox and coyote 
rabies in Texas, along with information 
about previous and ongoing efforts 
using ORV baits in programs to prevent 
the spread of the rabies variants or 
‘‘strains’’ of concern. 

Subsequently, on May 17, 2001, we 
published in the Federal Register (66 
FR 27489, Docket No. 01–009–2) a 
notice in which we announced the 
availability, for public review and 
comment, of an environmental 
assessment (EA) that examined the 
potential environmental effects of the 
ORV programs described in our March 
2001 notice. We solicited comments on 
the EA for 30 days ending on June 18, 
2001. We received one comment by that 
date. The comment was from an animal 
protection organization and supported 
APHIS’ efforts toward limiting or 
eradicating rabies in wildlife 
populations. The commenter did not, 
however, support the use of lethal 
monitoring methods or local 
depopulation as part of an ORV 
program. 

Finally, on August 30, 2001, we 
published a notice in the Federal 
Register (66 FR 45835–45836, Docket 
No. 01–009–3) in which we advised the 
public of APHIS’ decision and finding 
of no significant impact (FONSI) 
regarding the use of oral vaccination to 
control specific rabies virus strains in 
raccoons, gray foxes, and coyotes in the 
United States. That decision allows 
APHIS–WS to purchase and distribute 
ORV baits, monitor the effectiveness of 
the ORV programs, and participate in 
implementing contingency plans that 
may involve the reduction of a limited 
number of local target species 
populations through lethal means (i.e., 
the preferred alternative identified in 
the EA). The decision was based upon 
the final EA, which reflected our review 
and consideration of the comments 
received from the public in response to 
our March 2001 and May 2001 notices 
and information gathered during 
planning/scoping meetings with State 
health departments, other State and 
local agencies, the Ontario Ministry of 
Natural Resources, and the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention. 

Following the August 2001 
publication of our original decision/
FONSI, we determined there was a need 
to expand the ORV programs to include 
the States of Kentucky and Tennessee to 
effectively stop the westward spread of 
raccoon rabies. Accordingly, we 
prepared a supplemental decision/
FONSI to document the potential effects 
of expanding the programs. We 
published a notice announcing the 
availability of the supplemental 
decision/FONSI in the Federal Register 
on July 5, 2002 (67 FR 44797–44798, 
Docket No. 01–009–4). 

We have recently determined that 
there is a need to further expand the 
ORV programs to include the States of 
Georgia and Maine to effectively prevent 
the westward and northward spread of 
the rabies virus across the United States 
and into Canada. To facilitate planning, 
interagency coordination, and program 
management and to provide the public 
with our analysis of potential individual 
and cumulative impacts of the 
expanded ORV programs, we have 
prepared a June 2003 supplemental EA 
that addresses the inclusion of Georgia 
and Maine, as well as the 2002 
inclusion of Kentucky and Tennessee, 
in the ORV programs. In addition, we 
have prepared a new decision/FONSI 
based on the supplemental EA. 

The States where APHIS–WS 
involvement would be continued or 
expanded include Maine, New York, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Tennessee, Kentucky, 

Alabama, Georgia, Florida, and Texas. 
APHIS–WS would also continue to 
cooperate in smaller scale ORV projects 
in the States of Massachusetts, 
Maryland, and New Jersey. Currently, 
cooperative rabies surveillance activities 
are conducted in each of the 
aforementioned States. ORV baiting 
programs are conducted or are planned 
to be conducted in all of the 
aforementioned States, except 
Kentucky. However, based upon 
surveillance information, ORV baiting 
programs may be expanded in the future 
under the proposed action to include 
this remaining State. As noted above, 
the primary goal of the ORV programs 
is to stop the spread of specific strains 
of the rabies virus, i.e., raccoon rabies in 
the eastern States and gray fox and 
coyote rabies in Texas. The June 2003 
supplemental EA analyzes the proposed 
action and several alternatives with 
respect to a number of environmental 
and other issues raised by involved 
cooperating agencies and the public. 

The August 2001 EA and decision/
FONSI, the July 2002 supplemental 
decision/FONSI, and the June 2003 
supplemental EA and decision/FONSI 
that are the subject of this notice have 
been prepared in accordance with: (1) 
The National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.), (2) regulations of the 
Council on Environmental Quality for 
implementing the procedural provisions 
of NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500–1508), (3) 
USDA regulations implementing NEPA 
(7 CFR part 1), and (4) APHIS’ NEPA 
Implementing Procedures (7 CFR part 
372).

Done in Washington, DC, this 19th day of 
June 2003. 
Bobby R. Acord, 
Administrator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 03–16475 Filed 6–27–03; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Carson National Forest, New Mexico, 
Proposed 115kV Transmission Line on 
the Tres Piedras Ranger District

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

SUMMARY: Based upon a request made by 
Kit Carson Electric Cooperative (KCEC), 
the Carson National Forest is preparing 
an environmental impact statement 
(EIS) to analyze the effects of a proposal 
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to authorize KCEC to construct, operate 
and maintain a new 115 kV electric 
transmission line and fiber optic system 
on National Forest System lands from 
the existing Ojo to Taos 115 kV line to 
Ojo Caliente, New Mexico. A notice of 
intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS was 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 12, 2000 (65 FR 60612). This 
revised notice adds information to the 
previous NOI and changes the proposed 
dates for release of the EIS.
DATES: Comments on the proposal were 
received from August 1999 through 
February 2001. Issues were identified 
and alternatives developed to address 
significant issues. It is estimated that the 
draft environmental impact statement 
(DEIS) will be completed and 
distributed by August 2003. A 45-day 
comment period will follow. The final 
environmental impact statement (FEIS) 
is expected to be released in January 
2004.
ADDRESSES: The DEIS will be available 
upon request from the Carson Forest 
Supervisor’s Office, 208 Cruz Alta Road, 
Taos, NM 87571, Attn: Power Line 
Analysis Team. Comments related to the 
DEIS can be sent to the same address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ben 
Kuykendall, Power Line Analysis Team 
Leader, Carson Forest Supervisor’s 
Office, 208 Cruz Alta Road, Taos, NM 
87571, (505) 758–6311.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Purpose and Need for Action: Current 
power demands exceed the capacity of 
the existing line, resulting in outages 
and frequent voltage fluctuations in the 
communities of Ojo Caliente, El Rito, La 
Madera, Canon Plaza, Mesa Vista, 
Petaca, Las Placitas, Servilleta, 
Vallecitos, Carson and Pilar. These 
fluctuations can lead to periodic 
brownouts and ‘‘blinks’’, resulting in 
damage to all types of electrical 
equipment, from appliances to medical 
support systems. In addition, because 
the original distribution lines were not 
designed to carry so much electrical 
energy through them, an excessive 
amount of power is lost directly from 
the lines through the transmission 
process. This phenomenon is known as 
line loss and is both wasteful and costly. 
The expense is generally distributed to 
all KCEC users. 

Proposed Action: In order to provide 
adequate power for current and future 
needs, prevent power outages and 
fluctuations, and reduce line loss costs 
to all users, the Carson National Forest 
proposes to authorize Kit Carson 
Electric Cooperative to construct, 
operate and maintain a 115 kV 
transmission line with a fiber optic 
communication system across National 

Forest System lands. The proposed line 
would run 9.4 miles from the existing 
115 kV/345 kV transmission line 
corridor just north of Black Mesa to a 
proposed substation location north of 
the Ojo Caliente community, Taos 
County, New Mexico. The proposed 
action has several parts, most of which 
pertain directly to National Forest 
System lands and for which the USDA 
Forest Service will make the decision. 
The proposal also includes activities 
that pertain to U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) administered lands, where the 
Forest Service has no authority to make 
decisions. The BLM proposes to 
authorize KCEC to: 

(1) Construct a new substation on 
lands administered by the BLM 1.5 
miles north of Ojo Caliente. 

(2) Construct a 115 kV transmission 
line with 25 kV underbuilt for 
approximately 2 miles on BLM 
administered lands. 

This proposal should sufficiently 
serve the power needs of the area for 30 
or more years. 

Scoping Process: Beginning in the 
summer of 2000, Carson National Forest 
analysis team members and KCEC staff 
participated in numerous meetings and 
discussions with communities and their 
representatives, local citizen groups and 
interested individuals concerning the 
Ojo Caliente 115 kV transmission line 
proposal. Various federal, state, county, 
tribal and local agencies, as well as U.S. 
congressional representatives, were 
notified of the proposal and solicited for 
information and comments. The general 
public was also informed through a 
variety of methods and invited to 
participate and provide comment. 
Native American tribes were contacted 
and tribal consultation is ongoing. 
Discussions with the USDI Fish and 
Wildlife Service and U.S. Department of 
Energy began in 1999. 

A detailed description of the 
proposed action, preliminary issues, 
and how to contact the analysis team for 
information or comments for the project 
was distributed by KCEC as a 
supplement to the April 2000 
Enchantment (Vol. 52, Number 54)—a 
newsletter prepared by electric 
cooperatives in New Mexico. The 
Enchantment was mailed to 17,850 
KCEC subscribers. Copies were also sent 
to individuals and groups interested in 
proposals and activities on the Carson 
National Forest. Press releases and 
public service announcements briefly 
describing the proposal and requesting 
public feedback were sent to a number 
of local and regional papers and radio 
stations from April 14–17, 2000. 

Issues: Public comments on the 
proposal covered a wide variety of 
topics. These included concerns related 
to the effects on wildlife, soils and 
watershed, cultural resources, 
economics, scenic values, as well as, the 
use of alternative energy, burial of the 
line, effects of electromagnetic fields 
and the need for improved service. The 
main or ‘‘significant issues’’ were 
identified and are briefly described: 

(1) Proposed powerline would 
negatively affect scenic and visual 
values of the area. 

(2) Proposed action would create a 
new utility corridor. Constructing a new 
line and associated maintenance road 
could cause unnecessary environmental 
harm. 

(3) Electromagnetic field generated 
from the proposed transmission line 
could cause negative impacts on the 
health of those living in the vicinity of 
the new line. 

Alternatives: The analysis team took 
the significant issues and developed the 
following alternatives to the proposed 
action that will be analyzed in detail in 
the EIS. 

No Action: None of the proposed 
activities would take place. The 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) requires this alternative and is 
the baseline used to evaluate the action 
alternatives. 

Existing Location: This alternative 
would address the issue of creating a 
new corridor. It would begin at the 115 
kV/345kV lines northeast of Carson in 
Section 27 and follow the existing 25 kV 
route along U.S. 285 to the proposed 
substation north of Ojo Caliente for 15.6 
miles. This line would be a combination 
service—poles would carry the existing 
25 kV service underneath the new 115 
kV service.

Route 285 P: This alternative was 
developed in response to the issue of 
effects on visual/scenic quality. 
Approximately 12.5 miles long, this 
alternative would begin at the 
intersection of Forest Road 285 P and 
the existing 115kV/345 kV corridor and 
run along the bottom of a sagebrush 
swale northwest along 285 P for 
approximately 3 miles, then west along 
285 P to U.S. 285. This route would 
intersect the existing distribution line 
where U.S. 285 climbs the Comanche 
Rim, just south of junction with NM 
576. It would run parallel to and .5 
miles north of U.S. 285, where it would 
not be noticeable from the highway. It 
would intersect with the existing 
corridor on BLM about a mile north of 
the proposed substation. 

Tres Piedras Connection Option: This 
option was developed in response to 
information received during scoping. 
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Currently electrical service is not 
available for residents along a portion of 
U.S. 285 between the existing 25 kV 
corridor and Tres Piedras. This option 
would allow for a 25 kV (maximum) 
extension along U.S. 285 just north of 
the junction with NM 576 to where a 
12.5 kV would extend south from Tres 
Piedras—approximately 9 miles. This 
option will be analyzed in the EIS and 
available to the responsible official to 
add to the proposed action or either of 
the action alternatives as a part of his 
decision. 

Responsible Official: The Forest 
Supervisor for the Carson National 
Forest is the responsible official for 
making a decision on National Forest 
System lands. The BLM is a cooperating 
agency, and a designated responsible 
official for the BLM will make a 
decision on actions that would take 
place on BLM lands. If an alternative is 
selected that includes private holdings, 
KCEC Cooperative will negotiate for 
approval. 

Nature of the Decision To Be Made: 
The Forest Supervisor will decide 
whether to authorize KCEC to construct 
a new line as proposed or select an 
alternative, including taking no action. 
He will also choose whether to include 
the Tres Piedras Connection option in 
his decision. In addition, the 
responsible official may elect to require 
certain mitigation measures to minimize 
environmental impacts. 

Lead and Cooperating Agencies: The 
USDA Forest Service is the lead agency 
for this environmental analysis. The 
USDI Bureau of Land Management has 
jurisdiction for a portion of the 
proposed action and is a cooperating 
agency. The BLM has participated as a 
cooperating agency since the early 
stages of the NEPA process. 

Comment Requested: This revised 
notice adds information to the previous 
NOI and changes the proposed dates for 
release of the EIS. It does not reinitiate 
scoping. 

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 DEIS 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 
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 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 DEIS 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: June 24, 2003. 
Martin D. Chavez, Jr., 
Forest Supervisor, Carson National Forest.
[FR Doc. 03–16405 Filed 6–27–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Madera County Resource Advisory 
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of Resource Advisory 
Committee meeting. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the authorities in 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act of 
1972 (Pub. L. 92–463) and under the 

secure Rural Schools and Community 
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (Pub. L. 
106–393) the Sierra National Forest’s 
Resource Advisory Committee for 
Madera County will meet on Monday, 
July 21, 2003. The Madera Resource 
Advisory Committee will meet at the 
USDA Forest Service Office, 57003 Road 
225, North Fork, CA. The purpose of the 
meeting is: Review any new RAC 
proposals, review progress of FY 2002 
accounting, update on new Forest 
Service Region 5 RAC Web site, finalize 
Madera County RAC mission and clarify 
voting procedures.
DATES: The Madera Resource Advisory 
Committee meeting will be held 
Monday, July 21, 2003. The meeting 
will be held from 7 p.m. to 9 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The Madera County RAC 
meeting will be held at the USDA Forest 
Service Office, 57003 Road 225, North 
Fork, CA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dave Martin, USDA, Sierra National 
Forest, 57003 Road 225, North Fork, CA 
93643, (559) 877–2218 ext. 3100; e-mail: 
dmartin05@fs.fed.us.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Agenda 
items to be covered include: (1) Review 
any new RAC proposals, (2) review 
progress of FY 2002 accounting, (3) 
update on new Forest Service Region 5 
RAC Web site, (4) finalize Madera 
County RAC mission, and (5) clarify 
voting procedures. Public input 
opportunity will be provided and 
individuals will have the opportunity to 
address the Committee at that time:

Dated: June 23, 2003. 
David W. Martin, 
District Ranger.
[FR Doc. 03–16403 Filed 6–27–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

ARCHITECTURAL AND 
TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS 
COMPLIANCE BOARD 

Access Board Meeting

AGENCY: Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Architectural and 
Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board (Access Board) has scheduled its 
regular business meetings to take place 
in Washington, DC, from Tuesday 
through Thursday, July 8–10, 2003, at 
the times and location noted below.
DATES: The schedule of events is as 
follows: 
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