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and use the revenue from a PFC at San
Jose International Airport under the
provisions of the Aviation Safety and
Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 (Title
IX of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990) (Public Law
101-508) and Part 158 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 158).
On September 22, 1999, the FAA
determined that the application to
impose and use a PFC submitted by the
city of San Jose was not substantially
complete within the requirements of
section 158.25 of Part 158. The
following items are required to complete
the application: Project not shown on an
approved Airport Layout Plan,
environmental requirements not
complete, and the FAA airspace
determination not complete. On October
5, 1999, the city of San Jose submitted
supplemental information for this
application. The FAA will approve or
disapprove the application, in whole or
in part, no later than February 4, 2000.

The following is a brief overview of
the impose and use application No. 99—
08-C-00-SJC:

Level of proposed PFC: $3.00.

Proposed change effective date: July 1,
2002.

Proposed charge expiration date:
September 1, 2003.

Total estimated PFC revenue:
$23,598,250.

Brief description of the proposed
project: Interim Federal Inspection
Services Facility.

Class or classes of air carriers which
the public agency has requested not be
required to collect PFCs: Air Taxi/
Commercial Operators (ATCO) filing
FAA Form 1800-31.

Any person may inspect the
application in person at the FAA office
listed above under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT and at the FAA
Regional Airports Division located at:
Federal Aviation Administration,
Airports Division, 15000 Aviation Blvd.,
Lawndale, CA 90261. In addition, any
person may, upon request, inspect the
application, notice and other documents
germane to the application in person at
the city of San Jose.

Issued in Hawthorne, California, on
October 28, 1999.

Herman C. Bliss,

Manager, Airports Division, Western-Pacific
Region.

[FR Doc. 99-29604 Filed 11-10-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration

Notice of Application for Approval of
Discontinuance or Modification of a
Railroad Signal System or Relief From
the Requirements of Title 49 Code of
Federal Regulations Part 236

Pursuant to Title 49 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 235 and 49
U.S.C. App. 26, the following railroads
have petitioned the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) seeking approval
for the discontinuance or modification
of the signal system or relief from the
requirements of 49 CFR Part 236 as
detailed below.

Docket No. FRA-1999-6250

Applicant: Burlington Northern and
Santa Fe Railway, Mr. William G.
Peterson, Director Signal Engineering,
4515 Kansas Avenue, Kansas City,
Kansas 66106.

Burlington Northern and Santa Fe
Railway seeks approval of the proposed
discontinuance and removal of the “Rail
Keepers” at each of the conley rail
joints, on the Mississippi River Bridge,
milepost 231.8, near Fort Madison,
lowa, Line Segment 7000, on the Illinois
Division, Chillicothe Subdivision.

The reasons given for the proposed
changes are that the ““Rail Keepers” do
not provide any added protection or
safety, there is no requirement for these
devices, and the weight of the bridge
alone holds the conley’s in place.

Any interested party desiring to
protest the granting of an application
shall set forth specifically the grounds
upon which the protest is made, and
contain a concise statement of the
interest of the Protestant in the
proceeding. Additionally, one copy of
the protest shall be furnished to the
applicant at the address listed above.

All communications concerning this
proceeding should be identified by the
docket number and must be submitted
to the Docket Clerk, DOT Central Docket
Management Facility, Room P1-401,
Washington, D.C. 20590-0001.
Communications received within 45
days of the date of this notice will be
considered by the FRA before final
action is taken. Comments received after
that date will be considered as far as
practicable. All written communications
concerning these proceedings are
available for examination during regular
business hours (9:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m.) at
DOT Central Docket Management
Facility, Room P1-401 (Plaza Level), 400
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20590-0001. All documents in the
public docket are also available for

inspection and copying on the internet
at the docket facility’s Web site at http:/
/dms.dot.gov.

FRA expects to be able to determine
these matters without an oral hearing.
However, if a specific request for an oral
hearing is accompanied by a showing
that the party is unable to adequately
present his or her position by written
statements, an application may be set
for public hearing.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on November 4,
1999.

Grady C. Cothen, Jr.,

Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety
Standards and Program Development.

[FR Doc. 99-29494 Filed 11-10-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration

Notice of Application for Approval of
Discontinuance or Modification of a
Railroad Signal System or Relief From
the Requirements of Title 49 Code of
Federal Regulations Part 236.

Pursuant to Title 49 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 235 and 49
U.S.C. App. 26, the following railroads
have petitioned the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) seeking approval
for the discontinuance or modification
of the signal system or relief from the
requirements of 49 CFR Part 236 as
detailed below.

Docket No. FRA-1999-6251.

Applicant: Canadian National
Railway, Mr. Kenneth J. Bagby,
Manager-Signals & Communications
Installation, 2800 Livernois, Suite 310,
Troy, Michigan 48007-5025.

The Canadian National Railway
(former Grand Trunk and Western
Railroad) seeks approval of the
proposed discontinuance and removal
of the automatic block signal system, on
the single main track of the Pontiac Belt
Line, between milepost 0.4 and milepost
2.49, and on Track 66—8 of the Cass City
Subdivision connection of the Romeo
Subdivision, near Pontiac, Michigan,
Michigan Division, and govern train
movements under the direction of the
Pontiac Yard Coordinator.

The reason given for the proposed
changes is to eliminate facilities no
longer needed for present day operation.

Any interested party desiring to
protest the granting of an application
shall set forth specifically the grounds
upon which the protest is made, and
contain a concise statement of the
interest of the Protestant in the
proceeding. Additionally, one copy of



