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the public and affected agencies
concerning each proposed collection of
information * * *.” Agencies must
specifically solicit comments to: (a)
Evaluate whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the agency to perform its duties,
including whether the information is
useful; (b) evaluate the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
enhance the quality, usefulness, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) minimize the burden
on the respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
The PRA also requires agencies to
estimate the total annual reporting
“non-hour cost” burden to respondents
or recordkeepers resulting from the
collection of information. We have not
identified non-hour cost burdens for
this information collection. If you have
costs to generate, maintain, and disclose
this information, you should comment
and provide your total capital and
startup cost components or annual
operation, maintenance, and purchase
of service components. You should
describe the methods you use to
estimate major cost factors, including
system and technology acquisition,
expected useful life of capital
equipment, discount rate(s), and the
period over which you incur costs.
Capital and startup costs include,
among other items, computers and
software you purchase to prepare for
collecting information; monitoring,
sampling, testing equipment; and record
storage facilities. Generally, your
estimates should not include equipment
or services purchased: (i) Before October
1, 1995; (ii) to comply with
requirements not associated with the

information collection; (iii) for reasons
other than to provide information or
keep records for the Government; or (iv)
as part of customary and usual business
or private practices.

We will summarize written responses
to this notice and address them in our
ICR submission for OMB approval,
including appropriate adjustments to
the estimated burden. We will provide
a copy of the ICR to you without charge
upon request and the ICR will also be
posted on our Web site at http://
www.mrm.mms.gov/Laws_R_D/
FRNotices/FRInfColl.htm.

Public Comment Policy: We will post
all comments in response to this notice
on our Web site at http://
www.mrm.mms.gov/Laws_R_D/
FRNotices/FRInfColl.htm. We will also
make copies of the comments available
for public review, including names and
addresses of respondents, during regular
business hours at our offices in
Lakewood, Colorado. Individual
respondents may request we withhold
their home address from the public
record, which we will honor to the
extent allowable by law. There also may
be circumstances in which we would
withhold from the rulemaking record a
respondent’s identity, as allowable by
law. If you request that we withhold
your name and/or address, state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comment. However, we will not
consider anonymous comments. We
will make all submissions from
organizations or businesses, and from
individuals identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, available
for public inspection in their entirety.

MMS Information Collection
Clearance Officer: Jo Ann Lauterbach,
(202) 208-7744.

Dated: April 3, 2003.
Lucy Querques Denett,

Associate Director for Minerals Revenue
Management.

[FR Doc. 03—-8534 Filed 4-7-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Concession Contracts: Extension of
Expired Contracts

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Public notice.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 36 CFR 51.23,
public notice is hereby given that, in
order to avoid interruption of visitor
services, the National Park Service has
extended the following concession
contracts for a period of 3 years (i.e.,
until December 31, 2005) or until such
time as new authorizations are
executed, whichever occurs sooner.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION All of the
listed concession contracts expired by
their terms on December 31, 2002. The
National Park service has determined
that the proposed extensions are
necessary in order to avoid interruption
of visitor services and has taken all
reasonable and appropriate steps to
consider alternatives to avoid such
interruption. These extensions will
allow the National Park Service to
complete development of a Colorado
River Management Plan, and issue a
prospectus based on that plan leading to
the competitive selection of
concessioners for new long-term
concession contracts covering these
operations.

Concessioner ID No.

Concessioner name

Park

GRCAO006
GRCAO007 ...
GRCAO010 ...
GRCAO011 ...
GRCAO015 ...
GRCAO016 ...
GRCAO017 ..
GRCAO018 ...
GRCAO020 ...
GRCAO021 ...
GRCAO022 ...
GRCA024

GRCA025
GRCAO026 ...
GRCAO028 ...
GRCA029

Arizona River Runners, Inc ......
Canyoneers, INC .......ccoceeccieniiiicinieee e,

Diamond River Adventures, Inc
Hatch River Expeditions, Inc
Moki Mac River Expeditions, Inc .
OARS, INC oo
Outdoor Unlimited River Trips

River Adventures.
Tour West, Inc
Western River Expeditions, Inc
Canyon Explorations, Inc .........

Arizona Raft Adventures, InC .........cceeeenn.

Colorado River & Trails Expeditions, Inc ....
Grand Canyon Expeditions Company Inc ...
Canyon Expeditions, INC .......ccccceevivniieennnn.

Aramark Leisure Services, Inc., dba Wilderness

High Desert Adventures, INC ..........ccoceeeueee.

Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.

Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.
Grand Canyon National Park.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Nick Management, Grand Canyon National

Hardigg, Chief, Concession
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Park, P.O. Box 129, Grand Canyon, AZ

86023, Telephone 928/638-7709.
Dated: March 3, 2003.

Cindy Orlando,

Associate Director, Administration, Business
Practices and Workforce Development.

[FR Doc. 03—8496 Filed 4—7-03; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Final Environmental Impact Statement/
Primary Restoration Plan, Santa Cruz
Island, Channel Islands National Park,
Santa Barbara County, CA; Notice of
Approval of Record of Decision

Summary: Pursuant to § 102(2)(C) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
0f 1969 (Pub. L. 91-190, as amended)
and the regulations promulgated by the
Council on Environmental Quality (40
CFR part 1505.2), the Department of the
Interior, National Park Service has
prepared, and the Regional Director,
Pacific West Region has approved, the
Record of Decision for the Primary
Restoration Plan for Santa Cruz Island at
Channel Islands National Park. The
formal no-action period was initiated
October 18, 2002, with the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency’s
Federal Register notification of the
filing of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).

Decision: As soon as practicable the
National Park Service will begin to
implement the Primary Restoration Plan
described and analyzed as Alternative
Four (Proposed Action) contained in the
Final EIS. The selected plan features a
deliberate, long-term (approximately six
years) strategy which entails
construction of fenced areas for
managing pig eradication efforts, and
coordinated use of prescribed burns and
herbicide applications to control the
highly invasive fennel (a non-native
weed species).

This course of action and three
alternatives were identified and
analyzed in the Final EIS, and
previously in the Draft EIS (the latter
was distributed in March 2001). The full
spectrum of foreseeable environmental
consequences was assessed, and
appropriate mitigation measures
identified, for each alternative.
Beginning with early scoping, through
the preparation of the Draft and Final
EIS, and including numerous public
meetings, approximately 50 written
comments were received and duly
considered. No substantive or adverse
comments were received during the no-
action period, which ended on

November 17, 2002. Key consultations
which aided in the preparation of the
Draft and Final EIS involved (but were
not limited to) the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, California Dept. of
Fish and Game, State Historic
Preservation Office, Native American
Tribes, Santa Barbara Museum of
Natural History, The Nature
Conservancy, and the Santa Cruz Island
Foundation.

Copies: Interested parties desiring to
review the Record of Decision may
obtain a complete copy by contacting
the Acting Superintendent, Channel
Islands National Park, 1901 Spinnaker
Dr., Ventura, California 93001; or via
telephone request at (805) 658-5700.

Dated: February 10, 2003.

Arthur E. Eck,

Deputy Regional Director, Pacific West
Region.

[FR Doc. 03-8501 Filed 4-7-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-70-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Final Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement; General
Management Plan Amendment for
Visitor Learning Center; Great Basin
National Park, White Pine County, NV;
Notice of Availability

Summary: Pursuant to § 102(2)(c) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (Pub. L. 91-190, as amended),
the National Park Service, Department
of the Interior, has prepared and
distributed a supplemental
environmental impact statement (SEIS)
for a proposed amendment of the
General Management Plan (which was
approved in 1993). The SEIS assesses
the potential impacts of a proposal to
construct a Visitor Learning Center in
the townsite of Baker, Nevada (rather
than on National Park Service park
lands north of Baker, known locally as
Baker Ridge). This conservation
planning and environmental impact
analysis effort identified and analyzed
three alternatives (and foreseeable
environmental consequences and
appropriate mitigation strategies) for
constructing the park’s new Visitor
Learning Center.

Proposal and Alternatives: The Final
SEIS identifies and analyzes three
alternatives, including “no action” (to
document existing conditions and
provide an environmental baseline for
comparing “action’ alternatives). The
No Action Alternative (Alternative 1)
assumes that the Baker Ridge location
for the Visitor Learning Center would

remain unchanged, thus implementing
the existing General Management Plan
(GMP). The Proposed Action
(Alternative 2) amends the GMP to
allow the construction to occur outside
of the main park area within the
townsite of Baker, Nevada. The
approximately 7,000 ft2 facilities
identified are consistent with the
concepts approved in the GMP. The
Third Alternative (Alternative 3)
amends the GMP to eliminate the Baker
Ridge Visitor Learning Center and to
maintain the current Lehman Caves
Visitor Center as the only orientation
facility.

Public Involvement: Notice of
initiation of the conservation planning
and environmental impact analysis
process was published in the Federal
Register on December 2, 1999; and
information regarding the proposal was
mailed to the park’s GMP mailing list,
and press release was distributed to
local and regional media. A notice of
availability of the Draft SEIS was
published in the Federal Register on
April 19, 2002; and on April 21, 2002
local announcements were published in
the Ely Times. Copies of the document
were distributed by direct mailings,
posting in public libraries, and through
electronic media. Copies were provided
to Federal, state, and local agencies,
interested organizations, and private
individuals. Several scoping and
consultation meetings were conducted
throughout; fewer than a dozen written
comments were received from these
combined phases. Several letters of
support were received. All substantive
comments on the Draft SEIS, and
specific responses, are included in the
Final SEIS. Besides editorial revisions,
changes from the Draft SEIS made in the
Final SEIS were derived from
clarifications prompted by comments
received as a result of the 60 day
comment period, as follows:

The U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency raised two concerns. First
centered upon “Greening the
Government”” opportunities (Executive
Order 13101 “Greening the Government
Through Waste Prevention, Recycling,
and Federal Acquisition”; Executive
Order 13123 “Greening the Government
Through Efficient Energy Management”’;
and, Executive Order 13148 “Greening
the Government Through Leadership in
Environmental Management”). Details
on the park’s compliance with these
Federal ““greening the government”
policies are included in section 3.0 (p.
29) of the Final SEIS. The second
concern was in regards to exclusion of
water quality (including permitting
under section 402 and 404 of the Clean
Water Act) as a impact issue topic.



