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and information available from the FAA,
state aviation agencies, regional planning
organizations, and airframe manufacturers.
4. Comparison to population and
employment projections for the airport
service area.
5. Computation of per capita consumption
of air travel and comparison to the historical
trend for the airport service area and the
nation.
6. Discussion of the forecast with
representatives of the air carriers and other
segments of aviation serving the area. The
opinion of all carriers should be given due
consideration, particularly if the proposal is
intended to promote competition. The
opinion of incumbent carriers should be
weighed against the probability of other
carriers to serve the market.
7. Discussion of whether the proposal
involves traffic currently served at another
airport and, if so, the level of certainty that
traffic will be transferred.
8. Examination of base data, principal
assumptions, and forecasting methodology by
a panel of experts convened for that purpose.
(This could include peer review by operators
of comparable airports). Cargo forecasts can
be addressed by:
1. Examination of the assumptions that
underlie the forecast.
2. Comparison to local, regional, and
national historical data and trends.
3. Comparison to forecasts by metropolitan
planning and state aviation agencies. (The
FAA does not make detailed forecasts of air
cargo.)
4. Comparison to forecasts by experts and
industry leaders.
5. Examination and group discussion by an
expert panel or peer review group.
6. Discussion with potential airport users,
including shippers, air carriers, and tenants.
The financial aspects of a proposal can be
examined in the context of a market analysis
by estimating capital and operating costs and
comparing them to probable sources of funds,
including grants, subsidies, and income from
rents and fees. The financial feasibility of
many proposals can be estimated at an early
stage by using guidelines and rules of thumb
developed by credit rating agencies for
evaluating the viability of revenue bonds.
Increasingly detailed estimates can be
prepared as the planning process generates
more precise data.
Issued in Washington, D.C. on October 14,
1999.
Louise E. Maillett,
Acting Associate Administrator for Airports.
[FR Doc. 99–27288 Filed 10–18–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Statement:
Athens and Meigs Counties, Ohio
Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed project in
Athens and Meigs Counties, Ohio.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Dobson, Field Operation Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 200
N. High Street, Room 328, Columbus,
Ohio 43215, Telephone: (614) 280–6853.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the Ohio
Department of Transportation (ODOT),
will prepare an environmental impact
statement (EIS) on a proposal to
construct an improved highway from
the City of Athens in Athens County to
just south of Darwin in Meigs County,
Ohio.
An Environmental Assessment was
prepared for this proposal and approved
by the FHWA with a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) issued on
September 10, 1997. Subsequent public
comment and changing environmental
issues and regulations have resulted in
the decision to prepare an EIS.
The existing facility is a two-lane,
rural roadway with numerous
substandard features, including narrow
shoulders, tight curves, steep grades,
and numerous access points. The
purpose of the project is to provide an
improved connection from the existing
four-lane US 33 in Athens to the
existing four-lane US 33 freeway just
south of Darwin. The project will
improve safety, increase the efficiency
of regional travel, and improve capacity
to provide for projected increases in
traffic volumes. This project is also
intended to provide the transportation
infrastructure needed to meet the
mobility, access, and economic goals
established for Southeastern Ohio in
Access Ohio, the state’s long range
transportation plan.
Alternatives under consideration
include: (1) Taking no action; (2)
upgrading the existing facility; and (3)
constructing a highway on new
alignment.
Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have previously
expressed or are known to have interest
in this proposal. A citizens advisory
committee will be formed from known
interested organizations and
stakeholders to provide input on the
proposal. One or more public meetings
will be held in the Fall of 1999. In
addition, a public hearing will be held,
expected in the Spring of 2000. Public
notice will be given of the time and
place of the meetings and hearing. The
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draft EIS will be available for public and
agency review and comment prior to the
public hearing. No formal scoping
meeting is planned at this time.
To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program)
Issued on: October 6, 1999.
Dan Dobson,
Field Operations Engineer, Federal Highway
Administration, Columbus, Ohio.
[FR Doc. 99–27177 Filed 10–18–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–22–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Statement:
Fairfield County, OH
Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of Intent.
AGENCY:

The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed project in
Fairfield County, Ohio.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Dobson, Field Operation Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 200
N. High Street, Room 328, Columbus,
Ohio 43215, Telephone: (614) 280–6853.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the Ohio
Department of Transportation (ODOT),
will prepare an environmental impact
statement (EIS) on a proposal to
construct a four-lane, limited access,
divided highway bypassing existing
U.S. Route 33 through the City of
Lancaster in Fairfield County, Ohio.
Construction of this bypass is
considered necessary to relieve
congestion and improve safety for local
and regional travel. This proposal is
intended to be consistent with the
mobility, access, and economic goals
established for Southeastern Ohio in
Access Ohio, the state’s long range
transportation plan.
Alternatives under consideration
include: (1) Taking no action; (2)
SUMMARY:
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upgrading the existing facility; and (3)
constructing a highway on new
alignment. The alternative on new
alignment has sub-alternatives
providing for various right-of-way
locations and interchange options.
Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have previously
expressed or are known to have interest
in this proposal. A public hearing will
be held in late 1999 or early 2000.
Public notice will be given of the time
and place of the hearing. The draft EIS
will be available for public and agency
review and comment prior to the public
hearing.
Based upon recent coordination with
federal, state and local agencies and
input received from public meetings in
1995, 1997 and 1999, no additional
formal scoping meeting is planned at
this time.
To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program)
Issued on: October 6, 1999.
Dan Dobson,
Field Operations Engineer, Federal Highway
Administration, Columbus, Ohio.
[FR Doc. 99–27176 Filed 10–18–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–22–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Statement; King
County and Snohomish County,
Washington
Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed program of
highway, arterial, and high-capacity
transit projects in King County and
Snohomish County, Washington.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gene Fong, Division Administrator,

Federal Highway Administration, 711 S.
Capitol Way, Suite 501, Olympia,
Washington 98501–1284, Telephone:
(360) 753–9413; or Michael Cummings,
WSDOT Office of Urban Mobility, 401
Second Avenue So., Ste. 300, Seattle,
Washington 98104–2862, Telephone:
(206) 464–6223.
The
FHWA, in cooperation with the
Washington State Department of
Transportation, will prepare an
environmental impact statement (EIS)
on a proposal to improve Interstate 405
(I–405), adjacent arterials, and transit
facilities in King County and
Snohomish County, Washington. The
proposed improvements potentially
would include the construction of a
range of highway, arterial, bus transit,
high-capacity transit, and nonmotorized transportation improvements
within the I–405 corridor study area
between its southern intersection with
I–5 in the City of Tukwila and its
northern intersection with Interstate 5
(I–5) in Snohomish County, a length of
about 30 miles.
Improvements are considered
necessary to improve movement of
people and goods throughout the
corridor and to reduce foreseeable traffic
congestion. Alternatives are expected to
include: (1) Taking no action; (2)
implementing a range of transportation
system management (TSM) and
transportation demand management
(TDM) measures; (3) expanding the
capacity of the existing I–405; (4)
expanding the capacity and improving
the continuity of the adjacent arterial
network; (5) expanding the capacity of
the existing bus transit system; (6)
implementing new high-capacity transit
within the corridor; and/or (7) a
combination of elements of the
preceding alternatives. Also, a variety of
land use and development controls by
local agencies may be identified in the
EIS, but these are not within the
jurisdiction of the FHWA.
Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies, affected Indian tribes, and to
private organizations and citizens who
have previously expressed or are known
to have interest in this proposal. A
series of agency and public scoping
meetings will be held in the corridor
during October 1999. In addition, a
public hearing will be held. Public
notice will be given of the time and
place of the meetings and hearing. The
draft EIS will be available for public and
agency review and comment prior to the
public hearing.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research,
Planning and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program)
Issued on: October 4, 1999.
Sharon R. Price,
Environmental Program Manager, FHWA
Washington Division.
[FR Doc. 99–27175 Filed 10–18–99 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-–22–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration
[Docket No. NHTSA–99–6340]

Notice of Receipt of Petition for
Decision That Nonconforming 1991–
1992 Toyota Previa Multi-Purpose
Passenger Vehicles Are Eligible for
Importation
National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of receipt of petition for
decision that nonconforming 1991–1992
Toyota Previa multi-purpose passenger
vehicles (MPVs) are eligible for
importation.
AGENCY:

This document announces
receipt by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) of a
petition for a decision that 1991–1992
Toyota Previa MPVs that were not
originally manufactured to comply with
all applicable Federal motor vehicle
safety standards are eligible for
importation into the United States
because (1) they are substantially
similar to vehicles that were originally
manufactured for importation into and
sale in the United States and that were
certified by their manufacturer as
complying with the safety standards,
and (2) they are capable of being readily
altered to conform to the standards.
DATE: The closing date for comments on
the petition is November 18, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to
the docket number and notice number,
and be submitted to: Docket
Management, Room PL–401, 400
Seventh St., SW, Washington, DC
SUMMARY:

