
33697 Federal Register / Vol. 85, No. 106 / Tuesday, June 2, 2020 / Notices 

HHS-Certified Instrumented Initial 
Testing Facilities Certified To Conduct 
Urine Drug Testing 

In accordance with the Mandatory 
Guidelines using Urine dated January 
23, 2017 (82 FR 7920), the following 
HHS-certified IITFs meet the minimum 
standards to conduct drug and specimen 
validity tests on urine specimens: 
Dynacare, 6628 50th Street NW, 

Edmonton, AB Canada T6B 2N7, 780– 
784–1190, (Formerly: Gamma- 
Dynacare Medical Laboratories) 

HHS-Certified Laboratories Certified To 
Conduct Urine Drug Testing 

In accordance with the Mandatory 
Guidelines using Urine dated January 
23, 2017 (82 FR 7920), the following 
HHS-certified laboratories meet the 
minimum standards to conduct drug 
and specimen validity tests on urine 
specimens: 
Alere Toxicology Services, 1111 Newton 

St., Gretna, LA 70053, 504–361–8989/ 
800–433–3823, (Formerly: Kroll 
Laboratory Specialists, Inc., 
Laboratory Specialists, Inc.) 

Alere Toxicology Services, 450 
Southlake Blvd., Richmond, VA 
23236, 804–378–9130, (Formerly: 
Kroll Laboratory Specialists, Inc., 
Scientific Testing Laboratories, Inc.; 
Kroll Scientific Testing Laboratories, 
Inc.) 

Clinical Reference Laboratory, Inc., 8433 
Quivira Road, Lenexa, KS 66215– 
2802, 800–445–6917 

Cordant Health Solutions, 2617 East L 
Street, Tacoma, WA 98421, 800–442– 
0438, (Formerly: STERLING Reference 
Laboratories) 

Desert Tox, LLC, 5425 E Bell Rd, Suite 
125, Scottsdale, AZ, 85254, 602–457– 
5411/623–748–5045 

DrugScan, Inc., 200 Precision Road, 
Suite 200, Horsham, PA 19044, 800– 
235–4890 

Dynacare*, 245 Pall Mall Street, 
London, ONT, Canada N6A 1P4, 519– 
679–1630, (Formerly: Gamma- 
Dynacare Medical Laboratories) 

ElSohly Laboratories, Inc., 5 Industrial 
Park Drive, Oxford, MS 38655, 662– 
236–2609 

Laboratory Corporation of America 
Holdings, 7207 N. Gessner Road, 
Houston, TX 77040, 713–856–8288/ 
800–800–2387 

Laboratory Corporation of America 
Holdings, 69 First Ave., Raritan, NJ 
08869, 908–526–2400/800–437–4986, 
(Formerly: Roche Biomedical 
Laboratories, Inc.) 

Laboratory Corporation of America 
Holdings, 1904 TW Alexander Drive, 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709, 
919–572–6900/800–833–3984, 

(Formerly: LabCorp Occupational 
Testing Services, Inc., CompuChem 
Laboratories, Inc.; CompuChem 
Laboratories, Inc., A Subsidiary of 
Roche Biomedical Laboratory; Roche 
CompuChem Laboratories, Inc., A 
Member of the Roche Group) 

Laboratory Corporation of America 
Holdings, 1120 Main Street, 
Southaven, MS 38671, 866–827–8042/ 
800–233–6339, (Formerly: LabCorp 
Occupational Testing Services, Inc.; 
MedExpress/National Laboratory 
Center) 

LabOne, Inc. d/b/a Quest Diagnostics, 
10101 Renner Blvd., Lenexa, KS 
66219, 913–888–3927/800–873–8845, 
(Formerly: Quest Diagnostics 
Incorporated; LabOne, Inc.; Center for 
Laboratory Services, a Division of 
LabOne, Inc.) 

Legacy Laboratory Services Toxicology, 
1225 NE 2nd Ave., Portland, OR 
97232, 503–413–5295/800–950–5295 

MedTox Laboratories, Inc., 402 W 
County Road D, St. Paul, MN 55112, 
651–636–7466/800–832–3244 

Minneapolis Veterans Affairs Medical 
Center, Forensic Toxicology 
Laboratory, 1 Veterans Drive, 
Minneapolis, MN 55417, 612–725– 
2088, Testing for Veterans Affairs 
(VA) Employees Only 

Pacific Toxicology Laboratories, 9348 
DeSoto Ave., Chatsworth, CA 91311, 
800–328–6942, (Formerly: Centinela 
Hospital Airport Toxicology 
Laboratory) 

Pathology Associates Medical 
Laboratories, 110 West Cliff Dr., 
Spokane, WA 99204, 509–755–8991/ 
800–541–7891x7 

Phamatech, Inc., 15175 Innovation 
Drive, San Diego, CA 92128, 888– 
635–5840 

Quest Diagnostics Incorporated, 1777 
Montreal Circle, Tucker, GA 30084, 
800–729–6432, (Formerly: SmithKline 
Beecham Clinical Laboratories; 
SmithKline Bio-Science Laboratories) 

Quest Diagnostics Incorporated, 400 
Egypt Road, Norristown, PA 19403, 
610–631–4600/877–642–2216, 
(Formerly: SmithKline Beecham 
Clinical Laboratories; SmithKline Bio- 
Science Laboratories) 

Redwood Toxicology Laboratory, 3700 
Westwind Blvd., Santa Rosa, CA 
95403, 800–255–2159 

U.S. Army Forensic Toxicology Drug 
Testing Laboratory, 2490 Wilson St., 
Fort George G. Meade, MD 20755– 
5235, 301–677–7085, Testing for 
Department of Defense (DoD) 
Employees Only 

* The Standards Council of Canada 
(SCC) voted to end its Laboratory 
Accreditation Program for Substance 

Abuse (LAPSA) effective May 12, 1998. 
Laboratories certified through that 
program were accredited to conduct 
forensic urine drug testing as required 
by U.S. Department of Transportation 
(DOT) regulations. As of that date, the 
certification of those accredited 
Canadian laboratories will continue 
under DOT authority. The responsibility 
for conducting quarterly performance 
testing plus periodic on-site inspections 
of those LAPSA-accredited laboratories 
was transferred to the U.S. HHS, with 
the HHS’ NLCP contractor continuing to 
have an active role in the performance 
testing and laboratory inspection 
processes. Other Canadian laboratories 
wishing to be considered for the NLCP 
may apply directly to the NLCP 
contractor just as U.S. laboratories do. 

Upon finding a Canadian laboratory to 
be qualified, HHS will recommend that 
DOT certify the laboratory (Federal 
Register, July 16, 1996) as meeting the 
minimum standards of the Mandatory 
Guidelines published in the Federal 
Register on January 23, 2017 (82 FR 
7920). After receiving DOT certification, 
the laboratory will be included in the 
monthly list of HHS-certified 
laboratories and participate in the NLCP 
certification maintenance program. 

Anastasia Marie Donovan, 
Policy Analyst. 
[FR Doc. 2020–11695 Filed 6–1–20; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160–20–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Office of the Secretary 

[LLWO210000.L1610000] 

National Environmental Policy Act 
Implementing Procedures for the 
Bureau of Land Management (516 DM 
11) 

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces the 
Department of the Interior’s 
(Department) proposal to revise the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) implementing procedures for 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
at Chapter 11 of Part 516 of the 
Departmental Manual (DM) with a 
proposed new categorical exclusion 
(CX) for authorization of the salvage 
harvest of dead or dying trees. 
DATES: Comments must be postmarked 
(for mailed comments), delivered (for 
personal or messenger delivery 
comments), or filed (for electronic 
comments) no later than July 2, 2020. 
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ADDRESSES: The public can review the 
proposed changes to the DM and the 
new proposed CX Verification Report 
online at: https://tinyurl.com/w8t4jx2. 
Comments can be submitted using: 
—BLM National NEPA Register: https:// 

go.usa.gov/xvPfT. Follow the 
instruction at this website. 

—Mail: U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Bureau of Land Management, 
Attention: WO–210–SLVGCX, 2850 
Youngfield Street, Lakewood, CO 
80215. 

—Personal or messenger delivery: U.S. 
Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Land Management, Attention: W0– 
210–SLVGCX, 2850 Youngfield Street, 
Lakewood, CO 80215. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Heather Bernier, Acting Division Chief, 
Decision Support, Planning, and NEPA, 
at (202) 912–7282, or hbernier@blm.gov. 
Persons who use a telecommunications 
device for the deaf (TDD) may call the 
Federal Relay Service (FRS) at 1–800– 
877–8339. The FRS is available 24 hours 
a day, 7 days a week, to leave a message 
or question with the above individual. 
You will receive a reply during normal 
business hours. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

Compliance with NEPA requires 
Federal agencies to consider the 
potential environmental consequences 
of their decisions before deciding 
whether and how to proceed. The 
Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) encourages Federal agencies to 
use CXs to protect the environment 
more efficiently by reducing the 
resources spent analyzing proposals 
which normally do not have potentially 
significant environmental impacts, 
thereby allowing those resources to be 
focused on proposals that may have 
significant environmental impacts. The 
appropriate use of CXs allows NEPA 
compliance to be concluded, in the 
absence of extraordinary circumstances 
that merit further consideration, without 
preparing either an environmental 
assessment (EA) or an environmental 
impact statement (EIS) (40 CFR 
1500.4(p) and 40 CFR 1508.4). 

The Department’s revised NEPA 
procedures were published in the 
Federal Register on October 15, 2008 
(73 FR 61292), and are codified at 43 
CFR part 46. These procedures address 
policy as well as procedure in order to 
assure compliance with the spirit and 
intent of NEPA. Additional Department- 
wide NEPA policy may be found in the 
DM, in chapters 1 through 4 of part 516. 
The procedures for the Department’s 
bureaus are published as chapters 7 

through 15 of this DM part 516. Chapter 
11 of 516 DM covers the BLM’s 
procedures. The BLM’s current 
procedures can be found at: https://
elips.doi.gov/ELIPS/ 
DocView.aspx?id=1721. These 
procedures address policy as well as 
procedure in order to assure compliance 
with the spirit and intent of NEPA. 

Rationale 
Proposed CX number C (10) covers 

harvest of dead or dying trees impacted 
by biotic or abiotic disturbances 
commonly referred to as ‘‘salvage 
harvest’’ on harvest areas of up to 5,000 
acres. Salvage harvest can help to 
recover economic value from timber, 
contribute to rural economies, accelerate 
reestablishment of native resilient forest 
tree species, and reduce future wildfire 
fuel loads and hazards to wildland 
firefighters, the public, and 
infrastructure from dead and dying 
trees. This CX would allow the BLM 
more flexibility to quickly respond to 
disturbances across larger areas to 
provide for public and infrastructure 
safety, reduce hazardous fuel loads that 
impact firefighter and public safety, and 
contribute to one of the six principal or 
major uses of the public lands identified 
in the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, which 
recognizes ‘‘the Nation’s need for 
domestic sources of timber and fiber.’’ 
In addition to analysis through EAs and 
EISs, the BLM already relies upon its 
existing CX (C.8) that addresses salvage 
harvest not to exceed 250 acres and 
intends to retain that CX; the BLM is 
proposing this additional CX to increase 
its flexibility to respond to disturbances 
across larger areas. Based on review of 
the existing CX C.8 as part of this 
process, the BLM does not intend to 
pursue removal of the 250-acre CX nor 
revise that CX to encompass the 
proposed scope of actions described in 
this proposal. The BLM sees a need for 
both CX categories. The 250-acre CX 
provides a more limited scope of actions 
that are useful, and the BLM has used 
the CX about 10 times a year for the last 
5 years. The BLM expects existing CX 
C.8 would still be used for smaller areas 
where the BLM has no need for the 
additional tools this proposed CX would 
provide. Following years of experience 
in conducting salvage harvest without 
significant effects, the BLM has 
identified that establishing a CX for the 
action is necessary to increase the 
BLM’s flexibility to respond to 
disturbances across larger areas, while 
keeping the tailored focus of the action. 
The BLM has completed review of 
scientific literature and previously 
analyzed and implemented actions in 

the Verification Report on the results of 
a Bureau of Land Management analysis 
of NEPA records and field verification 
for salvage harvest of timber (Salvage 
CX Verification Report), which is 
incorporated by reference here and 
summarized in Justification for Change 
below, and has found that the 
establishment of a CX is appropriate 
because of the evidence of no significant 
effects from salvage harvest at the 
parameters proposed. Establishing the 
new proposed CX would enable the 
BLM to ensure a timely process for a 
timber salvage project prior to a new fire 
season and in preparation for the 
subsequent fire season. 

Description of Change 
The Department proposes to add one 

CX to the BLM chapter of the 
Departmental Manual 516 DM 11 at 
Section, C. Forestry. The language of the 
proposed new CX citation at 516 DM 
11.9 C. (10) Forestry is: 

(10) Harvesting dead or dying trees 
resulting from fire, insects, disease, 
drought, or other disturbances not to 
exceed 1,000 acres for disturbances of 
3,000 acres or less. For disturbances 
greater than 3,000 acres, harvesting shall 
not exceed 1⁄3 of a disturbance area but 
not to exceed 5,000 acres total harvest. 

(a) Covered actions: 
(i) Cutting, yarding, and removal of 

dead or dying trees and live trees 
needed for landings, skid trails, and 
road clearing. Includes chipping/ 
grinding and removal of residual slash. 

(ii) Jackpot burning, pile burning, or 
underburning. 

(iii) Seeding or planting necessary to 
accelerate native species re- 
establishment. 

(b) Such actions: 
(i) May include construction of 

permanent roads not to exceed 1 mile in 
order to facilitate the covered actions. 
Permanent roads are routes intended to 
be part of the BLM’s permanent 
transportation system. 

(ii) If a permanent road is constructed 
to facilitate the covered actions, the 
segments shall conform to all applicable 
land use planning decisions for 
permanent road construction in the land 
use plan; and if travel management 
planning has been completed, the route 
specific designations related to the new 
segments shall be disclosed. 

(iii) May include temporary roads, 
which are defined as roads authorized 
by contract, permit, lease, other written 
authorization, or emergency operation 
not intended to be part of the BLM’s 
permanent transportation system and 
not necessary for long-term resource 
management. Temporary roads shall be 
designed to standards appropriate for 
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the intended uses, considering safety, 
cost of transportation, and impacts on 
land and resources. 

(iv) Shall require the treatment of 
temporary roads constructed or used so 
as to permit the reestablishment, by 
artificial or natural means, or vegetative 
cover on the roadway and areas where 
the vegetative cover was disturbed by 
the construction or use of the road, as 
necessary to minimize erosion from the 
disturbed area. Such treatment shall be 
designed to reestablish vegetative cover 
as soon as practicable, but at least 
within 10 years after the termination of 
the contract. 

(v) Shall require inclusion of project 
design features pertaining to the land 
use plan decisions providing for 
protections of the following resources 
and resource uses in the documentation 
of the CX: 

(1) Level of snag and downed wood 
creation/retention, and retention level of 
live trees; 

(2) Specifications for erosion control 
features such as water bars, dispersed 
slash; 

(3) Criteria for minimizing or 
remedying soil compaction; 

(4) Types and extents of logging 
system constraints (e.g., seasonal, 
location, extent, etc.); 

(5) Extent and purpose of seasonal 
operating constraints or restrictions; 

(6) Criteria to limit spread of weeds; 
(7) Size of riparian buffers and/or 

riparian zone operating restrictions; 
(8) Operating constraints and 

restrictions for underburning or pile 
burning; and 

(9) Revegetation standards for 
temporary roads. 

(c) For this CX, a dying tree is defined 
as a standing tree that has been severely 
damaged by forces such as fire, wind, 
ice, insects, or disease, and that in the 
judgement of an experienced forest 
professional or someone technically 
trained for the work, is likely to die 
within a few years. Examples include, 
but are not limited to: 

(i) Harvesting a portion of a stand 
damaged by a wind or ice event. 

(ii) Harvesting fire damaged trees. 
The intent of this CX is to improve the 

efficiency of routine environmental 
review processes for the harvest of dead 
or dying trees impacted by biotic or 
abiotic disturbances. Each proposed 
action must be reviewed for 
extraordinary circumstances that would 
preclude the use of this CX. The 
Department’s list of extraordinary 
circumstances under which a normally 
excluded action would require further 
analysis and documentation in an EA or 
EIS is found at 43 CFR 46.215. If a 
timber salvage project is within the 

activity described in this CX, then these 
‘‘extraordinary circumstances’’ will be 
considered in the context of the 
proposed project to determine if they 
indicate the potential for effects that 
merit additional consideration in an EA 
or EIS. If any of the extraordinary 
circumstances indicate such potential, 
the CX would not be used, and an EA 
or EIS would be prepared. 

The public is asked to review and 
comment on the newly proposed CX. To 
be considered, any comments on this 
proposed addition to the list of CXs in 
the DM must be received by the date 
listed in the DATES section of this notice 
at the location listed in the ADDRESSES 
section. Comments received after that 
date will be considered only to the 
extent practicable. Comments, including 
names and addresses of respondents, 
will be part of the public record and 
available for public review at the BLM 
address shown in the ADDRESSES 
section, during business hours, 8 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except holidays. Before including your 
address, telephone number, email 
address, or other personal identifying 
information in your comment, you 
should be aware that your entire 
comment—including your personal 
identifying information—may be made 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Justification for Change 
The BLM proposes CX C (10) after 

reviewing existing NEPA analysis and 
available scientific research on the 
effects of these types of routine actions 
over time and over different geographic 
areas. The BLM has documented in 
detail the justification for establishing 
this new CX in the Verification Report, 
which is incorporated by reference here 
and available to review in full at the 
websites shown in ADDRESSES. 

As described in the Verification 
Report, over the past three decades, 
forests in the western United States 
have experienced landscape-scale 
mortality events caused by wildfire, 
insect infestation and disease, drought, 
and other disturbances. From 2000 to 
2017, an average of 6.8 million acres has 
burned annually in the U.S. (https://
www.nifc.gov/fireInfo/fireInfo_stats_
totalFires.html). For BLM-managed 
forests, fire has affected an average of 
279,630 acres annually from 2009 to 
2018. Insect and disease survey data 
collected in 2015 by the Forest Health 
Protection Program of the U.S. Forest 
Service identified 70 different mortality- 

causing agents and complexes on 5.2 
million acres in the conterminous 
United States (Potter and Conkling 
2017). The BLM assembled data from 
the U.S. Forest Service Aerial Detection 
Survey from 2008 to 2017 and found 
nearly two million acres of forest 
mortality were observed over that 
period on BLM lands. 

Responsive to these larger, landscape- 
scale mortalities, the BLM has 
determined a need to be able to harvest 
dead and dying trees at larger scales 
than is currently authorized by the 
existing CX C.8. Salvage harvest is 
essential on portions of BLM- 
administered lands to provide for safety, 
meet legal mandates for land 
management, and conform to applicable 
land use plans. The BLM is pursuing the 
addition of this proposed CX to serve as 
a complement to the existing CX, and to 
provide the suite of actions often 
necessary when conducting salvage 
harvest at the scale the proposed CX 
would allow. This new proposed CX 
includes higher acreage limitations, but 
also includes actions to more 
comprehensively manage salvage 
harvest operations at a larger acreage 
scale, including permanent road 
construction, temporary road 
construction, and fuels management of 
harvested areas through jackpot burning 
and underburning. By including these 
additional actions for the larger scale of 
this proposed CX, the BLM would be 
able to address the full range of needs, 
including access and post-harvest fuels 
management, associated with salvage 
harvesting. Permanent roads are 
sometimes needed in salvage projects 
for the reforestation and forest 
development activities that occur over 
the years following the harvest activity. 
The effects of a permanent road are the 
same whether the road is transporting 
salvage wood or green wood in a 
thinning or a regeneration harvest. Since 
the salvage EAs reviewed for this 
analysis contained only one project 
describing a permanent road, the BLM 
looked at additional timber harvest EAs 
where permanent roads were included 
and resulted in findings of no 
significant impacts. As summarized 
below, and described in more detail in 
the Verification Report, the BLM used 
existing NEPA analysis and peer- 
reviewed research to determine the 
extent of both the actions to include and 
acreage on which to allow those actions 
that would ensure significance would 
not occur. 

The BLM’s review of the available 
literature demonstrates that the 
activities proposed for this new CX 
would not cause significant 
environmental effects, whether the 
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activities were to be implemented 
individually or in combination. As 
discussed in detail in the Verification 
Report Methods section, the research 
informed the development of this CX by 
providing evidence to suggest the need 
for the CX, both to facilitate the timely 
authorization of projects that can realize 
the long-term benefits that salvage 
harvest can provide, as well as to take 
advantage of the effectiveness of project 
design features to minimize adverse 
impacts. For example, several studies 
evaluate post-fire salvage harvest for soil 
disturbance, soil compaction, soil 
movement and soil deposition into 
stream systems. James and Krumland 
(2018) found that salvage logging with 
proper practices can reduce erosion 
when implemented immediately post 
fire. Research also demonstrates that 
soil disturbance during salvage 
operations can be minimized through 
effective project design. For example, 
partial harvest and skid trail layout can 
limit the extent of soil disturbance. Soil 
microbes have been shown to have no 
significant difference between sites that 
were post-fire logged and not logged 
(Smith et al. 2001). 

As discussed in the Methods section 
of the Verification Report, the BLM 
currently implements timber salvage 
sales supported by EAs, EISs, and (since 
2007) the existing timber salvage CX 
(C.8), and conducts post-harvest 
monitoring on all sales. The BLM has 
implemented salvage sales in response 
to insects and disease, windthrow, 
drought, and wildfires through 
commercial harvest using helicopter, 
cable yarding, and ground-based 
methods. A sampling of associated 
NEPA documents were reviewed to 
determine the scope of environmental 
consequences anticipated to result from 
the proposed actions. In the EAs 
reviewed, no significant individual or 
cumulative impacts were predicted to 
result from the kinds of activities 
included in the proposed CX for salvage 
harvest, nor were any unanticipated 
impacts observed after treatments were 
implemented. Actual impacts were the 
same as predicted impacts in all cases. 
There were no instances where any of 
the projects evaluated in EAs would 
have required completion of an EIS had 
these measures not been applied as a 
feature of the proposed action or 
alternatives. 

The BLM has implemented elements 
of the salvage actions proposed for this 
new CX in the current salvage CX and 
has not found significant impacts or 
instances where the presence of 
extraordinary circumstances prevented 
reliance on the existing salvage CX. In 
the two circumstances where the BLM 

completed EISs for salvage harvest, the 
specific combination of actions 
proposed and the scale of the proposals 
warranted analysis through EISs. The 
scale and scope of the actions proposed 
for categorical exclusion here are readily 
distinguishable from those evaluated in 
the EISs. 

All proposed actions and alternatives 
evaluated in the EAs reviewed included 
project design features that minimize 
environmental consequences. Often, 
through application of locally 
appropriate project design features, 
environmental effects are minimized to 
the level of non-significant, whereby 
resource issues were eliminated from 
further analysis due to application of 
these elements incorporated into project 
design. Development of lists of standard 
project design features as required 
components of this proposed CX would 
not be appropriate given the variability 
in specifications by region and land use 
planning area. The BLM identifies 
actions required to manage BLM- 
administered lands for specific purposes 
through land use planning as 
appropriate to the resource conditions 
and legal framework specific to the 
planning area and region. The BLM will 
often also identify project design 
features in the development of 
environmental analysis documents that 
are appropriate to consider when 
designing actions implementing the 
land use plan’s direction in land use 
planning documents. All actions 
approved or authorized by the BLM 
must conform to the existing land use 
plan (43 CFR 1610.5–3), including those 
relying on a CX to comply with NEPA. 
To capture the project design features 
appropriate to working in a particular 
region or planning area, this proposed 
CX requires specific inclusion of project 
design features pertaining to the specific 
environmental considerations that the 
applicable land use plans require for 
forestry treatments. Reinforcing that 
activities covered by the proposed CX 
must conform to the applicable land use 
plan and requiring application of the 
protections specified by the land use 
plan through project design features 
developed for the areas required by the 
CX (section (b)(v) of proposed text) 
allows the CX to be applied as 
appropriate in varying site conditions. 
The BLM proposes through the 
establishment of this CX to require 
inclusion of project design features 
pertaining to the land use planning 
decisions related to the resources and 
activities listed in part (b)(v) of the 
proposed CX to both ensure 
documentation of conformance and that 
protective measures required to meet 

land use planning decisions applicable 
to the planning/action area are 
incorporated into the design of any 
project supported by the proposed CX. 

While there are long-term benefits of 
conducting salvage harvest to reduce 
fuel loads that result in neutral or no- 
effect findings, there are documented 
instances of adverse, residual 
environmental consequences associated 
with implementation of these actions. 
However, as discussed in the Methods 
section of the Verification Report, these 
adverse environmental consequences 
are not considered individually or 
cumulatively significant due to low to 
moderate intensity of the treatments, as 
discussed, and the limited extent of 
treatment area relative to the extent and 
intensity of the disturbed area. The 
BLM’s post-implementation 
observations align with the literature 
reviewed and summarized in the 
Methods section of the Verification 
Report. 

As described in the Verification 
Report, the BLM has experience 
analyzing and implementing the harvest 
of salvage timber in an environmentally 
sustainable manner and considers the 
activities described in this proposal to 
be routine and non-significant. 
Expediting the immediate removal of 
dead and dying trees is essential to 
maximize economic returns as wood 
deterioration and value begins to drop 
immediately after the disturbance 
occurs. Establishment of a new CX 
covering these actions associated with 
salvage harvest will facilitate 
implementation of other BLM land 
management priorities and will 
contribute economic benefit to 
communities by providing timber for 
the forest product manufacturing sector. 

The BLM’s experience with 
implementing and monitoring these 
types of projects mirrors the scientific 
literature; taken together, they support 
establishment of this proposed CX, 
providing the evidence that this type 
and scope of action can be categorically 
excluded from further detailed analysis. 
As described in detail in the 
Verification Report, establishment of 
this proposed new CX would not 
individually or cumulatively have 
significant impacts on the human 
environment, and its use, like that of 
other administratively established CXs, 
would be subject to extraordinary 
circumstances review. Salvage harvest 
on the scale and scope that would be 
supported by this proposed CX is a 
common, effective tool that BLM uses to 
meet multiple forest and fuels 
management objectives as well as 
human health and safety and economic 
objectives. 
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Authorities: NEPA, the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); E.O. 
11514, March 5, 1970, as amended by 
E.O. 11991, May 24, 1977; and CEQ 
regulations (40 CFR 1507.3). 

Stephen G. Tryon, 
Acting Director, Office of Environmental 
Policy and Compliance. 
[FR Doc. 2020–11888 Filed 6–1–20; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4331–84–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Office of the Secretary 

[DOI–2019–0013; 201D0102DM, 
DS6CS00000, DLSN00000.000000, 
DX6CS25] 

Privacy Act of 1974; System of 
Records 

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of a new system of 
records. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of 
the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, 
the Department of the Interior (DOI) is 
issuing a public notice of its intent to 
create a DOI Privacy Act system of 
records titled, ‘‘INTERIOR/DOI–21, 
eRulemaking Program.’’ This system of 
records helps DOI manage an 
eRulemaking Program and the 
associated rulemaking documents, 
public comments, and supporting 
materials submitted on its rulemakings 
and Federal Register notices. This 
newly established system will be 
included in DOI’s inventory of record 
systems. 

DATES: This new system will take effect 
upon publication. New routine uses will 
take effect July 2, 2020. Submit 
comments on or before July 2, 2020. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
identified by docket number [DOI– 
2019–0013] by any of the following 
methods: 

• Federal eRulemaking Portal: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. Follow the 
instructions for sending comments. 

• Email: DOI_Privacy@ios.doi.gov. 
Include docket number [DOI–2019– 
0013] in the subject line of the message. 

• U.S. mail or hand-delivery: Teri 
Barnett, Departmental Privacy Officer, 
U.S. Department of the Interior, 1849 C 
Street NW, Room 7112, Washington, DC 
20240. 

Instructions: All submissions received 
must include the agency name and 

docket number [DOI–2019–0013]. All 
comments received will be posted 
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal information provided. 

Docket: For access to the docket to 
read background documents or 
comments received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Teri 
Barnett, Departmental Privacy Officer, 
U.S. Department of the Interior, 1849 C 
Street NW, Room 7112, Washington, DC 
20240, DOI_Privacy@ios.doi.gov or (202) 
208–1605. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

The DOI Office of the Executive 
Secretariat and Regulatory Affairs 
manages regulatory policy for the 
Department and is establishing the 
INTERIOR/DOI–21, eRulemaking 
Program, system of records to process, 
analyze and manage documents, 
comments and supporting materials 
submitted by members of the public in 
response to proposed rulemakings and 
notices. The system is comprised of 
public comments and documents 
received from the public that contain 
personally identifiable information that 
may include names, mailing addresses, 
email addresses, or other information 
received as part of the public comment 
and regulatory review process. 

Public comments are published on 
Regulations.gov, a public facing website 
that provides public users ease of access 
to Federal regulatory content and a way 
to submit comments on regulatory 
documents published in the Federal 
Register. On Regulations.gov, the public 
can search, view, download, and 
comment on publicly available 
regulatory materials and post comments 
or provide supporting documents on 
rulemakings or Federal Register notices. 
Public comments published on 
Regulations.gov are maintained in the 
Federal Docket Management System 
(FDMS), a government-wide system that 
provides a platform for agencies to 
manage their rulemaking and content in 
Regulations.gov. FDMS allows Federal 
agencies to search, view, download, and 
review the public comments or 
supporting materials submitted on 
rulemakings and notices. 

Regulations.gov and FDMS are 
managed by the General Services 
Administration (GSA) as the managing 
partner and government shared services 
provider to Federal partner agencies. 
Although GSA manages Regulations.gov 

and FDMS and provides assistance to 
Federal partner agencies, each Federal 
partner agency accesses and manages its 
own rulemaking documents and 
comments in FDMS. Therefore, DOI is 
publishing this INTERIOR/DOI–21, 
eRulemaking Program, system of records 
notice to cover records collected, used 
and maintained by DOI in support of 
Federal rulemakings through FDMS and 
Regulations.gov, as well as, DOI bureau 
and office eRulemaking Programs that 
may include administrative records and 
comments, information, and documents 
received from the public as part of the 
public comment process through email 
correspondence, postal mail, or other 
methods. Each DOI bureau and office is 
responsible for managing its own docket 
and the comments or supporting 
materials submitted on its own 
rulemakings. 

II. Privacy Act 

The Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, 
embodies fair information practice 
principles in a statutory framework 
governing the means by which Federal 
agencies collect, maintain, use, and 
disseminate individuals’ records. The 
Privacy Act applies to records about 
individuals that are maintained in a 
‘‘system of records.’’ A ‘‘system of 
records’’ is a group of any records under 
the control of an agency from which 
information is retrieved by the name of 
an individual or by some identifying 
number, symbol, or other identifying 
particular assigned to the individual. 
The Privacy Act defines an individual 
as a United States citizen or lawful 
permanent resident. Individuals may 
request access to their own records that 
are maintained in a system of records in 
the possession or under the control of 
DOI by complying with DOI Privacy Act 
regulations at 43 CFR part 2, subpart K, 
and following the procedures outlined 
in the Records Access, Contesting 
Record, and Notification Procedures 
sections of this notice. 

The Privacy Act requires each agency 
to publish in the Federal Register a 
description denoting the existence and 
character of each system of records that 
the agency maintains and the routine 
uses of each system. The INTERIOR/ 
DOI–21, eRulemaking Program, system 
of records notice is published in its 
entirety below. In accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 552a(r), DOI has provided a 
report of this system of records to the 
Office of Management and Budget and 
to Congress. 
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