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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Cherie Jack (202) 267–7271 or Terry
Stubblefield (202) 267–7624 Office of
Rulemaking (ARM–1), Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591.
This notice is published pursuant to
paragraphs (c), (e), and (g) of § 11.27 of
Part 11 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 11).
Issued in Washington, D.C., on August 12,
1999.
Donald P. Byrne,
Assistant Chief Counsel for Regulations.

Petitions for Exemption
Docket No.: 29462.
Petitioner: Dallas Airmotive, Inc.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
21.325(b)(3).
Description of Relief Sought: To allow
DAI to issue export airworthiness
approvals for Class II products that are
located but not manufactured in the
United States.
Docket No.: 29539.
Petitioner: City College of San
Francisco.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
65.3.
Description of Relief Sought: To
permit mechanic certificats to be issued
under subpart D of part 65, outside the
United States, to persons trained by
CCSF who are neither U.S. citizens nor
resident aliens when the certificate is
not needed for the operation or
continued airworthiness of U.S.registered aircraft.
Dispositions of Petitions
Docket No.: 18881.
Petitioner: International Aerobatic
Club.
Sections of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
91.151(a)(1).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit IAC and IAC
members participating in IAC-sponsored
and/or sanctioned aerobatic
competitions conducted in accordance
with IAC Official Contest Rules, to begin
flight in an airplane, considering local
conditions effecting fuel consumption,
when there is enough fuel on board the
aircraft to take off, complete the planned
flight maneuvers, and land at the same
airport with enough fuel to fly for an
additional 10 minutes at normal
cruising speed.
Grant, 07/15/99, Exemption No.
5745C.
Docket No.: 26160.
Petitioner: Massachusetts Institute of
Technology.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
91.319(c).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit MIT to operate

certain multiengine and single-engine
aircraft certficated in the experimental
category, over densely populated areas
or in congested airways.
Grant, 7/15/99, Exemption No. 5210E.
Docket No.: 26608.
Petitioner: ARCO/BPX Aviation and
Alaska Airlines.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
43.3(a), 43.7(a), 91.407(a)(2),
91.417(a)(2)(v), and 121.379.
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit (1) ARCO Alaska
and BPX to use ASA’s approved
maintenance recordkeeping procedures
for Boeing 737–200 aircraft leased and
operated by ARCO Alaska and BPX and
(2) ASA to perform maintenance,
preventative maintenance, alterations,
inspections, major repairs, and major
alterations, and subsequently return to
service Boeing 737–200 aircraft leased
and operated by ARCO Alaska and BPX
in accordance with ASA’s continuous
airworthiness maintenance program and
maintenance procedures.
Grant, 6/30/99, Exemption No. 5667C.
Docket No.: 27143.
Petitioner: Columbia Helicopters, Inc.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
135.143(c)(2).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit CHI to operate
certain aircraft under part 135 without
a TSO–C112 (Mode S) transponder
installed in each aircraft.
Grant, 6/18/99, Exemption No. 6905.
Docket No.: 27306.
Petitioner: NockAir Helicopter, Inc.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
133.43(a).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit NockAir to use
its helicopters to perform aerial trapeze
acts without using an approved
external-load attachment or quickrelease device for carrying a person or
trapeze bar.
Grant, 7/15/99, Exemption No. 6685A.
Docket No.: 27601.
Petitioner: Austral Lineas Aereas.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
145.47(b).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit ALA to use the
calibration standards of the Instituto
Nacional de Tecnologia Industrial
(INTI), Argentina’s national standards
organization, for the calibration of
standards of the U.S. National Institute
of Standards and Technology (NIST),
formerly the National Bureau of
Standards (NBS), to test its inspection
and test equipment.
Grant, 6/30/99, Exemption No. 6651A.
Docket No.: 28834.
Petitioner: LifePort, Inc.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
25.562 and 25.785(b).

Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit certification of
medical stretchers for transport of
persons whose medical condition
dictates such accommodations. This
exemption is for an installation on a
Dassault Model Falcon 2000 airplane.
Grant, 7/13/99, Exemption No. 69–20.
Docket No.: 28884.
Petitioner: Aero Sky.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
145.37(b).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit Aero Sky to
continue to hold a FAA repair station
certificate (certificate No. KQ7R556N)
without having suitable permanent
housing facilities for at least one of the
heaviest aircraft within the weight class
of the rating it holds.
Grant, 7/15/99, Exemption No. 6673A.
Docket No.: 29174.
Petitioner: Hawaii Helicopters, Inc.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
135.152(a).
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To permit HHI to operate
its Sikorsky S–61N (U.S. Registration
No. N29111, Serial No. 61711) and its
Sikorsky S–76A (Canadian Registration
No. C–GHJG, Serial No. 760015)
helicopters under part 135 without an
approved DFDR.
Grant, 7/15/99, Exemption No. 6789A.
Docket No.: 29654.
Petitioner: Michigan City AviatorsEAA chapter 966.
Section of the FAR Affected: 14 CFR
135.251, 135.255, 135.353, and
appendices I & J of part 121.
Description of Relief Sought/
Disposition: To allow Michigan City
Aviators-EAA chapter 966 to conduct
local sightseeing flights at an airport in
the Michigan City, Indiana, area for its
annual pancake breakfast event on July
18, 1999, for compensation or hire,
without complying with certain antidrug and alcohol misuse prevention
requirements of part 135.
Grant, 7/14/99, Exemption No. 69222.
[FR Doc. 99–21457 Filed 8–17–99; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
Airport Improvement Program Grant
Assurances; Proposed Modifications
and Opportunity to Comment
Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), US DOT.
ACTION: Notice of modification of
Airport Improvement Program grant
assurances and of the opportunity to
comment.
AGENCY:
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SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to modify
the standard grant assurances that are
required of a sponsor before receiving a
grant under the Airport Improvement
Program (AIP). Pursuant to applicable
law, the Secretary of Transportation is
required to provide notice in the
Federal Register of, and to provide an
opportunity for public comment on,
proposals to modify the assurances and
on proposals for additional AIP
assurances.
Modifications to the AIP grant
assurances are being made for three
reasons: To address the public
comments received subsequent to the
last publication of the assurances on
June 2, 1997; to reflect new regulatory
and Office of Management and Budget
requirements incorporated in Assurance
1; and to more accurately reflect
applicable statutory requirements.
For ease of reading, Title 49, Subtitle
VII, as amended by the 1996 Act, will
be cited throughout the remainder of
this notice as Title 49, U.S.C., as
amended. In the actual assurance,
however, the reference further specifies
Subtitle VII.
DATES: These modifications to the Grant
Assurances will be effective September
1, 1999. Comments, however, are
invited. Comments must be submitted at
or before 30 calendar days after
publication in the Federal Register. Any
necessary or appropriate revision to the
assurances resulting from the comments
received will be adopted as of the date
of a subsequent publication in the
Federal Register.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be delivered
or mailed to the FAA, Airports
Financial Assistance Division, APP–
500, Room 619, 800 Independence Ave.,
SW., Washington, DC 20591.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
James Borsari, Manager, Program
Guidance Branch, Airports Financial
Assistance Division, APP 500, Room
619, FAA, 800 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20591, Telephone
(202) 267–8822.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Secretary must receive certain
assurances from a sponsor (applicant)
seeking financial assistance for airport
planning, airport development, noise
compatibility planning or noise
mitigation under Title 49, U.S.C., as
amended. These assurances are
submitted as part of a sponsor’s
application for Federal assistance and
are incorporated into all grant
agreements. As need dictates, these
assurances are modified to reflect new
Federal requirements. Notice of such
proposed modifications is published in

the Federal Register and an opportunity
is provided for comment by the public.
The current assurances were
published on February 3, 1988, at 53 FR
3104 and amended on September 6,
1988, at FR 34361, on August 29, 1989,
at 54 FR 35748 on June 10, 1994 at 59
FR 30076, on January 4, 1995, at 60 FR
521, and on June 2, 1997, at 62 FR
29761.
Discussion of Comments Received in
Response to the Notice of Modification
of Airport Improvement Grant
Assurances
On June 2, 1997, the Federal Aviation
Administration published in the
Federal Register (62 FR 29761)
modifications to the Airport
Improvement Program grant assurances.
The agency asked for public comment
by July 2, 1997.
The FAA received a total of four
comments on the notice of proposed
modifications of the grant assurances.
Only one of the four comments was
received prior to the close of the
comment period on July 2. However,
because only a few comments were
received and this process is not a formal
rulemaking procedure, the FAA has
decided to consider all comments.
Comments were received from Airports
Council International, North America
(ACI–NA); the City of Houston Airport
System, Houston, Texas; the City of
Mesa, Arizona; and the Perry County
Airport Authority, Tell City, Indiana.
ACI–NA recommended that
Assurance 3, Sponsor Fund Availability,
be modified to read ‘‘has or will have
sufficient funds’’. The ACI–NA
recommendation would allow the
sponsor more time to accumulate the
local matching share for Airport
Improvement Program (AIP) projects.
This would give the airport sponsor
until the date of the grant award to have
local funds available. The statute
requires airport sponsors to have
sufficient funds available at the time the
grant application is submitted. Title 49
Section 47106(a)(3) states, ‘‘The
Secretary of Transportation may
approve an application under this
subchapter for a project grant only if the
Secretary is satisfied that enough money
is available to pay the project costs that
will not be paid by the United States
Government under this subchapter’’. We
believe that it is reasonable for an
airport to affirm the availability of funds
at the time of grant request. Therefore,
the final notice retains the existing
language in the assurance.
The City of Mesa, Arizona, requested
clarification about the need for public
hearings required by Assurance 9,
Public Hearings. The City of Mesa
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wanted to know what constitutes a
major runway extension, and how much
of an increase in either runway length
or runway weight bearing capacity
requires a public hearing. Assurance 9
requires that the sponsor conduct a
public hearing for projects involving the
location of an airport, an airport
runway, or a major runway extension.
The assurance, as currently written,
satisfies the provisions of Title 49
United States Code, Section 47106(c)(1)
regarding environmental requirements,
and does not need to be revised. Section
1506.6 of the Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) Regulations sets forth
procedures for public involvement in
projects affecting the environment. FAA
Order 5050.4A describes environmental
requirements in detail, including the
definition of a major runway extension.
These orders should be consulted
regarding public hearing requirements.
The City of Houston, Texas expressed
concerns about the change in language
of Assurance 22(a), Economic NonDiscrimination, effective June 2, 1997.
The City of Houston maintained that the
change in language may encourage more
complaints being filed against the
airport operator for violation of the
Assurance 22(a). As an example, the city
cited situations in which individuals
have attempted to fuel general aviation
aircraft from the back of pick-up trucks
while asserting their right to do so
under Assurance 22(a). Houston
suggested that the assurance be revised
to require all parties engaging in
aeronautical activity be qualified and
meet applicable safety standards.
The purpose of the revision to
Assurance 22(a) was to clarify the
assurance’s application to the full range
of aeronautical activities. The comment
has caused the FAA to review the new
wording of the assurance and the FAA
believes that the new wording is not
clear. We have decided to change the
language to eliminate any confusion.
The revised assurances will read as
follows: ‘‘It will make the airport
available as an airport for public use on
reasonable terms and without unjust
discrimination to all types, kinds and
classes of aeronautical activities,
including commercial aeronautical
activities offering services to the public
at the airport.’’ Furthermore, the FAA
believes that an airport sponsor’s
minimum standards should reflect local
safety requirements and quality of
service requirements so long as these are
reasonable, relevant to the activity, and
applied without unjust discrimination.
The typographical error in Assurance
22(b)(2), Economic Non-Discrimination,
has been noted and corrected. The
sentence will be changed to read,
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‘‘charge reasonable, and not unjustly
discriminatory, prices . . .’’
ACI–NA also requested that
Assurance 26, Reports and Inspections,
be revised to permit airports to file their
intergovernmental transfer reports as
soon as practicable instead of leaving
the filing deadline to the Secretary’s
discretion. Title 49 Section 47107(k)
requires that the Secretary provide
Congress with an annual summary of
the reports submitted under
47107(a)(19). The ACI–NA proposed
change would pose problems for the
FAA in fulfilling its reporting
requirements to Congress. Establishing
the filing deadline at the Secretary’s
discretion will provide the flexibility for
the Agency to collect the reports while
assisting those airports who need more
time to prepare their financial
statements. FAA has not been
convinced that the filing requirement of
Assurance 26 needs to be changed.
ACI–NA suggested that Assurance 27,
Use by Government Aircraft, be revised
to redefine the term aircraft movement
as both a landing and a takeoff. This
would conform to standard industry
usage. For the purpose of Assurance 27,
the FAA has defined an aircraft
movement as a landing. This
methodology has been in place for many
years. Changing the definition to
include takeoffs would require the FAA
to assess the number of movements in
light of this change and the FAA
believes that the change would not have
an overall benefit. Therefore, the FAA
retains the original language of the
assurance.
ACI–NA also maintained that
Assurance 31(a), Disposal of Land, is too
restrictive regarding the disposal of land
originally purchased for noise
mitigation purposes. The existing
assurance requires the sponsor to
dispose of the land at fair market value
when it is no longer needed for noise
mitigation purposes. ACI–NA suggests
that the assurance be revised to permit
the airport to pursue land disposal as
part of a commercial and development
program. Such development programs
tend to offer a higher financial
contribution than fair market value. The
existing assurance conforms to the
statutory requirements of 49 U.S.C.
47107(c)(2)(A)(i), which directs an
airport sponsor to dispose of the land as
soon as practicable after the land is no
longer needed for noise mitigation. The
change proposed by ACI–NA is not
consistent with this statutory provision.
Therefore, the FAA will retain the
original language of the assurance.
Perry County Airport Authority, Tell
City, Indiana suggested changes to the
Airport Improvement Program (AIP)

priority system to consider the off
airport economic benefits of AIP grant
funded projects. Since revisions to the
AIP grant assurances, and not the
priority system, are the subject of this
notice, no changes to the assurances are
warranted to address this comment.
Discussion of Modifications
FAA uses three separate sets of
standard assurances: Airport Sponsors
(owners/operators); Planning Agency
sponsors; and Non-Airport Sponsors
Undertaking Noise Compatibility
Program Projects (hereinafter referred to
as Non-Airport Sponsor Assurances).
FAA is modifying the assurances
currently in effect to incorporate the
below-noted changes. To simplify the
discussion, the modifications are
grouped based upon the sets of
assurances that are affected.
The changes contained in this
paragraph affect all three sets of
assurances. Section C, Subsection 1,
‘‘General Federal Requirements’’ is
amended in each set of assurances to
add references to 49 CFR Part 26
‘‘Participation by Disadvantaged
Business Enterprises in Department of
Transportation Programs’’. Part 26 was
issued on February 2, 1999 and is the
new rule covering the DOT DBE
program. In addition, the reference to
OMB Circular A–128 ‘‘Audits of State
and Local Governments’’ is changed to
A–133 ‘‘Audits of States, Local
Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations’’. These changes reflect
recent modifications to the referenced
regulations and OMB guidelines.
References to 49 CFR Part 23 remain
in the Airport Sponsor Assurances,
since portions of the DBE rule were
retained in Part 23. The title of Part 23
is changed to ‘‘Participation by
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise in
Airport Concessions.’’
The following changes affect only the
Airport Sponsor Assurances:
(a) In Assurance 4, subparagraph a., the
beginning is changed to read: ‘‘It, a public
agency or the Federal government, holds
good title . . .’’
(b) In Assurance 21, Compatible Land Use,
the words ‘‘to the extent reasonable’’ are
placed directly after the words ‘‘appropriate
action’’.
(c) In Assurance 22, subparagraph a is
deleted in its entirety and replaced with the
following: ‘‘a. It will make the airport
available as an airport for public use on
reasonable terms and without unjust
discrimination to all types, kinds and classes
of aeronautical activities, including
commercial aeronautical activities offering
services to the public at the airport.’’
(d) Assurance 22, subparagraph B.(2), is
revised to begin: ‘‘charge reasonable, and not
unjustly discriminatory . . .’’

(e) For Subsection B1, ‘‘Duration and
Applicability’’, the second sentence is
replaced with: ‘‘However, there shall be no
limit on the duration of the assurances
regarding Exclusive Rights and Airport
Revenue, so long as the airport is used as an
airport. There shall be no limit on the
duration of the terms, conditions and
assurances with respect to real property
acquired with Federal funds.’’

Modification (c) is made in response to
comments, as discussed above. The
other modifications are made to more
accurately reflect current statutory
language. The following changes affect
only the Airport Sponsor Assurances,
and the Non-Airport Sponsors
Undertaking Noise Compatibility
Program Projects Assurances:
(a) In Assurance 6, the second sentence
beginning ‘‘For noise compatibility program
projects,’’ and ending with ‘‘reasonably
consistent with the agency’s plans regarding
the property’’ is deleted.

This modification is made to more
accurately reflect current statutory
language.
The following assurance affects, and
is added to the Airport Sponsor
Assurances (as new Assurance 37),
Planning Agency Sponsor Assurances
(as new Assurance 13) and the NonAirport Sponsors Undertaking Noise
Compatibility Program Projects
Assurances (as new Assurance 22). This
assurance is added to reflect regulatory
modifications.
The recipient shall not discriminate on the
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in
the award and performance of any DOTassisted contract or in the administration of
its DBE program or the requirements of 49
CFR Part 26. The recipient shall take all
necessary and reasonable steps under 49 CFR
Part 26 to ensure non discrimination in the
award and administration of DOT-assisted
contracts. The recipient’s DBE program, as
required by 49 CFR Part 26 and as approved
by DOT, is incorporated by reference in this
agreement. Implementation of this program is
a legal obligation and failure to carry out its
terms shall be treated as a violation of this
agreement. Upon notification to the recipient
of its failure to carry out its approved
program, the Department may impose
sanctions as provided for under Part 26 and
may, in appropriate cases, refer the matter for
enforcement under 18 U.S.C. 1001 and or the
Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986
(31 U.S.C. 3801).
These assurances are issued pursuant to
the authority of Title 49, United States Code.

Complete Text of Modified Provisions
tTe complete text of each provision,
as modified, appears below.
(a) Airport Sponsor Assurance 4, ‘‘Good
Title’’, subparagraph a.—

‘‘It, a public agency or the Federal
government, holds good title,
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satisfactory to the Secretary, to the
landing area of the airport or site
thereof, or will give assurance
satisfactory to the Secretary that good
title will be acquired.’’
(b) Airport Sponsor Assurance 21—
‘‘Compatible Land Use’’.

‘‘It will take appropriate action, to the
extent reasonable, including the
adoption of zoning laws, to restrict the
use of land adjacent to or in the
immediate vicinity of the airport to
activities and purposes compatible with
normal airport operations, including
landing and takeoff of aircraft. In
addition, if the project is for noise
compatibility program implementation,
it will not cause or permit any change
in land use, within its jurisdiction that
will reduce its compatibility, with
respect to the airport, of the noise
compatibility program measures upon
which Federal funds have been
expended.’’
(c). Airport Sponsor Assurance 22,
‘‘Economic Nondiscrimination’’,
subparagraph a.

‘‘It will make the airport available as
an airport for public use on reasonable
terms and without unjust discrimination
to all types, kinds and classes of
aeronautical activities, including
commercial aeronautical activities
offering services to the public at the
airport.’’
(d). Airport Sponsor Assurance 22,
‘‘Economic Nondiscrimination’’,
subparagraph b. (2)

‘‘charge reasonable, and not unjustly
discriminatory, prices for each unit or
service, provided that the contractor
may be allowed to make reasonable and
nondiscriminatory discounts, rebates or
other similar types of price reductions
to volume purchasers.’’
(e) Airport Sponsor Assurances, Section B,
‘‘Duration and applicability’’, subsection 1,
‘‘Airport Development or Noise
Compatibility Program Projects Undertaken
by a Public Agency Sponsor’’.

‘‘The terms, conditions and
assurances of the grant agreement shall
remain in full force and effect
throughout the useful life of the
facilities developed or equipment
acquired for an airport development or
noise compatibility program project, or
throughout the useful life of the project
items installed within a facility under a
noise compatibility program project, but
in any event not to exceed twenty (20)
years from the date of acceptance of a
grant offer of Federal funds for the
project. However, there shall be no limit
to the duration of the assurance
regarding Exclusive Rights and Airport
Revenue so long as the airport is used
as an airport. There shall be no limit on

the duration of the terms, conditions
and assurances with respect to real
property acquired with Federal funds.
Furthermore, the duration of the Civil
Rights Assurance shall be specified in
the assurances.’’
(f) Airport Sponsor Assurance 6 and NonAirport Sponsors Undertaking Noise
Compatibility Program Project Assurance 6.
‘‘Consistency with Local Plans’’

‘‘The project is reasonably consistent
with plans (existing at the time of
submission of this application) of public
agencies that are authorized by the state
in which the project is located to plan
for the development of the area
surrounding the airport.’’
(g). Airport sponsor Assurance 37, Planning
Agency Sponsor Assurance 13 and NonAirport Sponsors Undertaking Noise
Compatibility Program Project Assurance 22.
‘‘Disadvantaged Business Enterprises.’’

‘‘The recipient shall not discriminate
on the basis of race, color, national
origin or sex in the award and
performance of any DOT-assisted
contract or in the administration of its
DBE program or the requirements of 49
CFR Part 26. The recipient shall take all
necessary and reasonable steps under 49
CFR Part 26 to ensure
nondiscrimination in the award and
administration of DOT-assisted
contracts. The recipient’s DBE program,
as required by 49 CFR Part 26, and as
approved by DOT, is incorporated by
reference in this agreement.
Implementation of this program is a
legal obligation and failure to carry out
its terms shall be treated as a violation
of this agreement. Upon notification to
the recipient of its failure to carryout its
approved program, the Department may
impose sanctions as provided under
Part 26, and may, in appropriate cases,
refer the matter for enforcement under
18 U.S.C. 1001 and/or the Program
Fraud Civil Remedies Act of 1986 (31
U.S.C. 3801).’’
Upon acceptance of the AIP grant by
an airport sponsor, the assurances
become a contractual obligation
between the airport sponsor and the
Federal government.
Issued in Washington, DC on August 6,
1999.
Catherine M. Lang,
Acting Director, Office of Airport Planning
and Programming.
[FR Doc. 99–21458 Filed 8–17–99; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
RTCA Special Committee 195; Flight
Information Services Communications
(FISC)
Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L.
92–463, 5 U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is
hereby given for Special Committee
(SC)–195 meeting to be held September
14–16, starting at 8:30 a.m. each day.
The meeting will be held at RTCA, Inc.,
1140 Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite
1020, Washington, DC 20036.
The agenda will include: September
14: (1) Welcome and Introductions; (2)
Final Review of Automet Minimum
Operational Performance Standards; (3)
Review of FIS–B Minimum Aviation
System Performance Standards
(MASPS) Section 4.0 Procedures for
Performance Requirement Verification,
Work Plan; (4) Detailed review of FIS–
B MASPS. September 15: (5) Continue
Detailed review of FIS–B MASPS.
September 16: (6) Review FIS–B MASPS
actions and address future work; (7)
Date and location of next meeting; (8)
Closing.
Attendance is open to the interested
public but limited to space availability.
With the approval of the chairman,
members of the public may present oral
statements at the meeting. Persons
wishing to present statements or obtain
information should contact the RTCA
Secretariat, 1140 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W., Suite 1020, Washington, DC
20036; (202) 833–9339 (phone); (202)
833–9434 (fax); or http://www.rtca.org
(web site). Members of the public may
present a written statement to the
committee at any time.
Issued in Washington, DC, on August 12,
1999.
Janice L. Peters,
Designated Official.
[FR Doc. 99–21453 Filed 8–17–99; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
RTCA Special Committee 192; National
Airspace Review Planning and
Analysis
Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L.
92–463, 5 U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is
hereby given for a Special Committee
192 meeting to be held September 14,
1999, starting at 9:00 a.m. The meeting
will be held at RTCA, Inc., 1140

