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letter should be included in the
submission itself. Similarly, to the
extent possible, any attachments to the
submission should be included in the
same file as the submission itself, and
not as separate files.

A person requesting that information
contained in a comment submitted by
that person be treated as confidential
business information must certify that
such information is business
confidential and would not customarily
be released to the public by the
submitter.

Confidential business information
must be clearly designated as such and
the submission must be marked
“BUSINESS CONFIDENTIAL” at the top
and bottom of the cover page and each
succeeding page of the submission.

Information or advice contained in a
comment submitted, other than business
confidential information, may be
determined by USTR to be confidential
in accordance with section 135(g)(2) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2155(g9)(2)). If the submitting person
believes that information or advice may
qualify as such, the submitting person—

(1) Must clearly so designate the
information or advice;

(2) Must clearly mark the material as
“SUBMITTED IN CONFIDENCE" at the
top and bottom of each page of the cover
page and each succeeding page; and

(3) Is encouraged to provide a non-
confidential summary of the
information or advice.

Pursuant to section 127(e) of the
URAA (19 U.S.C. 3537(e)), USTR will
maintain a file on this dispute
settlement proceeding, accessible to the
public, in the USTR Reading Room,
which is located at 1724 F Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20508. The public file
will include non-confidential comments
received by USTR from the public with
respect to the dispute; if a dispute
settlement panel is convened, the U.S.
submissions to that panel, the
submissions, or non-confidential
summaries of submissions, to the panel
received from other participants in the
dispute, as well as the report of the
panel; and, if applicable, the report of
the Appellate Body. An appointment to
review the public file (Docket No. WT/
DS-245, Japan—Apples) may be made
by calling the USTR Reading Room at
(202) 395-6186. The USTR Reading
Room is open to the public from 9:30
a.m. to noon and 1 p.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

Daniel E. Brinza,

Assistant United States Trade Representative
for Monitoring and Enforcement.

[FR Doc. 04-18457 Filed 8-11-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3190-W4-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Office of the Secretary

Aviation Proceedings, Agreements
Filed the Week Ending July 30, 2004

The following Agreements were filed
with the Department of Transportation
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.
sections 412 and 414. Answers may be
filed within 21 days after the filing of
the application.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18732.

Date Filed: July 26, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC12 USA-EUR Fares 0091
dated 27 July 2004. Resolution 015h—
USA Add-ons between USA and UK.
Intended effective date: 1 October 2004.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18762.

Date Filed: July 29, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC COMP 1165 dated 30
July 2004. Composite Expedited
Resolutions 024d and 024e r1-r2.
Intended effective date: 1 September
2004.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18763.

Date Filed: July 29, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC COMP 1166 dated 30
July 2004. Composite Expedited
Resolution 002tt r4. Intended effective
date: 1 November 2004.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18767.

Date Filed: July 30, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC2 EUR 0576 dated 30 July
2004. Mail Vote 399—Resolution 010g.
TC2 Within Europe, Europe-Africa,
Europe-Middle East Special. Passenger
Amending Resolution from Algeria rl.
Intended effective date: 15 August 2004.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18768.

Date Filed: July 30, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC2 EUR-AFR 0207 dated
30 July 2004. Mail Vote 399—Resolution
010g. TC2 Within Europe, Europe-
Africa, Europe-Middle East Special.
Passenger Amending Resolution from
Algeria rl. Intended effective date 15
August 2004.

Docket Number: OST-2004-18769.

Date Filed: July 30, 2004.

Parties: Members of the International
Air Transport Association.

Subject: PTC2 EUR-ME 0190 dated 30
July 2004. Mail Vote 399—Resolution
010g. TC2 Within Europe, Europe-
Africa, Europe-Middle East Special.
Passenger Amending Resolution from

Algeria rl. Intended effective date: 15
August 2004.

Andrea M. Jenkins,

Program Manager, Docket Operations,
Federal Register Liaison.

[FR Doc. 04-18484 Filed 8-11-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-62—P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Transit Administration

Addendum to Preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement for a
Proposed Transit Improvement Project
in Branson, MO

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Notice of revised public meeting
date supporting the notice of intent to
prepare an environmental impact
statement

SUMMARY: FTA is issuing this notice to
advise the public and agencies that the
open-house public scoping meeting for
the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) on a proposed transit improvement
project in Branson, Missouri has been
rescheduled.

DATES: Public Scoping Meeting: A public
open-house meeting is scheduled from 4
to 7 pm on Monday, August 30, 2004,

at the Branson City Hall Municipal
Courtroom (110 West Maddux Street,
Branson, MO) in lieu of the originally
scheduled June 29 open-house meeting.
(The new meeting date will be
advertised locally.) Oral and written
comments may be made at this session.
Project staff from the City of Branson
will be available for informational
discussion and to answer questions. The
following information will be presented
at the Open-house meeting: The study-
area boundary; the study schedule; the
public involvement plan; the problem
statement; the project purpose and need;
the study goals and objectives;
effectiveness measures, as well as the
alternatives currently proposed to be
considered in the study. Input will be
solicited to focus the environmental
investigations. The meeting location is
accessible to individuals with
disabilities. Individuals with special
needs should contact Cheryl Ford,
Engineering Department; City of
Branson, Missouri at (417) 337-8559.
Comment Due Date: Written comments
on the scope of the EIS should be sent
to the Branson City Engineer as
indicated in ADDRESSES below by
September 30, 2004.
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ADDRESSES: Written comments on the
project scope should be forwarded to:
Joni Roeseler, Project Manager, Federal
Transit Administration, Region VII, 901
Locust Street, Room 404, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106; Telephone: (816) 329—
3936; e-mail: joan.roeseler@fta.dot.gov;
or: David Miller, City Engineer, City of
Branson, 110 West Maddux Street, Suite
310, Branson, Missouri 65616;
Telephone: (417) 337-8559; e-mail:
dmiller@cityofbranson.org.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
additional information is needed,
contact the FTA or the City of Branson
personnel identified in ADDRESSES
above. You can also visit the City of
Branson Web site at http://
www.branson.com where a project page
will be established by the time of the
open-house meeting.

Scoping Package: An information
packet, referred to as the Scoping
Booklet, will be distributed to interested
individuals upon request and will be
available at the meeting. (Copies of the
Scoping Booklet have also been
distributed to resource agencies.) Others
may request the Scoping Booklet by
contacting the Branson City Engineer as
indicated in ADDRESSES above. Also
contact the Branson City Engineer if you
wish to be placed on the mailing list to
receive additional information as the
study develops.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Scoping

FTA, in cooperation with the City of
Branson and the Missouri department of
Transportation (MoDOT), will prepare
an EIS to address transit improvements
in the City of Branson, Missouri. The
EIS will evaluate all reasonable
alternatives identified during the
scoping process, as required by the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and its implementing
regulations. This NEPA alternatives
analysis is expected to result in the
selection of a locally preferred
alternative, which may include a fixed
guideway transit improvement.

II. Description of Corridor and
Transportation Needs

Branson, Missouri, with a populations
of about 6,000 accommodates over
seven million visitors a year. These
visitors make trips to multiple venues
(theaters, lodging, restaurants, etc.),
which are concentrated along State
Route 76. This roadway, referred to as
“the Strip,” offers a single lane of
vehicular flow in each direction divided
by a two-way left-turn lane. The
roadway is paralleled by narrow paved
shoulders used as sidewalks and by

multiple overhead utilities situated
adjacent to intensive development. Only
a handful of signalized intersections
exist along the strip, complicating the
ability of pedestrians to get across the
street. Options are limited to further
expand the roadway network to address
the considerable traffic congestion that
remains on the Strip from single-
occupant autos and tour buses. No
public transit service is currently
available in the corridor. The problem is
expected to grow worse over time as
venues continue to grow in popularity
and as more venues are added.

Transit needs will be evaluated in this
corridor to address the congestion
problems along the Strip. The study area
involves a roughly ten-mile-long
corridor. It is generally bounded: on the
north by the Red Route west of Roark
Creek and the Missouri and North
Arkansas railroad east of Roark Creek;
on the east by the rail line; on the south
by parkland paralleling Lake
Taneycomo and the Yellow Route; and
on the west by the Taney/Stone County
line. Alternatives to be considered will
include: (1) Taking no action (no-build);
(2) transportation systems management;
(3) fixed guideway transit (including
elevated options with park-and-ride
facilities and feeder bus/shuttle vans);
and (4) other alternatives discovered
during the scoping process.

I1I. Probable Effects and Potential
Impacts for Analysis

The transportation, social, economic,
and environmental effects of the
alternatives will be evaluated during the
project study. The impact areas to be
addressed include: land use effects;
visual/aesthetic effects; community,
business and economic impacts; traffic
and parking; public safety; utilities
effects; relocations; water quality; flood
plains; natural systems impacts; air
quality; noise and vibration; energy
impacts; and cultural and historic
resources. Potential environmental
justice issues and financial
considerations will also be addressed
along with secondary, cumulative and
construction impacts.

IV. FTA Procedures

In accordance with FTA policy, all
federal laws, regulations, and executive
orders affecting project development
including but not limited to the
regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality and FTA
regulations implementing NEPA (40
CFR parts 1500-1508, and 23 CFR part
771), the Clean Air Act, Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act, Executive Order
12898 regarding environmental justice,
the National Historic Preservation Act,

the Endangered Species Act, and
Section 4(f) of the DOT Act, will be
addressed. In addition, the FTA New
Starts regulation (49 CFR part 611) will
be applied, which requires the
submission of specific information to
FTA from the grant applicant to support
an FTA decision on initiating
preliminary engineering.

Comments and suggestions are invited
from all interested parties to assist in
addressing the full range of alternatives
and to identify any significant potential
project impacts. In addition, a public
hearing will be held after the draft EIS
has been circulated for public and
agency review and comment. Comments
or questions concerning the proposed
action and the scope of the EIS should
be directed to the FTA as described in
ADDRESSES above.

Issued on August 6, 2004.
Mokhtee Ahmad,
FTA Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 04-18486 Filed 8-11-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-57-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA-2004—-18849]

Notice of Receipt of Petition for
Decision That Nonconforming 1994-
1997 Right Hand Drive (RHD) Honda
Accord Sedan and Wagon Passenger
Cars Are Eligible for Importation

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of receipt of petition for
decision that nonconforming 1994-1997
Right Hand Drive (RHD) Honda Accord
sedan and wagon passenger cars are
eligible for importation.

SUMMARY: This document announces
receipt by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) of a
petition for a decision that 1994-1997
RHD Honda Accord sedans and wagons
that were not originally manufactured to
comply with all applicable Federal
motor vehicle safety standards are
eligible for importation into the United
States because (1) they are substantially
similar to vehicles that were originally
manufactured for sale in the United
States and that were certified by their
manufacturer as complying with the
safety standards, and (2) they are
capable of being readily altered to
conform to the standards.

DATES: The closing date for comments
on the petition is September 27, 2004.
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