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services for the recovery of Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant Unit 1.

C7. Contract with Westinghouse
Electric Company for replacement steam
generators with associated equipment
and licensing support for Watts Bar
Nuclear Plant Unit 1.

E—Real Property Transactions

E1. Deed modification affecting 0.1
acre of former TVA land on Norris
Reservoir, a portion of Tract No. XNR—
597, in Anderson County, Tennessee, to
allow James M. Porter clear title to his
property.

E2. Sale of a 30-year term public
recreation easement to Anderson
County, Tennessee, affecting
approximately 1.6 acres of land on Bull
Run Fossil Plant Reservation in
Anderson County, Tennessee, Tract No.
XBRSP-6RE.

E3. Sale of a noncommercial,
nonexclusive permanent easement to
Roy White, affecting approximately 0.13
acre of Tellico Reservoir shoreline in
Monroe County, Tennessee, Tract No.
XTELR-229RE.

E4. Grant of a permanent easement for
a substation expansion to Lenoir City
Utilities Board, affecting approximately
0.73 acre of TVA property on Fort
Loudoun Dam Reservation in Loudon
County, Tennessee, Tract No. XTFL—
127U.

E5. Deed Modification affecting
approximately 88 acres of private
property on Wheeler Reservoir in
Limestone County, Alabama, Tract No.
XWR-288, to allow residential use.

E6. Grant of a 30-year term public
recreation easement to the Alabama
Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, affecting approximately
18,048 acres of land on Guntersville and
Wheeler Reservoirs in Jackson,
Lawrence, Limestone, and Morgan
Counties, Alabama (Tract Nos. XTGR—
155 WL, XTWR-45RE, and XTWR-
114WL).

E7. Land-use allocation change to the
Guntersville Reservoir Land
Management Plan from industrial/
commercial to residential access,
affecting approximately 1.3 acres of land
on Guntersville Reservoir in Marshall
County, Alabama, Tract No. GR—925.

E8. Abandonment of a 50-foot wide
right-of-way affecting approximately
0.51 acre of land on Guntersville
Reservoir in Marshall County, Alabama,
Tract No. XGR-365.

F—Other

F1. Approval to file condemnation
cases to acquire transmission line
easements and rights-of-way affecting
Tract No. MRFSTB-6A, Great Falls-
Murfreesboro-Smith Nashville Tap to

Blackman Transmission Line in
Rutherford County, Tennessee.

Information Items

1. Approval of in-house equity index
fund management by TVA Treasury
Staff for TVA Master Decommissioning
Trust.

2. Approval of Amendments to the
Rules and Regulations of the TVA
Retirement System and to the provisions
of the TVA Savings and Deferral
Retirement Plan (401(k) Plan).

3. Approval of Harbour Vest Partners,
LLG, as a new investment manager for
the TVA Retirement System and
approval of the investment management
agreement.

4. Approval of a $1 million loan to the
Tennessee Valley Public Power
Association to help it purchase a
building to house its new permanent
headquarters.

5. Approval for TVA to participate in
the Southern Appalachian Fund by
purchasing 10 limited partnership units
totaling $1 million.

6. Confirmation of the authorization
of the public auction sale affecting
approximately 38.3 acres of a portion of
the Beech River Project property in
Henderson County, Tennessee, Tract
No. XBRPIC-3.

7. Approval of a land allocation
change and sale of permanent easements
to the Public Park Authority of the
Shoals for construction of a hotel and
convention center complex and road
access, affecting approximately 12.8
acres of land on Wilson Dam
Reservation in Lauderdale County,
Alabama, Tract No. XWDR-9E.

8. Approval of a public auction sale
affecting approximately 7.45 acres of
land in Madison County, Alabama,
Tract No. XHCSC-1.

9. Grant of a permanent easement to
the Alabama Department of
Transportation for highway and bridge
improvement purposes, affecting
approximately 12 acres of land on the
Upper bear Creek Reservoir site in
Franklin County, Alabama, Tract No.
XTBCUR—4H.

10. Approval of the Standards of
Conduct for Functional Separation of
Wholesale Merchant Function from
Transmission System Operations and
Reliability Functions and Related
Information, 2002 Edition, to replace
TVA’s Code of Conduct, Open access
Transmission.

11. Approval of arrangements
covering interconnection of TVA’s
transmission system to the Choctaw Gas
Generation, LLG, generating facility
located near Ackerman in Choctaw
County, Mississippi.

12. Approval of condemnation cases
to acquire transmission line easements
and rights-of-way affecting Tract No.
LASL—-2, Lowndes-Alabama State Line
in Lowndes County, Mississippi, and
Tract No. HCVB-1001TE, Hanceville-
Bremen in Cullman County, Alabama.

13. Approval of filing of
condemnation cases to acquire
transmission line easements and rights-
of-way affecting Tract No. CHMDMW-
25, Gordova-Holly Springs Tap to Miller
Substation Tap to DeSoto Road
Substation Tap to Mineral Wells
Transmission Line in DeSoto County,
Mississippi, and Center Point-Swamp
creek Transmission Line in Whitfield
County, Georgia.

14. Approval of filing of
condemnation cases to acquire
transmission line easements and rights-
of-way affecting Tract No. CPGSSC-7A—
AR, Center Point-Swamp Creek
Transmission Line and Tract No. RSCP-
161, Rock Springs-Center Point
Transmission Line in Whitfield County,
Georgia.

For more information: Please call
TVA Media Relations at (865) 632—6000,
Knoxville, Tennessee. Information is
also available at TVA’s Washington
Office (202) 898-2999. People who plan
to attend the meeting and have special
needs should call (865) 632—6000.
Anyone who wishes to comment on any
of the agenda in writing may send their
comments to: TVA Board of Directors,
Board Agenda Comments, 400 West
Summit Hill Drive, Knoxville,
Tennessee 37902.

Dated: July 16, 2002.
Clifford L. Beach, Jr.,
Attorney and Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 02-18492 Filed 7-17-02; 4:43 pm]
BILLING CODE 8120-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

Approval of Noise Compatibility
Program, Boca Raton Airport, Boca
Raton, FL

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) announces its
findings on the noise compatibility
program submitted by the Boca Raton
Airport Authority under the provisions
of Title I of the Aviation Safety and
Noise Abatement Act of 1979 (Public
Law 96193) and 14 CFR part 150. These
findings are made in recognition of the
description of Federal and nonfederal
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responsibilities in Senate Report No.
9652 (1980). On December 31, 2001, the
FAA determined that the noise exposure
maps submitted by the Boca Raton
Airport Authority under part 150 were
in compliance with applicable
requirements. On June 28, 2002, the
Administrator approved the Boca Raton
Airport noise compatibility program.
Most of the recommendations of the
program were approved.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of the
FAA’s approval of the Boca Raton
Airport noise compatibility program is
June 28, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bonnie L. Baskin, Federal Aviation
Administration, Orlando Airports
District Office, 5950 Hazeltine National
Dr., Suite 400, Orlando, Florida 32822,
(407) 8126331, Extension 30.
Documents reflecting this FAA action
may be reviewed at this same location.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice announces that the FAA has
given its overall approval to the noise
compatibility program for Boca Raton
Airport, effective June 28, 2002.

Under section 104(a) of the Aviation
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979
(hereinafter referred to as ‘“‘the Act”), an
airport operator who has previously
submitted a noise exposure map may
submit to the FAA a noise compatibility
program which sets forth the measures
taken or proposed by the airport
operator for the reduction of existing
noncompatible land uses and
prevention of additional noncompatible
land uses within the area covered by the
noise exposure maps. The Act requires
such programs to be developed in
consultation with interested and
affected parties including local
communities, government agencies,
airport users, and FAA personnel.

Each airport noise compatibility
program developed in accordance with
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) part
150 is a local program, not a Federal
Program. The FAA does not substitute
its judgment for that of the airport
proprietor with respect to which
measure should be recommended for
action. The FAA’s approval or
disapproval of FAR part 150 program
recommendations is measured
according to the standards expressed in
part 150 and the Act, and is limited to
the following determinations:

a. The noise compatibility program
was developed in accordance with the
provisions and procedures of FAR part
150;

b. Program measures are reasonably
consistent with achieving the goals of
reducing existing noncompatible land
uses around the airport and preventing
the introduction of additional
noncompatible land uses;

¢. Program measures would not create
an undue burden on interstate or foreign
commerce, unjustly discriminate against
types or classes of aeronautical users,
violate the terms of airport grant
agreements, or intrude into areas
preempted by the Federal government;
and

d. Program measures relating to the
use of flight procedures can be
implemented within the period covered
by the program without derogating
safety, adversely affecting the efficient
use and management of the navigable
airspace and air traffic control systems,
or adversely affecting other powers and
responsibilities of the Administrator
prescribed by law.

Specific limitations with respect to
FAA’s approval of an airport noise
compatibility program are delineated in
FAR part 150, section 150.5. Approval
is not a determination concerning the
acceptability of land uses under Federal,
state, or local law. Approval does not by
itself constitute an FAA implementing
action. A request for Federal action or
approval to implement specific noise
compatibility measures may be
required, and an FAA decision on the
request may require an environmental
assessment of the proposed action.
Approval does not constitute a
commitment by the FAA to financially
assist in the implementation of the
program nor a determination that all
measures covered by the program are
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the
FAA. Where Federal funding is sought,
requests for project grants must be
submitted to the FAA Airports District
Office in Orlando, Florida.

The Boca Raton Airport Authority
submitted to the FAA on December 11,
2001, the noise exposure maps,
descriptions, and other documentation
produced during the noise compatibility
planning study conducted from March
18, 1999, through December 11, 2001.
The Boca Raton Airport noise exposure

maps were determined by FAA to be in
compliance with applicable
requirements on December 31, 2001.
Notice of this determination was
published in the Federal Register on
December 31, 2001. As a result of the
FAA actions on the air traffic procedural
recommendations, above, the FAA
considers the forecast 2006 NEM to be
2006 with Existing Noise Compatibility
Program”, for purposes of application of
the following Land Use Elements. As
the FAA announces its actions on the
NCP Update in the Federal Register, it
is issuing a revised determination that
this forecast NEM will replace the “2006
Noise Exposure Map with
Recommended Noise Compatibility
Program” that was determined in
compliance with part 150 by FAA on
December 31, 2001.

The Boca Raton Airport study
contains a proposed noise compatibility
program comprised of actions designed
for phased implementation by airport
management and adjacent jurisdictions
from the date of study completion to the
year 2006. It was requested that FAA
evaluate and approve this material as a
compatibility program as described in
section 104(b) of the Act. The FAA
began its review of the program on
December 31, 2001, and was required by
a provision of the Act to approve or
disapprove the program within 180-days
(other than the use of new flight
procedures for noise control). Failure to
approve or disapprove such program
within the 180-day period shall be
deemed to be an approval of such
program.

The submitted program contained
nineteen (19) proposed actions for noise
mitigation on and off the airport. The
FAA completed its review and
determined that the procedural and
substantive requirements of the Act and
FAR part 150 have been satisfied. The
overall program, therefore, was
approved by the Administrator effective
June 28, 2002.

Outright approval was granted for
seven (7) of the nineteen (19) specific
program elements. One (1) element was
disapproved for the purposes of part
150, eleven (11) elements were partially
approved. The approval action was for
the following program measures:
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Measure

Description

NCP pages

Operational Measures

1. Runway 5 noise abatement
turn to 360°, to climb west of
Interstate 95, to 1,500'.

2. Runway 23 noise abatement
turn to 255°, to climb over
Town Center, to 1,500'.

3. Recommend jets use NBAA
noise abatement proce-
dures, including “close-in”
NADP.

4. Right-hand traffic pattern on
Runway 23.

5. Left-hand traffic pattern on
Runway 5, with right-hand
arrivals from the east.

This measure replaces Measure 1 from the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program,
page 3-11, “Voluntary Runway 5 noise abatement turn to 360 degrees to
climb west of 1-95. Maintain heading until reaching 1,500 feet.” FAA Action:
Approved as voluntary, when air traffic and airspace safety and efficiency con-
ditions permit. This procedure places traffic over the noise-compatible inter-
state corridor, and was approved as a voluntary measure in the Noise Compat-
ibility Program ROA that was signed by FAA on August 19, 1991. However,
since approval of this measure, the number of aircraft instrument operations at
this airport and in the Palm Beach region has increased steadily. Because of
the growing complexities of safely and efficiently controlling air traffic in this
area, it has become more difficult to allow extensive use of this voluntary pro-
cedure. This departure procedure not only affects the flow of traffic at this air-
port, but also requires additional coordination with several different facilities
that are controlling aircraft traversing in many different directions comprised of
inbound and outbound traffic from Palm Beach International Airport, Pompano
Airpark, and Boca Raton Airport. This procedure directs VFR aircraft into an
IFR final approach course (VOR/DME and GPS-A); when these conflicting
procedures are in effect, capacity is reduced as arrivals would have to be
sequenced with departures.

This measure replaces Measure 2 from the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program,
page 3-12, “Establish a voluntary Runway 23 noise abatement turn to 255 de-
grees to climb over area southwest of airport. Maintain heading until reaching
1,500 feet.” FAA Action: Approved as voluntary, when air traffic and airspace
safety and efficiency conditions permit. Aircraft would fly over a compatible
commercial corridor. This element was approved as a voluntary measure in the
Noise Compatibility Program signed on August 19, 1991. However, since ap-
proval of this measure, the number of aircraft instrument operations at this air-
port and in the Palm Beach region has increased steadily. Because of the
growing complexities of safely and efficiently controlling air traffic in this area, it
has become more difficult to allow use of this voluntary procedure. This proce-
dure not only affects the flow of traffic at this airport, but also requires addi-
tional coordination with several different facilities that are controlling aircraft tra-
versing in many different directions comprised of traffic from Palm Beach Inter-
national Airport, Pompano Airpark, and Boca Raton Airport. This procedure di-
rects aircraft towards the Pompano Airpark localizer and GPS final approach
course to Runway 15, and mandatory use of this procedure would limit capac-
ity at all three airports because of sequencing requirements for arrivals with
departures.

This measure replaces Measure 5 from the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program,
page 3-24, “Recommend corporate jet pilots use of NBAA noise abatement
procedures, including ‘close-in’ departure procedures.” FAA Action: Approved
as a voluntary measure. The NPC supplemental analysis shows that use of the
noise abatement procedure instead of the standard departure procedure would
reduce noise on a single event basis.

This measure replaces Measure 4 from the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program,
page 3-12, “Continue right-hand traffic pattern on Runway 23.” Current proce-
dures at the airport call for right-handed traffic for Runway 23 operations to
avoid overflight of the relatively more densely developed areas east of the air-
port, including Florida Atlantic University. FAA Action: Approved as voluntary,
when air traffic and airspace safety and efficiency conditions permit. This
measure was included in the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program for Boca
Raton Airport.

This measure replaces Measure 3 from the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program,
page 2-11, “Continue left-hand traffic pattern on Runway 5.” FAA Action: Ap-
proved in part, disapproved in Part. A left-hand traffic pattern is a standard
VFR operational procedure and was included in the 1991 Noise Compatibility
Program for Boca Raton Airport. The standard left-hand traffic pattern oper-
ation on Runway 5 is approved. The simultaneous right-hand traffic pattern for
arrivals from the east is disapproved. This activity puts aircraft in direct conflict
with other arriving aircraft using the left-hand traffic pattern.

75, 93, 131, 210, Table
12.1.

75, 93, 131, 210, Table
12.1.

75, 131, 157, 210, and Ta-
bles 12.1.

192, 210, and Table 12.1.

133, 139, Table 9.8, 192,
210, and Table 12.1.
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Measure Description NCP pages

6. North-flow preferential run- FAA Action: Approved as voluntary, when air traffic and airspace safety and effi- | 132, 139, and 210, and Ta-
way use. ciency conditions permit. North-flow operation on Runway 5 is currently being bles 9.8 and 12.1.

used approximately 80% of the time because of the winds and air traffic con-

trol measures. Table 9.8 indicates that mandatory implementation of this meas-

ure would increase noise to approximately 86 people in the DNL 65 dB noise
contour, and reduce noise to approximately 264 people in the DNL 60 dB
noise contour. The FAA considers impacts at noise levels of DNL 65 dB and
greater to be significant when compared to lesser noise levels of “moderate”
impact (less than DNL 65 dB, and greater than DNL 55 dB), as described in
the Federal compatible land use guidelines at Table 1 of part 150. In this case,
the airport operator has adopted a deviation from the Federal compatibility
guidelines published in part 150 at Table 1 (see NCP, chapter 7). Based on air
traffic concerns expressed above at FAA's action on measures 1 and 2, the

FAA does not expect continued use of this measure to change from the

present values.

7. Further analysis of restric- This measure includes: 24-hour restriction on stage 1 jet operations, night restric- | 192, 210, and Tables 12.1.
tive options. tions on non-stage 3 operations, and night restriction on all aircraft operations.
This recommendation is to continue evaluation of other options to reduce noise
impacts outside of the FAR part 150 process. Study of these recommendations
will require additional analysis under FAR part 161 and evaluation of the Grant
Assurances for which the airport is obligated under past Grant Agreements
with the FAA. FAA Action: Approved for study. The Boca Raton Airport's NCP
in Table 9.8 indicates that approximately 2,180 people will be exposed to sig-
nificant levels of aircraft noise within the DNL 65 dB 2006 Forecast NEM con-
tour, absent mandatory implementation of air traffic procedures. The Boca
Raton Airport Authority, the airport sponsor, proposes to study several noise
restriction options that could further reduce noise impacts. The study should
reflect the noise contours and land use compatibility achieved under this ap-
proved part 150 program and evaluates additional noise benefits that could be
realized with any particular restriction. FAA’s part 150 approval for the addi-
tional study in no way prejudges the study’s outcome or implies agreement
with any restriction that may result from the study. In order to be eligible for
Federal funding, the study results must be incorporated into a part 150 update.

All proposed restrictions under consideration by the Boca Raton Airport Authority
must be evaluated for consistency with Federal law, including assurances in
airport grant agreements. Federal law requires that restrictions be reasonable,
have no adverse effect on safety or efficient use of the airspace, not pose an
undue burden to interstate commerce, not be unjustly discriminatory, and not
intrude into areas that are Federally preempted. In addition, proposed restric-
tions that would affect the operations of Stage 2 and Stage 3 aircraft are sub-
ject to Part 161, including public notice and analysis requirements. FAA ap-
proval, pursuant to specified statutory criteria, is required under Part 161 for a
restriction affecting Stage 3 operations. The restriction that would affect only
Stage 1 aircraft is not subject to Part 161, but is subject to all other require-
ments of Federal law.

8. Obtain “formal” FAA imple- | This new recommendation is to obtain formal agreement with the FAA to incor- | 191, 192, 211, and Table
mentation status for Ele- porate Elements 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6 into a Tower Order which will require the air 12.2
ments 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6. traffic controllers to follow these procedures at all times. FAA Action: Dis-

approved. Under this formal agreement, there would be no allowance for

weather conditions or for the growing complexities of controlling traffic in the

Palm Beach area resulting from the steady increase in air traffic through the

area. As indicated in FAA’'s determinations on these individual measures,

above, mandatory use of these flight patterns could impact aircraft safety and
efficiency. To the extent the FAA can implement the measures, it will direct pi-
lots to these headings and traffic patterns.

Land Use Measures

As a result of the FAA actions on the air traffic procedural recommendations,
above, the FAA considers the forecast 2006 NEM to be “2006 with Existing
Noise Compatibility Program”, for purposes of application of the following Land
Use Elements. As the FAA announces its actions on the NCP Update in the
Federal Register, it is issuing a revised determination that this forecast NEM
will replace the “2006 Noise Exposure Map with Recommended Noise Com-
patibility Program” that was determined in compliance with part 150 by FAA on
December 31, 2001.

Measures 1 through 4, and 9 through 11, replace measures that were approved
by the FAA in 1991 for that NCP at Boca Raton Airport. The other Land Use
measures are new recommendations in this part 150 Update
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Measure

Description

NCP pages

10. Noise Office Staff

L ZONING i

. Building code revision

. Local environmental review

. Comprehensive Planning ....

. Real Estate Disclosure

. Easement Acquisition

7. Sound Insulation ..................

8. Noise and Operations Moni-

toring System.

9. Noise Abatement Advisory

Committee.

The City and County will continue to update and adopt a revised Airport Zoning
and Land Use Ordinance consistent with the updated NEM's. FAA Action: Ap-
proved as a continuing measure. The recommendation, included in the 1991
Noise Compatibility Program, has been partially implemented by the affected
land use jurisdictions.

The Boca Raton Airport Authority will continue to work with local jurisdictions to
include specifications for the use of noise insulating materials in construction
within/adjacent to approved NEM's. FAA Action: Approved as a continuing
measure.

The City and County implemented an environmental review through their respec-
tive airport zoning and land use regulations that they adopted in accordance
with Chapter 333 of the Florida Statutes (Article 18 of the County Land Devel-
opment Code and City Ordinance 3274). Both the County and City Planning
Departments notify The Boca Raton Airport Authority of potential developments
and request comment. It is necessary to carry the measure forward to this rec-
ommended NCP to ensure its continued implementation. FAA Action: Ap-
proved as a continuing measure.

The comprehensive plans for the City of Boca Raton and Palm Beach County
would be revised to fully address the issues of aircraft noise on existing and
proposed land use. The State Statutes require that the plans be evaluated and
updated every five years. FAA Action: Approved as a continuing measure.

This measure will require disclosure of aircraft noise levels and their meaning to
purchasers or renters prior to the time of the contract or title transfer for resi-
dential property. Disclosure will involve a form to be signed by the prospective
buyer or renter similar to what is required by truth-in-sales laws. This will en-
sure that new residents are aware of the noise environment prior to purchase
or rental of properties within the noise zones. FAA Action: Approved.

This measure is to purchase avigation easements from noise-sensitive property
owners within the 60 DNL noise contour for “2006 with the recommended
NCP”. This measure would allow the acquisition of easements over developed
property as well as undeveloped property. Only existing private homes and
public use (schools) within the DNL 60 dB contour are assumed to be in-
cluded. Property owners refusing participation in the sound insulation program
may be eligible for easements. FAA Action: Approved to the extent the prop-
erties are located within the official NEM'’s, specifically “2001 NEM with Exist-
ing Noise Compatibility Program”. The specific identification of the structures
recommended for inclusion in the program will be required prior to approval for
federal funding.

This measure is to provide the opportunity for sound insulation of noise-sensitive
structures within the 65 DNL contour, for “2006 with the recommended NCP.”
Avigation easements are typically obtained in return for property owner partici-
pation. Only existing private homes and public uses within the 2006 65 dB
DNL contour are assumed to be included. Property owners refusing sound in-
sulation may be eligible for easements and vice-versa. FAA Action: Approved
to the extent the properties are located within the DNL 65 dB noise contour of
the official NEM's, specifically “2001 NEM with Existing Noise Compatibility
Program”. The specific identification of the structures recommended for inclu-
sion in the program will be required prior to approval for federal funding.

This measure is to include provisions for the Boca Raton Airport Authority to ac-
quire capabilities to monitor operations, noise, and complaints, in an integrated
system. This system will include purchase of equipment to monitor, record,
analyze, and report on actual flight track geometry and runway utilization. This
measure also includes six to eight permanent noise monitors and one portable
noise monitor that will allow improved communication with the community
when addressing aircraft operations. This system will also include the capabili-
ties to identify complainants’ addresses, correlate complaints with operations
and noise data and develop a database. FAA Action: Approved to the extent
that the requested equipment is allowed to interface with FAA equipment and
operations. Eligibility for Federal funding will be determined at the time of appli-
cation.

This measure is to continue the ongoing Noise Abatement Committee to discuss
noise abatement issues with the public and interested parties. FAA Action: Ap-
proved.

This measure is to continue to employ a full-time noise and community affairs
staff person. FAA Action: Approved.

195, 196, 211, and Table
12.1.

196, 211, and Tables 12.1.

197, 211 and Tables 12.1.

196 and 211, and Tables
12.1.

200, and 211, and Tables
12.1.

201 and 211, Exhibits 8.1,
and Tables 12.1.

201, and 211, Exhibits 8.1,
and Tables 12.1.

205, and 211, and Tables
12.1.

207, and 212, and Tables
12.1.

207, and 212, and Tables
12.1.



Federal Register/Vol. 67, No. 140/Monday, July 22, 2002/ Notices

47883

Measure

Description

NCP pages

11. Program Publicity

This measure is to continue to publicize the approved program. (The measure re-
places Measure 7, “Install on-airfield noise abatement signage”, page 5-21, of
the 1991 Noise Compatibility Program). Once the FAA has approved the re-
vised NCP, and the BRAA should take steps to publicize the program, includ-
ing: revisions to on-airfield signs, posters for pilot lounges or flight planning
areas, pilot handouts, such as flight manual inserts and web site upgrades,
that summarize the preferred procedures. FAA Action: Approved in part, dis-
approved in part. The methods to publicize this revised noise compatibility pro-
gram are approved. Specific language to be included is disapproved herein.
Prior to release, each publicity measure must be approved for wording and
content by the appropriate FAA office, and should clearly state that the noise
abatement measures are voluntary, and that pilots, while encouraged to re-
quest the noise abatement departure heading, are always required to follow
the directions provided by air traffic control.

207 and 212, and Tables
12.1; FAA letter dated
March 29, 2002.

These determinations are set forth in
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed
by the Administrator on June 28, 2002.
The Record of Approval, as well as
other evaluation materials and the
documents comprising the submittal,
are available for review at the FAA
office listed above and at the
administrative office of the Boca Raton
Airport Authority.

Issued in Orlando, Florida on July 12,
2002.

W. Dean Stringer,

Manager, Orlando Airports District Office.
[FR Doc. 02—18339 Filed 7-19-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement: King
County Washington

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), King County
Department of Transportation, WA
ACTION: Notice of Intent to prepare a
draft supplemental environmental
impact statement (EIS).

SUMMARY: The FHWA, in cooperation
with the Washington State Department
of Transportation (WSDOT) and King
County Department of Transportation, is
issuing this notice to advise the public
that a supplement to the final EIS will
be prepared on the proposal to replace
the Elliott Bridge on 149th Avenue
Southeast where it crosses the Gedar
River approximately three miles east of
downtown Renton in King County,
Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jim
Leonard, P.E., Urban Area Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 711
South Capitol Way, Suite 501, Olympia,
Washington 98501-1284, Telephone:
(360) 753—9408 or Tina Morehead,
Senior Environmental Engineer, King
County, Road Services Division,

Department of Transportation, King
Street Center M.S. KSC-TR-0231, 201
South Jackson Street, Seattle, WA
98104—3856, Telephone: (206) 296—
3733.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Record of Decision for the orginal EIS
for the improvements (FHWA-WA-EIS—
92—4-F) was signed on November 21,
1995. In the original EIS, the proposed
improvements to the Elliott Bridge
provided a three-lane bridge (two travel
lanes and one center lane) with
pedestrain sidewalk and associated
approach road realignment.
Improvements to the bridge were, and
still are, considered necessary to
provide for traffic circulation, roadway
safety, and structural stability.

After approval and subsequent appeal
of the local shoreline substantial
development permit, King County
withdrew its shoreline permit
application based on issues related to
the Federal Endangered Species Act.
Since that withdrawal, the county and
FHWA have reevaluated the project and
determined that a supplemental EIS
needs to be prepared to address those
issues.

No formal scoping period will be
held. 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.
Subsequent to distribution of the draft
supplemental EIS, a public hearing will
be held during the EIS comment period.
The location and time of the public
hearing will be announced in the local
news media and through a public
mailing when it is scheduled. The draft
supplemental EIS will be available for
public and agency review prior to the
public hearing. Release of the draft
supplemental EIS for public comment
and the public hearing will also be

announced in the local news media as
these dates are established.

Comments or questions concerning
this proposed action and the
supplemental EIS should be directed to
FHWA or King County 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: July 9, 2002.
Jim Leonard,

Urban Area Engineer, Federal Highway
Administration, Washington Division.

[FR Doc. 02—18328 Filed 7-19-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement:
Travis County, TX

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement (EIS)
will be prepared for a proposed new
location highway/tollway project in
Travis County, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Patrick Bauer, P.E., District Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 826
Federal Office Building, 300 E. 8th
Street, Austin, Texas 78701, telephone
number (512) 536—5950 or Ms. Stacey
Benningfield, Environmental Program
Manager, Texas Turnpike Authority
Division, Texas Department of
Transportation, 125 E. 11th Street,
Austin, Texas 78701, telephone number
(512) 225-1351.
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