Federal Register/Vol. 68, No. 160/ Tuesday, August

19, 2003 / Notices

49837

» Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected.

* Minimize the reporting burden on
those who are to respond, including
through the use of automated collection
techniques or other forms of technology.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Copies of the proposed information
collection and supporting documents
may be obtained from Office of
Children’s Issues, CA/OCS/CI, U.S.
Department of State, Washington, DC
20520-4818, 202—-312-9700. Public
comments and questions should be
directed to the State Department Desk
Officer, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB),
Washington, DC 20530, who may be
reached on 202-395-3897.

Dated: August 8, 2003.
Dianne M. Andruch,

Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau of
Consular Affairs,

[FR Doc. 03—-21204 Filed 8-18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710-06-P

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

2003-2004 Allocations of the Tariff-rate
Quotas for Raw Cane Sugar, Refined
Sugar, and Sugar-Containing Products

AGENCY: Office of the United States
Trade Representative.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Office of the United
States Trade Representative (USTR) is
providing notice of the country-by-
country allocations of the in-quota
quantity of the tariff-rate quotas for
imported raw cane sugar, refined sugar,
and sugar-containing products for the
period that begins October 1, 2003 and
ends September 30, 2004.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Inquiries may be mailed or
delivered to Sharon Sydow, Director of
Agricultural Trade Policy, Office of
Agricultural Affairs, Office of the United
States Trade Representative, 600 17th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20508.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon Sydow, Office of Agricultural
Affairs, 202—-395-6127.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to Additional U.S. Note 5 to chapter 17
of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
the United States (HTS), the United
States maintains tariff-rate quotas for
imports of raw cane and refined sugar.
Pursuant to additional U.S. Note 8 to
chapter 17 of the HTS, the United States

also maintains a tariff-rate quota for
certain sugar-containing products.

Section 404(d)(3) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act (19 U.S.C.
3601(d)(3)) authorizes the President to
allocate the in-quota quantity of a tariff-
rate quota for any agricultural product
among supplying countries or customs
areas. The President delegated this
authority to the United States Trade
Representative under Presidential
Proclamation 6763 (60 FR 1007).

The in-quota quantity of the tariff-rate
quota for raw cane sugar for the period
October 1, 2003—September 30, 2004,
has been established by the Secretary of
Agriculture at 1,117,195 metric tons,
raw value (1,231,497 short tons), the
minimum to which the United States is
committed under the World Trade
Organization Agreement. The quantity
of 1,117,195 metric tons, raw value is
being allocated to the following
countries:

FY 2004
Country allocation
Argentina ... 45,281
Australia ..... 87,402
Barbados ... 7,371
Belize ......... 11,583
Bolivia ..... 8,424
Brazil .......... 152,691
Colombia . 25,273
Congo ........... 7,258
Cote d’lvoire . 7,258
Costa Rica ........ccveeennes 15,796
Dominican Republic .... 185,335
Ecuador .........ccccccvveens 11,583
El Salvador ... 27,379
Fiji o 9,477
Gabon ........... 7,258
Guatemala .... 50,546
Guyana ......... 12,636
Haiti ............ 7,258
Honduras ... 10,530
India ........... 8,424
Jamaica ..... 11,583
Madagascar .. 7,258
Malawi ........... 10,530
Mauritius ... 12,636
Mexico .......... 7,258
Mozambique ........cccoeeeviiiennnnne. 13,690
Nicaragua ........cccceveeveeeiiveennnne. 22,114
Panama ...................... 30,538
Papua New Guinea .... 7,258
Paraguay .........cccoce. 7,258
PEIU oo, 43,175
Philippines .......ccccooeviiniiiiies 142,160
South Africa ......... 24,220
St. Kitts & Nevis .. 7,258
Swaziland ............ 16,849
TaIWAN i 12,636
Thailand .......cccccveeeeiiiiiiireeee, 14,743
Trinidad-Tobago .. 7,371
uruguay ............... 7,258
Zimbabwe ........cccceciiiiiiiiin 12,636

These allocations are based on the
countries’ historical shipments to the
United States. The allocations of the raw
cane sugar tariff-rate quota to countries
that are net importers of sugar are

conditioned on receipt of the
appropriate verifications of origin.

This allocation includes the following
minimum quota-holding countries:
Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Gabon, Haiti,
Madagascar, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, St. Kitts & Nevis, and
Uruguay.

The in-quota quantity of the tariff-rate
quota for refined sugar for the period
October 1, 2003—September 30, 2004,
has been established by the Secretary of
Agriculture at 39,000 metric tons, raw
value (42,990 short tons), of which the
Secretary has reserved 18,656 metric
tons (20,565 short tons) for specialty
sugars. Of the quantity not reserved for
specialty sugars, a total of 10,300 metric
tons (11,354 short tons) is being
allocated to Canada and 2,954 metric
tons (3,256 short tons) is being allocated
to Mexico. The remaining 7,090 metric
tons (7,815 short tons) of the in-quota
quantity not reserved for specialty
sugars may be supplied by any country
on a first-come, first-served basis,
subject to any other provision of law.
The 18,656 metric tons (18,360 short
tons) reserved for specialty sugars is
also not being allocated among
supplying countries and is available on
a first-come, first-served basis, subject to
any other provision of law.

With respect to the tariff-rate quota of
64,709 metric tons (71,329 short tons)
for certain sugar-containing products
maintained pursuant to additional U.S.
Note 8 to chapter 17 of the HTS, 59,250
metric tons (65,312 short tons) of sugar-
containing products is being allocated to
Canada. The remaining in-quota
quantity for this tariff-rate quota is
available to other countries on a first-
come, first-served basis.

Conversion factor: 1 metric
ton=1.10231125 short tons.

Allen F. Johnson,

Chief Agricultural Negotiator.

[FR Doc. 03-21129 Filed 8-18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3190-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

FAA Approval of Noise Compatibility
Program 14 CFR Part 150, Toledo
Express Airport, Toledo, OH

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) announces its
findings on the noise compatibility
program submitted by the Toledo-Lucas
county Port Authority under the
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provisions of 49 U.S.C. (the Aviation
Safety and Noise Abatement Act,
hereinafter referred to as “the Act”) and
14 CFR part 150. These findings are
made in recognition of the description
of Federal and nonfederal
responsibilities in Senate Report No.
196-52 (1980). On January 24, 2003 the
FAA determined that the noise exposure
maps submitted by the Toledo-Lucas
County Port Authority under Part 150
were in compliance with applicable
requirements. On, July 18, 2003 the
FAA approved the Toledo Express
Airport noise compatibility program. All
of the recommendations of the program
were approved.

DATES: The effective date of the FAA’s
approval of the Toledo Express Airport
noise compatibility program is July 18,
2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Katherine Jones, Federal Aviation
Administration, Great Lakes Region,
Detroit Airports District Office, DET
ADO-606, Metro Airport Center, 11677
S. Wayne Road, Ste. 107, Romulus,
Michigan 48174, (734) 229-2958.
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 Toledo
Express Airport, effective July 18, 2003.

Under Section 47504 of 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
non-compatible land uses and
prevention of additional non-compatible
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
measures 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 of FAR Part 150;

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

¢. Program measures would not create
an undue burden on interstate or foreign
commerce, unjustly discriminate against
all types or classes of aeronautical uses,
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 as
prescribed by law.

Specific limitations with respect to
FAA’s approval of an airport noise
compatibility program are delineated in
FAR Part 150, § 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 Detroit Airports
District Office in Romulus, Michigan.

Toledo-Lucas County Port Authority
submitted to the FAA on January 21,
2003 the noise exposure maps,
descriptions, and other documentation
produced during the noise compatibility
planning study conducted from 1999
through 2002. The Toledo Express
Airport noise exposure maps were
determined by FAA to be in compliance
with applicable requirements on
January 24, 2003. Notice of this
determination was published in the
Federal Register on February 14, 2003.

The Toledo Express Airport study
contains a proposed noise compatibility
program comprised of actions designed
for phased implementation by airport
management and adjacent jurisdictions
from the 2002 to the year 2007. It was
requested that the FAA evaluate and
approve this material as a noise

compatibility program as described in
Section 47504 of the Act. The FAA
began its review of the program on
January 24, 2003 and was required by
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 ten
proposed actions for noise mitigation on
and/or 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
FAA effective July 18, 2003.

Outright approval was granted for all
of the specific program elements. The
approved measures were to Establish
Runway 25 as preferred for departure by
all aircraft, 24 hours per day; Establish
Runway 7 as preferred for nighttime
arrivals, 10 p.m. to 6:59 a.m.; Straight-
in approaches to Runway 7/25 on final
approach course beyond the outer
marker; Runway heading departures
from Runway 7/25 for aircraft to fly
runway handing until 6 nautical miles
from brake release; Install sound
insulation improvements at Swanton
Township Elementary School; Establish
a noise program office; Establish a noise
complaint system; Coordinate and
communicate with key agencies;
Monitor aircraft activity and evaluate
the plan; and Update the plan on a
regular basis, as needed.

These determinations are set forth in
detail in a Record of Approval signed by
the Associate Administrator for Airports
on July 18, 2003. 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 offices of the
Toledo-Lucas County Port Authority.
The Record of Approval also will be
available on-line at http://www.faa.gov/
arp/environmental/14cfr150/
index14.cfm.

Issued in Romulus, Michigan, July 21,
2003.

Irene R. Porter,

Manager, Detroit Airports District Office,
Great Lakes Region.

[FR Doc. 03—-21225 Filed 8-18-03; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M



