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mineral leasing laws. This correction
does not change the former
classification and segregation of these
lands.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Debbie DeBock, Realty Specialist, Yuma
Field Office, 2555 East Gila Ridge Road,
Yuma, AZ 85365; (520) 317–3208.

Dated: August 22, 2000.
Maureen A. Merrell,
Assistant Field Manager/Acting Field
Manager.
[FR Doc. 00–22449 Filed 8–31–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–32–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[NV–060–2800/1600]

Notice of availability of planning
criteria for the Proposed Falcon to
Gonder 345 kV Transmission Line
Project and associated Bureau of Land
Management Resource Management
Plan Amendments for the Shoshone-
Eureka, Elko, and Egan Resource
Areas in Elko, Eureka, Lander, and
White Pine Counties, Nevada

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

Cooperating Agencies: Nevada
Division of Wildlife, Nevada State
Historic Preservation Office.
ACTION: Notice of availability of
planning criteria associated with the
Preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement to analyze Sierra Pacific
Power Company’s (SPPC) Proposed
Falcon to Gonder 345 kV Transmission
Line Project and associated amendments
to existing Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Resource Management Plans
(RMP) for the purpose of establishing
right-of-way utility corridors in Elko,
Eureka, Lander, and White Pine
Counties, Nevada.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 43 Code of
Federal Regulations 1610 the Bureau of
Land Management’s Battle Mountain,
Elko, and Ely Field Offices (BLM)
hereby give notice of the availability of
planning criteria for amendments to the
Shoshone-Eureka, Elko, and Egan
Resource Management Plans in Elko,
Eureka, Lander, and White Pine
Counties, Nevada.
DATES: Written comments on the
planning criteria must be postmarked or
otherwise delivered by 4:30 p.m. on
October 2, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Battle Mountain Field
Office, Attention: Katherine Moses, 50

Bastian Road, Battle Mountain, Nevada
89820.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Craggett, Battle Mountain BLM, at
(775) 635–4168 or Katherine Moses,
Battle Mountain BLM, at (775) 635–
4092.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 17, 1998, SPPC filed a right-
of-way application with the BLM for the
construction, operation, and
maintenance of a 165–185 mile long 345
kV transmission line that would connect
the Falcon substation (north of Dunphy,
Nevada) with the Gonder substation
(north of Ely, Nevada). The project
would improve import and export
capabilities to meet anticipated growth
in SPPC’s system.

Because portions of the transmission
line alternatives would be outside of
BLM designated utility corridors, the
BLM will evaluate the need to amend
the Shoshone-Eureka, Elko, and Egan
RMPs to establish a new utility corridor
in north central Nevada. Elko’s RMP
would require modifying the existing
‘‘low visibility’’ corridor along I–80 to
permit a corridor crossing since
anticipated impacts exceed RMP
established visual standards. Depending
on the preferred alignment selected, the
Egan RMP may not need to be amended
because alternative route segments
would fall into an existing designated
utility corridor. An amendment to the
Shoshone-Eureka RMP could also
involve deleting an existing utility
planning corridor near Nevada State
Highway 305.

The following criteria will be used to
evaluate the need for and planning
implications of RMP amendments
associated with the Falcon to Gonder
Transmission Project:

• Emphasize a balanced multiple-use
approach to land management,
protecting fragile and unique resources,
yet not overly restricting the ability of
other resources to provide economic
goods and services.

• Ensure a system for transmission of
utilities through the Resource
Management Planning Areas that would
allow for future expansion by multiple
users.

• Minimize adverse impacts to the
environment by concentrating
compatible rights-of-way in designated
corridors that avoid sensitive resource
values.

• Select the preferred alternative
based on a combination which best
meets demands for public lands while

minimizing disruption of the human
environment.

M. Lee Douthit,
Associate Field Manager, Battle Mountain
Field Office.
[FR Doc. 00–22423 Filed 8–31–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–HC–P
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[WY–030–2000–1060–JJ]

Notice of Intent to Remove Stray Wild
Horses

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
SUMMARY: The Wild, Free Roaming
Horse and Burro Act (PL 92–195)
requires, among other things, that wild
horses that exceed the Appropriate
Management Levels established for
them be removed. In order to
accomplish that, the Rawlins Field
Office of the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) plans to remove
approximately 300–400 excess horses
from the Stewart Creek Herd
Management Area (HMA). The removal
is scheduled to begin on or about
February 15, 2001, and conclude on or
about April 1, 2001. The Appropriate
Management Level for the Stewart Creek
HMA is 150. At least 150 horses will
remain in the Stewart Creek HMA after
the removal is completed.

Wild Horse populations in the nearby
Lost Creek, Green Mountain, and Crooks
Mountain HMAs will not be directly
affected by this removal and will remain
within the AMLs established for them.

A detailed Gather Plan,
Environmental Analysis (EA), and
Record of Decision for this removal are
available on request from: Chuck Reed,
Bureau of Land Management, Rawlins
Field Office 1300 North Third Street,
P.O. Box 2047, Rawlins, WY 82301,
(307) 328–4213, email:
Chuck_Reed@blm.gov.

These documents are also available
for review on the BLM website at
www.wy.blm.gov/nepa/
nfnepahome.html.

This removal action represents
continued implementation of decisions
previously communicated through
Decision Records WY–037–EA4–121/
122 dated July 11, 1994; and WY–030–
EA0–037 dated February 25, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information please contact the
Bureau of Land Management, Rawlins
Field Office, 1300 North Third Street,
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P.O. Box 2407, Rawlins, WY 82301,
(307) 328–4200.

Kurt J. Kotter,
Field Manager.
[FR Doc. 00–21209 Filed 8–31–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–22–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

Notice of Availability of Draft Director’s
Order Concerning National Park
Service Policies and Procedures
Governing its Value Analysis Program

AGENCY: National Park Service,
Department of the Interior.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service
(NPS) has prepared a Director’s Order
setting forth its policies and procedures
governing use of Value Analysis. When
adopted, the policies and procedures
will apply to all units of the national
park system, and will supersede and
replace the policies and procedures
issued in July 1994.
DATES: Written comments will be
accepted until September 19, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Draft Director’s Order #90 is
available on the Internet at http://
www.nps.gov/refdesk/DOrders/
index.htm. Requests for copies and
written comments should be sent to
Richard Turk, NPS Value Analysis
Program Coordinator, Construction
Program Management, P.O. Box 25287,
12795 W. Alameda Parkway, Denver,
CO 80225–0287, or to his Internet
address: rich_turk@nps.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rich
Turk at (303) 969–2470.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NPS
is updating its current system of internal
written instructions. When these
documents contain new policy or
procedural requirements that may affect
parties outside the NPS, they are first
made available for public review and
comment before being adopted. The
policies and procedures governing
Value Analysis have previously been
published in the form of guideline NPS–
90. That guideline will be superseded
by the new Director’s Order 90 (and a
reference manual that will be issued
subsequent to the Director’s Order). The
draft Director’s Order covers topics such
as the value analysis program,
thresholds for application of value
analysis for construction and non-
construction projects, value engineering
change proposals (VECP), annual report,
plan of action, coordination, and
funding.

Individual respondents may request
that we withhold their home address
from the administrative record, which
we will honor to the extent allowable by
law. There also may be circumstances in
which we would withhold from the
record a respondent’s identity, as
allowable by law. If you wish us to
withhold your name and/or address,
you must state this prominently at the
beginning of your comment.

Dated: August 8, 2000.
Michael LeBorgne,
Program Manager, Construction Program
Management, Office of the Associate Director,
Professional Services.
[FR Doc. 00–22437 Filed 8–31–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–70–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Inv. No. 337–TA–424]

In the Matter of Certain Cigarettes and
Packing Thereof; Notice of
Commission Determination Not To
Review an Initial Determination;
Schedule for the Filing of Written
Submission on Remedy, the Public
Interest, and Bonding

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has determined not to
review an initial determination (‘‘ID’’)
issued by the presiding administrative
law judge (‘‘ALJ’’) on June 22, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Shara L. Aranoff, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202–
205–3090, e-mail saranoff@usitc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission instituted this trademark-
based investigation on September 16,
1999, based on a complaint filed by
Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp.
(‘‘complainant’’) alleging unfair acts in
violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337) in the
importation, sale for importation, and/or
sale within the United States after
importation of certain cigarettes and
packaging thereof, by reason of (a)
infringement of 11 federally registered
U.S. trademarks; (b) trademark dilution;
(c) false representation of source; and
(d) false advertising. The Commission’s
notice of investigation named Allstate
Cigarette Distributors, Inc. (‘‘Allstate’’),
Dood Enterprises, Inc. (‘‘Dood’’),
Prestige Storage and Distribution, Inc.

(‘‘Prestige’’), and R.E. Tobacco Sales,
Inc. (‘‘R.E. Tobacco’’) as respondents.

On December 15, 1999, the
Commission determined not to review
an ID (Order No. 15) granting the motion
of PTI, Inc., doing business as Ampac
Trading (‘‘PTI’’ or ‘‘intervenor’’), to
intervene in this investigation. On
February 22, 2000, the Commission
determined to review and affirm an ID
(Order No. 30) granting the motion of
respondent Allstate to terminate the
investigation as to it based on a consent
order. On March 24, 2000, the
Commission determined not to review
two IDs (Orders Nos. 60 and 61)
granting the motions of respondents
Prestige and R.E. Tobacco to terminate
the investigation as to them based on
consent orders. On March 24, 2000, the
Commission determined not to review
an ID (Order No. 59) granting
complainant’s motion for partial
summary determination that a domestic
industry exists with respect to
complainant’s trademarks. On April 27,
2000, the Commission determined not
to review an ID (Order No. 68) granting
the motion of respondent Dood to
terminate the investigation as to it based
on a consent order.

The ALJ held an evidentiary hearing
on the merits beginning on March 20,
2000, and issued her final ID finding a
violation of section 337 on June 22,
2000. She found that there had been
imports of the accused products by
intervenor PTI; that PTI’s importation
and sale of the accused cigarettes
infringed complainant’s trademarks;
that PTI’s importation and sale of
accused cigarettes diluted complainant’s
trademarks; that PTI’s importation and
sale of accused cigarettes constituted a
false designation of source; that
complainant had failed to demonstrate
that PTI engaged in false advertising
with respect to the accused cigarettes;
that PTI’s trademark dilution and false
designation of source had the threat or
effect of substantially injuring the
domestic industry; and that PTI was not
denied due process in proceedings
before the ALJ in this investigation.

Intervenor PTI filed a petition for
review of the final ID, and complainants
and the Commission investigative
attorney filed responses to the petition.

On June 27, 2000, the Commission
determined to extend the date by which
it must make its determination whether
to review the instant ID to August 28,
2000, and to extend the target date in
this investigation to October 16, 2000.

Having examined the record in this
investigation, including the ID, the
Commission has determined not to
review the ID.
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