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factors for certification. This notice is
necessary to advise the public of this
FAA policy and give all interested
persons an opportunity to present their
views on it.
DATES: Send your comments by October
22, 2001.
Discussion: On August 29, 2001, the
Small Airplane Directorate issued a
proposed policy statement. We are
making this proposed policy statement
available to the public and all
manufacturers for their comments.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the proposed
policy statement, PS-ACE100–2001–
004, may be requested from the
following: Small Airplane Directorate,
Standards Office (ACE–110), Aircraft
Certification Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 901 Locust Street,
Room 301, Kansas City, MO 64106. The
proposed policy statement is also
available on the Internet at the following
address: http://www.faa.gov/programs_
rsvp2/smart/faa_home_page/
certification/aircraft/ small_airplane_
directorate_news_proposed.html. Send
all comments on this proposed policy
statement to the individual identified
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Frank Bick, Federal Aviation
Administration, Small Airplane
Directorate, Regulations & Policy, ACE–
111, 901 Locust Street, Room 301,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; telephone:
(816) 329–4119; fax: 816–329–4090; email: frank.bick@faa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
We invite your comments on this
proposed policy statement. Send any
data or views as you may desire.
Identify the proposed Policy Statement
Number PS-ACE100–2001–004 on your
comments, and if you submit your
comments in writing, send two copies of
your comments to the above address.
The Small Airplane Directorate will
consider all communications received
on or before the closing date for
comments. We may change the proposal
contained in this notice because of the
comments received.
You may also send comments to the
following Internet address: 9-ACEPart23HF-Policy@faa.gov. Comments
sent by fax or the Internet must contain
‘‘Comments to proposed policy
statement PS-ACE100–2001–004’’ in the
subject line. You do not need to send
two copies if you fax your comments or
send them through the Internet. If you
send comments over the Internet as an
attached electronic file, format it in
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either Microsoft Word 97 for Windows
or ASCII text.
State what specific change you are
seeking to the proposed policy
memorandum and include justification
(for example, reasons or data) for each
request.

Issued on: September 12, 2001.
Donald L. Neumann,
Programs Engineer, Jefferson City.
[FR Doc. 01–23563 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on
September 6, 2001.
Michael Gallagher,
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–23564 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Notice to Rescind Notice of Intent To
Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement: St. Francois County, MO
AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT, and the
Missouri Department of Transportation.
ACTION: Rescind Notice of Intent to
prepare an environmental impact
statement.
SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that we are
rescinding the Notice Of Intent (NOI) to
prepare an environmental impact
statement (EIS) for improvements that
were proposed to the transportation
system in St. Francois County, Missouri.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald L. Neumann, Programs
Engineer, FHWA, Division Office, 209
Adams Street, Jefferson City, MO 65101;
Telephone: (573) 634–2393 or Scott
Meyer, District Engineer, Missouri
Department of Transportation, PO Box
160, Sikeston, Missouri, 63801;
Telephone: (573) 472–5333.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the
Missouri Department of Transportation
(MoDOT), is rescinding the NOI to
prepare an EIS for a project that had
been proposed to improve the
transportation system in St. Francois
County, Missouri. The NOI is being
rescinded because MoDOT lacks
funding to build this project. They do
not want to concentrate their efforts on
completing an EIS for a project which
may not be built for 20 years, at which
time the EIS would need to be
reevaluated.

(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)
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Qualification of Drivers; Exemption
Applications; Vision
AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of renewal of exemption;
request for comments.
SUMMARY: This notice announces the
FMCSA’s decision to renew the
exemptions from the vision requirement
in 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10) for 18
individuals.
DATES: This decision is effective
September 20, 2001. Comments from
interested persons should be submitted
by October 22, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Mail or hand deliver
comments to the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Dockets Management
Facility, Room PL–401, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590, or
submit electronically at http://
dmses.dot.gov/submit. All comments
received will be available for
examination and copying at the above
address from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., e.t.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. Those desiring notification of
receipt of comments must include a selfaddressed, stamped postcard or you
may print the acknowledgment page
that appears after submitting comments
electronically.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information about the vision
exemptions in this notice, Ms. Sandra
Zywokarte, Office of Bus and Truck
Standards and Operations, (202) 366–
2987; for information about legal issues
related to this notice, Mr. Joseph
Solomey, Office of the Chief Counsel,
(202) 366–1374, FMCSA, Department of
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, DC 20590. Office
hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.,
e.t., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic Access and Filing
You may see all comments online
through the Document Management
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System (DMS) at: http://dmses.dot.gov/
submit.
Background
Eighteen individuals have requested
renewal of their exemptions from the
vision requirement in 49 CFR
391.41(b)(10) which applies to drivers of
commercial motor vehicles (CMVs) in
interstate commerce. They are Grady L.
Black, Jr., John A. Chizmar, Billy M.
Coker, Weldon R. Evans, Richard L.
Gagnebin, James P. Guth, Rayford R.
Harper, Paul M. Hoerner, Charles L.
Lovern, Craig M. Mahaffey, Michael S.
Maki, Howard R. Payne, Kenneth A.
Reddick, Leonard Rice, Jr., John A.
Sortman, James A. Strickland, James T.
Sullivan, and Edward A. Vanderhei.
Under 49 U.S.C. 31315 and 31136(e),
the FMCSA may grant an exemption for
a renewable 2-year period if it finds
‘‘such exemption would likely achieve a
level of safety that is equivalent to, or
greater than, the level that would be
achieved absent such exemption.’’
Accordingly, the FMCSA has evaluated
the 18 petitions for renewal on their
merits and decided to extend each
exemption for a renewable 2-year
period.
On September 23, 1999, the agency
published a notice of final disposition
announcing its decision to exempt 32
individuals, including these 18
applicants for renewal, from the vision
requirement in 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10) (64
FR 51568). The qualifications,
experience, and medical condition of
each applicant were stated and
discussed in detail at 64 FR 27027 (May
18, 1999). Two comments were
received, and their contents were
carefully considered by the agency in
reaching its final decision to grant the
petitions (64 FR 51568). The agency
determined that exempting the
individuals from 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10)
was likely to achieve a level of safety
equal to, or greater than, the level that
would be achieved without the
exemption as long as the vision in each
applicant’s better eye continued to meet
the standard specified in 391.41(b)(10).
As a condition of the exemption,
therefore, the agency imposed
requirements on the individuals similar
to the grandfathering provisions in 49
CFR 391.64(b) applied to drivers who
participated in the agency’s former
vision waiver program.
These requirements are as follows: (1)
That each individual be physically
examined every year (a) by an
ophthalmologist or optometrist who
attests that vision in the better eye meets
the standard in 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10),
and (b) by a medical examiner who
attests the individual is otherwise
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Basis for Renewing Exemptions
Under 49 U.S.C. 31315(b)(1), an
exemption may be granted for no longer
than 2 years from its approval date and
may be renewed upon application for an
additional 2-year period. In accordance
with 49 U.S.C. 31315 and 31136(e), each
of the 18 applicants has satisfied the
entry conditions for obtaining an
exemption from the vision requirements
(63 FR 30285; 63 FR 54519; 63 FR
66226; 64 FR 16517), and each has
requested timely renewal of the
exemption. These 18 applicants have
submitted evidence showing that the
vision in their better eye continues to
meet the standard specified at 49 CFR
391.41(b)(10), and that the vision
impairment is stable. In addition, a
review of their records of safety while
driving with their respective vision
deficiencies over the past 2 years
indicates each applicant continues to
meet the vision exemption standards.
These factors provide an adequate basis
for predicting each driver’s ability to
continue to drive safely in interstate
commerce. Therefore, the FMCSA
concludes that extending the exemption
for a period of 2 years is likely to
achieve a level of safety equal to that
existing without the exemption for each
renewal applicant.

Conclusion
In accordance with 49 U.S.C. 31315
and 31136(e), the FMCSA extends the
exemptions from the vision requirement
in 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10) granted to
Grady L. Black, Jr., John A. Chizmar,
Billy M. Coker, Weldon R. Evans,
Richard L. Gagnebin, James P. Guth,
Rayford R. Harper, Paul M. Hoerner,
Charles L. Lovern, Craig M. Mahaffey,
Michael S. Maki, Howard R. Payne,
Kenneth A. Reddick, Leonard Rice, Jr.,
John A. Sortman, James A. Strickland,
James T. Sullivan, and Edward A.
Vanderhei, subject to the following
conditions: (1) That each individual be
physically examined every year (a) by
an ophthalmologist or optometrist who
attests that the vision in the better eye
continues to meet the standard in 49
CFR 391.41(b)(10), and (b) by a medical
examiner who attests that the individual
is otherwise physically qualified under
49 CFR 391.41; (2) that each individual
provide a copy of the ophthalmologist’s
or optometrist’s report to the medical
examiner at the time of the annual
medical examination; and (3) that each
individual provide a copy of the annual
medical certification to the employer for
retention in the driver’s qualification
file and retain a copy of the certification
on his/her person while driving for
presentation to a duly authorized
Federal, State, or local enforcement
official. Each exemption will be valid
for 2 years unless rescinded earlier by
the FMCSA. The exemption will be
rescinded if: (1) The person fails to
comply with the terms and conditions
of the exemption; (2) the exemption has
resulted in a lower level of safety than
was maintained before it was granted; or
(3) continuation of the exemption would
not be consistent with the goals and
objectives of 49 U.S.C. 31315 and
31136(e).

Discussion of Comments
The Advocates for Highway and Auto
Safety (AHAS) expresses continued
opposition to the FMCSA’s procedures
for renewing exemptions from the
vision requirement in 49 CFR
391.41(b)(10). Specifically, the AHAS
objects to the agency’s extension of the
exemptions without any opportunity for
public comment prior to the decision to
renew and reliance on a summary
statement of evidence to make its
decision to extend the exemption of
each driver.
The issues raised by the AHAS were
addressed at length in 66 FR 17994
(April 4, 2001). We will not address
these points again here, but refer
interested parties to that earlier
discussion.

Request for Comments
The FMCSA has evaluated the
qualifications and driving performance
of the 18 applicants here and extends
their exemptions based on the evidence
introduced. The agency will review any
comments received concerning a
particular driver’s safety record and
determine if the continuation of the
exemption is consistent with the
requirements at 49 U.S.C. 31315 and
31136(e). While comments of this nature
will be entertained at any time, the
FMCSA requests that interested parties
with information concerning the safety
records of these drivers submit
comments by October 22, 2001. All
comments will be considered and will
be available for examination in the
docket room at the above address. The

physically qualified under 49 CFR
391.41; (2) that each individual provide
a copy of the ophthalmologist’s or
optometrist’s report to the medical
examiner at the time of the annual
medical examination; and (3) that each
individual provide a copy of the annual
medical certification to the employer for
retention in the driver’s qualification
file and retain a copy of the certification
on his/her person while driving for
presentation to a duly authorized
Federal, State, or local enforcement
official.
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FMCSA will also continue to file in the
docket relevant information which
becomes available. Interested persons
should continue to examine the docket
for new material.
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 322, 31136 and 31315;
and 49 CFR 1.73.
Issued on: September 14, 2001.
Julie Anna Cirillo,
Acting Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc. 01–23428 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–EX–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration
Proposed Agency Information
Collection Activities; Comment
Request
Federal Railroad
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501, et seq.), this notice
announces that the Information
Collection Requirement (ICR) abstracted
below has been forwarded to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and comment. The ICR describes
the nature of the information collection
and its expected burden. The Federal
Register notice with a 60-day comment
period soliciting comments on the
following collections of information was
published on July 10, 2001 (66 FR
36031).
DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before October 22, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Robert Brogan, Office of Planning and
Evaluation Division, RRS–21, Federal
Railroad Administration, 1120 Vermont
Ave., NW., Mail Stop 17, Washington,
DC 20590 (telephone: (202) 493–6292),
or Dian Deal, Office of Information
Technology and Productivity
Improvement, RAD–20, Federal
Railroad Administration, 1120 Vermont
Ave., NW., Mail Stop 35, Washington,
DC 20590 (telephone: (202) 493–6133).
(These telephone numbers are not tollfree.)
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA), Pub. L. No. 104–13, 2, 109 Stat.
163 (1995) (codified as revised at 44
U.S.C. 3501–3520), and its
implementing regulations, 5 CFR part
1320, require Federal agencies to issue
two notices seeking public comment on
information collection activities before
OMB may approve paperwork packages.
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44 U.S.C. 3506, 3507; 5 CFR 1320.5,
1320.8(d)(1), 1320.12. On July 10, 2001,
FRA published a 60-day notice in the
Federal Register soliciting comment on
ICRs that the agency was seeking OMB
approval. 66 FR 36031. FRA received no
comments in response to this notice.
Before OMB decides whether to
approve these proposed collections of
information, it must provide 30 days for
public comment. 44 U.S.C. 3507(b); 5
CFR 1320.12(d). Federal law requires
OMB to approve or disapprove
paperwork packages between 30 and 60
days after the 30 day notice is
published. 44 U.S.C. 3507 (b)-(c); 5 CFR
1320.12(d); see also 60 FR 44978, 44983,
Aug. 29, 1995. OMB believes that the 30
day notice informs the regulated
community to file relevant comments
and affords the agency adequate time to
digest public comments before it
renders a decision. 60 FR 44983, Aug.
29, 1995. Therefore, respondents should
submit their respective comments to
OMB within 30 days of publication to
best ensure having their full effect. 5
CFR 1320.12(c); see also 60 FR 44983,
Aug. 29, 1995.
The summaries below describe the
nature of the information collection
requirements (ICRs) and the expected
burden. The revised requirements are
being submitted for clearance by OMB
as required by the PRA.
Title: Railroad Communications
(Formerly Transmission of Train Orders
by Radio).
OMB Control Number: 2130–0524.
Type of Request: Extension of a
currently approved collection.
Affected Public: Railroads.
Form(s): N/A.
Abstract: The Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) amended its radio
standards and procedures to promote
compliance by making regulations more
flexible; to require wireless
communications devices, including
radios, for specified classifications of
railroad operations and roadway
workers; and to re-title this part to
reflect its coverage of other means of
wireless communications such as
cellular telephones, data radio
terminals, and other forms of wireless
communications to convey emergency
and need-to-know information. The new
rule establishes safe, uniform
procedures covering the use of radio
and other wireless communications
within the railroad industry.
Affected Public: Businesses.
Addressee: Send comments regarding
these information collections to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, 725 Seventeenth Street, NW.,
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Washington, DC, 20503; Attention: FRA
Desk Officer.
Comments are invited on the
following: Whether the proposed
collections of information are necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of FRA, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
the accuracy of FRA’s estimates of the
burden of the proposed information
collections; ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the collections of information
on respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
A comment to OMB is best assured of
having its full effect if OMB receives it
within 30 days of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register.
Authority: 44 U.S.C. 3501–3520.
Issued in Washington, DC on September
14, 2001.
Kathy A. Weiner,
Director, Office of Information Technology
and Support Systems, Federal Railroad
Administration.
[FR Doc. 01–23427 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Maritime Administration
[Docket Number: MARAD–2001–10635]

Requested Administrative Waiver of
the Coastwise Trade Laws
AGENCY: Maritime Administration,
Department of Transportation.
ACTION: Invitation for public comments
on a requested administrative waiver of
the Coastwise Trade Laws for the vessel
Argonaut.
SUMMARY: As authorized by Pub. L. 105–
383, the Secretary of Transportation, as
represented by the Maritime
Administration (MARAD), is authorized
to grant waivers of the U.S.-build
requirement of the coastwise laws under
certain circumstances. A request for
such a waiver has been received by
MARAD. The vessel, and a description
of the proposed service, is listed below.
Interested parties may comment on the
effect this action may have on U.S.
vessel builders or businesses in the U.S.
that use U.S.-flag vessels. If MARAD
determines that in accordance with Pub.
L. 105–383 and MARAD’s regulations at
46 CFR part 388 (65 FR 6905; February
11, 2000) that the issuance of the waiver
will have an unduly adverse effect on a
U.S.-vessel builder or a business that
uses U.S.-flag vessels, a waiver will not
be granted.
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