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insertion into the human body and then
be remotely expanded to its original
shape. The devise is especially useful
for total and partial heart bypass
procedures.

The prospective exclusive license will
be royalty-bearing and will comply with
the terms and conditions of 35 U.S.C.
209 and 37 CFR 404.7. The prospective
exclusive license may be granted unless
within ninety (90) days from the date of
this published notice, the NIH receives
written evidence and argument that
establish that the grant of the license
would not be consistent with the
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 209 and 37
CFR 404.7.

Applications for a license in the field
of use filed in response to this notice
will be treated as objections to the grant
of the contemplated exclusive license.
Comments and objections submitted to
this notice will not be made available
for public inspection and, to the extent
permitted by law, will not be released
under the Freedom of Information Act,
5 U.S.C. 552.

Dated: June 30, 2000.
Jack Spiegel,
Director, Division of Technology,
Development and Transfer, Office of
Technology Transfer.
[FR Doc. 00–17531 Filed 7–11–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR–4561–N–44]

Notice of Submission of Proposed
Information Collection to OMB;
Youthbuild Program

AGENCY: Office of the Chief Information
Officer, HUD.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The proposed information
collection requirement described below
has been submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review, as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act. The Department is
soliciting public comments on the
subject proposal.
DATES: Comments Due Date: August 11,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit comments regarding
this proposal. Comments should refer to
the proposal by name and/or OMB
approval number (2506–0142) and
should be sent to: Joseph F. Lackey, Jr.,
OMB Desk Officer, Office of
Management and Budget, Room 10235,
New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne Eddins, Reports Management
Officer, Q, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, DC 20410; e-mail
Wayne_Eddins@HUD.gov; telephone
(202) 708–2374. This is not a toll-free
number. Copies of the proposed forms
and other available documents
submitted to OMB may be obtained
from Mr. Eddins.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department has submitted the proposal
for the collection of information, as
described below, to OMB for review, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35). The Notice
lists the following information: (1) The
title of the information collection
proposal; (2) the office of the agency to
collect the information; (3) the OMB
approval number, if applicable; (4) the
description of the need for the
information and its proposed use; (5)

the agency form number, if applicable;
(6) what members of the public will be
affected by the proposal; (7) how
frequently information submissions will
be required; (8) an estimate of the total
number of hours needed to prepare the
information submission including
number of respondents, frequency of
response, and hours of response; (9)
whether the proposal is new, an
extension, reinstatement, or revision of
an information collection requirement;
and (10) the name and telephone
number of an agency official familiar
with the proposal and of the OMB Desk
Officer for the Department.

This Notice also lists the following
information:

Title of Proposal: Youthbuild
Program.

OMB Approval Number: 2506–0142.
Form Numbers: HUD–40200, 40201,

40202, 40203, 27054 and SF–1199A.
Description of the Need for the

Information and Its Proposed Use: The
Youthbuild Program was authorized
under Section 164 of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1992
(42 USC 8011). Funded programs
provide disadvantaged youth,
predominantly high school drop outs,
with educational opportunities and job
skills training. Information is collected
from eligible applicants for a
competition to determine which entities
will receive grant funds.

Respondents: State, Local or Tribal
Government.

Frequency of Submission: Semi-
Annually.

Reporting Burden:

Number of
respondents x Frequency of

response x Hours per
response = Burden

hours

250 1.2 37 9,250

Total Estimated Burden Hours: 9,250.
Status: Reinstatement, with change, of

a previously approved collection for
which approval has expired.

Authority: Section 3507 of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C. 35, as
amended.

Dated: July 5, 2000.

Wayne Eddins,
Departmental Reports Management Officer,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 00–17521 Filed 7–11–00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4210–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Reclamation

Fish and Wildlife Service

Multi-Species Conservation Program
(MSCP) for the Lower Colorado River,
Arizona, California, and Nevada

AGENCIES: Bureau of Reclamation,
Interior; Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Supplemental Notice of Intent
to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS)/Environmental Impact

Report (EIR) and notice of supplemental
public scoping meetings.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation (Reclamation), U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (Service), and the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California (Metropolitan), intend to
prepare an EIS/EIR to evaluate the
impacts associated with implementing
the MSCP for the Lower Colorado River
(LCR) in the states of Arizona,
California, and Nevada.
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DATES AND ADDRESSES: Written
comments on conservation alternatives
and issues to be addressed in the EIS/
EIR are requested by August 11, 2000,
and should be sent to Mr. Tom Shrader,
Attention: LC–2011, Bureau of
Reclamation, P.O. Box 61470, Boulder
City, NV 89006–1470, or faxed to Mr.
Shrader at (702) 293–8146. Oral and
written comments will be accepted at
the public scoping meetings to be held
at the following locations:

July 31, 2000, 6–8 p.m., Yuma
Desalting Plant, Bureau of Reclamation,
7301 Calle Agua Salada, Yuma, Arizona.

August 1, 2000, 6–8 p.m., California
Department of Fish and Game, 14700 S.
Broadway, Blythe, California.

August 2, 6–8 p.m., Regional
Government Center, 101 Civic Way,
Laughlin, Nevada.

August 3, 2000, 6–8 p.m., Henderson
Convention Center, 200 South Water
Street, Henderson, Nevada.

Starting at 6:30 p.m. at each of the
public scoping meetings listed above,
the lead agencies will present an
overview of MSCP alternatives currently
being considered and issues that will be
addressed in the EIS/EIR. There will be
an opportunity for individuals to make
formal statements following each
presentation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: Mr.
Tom Shrader, Ecologist, Bureau of
Reclamation at (702) 293–8703 or Mr.
Sam Spiller, Lower Colorado River
Coordinator, Fish and Wildlife Service
at (602) 640–2720, ext. 208. Questions
regarding the CEQA process should be
directed to Ms. Laura Simonek,
Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California at (213) 217–6242.
Information on the purpose,
membership, meeting schedules and
documents associated with the MSCP
may be obtained on the Internet at
www.lcrmscp.org, with a supplemental
link to Reclamation’s web page at
www.lc.usbr.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The initial
notice of intent to prepare an EIS/EIR
and notice of public scoping meetings
were published in the Federal Register
of May 18, 1999 (Vol. 64, No. 95, pages
27000–2702). A summary of comments
provided during the initial scoping
period and at the public scoping
meetings held at six locations from June
15 to July 1, 1999, is provided on the
Internet at Reclamation’s web site:
www.lc.usbr.gov. Look for ‘‘Scoping
Summary Report’’ under Multi-Species
Conservation Program.

The proposed action is a multi-
species conservation program that will
(1) conserve habitat and work toward
the recovery of threatened and

endangered species as well as reduce
the likelihood of additional species
listings under the Federal Endangered
Species Act (ESA) and the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA), (2)
accommodate current water diversions
and power production and optimize
opportunities for future water and
power development, to the extent
consistent with the law, and (3) provide
the basis for take authorization pursuant
to ESA and CESA.

Reclamation and the Service are joint
Federal leads for the EIS. The EIS will
be the basis for (1) Reclamation’s Record
of Decision on implementing its portion
of the MSCP and (2) the Service’s
Record of Decision on issuing an ESA
section 10 permit. In addition to the
EIS/EIR document, Reclamation will
also prepare a biological assessment on
its ongoing and future discretionary
actions on the LCR, and the Service will
utilize the assessment in preparing a
biological opinion pursuant to section 7
of the ESA. Metropolitan is the
designated CEQA lead agency for the
EIR.

The Lower Colorado River MSCP is a
partnership of state, Federal, tribal, and
other public and private stakeholders
with interest in managing the water and
related resources of the Lower Colorado
River basin. In August of 1995, the
Department of the Interior and the states
of Arizona, Nevada, and California
entered into a Memorandum of
Agreement and later a Memorandum of
Clarification (MOA/MOC) for
Development of a Lower Colorado River
Multi-Species Conservation Program.

It is proposed that the MSCP will
serve as a coordinated, comprehensive
conservation approach for the lower
Colorado River basin within the 100-
year floodplain from below Glen
Canyon Dam to the Southerly
International Boundary with Mexico for
a period of 50 years. The participants
agreed to develop, implement, and fund
the MSCP. It was also agreed to pursue
an ecosystem-based approach to
developing the MSCP for interim and
long-term compliance with applicable
endangered species and environmental
laws and to implement conservation
and protection measures for included
species and habitats.

Preliminary MSCP alternatives
currently under consideration for the
MSCP include: (1) No Action, (2) Large
habitat core restoration areas with
minimized management, (3) Smaller
habitat core restoration areas with more
active, long-term management, (4)
Habitat preservation and enhancement,
and (5) Species coverage limited to
Federal threatened and endangered, and
a number of sensitive, non-listed

species. These preliminary MSCP
alternatives are further defined below
and additional details will be provided
during the presentations at the four
scheduled public scoping meetings
listed above. The alternatives
presentations at the public scoping
meetings will start at 6:30 p.m.,
followed by an opportunity for
individuals to make formal statements
on the MSCP. The lead agencies will be
seeking suggestions and comments
regarding alternatives and issues and
concerns that need to be addressed in
the EIS/EIR.

Under the No Action/No Project
alternative, it is assumed that some or
all of the current and future projects
proposed for coverage under the MSCP
would be implemented. Under the No
Action/No Project alternative, impacts
from these potential projects on listed
and sensitive species and habitats
would be evaluated and mitigated on a
project-by-project basis, as is presently
the case. Individual ESA section 10
permits or section 7 consultations
would be required for activities
involving take of listed species.

The Large Core/Minimal Management
alternative addresses about 100 species
and includes riparian, marsh, and
aquatic strategies for the conservation
efforts. The main focus of this
alternative uses a habitat-based
approach with large core habitat
creation (1,250 acres or greater), existing
habitat for corridors, and restoration
areas with minimal management. The
aquatic strategy in this alternative
creates offstream refugia and allows for
periodic reconnection to the river
system. Non-native control strategies are
included. The approaches for delivering
water to the core areas include
engineered connections such as canals,
weirs, and other devices. This
alternative also includes the provision
for up to 40,000 cubic-feet-per-second
releases from upstream reservoirs in
conjunction with bankline and levee
modification to create habitat. A
floodplain management strategy would
also be developed under this alternative.
Water may be acquired for habitat
management or maintenance through a
variety of means, for example, from
willing sellers or a water bank. The
range of alternative acreage strategies
suggested by a variety of scientists and
biologists includes 12,000–80,000 acres
of habitat restoration/creation.

The Smaller Core/Active Management
alternative addresses about 100 species
and includes riparian, marsh, and
aquatic strategies for the conservation
efforts. The main focus of this
alternative uses a habitat-based
approach with small core habitat
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creation (250 to 1,250 acres) in
conjunction with habitat for corridors
and restoration areas with an active
management component. The aquatic
strategy in this alternative creates
offstream refugia without provision for
periodic reconnection to the river
system. Non-native control strategies are
included. The approaches for delivering
water to the core areas include
engineered connections such as canals,
weirs, and other devices. The range of
alternative acreage strategies suggested
by a variety of scientists and biologists
includes 12,000–80,000 acres of habitat
creation/restoration.

The Habitat Restoration and
Enhancement alternative also addresses
about 100 species and includes riparian,
marsh, and aquatic strategies for the
conservation efforts. The main focus of
this alternative uses a habitat-based
approach through preservation and
creation of habitat anywhere within the
species’ breeding range within the
United States and may take advantage,
where appropriate, of cooperative
activities with related/adjacent
programs. The aquatic strategy in this
alternative focuses on the establishment
of self-sustaining populations in the
Upper Salt River and other LCR
tributaries through renovation of
habitat, stocking of fish, and removal of
non-native fish. Studies have indicated
that approximately 58,000 acres of land
throughout the breeding range of the
southwestern willow flycatcher may be
available for acquisition and subsequent
preservation. This habitat conservation
would need to be supplemented with
other conservation for species residing
only within the LCR.

The Smaller Number of Species
alternative is a species-based approach
that works toward recovery on an
individual species basis. This
alternative addresses a limited number
of species, including ESA-listed species
and those species that are most likely to
be listed. Elements of large core and
small core alternatives are incorporated
to meet the recovery goals on a case-by-
case basis. The aquatic strategy in this
alternative creates off stream refugia and
allows for periodic reconnection to the
river system. Non-native control
strategies are included. The approaches
for delivering water to the core areas
include engineered connections such as
canals, weirs, and other devices. The
range of alternative acreage strategies
suggested by a variety of scientists and
biologists includes 12,000–80,000 acres
of habitat creation/restoration. However,
the actual acreage required would
depend on the suite of species covered
under this alternative.

A public involvement program has
been initiated and will be maintained
throughout this EIS/EIR process. The
goal is to keep the public and affected
parties informed and actively involved
as the project evolves. Given the number
of entities participating (Federal, State,
and local governments, Native
Americans, and private interest groups),
successfully providing information and
soliciting feedback are critical to the
project’s effectiveness.

Probable Environmental Effects—
Following is a preliminary list of
probable environmental and economic
issues and effects associated with the
project. Other issues may be identified
during the internal MSCP and public
scoping process.

Biological Resources—Among the
endangered species known to use the
project area are the southwestern willow
flycatcher, Yuma clapper rail, razorback
sucker, bonytail, and bald eagle (being
considered for delisting). Of prime
concern will be the conservation of
these and other species, such as the
yellow-billed cuckoo (under review for
listing under the ESA), and associated
habitat within the 100-year floodplain.
Implementation of the MSCP will have
an overall benefit on biological
resources by moving species toward
recovery and reducing the likelihood of
additional species listings.

Hydrology and Water Quality—
Certain conservation strategies may alter
onsite water resources, including waters
of the United States [as defined in 40
CFR 230.3(s)], which are under the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
jurisdiction. Under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, the Corps is
responsible for issuing a permit if a
project may result in the placement of
material into water of the United States.
Until specific alternatives are
developed, the effects on hydrology and
water quality are unknown.

Floodplains and Wetlands—
Implementation of the MSCP will have
overall beneficial impacts on
floodplains and wetlands, especially in
maintaining or creating backwaters
(wetlands) and reestablishing native
riparian habitat which is essential to the
recovery of species. The MSCP
partnership has identified several
thousand acres of flood plain sites that
may have the potential for restoration
and enhancement of native habitat.
There are several opportunities for the
MSCP partnership and Federal, state,
Native American and private
landowners to voluntarily develop and
engage in long-term native habitat
restoration. The conversion of
developed crop lands to native habitat
could be an important component of an

MSCP alternative. The MSCP is also
exploring the economic requirements
associated with long-term leases or
purchases of private holdings from
willing lessors or sellers.

Cultural Resources—The program
could disturb or affect archaeological
resources, traditional cultural
properties, Indian sacred sites, and
Indian Trust Assets. However, it is the
intent of the MSCP to avoid or mitigate
such effects and the MSCP, as part of
the EIS/EIR process, is currently
evaluating the potential effects of the
preliminary alternatives on such
resources.

Socioeconomics—The potential
socioeconomic impacts associated with
implementation of the MSCP will be
evaluated. This assessment may include
municipal and industrial uses,
agricultural productivity, and other
socioeconomic considerations.

Recreation—During the initial
scoping in 1999, numerous recreational
concerns and issues were identified. In
general they involved the potential
effects of the MSCP on access to the
flood plain and river; activities such as
camping, fishing and hunting; boat size
and type of motor; off road vehicle use;
and implementing ESA and Executive
Order 12962 regarding recreational
fisheries.

Water and Hydroelectric Power
Uses—The effect of various
conservation measures on water and
hydroelectric power uses will be
evaluated. It is the intent of the MSCP
to accommodate these uses while
protecting covered species and their
habitat within the project area.

Agricultural and Other Land Uses—
Current agricultural resources or
operations and land uses may be
impacted. Land use and cropping
patterns would change with the
voluntary conversion of agricultural
lands to native riparian habitat or the
transfer of water rights for habitat
maintenance and restoration.

International Impacts—Pursuant to
council on environmental quality
guidance regarding NEPA, potential
trans-boundary impacts to Mexico
resulting from implementation of the
MSCP will be identified and analyzed.
The project will not affect the delivery
of water pursuant to the 1944 Mexico
Water Treaty.

Environmental Justice—It is
anticipated that the MSCP will not
result in disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental
effects on minorities and/or low income
populations.

Related Project Documentation—It is
anticipated that the EIS/EIR process will
make full use (including incorporation
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by reference, as appropriate, pursuant to
NEPA and CEQA) of the following
project documents, copies of which are
available for inspection at Metropolitan,
Reclamation, and Service offices:

Bureau of Reclamation, Description
and Assessment of Operations,
Maintenance, and Sensitive Species of
the Lower Colorado River—Final
Biological Assessment, August 1996.

Fish and Wildlife Service, Biological
and Conference Opinion on Lower
Colorado River Operations and
Maintenance—Lake Mead to Southerly
International Boundary, April 1997.

These documents may also be
accessed through Reclamation’s web site
at www.lc.usbr.gov. See ‘‘Published
Reports’’ at Multi-Species Conservation
Program.

The draft EIS/EIR is expected to be
available for public review by the first
half of 2001.

Dated: July 5, 2000.
Robert W. Johnson,
Regional Director, Lower Colorado Region,
Bureau of Reclamation.

Dated: July 6, 2000.
Nancy M. Kaufman,
Regional Diector, Region Two, Fish and
Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 00–17578 Filed 7–11–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–MN–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[OR–0943130–JH: GP0–272]

Temporary Closure of Public Lands;
Lane County, Oregon

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
ACTION: Temporary Closure of Public
Lands in Lane County, Oregon.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
certain public lands in Lane County,
Oregon are temporarily closed to all
public use, including recreation,
parking, camping, shooting, hiking and
sightseeing, from July 10, 2000 through
November 15, 2000. The closure is made
under the authority of 43 CFR 8364.1.

The public lands affected by this
temporary closure are specifically
identified as follows:

Federal lands located in Section 29,
Township 17 south, Range 4 West of the
Willamette Meridian, Oregon, more generally
described as follows: All federal lands within
the City of Eugene Urban Growth Boundary
located in Section 29, Township 17 South,
Range 4 West of the Willamette Meridian
lying east of Greenhill Road, South of Royal
Ave., west of Terry Street and a line running
South from the end of Terry Street to the

Southern Pacific Railroad tracks, and north of
the Southern Pacific Railroad tracks.

Containing approximately 200 acres.

The following persons, operating
within the scope of their official duties,
are exempt from the provisions of this
closure order: Bureau, City of Eugene,
and Corps of Engineers employees;
state, local and federal law enforcement
and fire protection personnel; agents for
the Cone wetland mitigation sites; the
contractor authorized to construct the
Lower Amazon Wetland Restoration
Project and its subcontractors. Access by
additional parties may be allowed, but
must be approved in advance in writing
by the Authorized Officer.

Any person who fails to comply with
the provisions of this closure order may
be subject to the penalties provided in
43 CFR 8360.0–7, which include a fine
not to exceed $1,000 and/or
imprisonment not to exceed 12 months.

The public lands temporarily closed
to public use under this order will be
posted with signs at points of public
access.

The purpose of this temporary closure
is to provide for public safety, facilitate
construction of the Lower Amazon
Wetland Restoration Project facilities,
and protection of property and
equipment during the mobilization,
construction and de-mobilization
phases of the Lower Amazon Wetland
Restoration construction project.
DATES: This closure is effective from
July 10, 2000 through November 15,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the closure order
and maps showing the location of the
closed lands are available from the
Eugene District Office, P.O. Box 10226
(2890 Chad Drive), Eugene, Oregon
97440.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Pat
Johnston, Wetlands Project Manager,
Eugene District Office, at (541) 683–
6181.

Dated: July 6, 2000.
Diana Bus,
Coast Range Field Office Manager.
[FR Doc. 00–17575 Filed 7–11–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–33–U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[NV–920–00–1990–HP]

Abandoned Mined Lands Physical
Safety Hazard Abatement; Nevada

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Nevada State Office of
the Bureau of Land Management gives
notice of its intent to initiate a scoping
period and conduct public meetings to
identify issues and formulate
alternatives for a programmatic
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
abatement of safety hazards associated
with Abandoned Mined Lands (AMLs)
on Nevada public lands managed by the
Bureau of Land Management.
DATES: Public comments on the
preliminary issues and planning criteria
will be accepted until August 11, 2000.

In addition, two informal public
meetings are scheduled for Thursday,
July 27, 2000, at the BLM Las Vegas
Field Office, 4765 West Vegas Drive, Las
Vegas, Nevada, and Tuesday, August 1,
2000, at the BLM Nevada State Office,
1340 Financial Boulevard, Reno,
Nevada. Both meetings will begin at 7
p.m. each evening.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Christopher Ross, BLM
Nevada State Office, PO Box 12000,
Reno, Nevada 89520–0006.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Ross, BLM Nevada State
Office, PO Box 12000, Reno, Nevada
89520–0006.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed EA will result in the
development of alternatives for the
selection and remediation of AML
features on Nevada public lands which
represent physical safety hazards to
humans. The anticipated issues for this
proposed EA include:

(1) Determination of criteria for the
prioritization of selection of sites for
hazard abatement.

(2) Determination of what stipulations
or conditions are necessary for
remediation activities to protect,
maintain, and enhance other resources,
including protection of critical wildlife
habitat; protection of threatened and
endangered plant and animal species;
recreational, cultural, and archeological
resources.

(3) Identification of alternatives for
securing hazardous sites.

(4) Determination of what impacts to
the minerals industry may result from
the securing of hazardous AML sites.
Preliminary planning criteria for the
AML Environmental Assessment call for
the following:

(A) Sites which include chemical or
water quality issues will not be
considered in this EA.

(B) Existing studies, the most current
available inventories, and ongoing
investigation will be used to determine
potential sites for remediation
consideration.
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