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Percent 

Others (Including Non-Profit Or-
ganizations) with Credit Avail-
able Elsewhere: ..................... 4.875 

For Economic Injury: 
Businesses and Small Agricul-

tural Cooperatives Without 
Credit Available Elsewhere: .. 2.750 

The number assigned to this disaster 
for physical damage is 357812. For 
economic injury the number is 9ZF200 
for Iowa; 9ZF300 for Minnesota; and 
9ZF400 for Wisconsin.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 59002 and 59008).

Dated: May 26, 2004. 
Herbert L. Mitchell, 
Associate Administrator for Disaster 
Assistance.
[FR Doc. 04–12406 Filed 6–1–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8025–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

Flight Data Recorder (FDR) Filtering

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a 
public meeting to discuss a 
recommendation made by the National 
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB) to 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) on the issue of filtering flight 
recorder data before it is recorded. This 
notice contains the date, times, location, 
and information for participation in the 
meeting.
DATES: The meeting will be held 
Wednesday, July 7, 2004, starting at 8:30 
a.m., and ending at 4 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the NTSB Main Conference Room, 
NTSB Headquarters, 490 L’Enfant Plaza, 
SW., Washington, DC 20594.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Technical questions about flight data 
recorder parameter filtering, and 
requests to present information at the 
public meeting should be directed to 
Timothy W. Shaver, Avionics Systems 
Branch, Aircraft Certification Service, 
AIR–130, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone (202) 385–4686; facsimile 
(202) 385–4651; e-mail 
tim.shaver@faa.gov. For other 
information, contact Alicia K. Douglas, 
Aircraft and Airport Rules Division, 
ARM–200, Federal Aviation 

Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone (202) 267–9681; facsimile 
(202) 267–5075; e-mail 
alicia.k.douglas@faa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On November 12, 2001, an Airbus 
300–600 experienced a loss of control 
on initial climbout and crashed into a 
residential area in Belle Harbor, New 
York. The NTSB is still investigating 
this accident. This accident 
investigation, and other accident 
investigations, have highlighted some 
data recording practices that lessen the 
usefulness of recorded data, and hinder 
evaluation of the flight control system’s 
performance. As a result, the NTSB 
issued a letter with three Safety 
Recommendations, A–03–48 through 
50, for changes to the flight data 
recorder rule for transport category 
aircraft. The FAA is working to address 
these recommendations. However, the 
FAA determined that we need more 
information from industry about current 
practices on processing of data as it gets 
recorded to address Recommendation 
A–03–50, which states:

‘‘Require that within 2 years, all Airbus 
A300–600/A310 and Boeing 747–400 
airplanes and any other aircraft that may be 
identified as recording filtered data be 
retrofitted with a flight data recorder system 
capable of recording values that meet the 
accuracy requirements through the full 
dynamic range of each parameter at a 
frequency sufficient to determine a complete, 
accurate, and unambiguous time history of 
parameter activity, with emphasis on 
capturing each parameter’s dynamic motion 
at the maximum rate possible, including 
reversals of direction at the maximum rate 
possible. (A–03–50)’’

Purpose of This Public Meeting 

This meeting is being held to discuss 
the NTSB Safety Recommendation, A–
03–50, and the issue of filtering flight 
recorder data before it is recorded. The 
purpose of this meeting is to gather 
information from industry about current 
practices on processing of data as it gets 
recorded on all transport airplanes. The 
FAA is interested in industry’s position 
on the following: 

• What data gets filtered before it is 
recorded, and how the filtering is 
accomplished. 

• How individual manufacturers 
comply with the required ‘‘method for 
readily retrieving’’ the recorded data. 

• What equipment and procedures 
would need to be changed, and the costs 
involved, if the FAA were to adopt the 
NTSB recommendation as written. 

Participation at the Public Meeting 

This meeting is open to anyone 
interested in FDR issues related to the 
referenced NTSB recommendation. 
Those attendees wishing to present data 
on this recommendation must submit 
the proposed presentation material to 
Timothy Shaver, Aircraft Certification 
Service, as listed in the section above, 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT, by 
June 28, 2004. Please include contact 
information for the presenter with the 
proposal. Also, if the presenter needs 
audiovisual equipment for the 
presentation, include information on the 
equipment required with your request to 
present; not every form of audiovisual 
device may be available. Presentation 
length will be limited to 30 minutes or 
less depending on the number of 
requests to present. We will notify 
presenters of their selection by July 1, 
2004. If we receive requests to present 
after the date specified above, we may 
add the presentation to the schedule if 
there is time available during the 
meeting; however, the presentations and 
the names of the presenters may not 
appear on the written agenda. 

The FAA will prepare an agenda of 
speakers and presenters and make the 
agenda available at the meeting. To 
accommodate as many speakers as 
possible, the amount of time allocated to 
each speaker may be less than the 
amount of time requested. 

Public Meeting Procedures 

Persons who plan to attend the 
meeting should be aware of the 
following procedures established for 
this meeting: 

1. The will be no admission fee or 
other charge to attend or to participate 
in the public meeting. 

2. Representatives from the FAA will 
conduct the public meeting. A panel of 
FAA experts will be present to ask 
questions of, and discuss information 
presented by participants, as 
appropriate. 

3. FAA experts and public 
participants are expected to engage in a 
full discussion of all technical material 
presented at the meetings. Each person 
presenting conclusions will be expected 
to submit to the FAA data fully 
supporting those conclusions; all 
properly identified proprietary data 
submitted will be protected by the FAA 
from disclosure in accordance with 
applicable laws. 

4. Statements made by members of the 
panel are intended to facilitate 
discussion of the issues or to clarify 
issues. 

5. The meeting is designed to solicit 
public views and more complete 
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information relevant to flight data 
recorder issues related to the NTSB 
recommendation A–03–50. Therefore, 
the meeting will be conducted in an 
informal and nonadversarial manner. 

6. Participants must limit their 
presentations and submissions of data to 
flight data recorder issues related to the 
NTSB Recommendation A–03–50. 

7. The FAA requests that presenters at 
the meeting provide 10 copies of all 
materials to be presented for 
distribution to the panel members; other 
copies may be provided to the audience 
at the discretion of the presenter. 

8. The FAA will try to accommodate 
all speakers; therefore, it may be 
necessary to limit the time available for 
an individual or group. If practicable, 
the meeting may be accelerated to 
enable adjournment as scheduled. 

9. Sign and oral interpretation can be 
made available at the meeting, as well 
as an assistive listening device, if 
requested 10 calendar days before the 
meeting. 

10. The meeting will be recorded by 
a court reporter. A transcript of the 
meeting and all material accepted by the 
panel during the meeting will be made 
available, on request, unless protected 
from disclosure. Each person interested 
in purchasing a copy of the transcript 
should contact the court reporter 
directly. This information will be 
available at the meeting.

Susan J. M. Cabler, 
Assistant Manager, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 04–12409 Filed 6–1–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: City 
and County of San Francisco, CA

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) 
and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
will be prepared for a project in San 
Francisco, California, known as the 
Bayview Transportation Improvements 
Project.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leland Dong, North Region Team 
Leader, Federal Highway 
Administration, 650 Capitol Mall Suite 
4–100, Sacramento, California 95814, 
Telephone: (916) 498–5860 or Bill 
Wycko, San Francisco Planning 

Department, 1660 Mission Street, San 
Francisco, California 94103, Telephone 
(415) 558–5972.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHWA, in cooperation with the 
California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), will prepare an EIS for 
proposed improvements to the roadway 
system in the southeast sector of San 
Francisco, California. The project is 
needed to provide an alternate 
designated route for future truck traffic 
from US Highway 101 to the planned 
industrial portion of the redeveloped 
Hunters Point Shipyard and minimize 
travel time to the planned industrial 
portion of the Shipyard, as well as the 
existing industrial areas of the Bayview. 

The study area is approximately 
bounded by Caesar Chavez Street to the 
north, the City and County of San 
Francisco border to the south, US 
Highway 101 to the west and San 
Francisco Bay to the east. 

Seven build-alternatives have been 
identified. While these alternative 
routes attempt to avoid residential 
streets, a few residences can be found 
on some of the alternative alignments. 
Three of the alternatives involve 
constructing a new bridge over the 
Yosemite Slough or South Basin. Two 
alternatives use overland roadway 
routes only. Two alternatives involve 
construction of significant roadway 
structures. The roadway improvements 
required for each alignment vary. The 
build-alternatives, length, and highway 
connections are:
1. Long Bridge, 2.27 miles: Exits 

Northbound US 101 at Harney Way. 
2. Medium Bridge, 3.12 miles: Exits 

Northbound US 101 at Harney Way. 
3. Griffith Bridge, 3.34 miles: Exits 

Northbound US 101 at Harney Way. 
4. Griffith Armstrong, 3.84 miles: Exits 

Northbound US 101 at Harney Way. 
5. Carroll Avenue Overpass, 3.74 miles: 

Exits Northbound US 101 at Third 
Street/Bayshore Boulevard. 

6. 3rd Street/Egbert/Ingalls, 3.45 miles: 
Exits USA 101 at Third Street/
Bayshore Boulevard. 

7. I–280 Islais Creek interchange, 6.28 
miles: Exits I–280 at Evans Avenue. 
Other alternatives to be considered 

include no-build, Transportation 
Systems Management (TSM) and mass 
transit. Although seven build-
alternatives have been identified for 
study, combinations of the alignments 
may be considered. Modified versions of 
these alternatives which address 
technical considerations, respond to 
concerns from the public or reduce 
community impacts may be considered. 

The project area is an economically 
and socially diverse neighborhood. The 

predominant land use within the project 
area is residential with a mix of heavy 
commercial, industrial and warehousing 
activities. The project area is adjacent to 
San Francisco Bay, an Essential Fish 
Habitat Area as designated by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration—Fisheries.

Key environmental issues to be 
studied include, but are not limited to, 
air quality, noise, traffic, socioeconomic 
impacts, business relocations, 
hazardous materials, biological, water 
quality, coastal zone, flood plain, 
wetlands, visual impacts, impacts to 
open space and cultural resources and 
construction/encroachment on State 
and/or Federal lands. Other key issues 
may arise at the scoping meeting or 
during the environmental review 
process. Resources subject to section 
106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act may be affected. 
Section 4(f) resources may also be 
affected. 

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 an 
interest in, this proposal. 

Two scoping meetings will be held on 
July 8, 2004 at 1 p.m. and 7 p.m. at the 
Bayview Opera House, 4705 Third 
Street between Oakdale Avenue and 
Newcomb Avenue in San Francisco. 
The purpose of the scoping meetings is 
to seek input and to collect ideas and 
concerns regarding (1) the individual 
project concepts and (2) the 
environmental studies to be done. 

Public meetings and a public hearing 
will also be held. The draft EIS will be 
available for public and agency review 
prior to the public hearing. Public 
notice will be given as to the exact time 
and location of the meetings and 
hearing. 

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.

(Catalogue 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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