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1 IHB notes that EJE anticipates filing for 
authority to abandon the Hammond Line. 

2 Each OFA must be accompanied by the filing 
fee, which currently is set at $1,500. See 49 CFR 
1002.2(f)(25). 

3 Because this is a discontinuance proceeding and 
not an abandonment, trail use/rail banking and 
public use conditions are not appropriate. Likewise, 
no environmental or historical documentation is 
required here under 49 CFR 1105.6(c) and 
1105.8(b), respectively. 

center, and has the same congestion 
challenges as those airports. 

The Department is seeking comment 
on whether it should act on the requests 
by JetBlue, Delta, American, Continental 
and US Airways by means of one of the 
following four measures: (1) Deny each 
exemption request; (2) grant one or more 
of the exemption requests in their 
entirety; (3) grant a limited temporary 
exemption for operations at one or more 
of the airports by allowing the 3-hour 
limit to be raised to 4 hours during the 
two specific heavy construction periods 
(April 29 thru June 30, 2010 and 
September 16 thru September 29, 2010) 
planned for JFK’s Bay Runway; or (4) 
deny each exemption request, but direct 
the Aviation Enforcement Office to 
consider the runway closure and 
unexpected bad weather in deciding 
whether to pursue an enforcement case 
against a carrier for a lengthy tarmac 
delay incident that occurs at one or 
more of the airports. 

We invite interested persons to 
comment on these proposed courses of 
action. What are the potential costs or 
benefits of each measure? Are there 
other alternative measures that the 
Department should consider? How 
likely are the proposed measures to 
succeed in protecting passengers from 
lengthy tarmac delays? Should carriers’ 
requests for an exemption for their JFK 
operations be treated differently than 
the request for an exemption for the 
operations at LGA, EWR and PHL? 
Should any course of action apply to all 
carriers at JFK or only specific carriers 
(e.g., carriers with more significant 
presence at JFK)? Since carriers can 
establish any tarmac delay limits for 
international flights in their contingency 
plans, is there any reason that an 
exemption is needed for such flights? 
Commenters should explain their 
reasons for supporting or not supporting 
a particular measure or method. 

Issued this 25th day of March 2010, at 
Washington, DC. 
Ray LaHood, 
Secretary of Transportation. 
[FR Doc. 2010–7198 Filed 3–29–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–9X–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Surface Transportation Board 

[STB Docket No. AB–317 (Sub-No. 6X)] 

Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad 
Company—Discontinuance of 
Trackage Rights Exemption—in Lake 
County, IN 

Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad 
Company (IHB) has filed a verified 

notice of exemption under 49 CFR 1152 
Subpart F—Exempt Abandonments and 
Discontinuances of Service and 
Trackage Rights to discontinue its local 
and overhead trackage rights over 
approximately 1.78 miles of Elgin, Joliet 
& Eastern Railway Company’s (EJE) line 
of railroad extending from milepost 
47.88 at Hammond, to milepost 46.10 at 
Hammond (Hammond Line), in Lake 
County, IN.1 The line traverses United 
States Postal Service Zip Code 46320. 

IHB has certified that: (1) No local 
traffic has moved via its trackage rights 
over the line for at least 2 years; (2) any 
IHB overhead traffic can be rerouted 
over other lines; (3) no formal complaint 
filed by a user of IHB rail service on the 
line (or by a state or local government 
entity acting on behalf of such user) 
regarding cessation of service over the 
line either is pending with the Surface 
Transportation Board (Board) or with 
any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of complainant within 
the 2-year period; and (4) the 
requirements at 49 CFR 1105.12 
(newspaper publication), and 49 CFR 
1152.50(d)(1) (notice to governmental 
agencies) have been met. 

As a condition to this exemption, any 
employee adversely affected by the 
discontinuance of service shall be 
protected under Oregon Short Line R. 
Co.—Abandonment—Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 
91 (1979). To address whether this 
condition adequately protects affected 
employees, a petition for partial 
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) 
must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of 
intent to file an offer of financial 
assistance (OFA) has been received, this 
exemption will be effective on April 29, 
2010, unless stayed pending 
reconsideration. Petitions to stay that do 
not involve environmental issues and 
formal expressions of intent to file an 
OFA for continued rail service under 49 
CFR 1152.27(c)(2) 2 must be filed by 
April 9, 2010.3 Petitions to reopen must 
be filed by April 19, 2010, with: Surface 
Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20423–0001. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Board should be sent to IHB’s 
representative: Michael J. Barron, Jr., 
Fletcher & Sippel LLC, 29 North Wacker 

Drive, Suite 920, Chicago, IL 60606– 
2832. 

If the verified notice contains false or 
misleading information, the exemption 
is void ab initio. 

Board decisions and notices are 
available on our website at 
www.stb.dot.gov. 

Decided: March 25, 2010. 
By the Board, Rachel D. Campbell, 

Director, Office of Proceedings. 
Kulunie L. Cannon, 
Clearance Clerk. 
[FR Doc. 2010–7015 Filed 3–29–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4915–15–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

[FHWA Docket No. FHWA–2010–0027] 

Livability Initiative under Special 
Experimental Project No. 14 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice; request for comments. 

SUMMARY: The FHWA is requesting 
comments on a livability initiative to 
harmonize and coordinate the Federal- 
aid Highway Program with grant-in-aid 
programs administered by the 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) and the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). Under this initiative, the FHWA 
intends to utilize Special Experimental 
Project No. 14 (SEP–14) to permit, on a 
case-by-case basis, the application of 
HUD requirements on Federal-aid 
highway projects that may otherwise 
conflict with Federal-aid Highway 
Program requirements. One such 
requirement is contained in HUD’s 
Section 3 Program, the goal of which is 
to provide training, employment and 
contracting opportunities to low and 
very low income persons residing 
within the metropolitan area (or 
nonmetropolitan county) in which the 
project is located and businesses that 
substantially employ such persons. The 
purpose of this proposed SEP–14 
experiment is to further the goals of the 
DOT, HUD, and EPA partnership on 
sustainable communities. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before May 14, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: All comments should 
include the docket number that appears 
in the heading of this document and 
may be submitted in the following ways: 

• E-Gov Web site: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. This Web site 
allows the public to enter comments on 
any Federal Register notice issued by 
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any agency. Follow the instructions for 
submitting comments. 

• Fax: 1–202–493–2251. 
• Mail: DOT Docket Management 

System: U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Docket Operations, M– 
30, West Building Ground Floor, Room 
W12–140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE., 
Washington, DC 20590–0001. 

• Hand Delivery: DOT Docket 
Management System; West Building 
Ground Floor, Room W12–140, 1200 
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington, 
DC 20590–0001 between 9 a.m. and 5 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. 

Instructions: You should identify the 
docket number at the beginning of your 
comments. If you submit your 
comments by mail, submit two copies. 
To receive confirmation that DOT 
received your comments, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard. 

Note: Comments are posted without 
changes or edits to http:// 
www.regulations.gov, including any personal 
information provided. All comments 
received will be available for examination 
and copying at the above address from 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. Those desiring notification 
of receipt of comments must include a self- 
addressed, stamped postcard or may print the 
acknowledgment page that appears after 
submitting comments electronically. Anyone 
is able to search the electronic form of all 
comments received into any of our dockets 
by the name of the individual submitting the 
comment (or signing the comment, if 
submitted on behalf of an association, 
business, labor union, etc.). Persons making 
comments may review DOT’s complete 
Privacy Act Statement in the Federal 
Register published on April 11, 2000 
(Volume 65, Number 70, Pages 19477–78). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
technical information: Mr. Gerald 
Yakowenko, Office of Program 
Administration (HIPA), (202) 366–1562. 
For legal information: Mr. Michael 
Harkins, Office of the Chief Counsel 
(HCC–30), (202) 366–4928, Federal 
Highway Administration, 1200 New 
Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 
20590. Office hours are from 7:45 a.m. 
to 4:15 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Electronic Access and Filing 
You may submit or retrieve comments 

online through http:// 
www.regulations.gov, which is available 
24 hours each day, 365 days each year. 
Electronic submission and retrieval help 
and guidelines are available under the 
help section of the Web site. 

An electronic copy of this document 
may also be downloaded from the Office 
of the Federal Register’s home page at 

http://www.archives.gov/federal_register 
and the Government Printing Office’s 
Web page at http://www.gpoaccess.gov. 

Background 
On March 18, 2009, DOT and HUD 

announced a new ‘‘Sustainable 
Communities’’ partnership to help 
American families gain better access to 
affordable housing, more transportation 
options, and lower transportation costs. 
On June 16, 2009, the EPA joined the 
DOT/HUD partnership, which helps 
ensure that transportation and housing 
goals are met while protecting the 
environment, promoting equitable 
development, and helping to address 
the challenges of climate change. The 
initiative underlying this partnership 
has a number of goals and principles 
including coordinating and leveraging 
Federal investment, increasing 
community revitalization and the 
efficiency of public works investments, 
expanding location- and energy-efficient 
housing choices for people of all 
incomes, and aligning DOT, HUD, and 
EPA policies and funding to remove 
barriers to collaboration. This initiative 
has been developed, in part, to develop 
measures that enhance the livability of 
communities, neighborhoods, and 
metropolitan areas, help communities 
attain livability goals and remove 
barriers to coordinated housing, 
transportation, and environmental 
protection investments. More 
information regarding the DOT, HUD, 
and EPA Sustainable Communities 
Partnership can be found at http:// 
www.epa.gov/dced/2009–0616- 
epahuddot.htm. 

Recently, HUD and DOT recognized 
an opportunity for collaboration 
between our respective Agencies for the 
benefit of funding recipients who want 
to use certain HUD funds as a local 
match for FHWA grants-in-aid. In 
exploring this opportunity, FHWA 
found that certain HUD requirements 
were potentially in conflict with 
requirements of the Federal-aid 
Highway Program. Specifically, HUD’s 
Section 3 program at 12 U.S.C. 1701u 
requires that recipients of funds from 
programs that provide certain housing 
and community development assistance 
ensure that opportunities for training 
and employment are given to low and 
very low income persons residing 
within the metropolitan area (or 
nonmetropolitan county) in which the 
project is located, to the greatest extent 
feasible, and that contracting 
opportunities generated by the 
expenditure of such funds be made 
available to businesses that substantially 
employ such persons, to the greatest 
extent feasible. Further, 12 U.S.C. 

1701u(b) provides that it is the policy of 
the Congress to ensure employment and 
other economic opportunities generated 
by Federal financial assistance for 
housing and community development 
programs be directed to low and very 
low-income persons, particularly 
recipients of government assistance for 
housing. 

Under 42 U.S.C. 5305, HUD’s 
economic opportunity requirements 
apply to, among other things, projects 
utilizing Community Development 
Block Grant (CDBG) funds for public 
infrastructure improvements. Further, 
42 U.S.C. 5305 provides that CDBG 
funds may be used as the non-Federal 
match required by other Federal grant- 
in-aid programs. 

The FHWA regulations at 23 CFR 
635.117(b) and 636.107 prohibit 
contracting agencies from using 
geographic preferences on Federal-aid 
highway projects. The FHWA’s 
regulations were enacted pursuant to 23 
U.S.C. 112(a), which provides that the 
Secretary of Transportation shall require 
such plans and specifications and such 
methods of bidding as shall be effective 
in securing competition, and 23 U.S.C. 
112(b), which requires Federal-aid 
highway contracts be awarded by 
competitive bidding to the lowest 
responsive, responsible bidder. 

While it appears that CDBG- and 
FHWA-eligible projects would benefit 
from the use of joint funding, the 
potential conflict between HUD’s 
economic opportunity requirements and 
FHWA’s procurement requirements has 
been identified as a potential barrier to 
the efficient administration of joint 
FHWA/HUD funded projects and could 
inhibit the ability of State and local 
governments to utilize their HUD 
funding to support highway projects 
funded under Title 23. 

SEP–14 
In 1988, a Transportation Research 

Board (TRB) task force, comprised of 
representatives from all segments of the 
highway industry, was formed to 
evaluate Innovative Contracting 
Practices. This TRB task force requested 
that the FHWA establish a project to 
evaluate and validate certain findings of 
the task force regarding innovative 
contracting practices, which are 
documented in Transportation Research 
Circular Number 386, titled, ‘‘Innovative 
Contracting Practices,’’ dated December 
1991. In response, the FHWA initiated 
Special Experimental Project No. 14 
(SEP–14) (http://fhwa.dot.gov/ 
programadmin/contracts/021390.cfm). 

The SEP–14 strives to identify, 
evaluate, and document innovative 
contracting practices that have the 
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potential to reduce the life cycle cost of 
projects, while at the same time, 
maintain product quality. Under SEP– 
14, the FHWA has the flexibility to 
experiment with innovative approaches 
to contracting. However, SEP–14 does 
not seek alternatives to the open 
competitive bid process. 

The innovative practices originally 
approved for evaluation were: cost-plus- 
time bidding, lane rental, design-build 
contracting, and warranty clauses. 
Forty-one States have used at least one 
of the innovative practices under SEP– 
14. Based on their collective 
experiences, FHWA decided that cost- 
plus-time bidding, lane rental, and 
warranty clauses were techniques 
suitable for use as non-experimental, 
operational practices and in 1995 these 
were made regular Federal-aid 
procedures. Additionally, design-build 
contracting in the Federal-aid Highway 
Program was originally conducted 
under SEP–14 until Congress modified 
23 U.S.C. 112 in section 1307 of the 
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st 
Century (TEA–21) to permanently 
authorize the use of this contracting 
method. The SEP–14 continues to be 
used to test and evaluate experimental 
contracting practices. 

Livability Features Under SEP–14 
The FHWA proposes to permit States 

to request SEP–14 approval for 
contracting practices intended to 
enhance livability and sustainability as 
part of any project that is to be jointly 
funded with HUD. In order to receive 
SEP–14 approval, States would need to 
follow the normal process and submit 
work plans to the appropriate FHWA 
division office. 

In particular, with respect to projects 
involving activities that otherwise meet 
the requirements for the use of FHWA 
and HUD funds, the FHWA proposes to 
permit States to experiment under SEP– 
14 by combining these funding sources 
for single, integrated projects that are 
procured and bid under a single 
contract while complying with training, 
employment and contracting 
requirements of HUD’s Section 3, to the 
greatest extent feasible. The purpose of 
the experiment will be to gauge the 
extent to which HUD funding may be 
used for highway projects, the effects on 
competition whenever HUD’s economic 
opportunity requirements are used on a 
joint FHWA/HUD project, and the 
extent to which the alignment of FHWA 
and HUD requirements further 
livability. As such, States would be 
asked to address at least four points in 
developing their work plans. First, 
States would be asked to describe how 
they will evaluate the effects of HUD’s 

economic opportunity requirements on 
competitive bidding. In doing so, the 
States may wish to compare the bids 
received for the proposed project to 
prior projects of similar size and scope 
and in the same geographic area. 
Second, States would be asked to 
quantify and report on the expected 
economic benefits from advancing the 
joint FHWA/HUD project under a single 
contract. 

Third, States wishing to utilize SEP– 
14 to permit the use of HUD-required 
hiring preferences on joint FHWA/HUD 
projects would be asked to identify the 
amount of HUD and FHWA funding 
involved in the project as well as the 
estimated total project cost. In order to 
qualify for a SEP–14 approval to use a 
geographic preference for a joint FHWA/ 
HUD project, we propose that the 
amount of HUD funding involved with 
the project must be at least 10 percent 
of the amount of Title 23 eligible work, 
or with respect to projects financed with 
$100,000,000 or more in Federal 
funding in the aggregate, 5 percent of 
such eligible work. In any event, the 
FHWA may reject SEP–14 work plans 
for projects with only de minimis 
amount of HUD funding. Fourth, States 
would be asked to address in the work 
plan the degree to which the project 
enhances livability and sustainability. 

Livability investments are projects 
that not only deliver transportation 
benefits, but are also designed and 
planned in such a way that they have 
a positive impact on qualitative 
measures of community life. This 
element of long-term outcomes delivers 
benefits that are inherently difficult to 
measure. However, it is implicit to 
livability that its benefits are shared and 
therefore magnified by the number of 
potential users in the affected 
community. Therefore, we propose that 
descriptions of how projects enhance 
livability should include a description 
of the affected community and the scale 
of the project’s impact. Factors relevant 
to whether a project improves the 
quality of the living and working 
environment of a community include: 

• Will the project significantly 
enhance user mobility through the 
creation of more convenient 
transportation options for travelers? 

• Will the project improve existing 
transportation choices by enhancing 
points of modal connectivity or by 
reducing congestion on existing modal 
assets? 

• Will the project improve 
accessibility and transport services for 
economically disadvantaged 
populations, non-drivers, senior 
citizens, and persons with disabilities, 
or to make goods, commodities, and 

services more readily available to these 
groups? 

• Is the project the result of a 
planning process which coordinated 
transportation and land-use planning 
decisions and encouraged community 
participation in the process? 

Sustainability refers to whether a 
project promotes a more 
environmentally sustainable 
transportation system. Factors relevant 
to sustainability include: 

• Does the project improve energy 
efficiency, reduce dependence on oil 
and/or reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions? Applicants would be 
encouraged to provide quantitative 
information regarding expected 
reductions in emissions of CO2 or fuel 
consumption as a result of the project, 
or expected use of clean or alternative 
sources of energy. Projects that 
demonstrate a projected decrease in the 
movement of people or goods by less 
energy-efficient vehicles or systems 
would be given priority under this 
factor. 

• Does the project maintain, protect 
or enhance the environment, as 
evidenced by its avoidance of adverse 
environmental impacts (for example, 
adverse impacts related to air quality, 
wetlands, and endangered species) and/ 
or by its environmental benefits (for 
example, improved air quality, wetlands 
creation or improved habitat 
connectivity)? 

• Does the project further the goals of 
the DOT, HUD, and EPA Sustainable 
Communities Partnership discussed 
above? 

The FHWA would only consider the 
possible use of HUD’s economic 
opportunity requirements under SEP–14 
in the context of a joint FHWA/HUD 
project and only to the extent necessary 
to comply with applicable HUD statutes. 
The FHWA would not consider the use 
of such preferences unless necessary to 
meet the requirements of a Federal 
grant-in-aid program. 

Request for Comments 

The FHWA requests comments on all 
aspects of this notice, including the 
FHWA’s proposal to use SEP–14 to test 
contracting methods that enhance 
livability and sustainability in projects 
funded jointly with HUD. Additionally, 
the FHWA specifically requests 
comments on the use of SEP–14 to 
experiment with the use of geographic 
preferences in joint FHWA/HUD 
projects and the type of data the FHWA 
should receive from States in evaluating 
this SEP–14 experiment. 

Authority: 23 U.S.C. 315. 
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Issued on: March 22, 2010. 
Victor M. Mendez, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 2010–7053 Filed 3–29–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Fifth Meeting—Special Committee 222: 
Inmarsat Aeronautical Mobile Satellite 
(Route) Services 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of RTCA Special 
Committee 222: Inmarsat Aeronautical 
Mobile Satellite (Route) Services 
meeting. 

SUMMARY: The FAA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public of a meeting of 
RTCA Special Committee 222: Inmarsat 
Aeronautical Mobile Satellite (Route) 
Services. 
DATES: The meeting will be held 
Tuesday, April 20, 2010 from 9 a.m.–4 
p.m. Pacific Daylight Time. 

Important note to SC–222 
Participants. The 5th Plenary Session 
will be held in conjunction with the 
Inmarsat Aero Conference in San 
Francisco (see below). As of the date of 
this Meeting Announcement, the agenda 
for the 5th Plenary session is sparse. We 
have already changed the meeting from 
two days to one, and the current 
expectation is that all productive 
business may be concluded in less than 
the allotted time. As a result, provision 
for participation by telecon and WebEx 
will be provided for committee 
members who are not attending the 
Conference. 
ADDRESSES: Hosted by Inmarsat in 
conjunction with the Inmarsat Aero 
Conference at the Four Seasons Hotel, 
757 Market Street, San Francisco, CA 
94103, USA. Rooms may be reserved at 
the conference rate by contacting the 
hotel directly at 415–633–3490 and 
referring to the Inmarsat Aero 
Conference. 

An RSVP to Chuck LaBerge 
(laberge.engineering@gmail.com) and 
Daryl McCall (dmccall@fastekintl.com) 
is requested by close of business 
Monday, April 13, 2010. Members who 
plan to use the telecon/WebEx are 
encouraged to reply noting their 
intention. 

Dress: Business Casual. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
RTCA Secretariat, 1828 L Street, NW., 
Suite 805, Washington, DC 20036; 
telephone (202) 833–9339; fax (202) 
833–9434; Web site http://www.rtca.org. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92– 
463, 5 U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is 
hereby given for a Special Committee 
222: Inmarsat Aeronautical Mobile 
Satellite (Route) Services. 

The agenda will include: 
Tuesday, April 20, 2010—Telephone 

bridge available at 8:45 PDT; details 
posted to SC–222 Web site by Monday, 
April 19, 2010. 

• Opening Plenary (Introductions and 
Opening Remarks). 

• Review and Approval of SC–222/ 
WP–038, Summary for the 4th Meeting 
of Special Committee 222 held at the 
SkyTerra, Reston, VA. 

• Review and Approval of the Agenda 
for the 5th Meeting of SC–222, WP–040. 

• Old Business. 
• Review of/reports for the currently 

active Action Items regarding SBB 
Safety issues per the minutes of the 4th 
Plenary Meeting. 

• Working Papers, Discussions 
regarding ATCt issues. 

• SC–222/WP–039 Analysis of 
Potential ATCt Interference to Inmarsat 
Aeronautical Services. 

• Additional working papers as may 
be provided in advance of the meeting. 

Note: Working papers posted to the 
SC–222 Web Site on before April 13 will 
receive first priority in review. 
Additional working papers will be 
reviewed in the order in which they 
were received. To obtain a new WP 
number, contact Dr. LaBerge at 
laberge.engineering@gmail.com. To post 
a new WP to the Web site, provide a 
PDF version to Mr. McCall at 
dmccall@fastekintl.com, with a copy to 
Dr. LaBerge. 

• Additional working papers as may 
be provided at the meeting. 

• Other Business. 
• Review and adjustment of 

document delivery schedule, based on 
working paper discussion. 

• Review of Assignments and Action 
Items. 

• Date and Location for the 6th 
Meeting of SC–222. Tentatively as a 
joint meeting with AEEC AGCS in 
Annapolis, MD, August 2–6, 2010. 

• Adjourn (no later than p.m.). 
Note: The Inmarsat Aero Conference starts 

at 6 PM PDT on Tuesday, April 20, 2010. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space availability. 
With the approval of the chairmen, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the person 
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. Members of the public 

may present a written statement to the 
committee at any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on March 24, 
2010. 
Francisco Estrada C., 
RTCA Advisory Committee. 
[FR Doc. 2010–7085 Filed 3–29–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Sixth Meeting—RTCA Special 
Committee 220: Automatic Flight 
Guidance and Control 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of RTCA Special 
Committee 220: Automatic Flight 
Guidance and Control meeting. 

SUMMARY: The FAA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public of a meeting of 
RTCA Special Committee 220: 
Automatic Flight Guidance and Control. 

DATES: The meeting will be held April 
20–22, 2010. April 20th–21st from 9 
a.m. to 5 p.m. and April 22nd from 9 
a.m. to 2 p.m. 

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the La Quinta Inn, 20570 W 151st Street, 
Olathe, KS 66061, Tel: 1–913–254–0111, 
Fax: 1–913–254–0777. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: (1) 
RTCA Secretariat, 1828 L Street, NW., 
Suite 805, Washington, DC 20036; 
telephone (202) 833–9339; fax (202) 
833–9434; Web site http://www.rtca.org. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92– 
463, 5 U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is 
hereby given for a Special Committee 
220: Automatic Flight Guidance and 
Control meeting. The agenda will 
include: 

• Welcome/Agenda Overview 
• Continue MOPS Write-up 
• Wrap-up and Review of Action 

Items 
• Establish Dates, Location, Agenda 

for Next Meeting, Other Business 
Attendance is open to the interested 

public but limited to space availability. 
With the approval of the chairmen, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the person 
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. Members of the public 
may present a written statement to the 
committee at any time. 
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