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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Transit Administration
[FTA Docket No. FTA-2004-19219]

Agency Information Collection Activity
Undre OMB Review

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration,
DOT.

ACTION: Notice of request for comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this notice
announces that the Information
Collection Request (ICR) abstracted
below has been forwarded to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) for
approval. The Federal Register Notice
with a 60-day comment period soliciting
comments was published on June 1,
2004.

DATES: Comments must be submitted
before November 1, 2004. A comment to
OMB is most effective if OMB receives
it within 30 days of publication.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sylia L. Marion, Office of
Administration, Office of Management
Planning, (202) 366—6680.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title: 49
CFR Part 611 Major Capital Investment
Projects (OMB Number: 2132-0561).

Abstract: On June 9, 1998, the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st
Century (TEA-21) (Pub. L. 105-178)
was enacted. Section 3009(e)(5) of TEA—
21 requires FTA to issue regulations on
the manner in which candidate projects
for capital investment grants and loans
for new fixed guideway systems and
extensions to existing systems (‘“New
Starts”’) will be evaluated and rated for
purposes of the FTA Capital Investment
Grants and Loans program for New
Starts under 49 USC Section 5309.

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(NPRM) for this regulation was issued
on April 7, 1999, (64 FR 17062). The
Final Rule was issued on December 7,
2000, (67 FR 76864). In the Federal
Register of October 30, 2001, FTA
announced OMB’s approval of the
collection of information for the Final
Rule.

It is important to note that while the
New Starts project evaluation and rating
regulation was new when FTA first
requested approval for this information
collection, the requirements for project
evaluation and data collection for the
New Starts program are not. FTA’s
requirement to evaluate proposed New
Starts against a prescribed set of
statutory criteria is longstanding. The
Surface Transportation and Uniform
Relocation Assistance Act of 1987

(STURAA) established in law a set of
criteria for proposed projects to become
eligible for federal funding. The
requirement for summary project ratings
has been in place since 1998.

In general, the information used by
FTA for New Starts project evaluation
and rating purposes should arise as a
part of the normal planning process.
Prior to this Rule, FTA collected project
evaluation information from project
sponsors under a Paperwork Reduction
Act request (OMB No. 2132-0529)
approved under the joint FTA/FHWA
planning regulations. However, as the
project evaluation criteria expanded
under TEA-21, it became aparent that
some information required under this
Rule might be beyond the scope of
ordinary planning activities. Further,
whlie FTA has long required the
reporting of information for project
evaluations, there has never been a
regulatory requirement until TEA-21.
Finally, this Rule added a new
requirement for before-and-after data
collection for purposes of Government
Performance and Results Act reporting
as a condition of obtaining a Full
Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA). It is
also important to note that since this is
a new regulatory requirement, the
burden estimates include all data
collection efforts required by this Rule,
regardless of whether the same data
would have been required under the
previous, policy statement-driven
process. Thus, the total burden estimate
includes items that would have been
required whether this regulation had
been issued or not. These estimates
were also provided in the preamble to
the Final Rule dated December 7, 2000.

Estimated Total Annual Burden:
32,920 hours.

ADDRESSES: All written comments must
refer to the docket number that appears
at the top of this document and be
submitted to the Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, 725—-17th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20503,
Attention: FTA Desk Officer.
Comments are Invited On: Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the Department,
including whether the information will
have practical utility, the accuracy of
the Department’s estimate of the burden
of the proposed information collection;
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Dated: September 27, 2004.
Ann M. Linnertz,

Deputy Associate Administrator for
Administrator.

[FR Doc. 04-22143 Filed 9-30-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-57-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Transit Administration

Preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement on Transit
Improvements Between Ann Arbor and
Downtown Detroit, MI

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement.

SUMMARY: The FTA is issuing this notice
to advise agencies and the public that,
in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
is being prepared for a proposed transit
improvement in Southeast Michigan,
between Ann Arbor and Detroit. Located
in Wayne and Washtenaw Counties, the
proposed transit project would extend
from west of Ann Arbor to downtown
Detroit, by way of the Detroit Metro
Airport. The corridor is situated along I-
94 and the Norfolk Southern Railroad.
The study area boundaries are generally
defined as the corridor formed by the
City of Chelsea on the west, Detroit
Metro Airport on the south, and
downtown Detroit on the east. The
study area is located within the
metropolitan area represented by the
Southeast Michigan Council of
Governments (SEMCOG), the project
sponsor. FTA and SEMCOG will also
seek the cooperation of the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA), the
Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), and the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) in conducting
this review.

DATES: Comment Due Date: Written
comments on the scope of the EIS,
including the alternatives and impacts
to be considered, should be sent to
Carmine Palombo of SEMCOG at the
SEMCOG address given in ADDRESSES
below by October 30, 2004. Scoping
Meetings: SEMCOG will conduct three
(3) public scoping meetings and an
agency scoping meeting. The public
scoping meetings will be held at the
following locations:

e Tuesday, October 19, 2004, 4—8
p.m.; Washtenaw Community College,
Morris Lawrence Building, Room
ML103/123, 4800 E. Huron River Drive,
Ann Arbor;
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e Wednesday, October 20, 2004, 4-8
p-m.; SEMCOG offices, SEMCOG
Ambassador Room, Buhl Building, 535
Griswold Street, Suite 300, Detroit;

e Thursday, October 21, 2004, 48
p.m.; Henry Ford Community and
Performing Arts Center, Room W (West
Rooms), 15801 Michigan Avenue,
Dearborn, MI

The locations of the scoping meetings
will be accessible to persons with
disabilities and open to all members of
the community. Any individual with a
disability who requires special
assistance, such as a sign language
interpreter, to participate in the scoping
meetings should contact Alex Bourgeau,
at SEMCOG (313) 9614266 by October
18, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the
scope of the EIS should be sent to
Carmine Palombo at SEMCOG, 535
Griswold, Suite 300, Detroit, MI 48226
within 30 days of this notice. To be
added to the mailing list or to receive

a copy of the Scoping Information
Booklet, please contact Alex Bourgeau,
at SEMCOG, 535 Griswold Street, Suite
300, Detroit, MI 48226. Phone (313)
961-4266. Scoping information is also
available on the project website at http:/
/www.annarbortodetroi
trapidtransitstudy.com). The dates and
addresses of the scoping meetings are
given in the DATES section above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
David Werner, Federal Transit
Administration, Region V, 200 West
Adams Street, Suite 320, Chicago, IL
60606. Phone (312) 353—2789, or Mr.
Carmine Palombo, Director of
Transportation, Southeast Michigan
Council of Governments (SEMCOG), 535
Griswold, Suite 300, Detroit, MI 48226.
Phone (313) 961-4266.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Scoping

The Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), in cooperation with the
Southeast Michigan Council of
Governments (SEMCOG), will prepare
an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) to examine alternative
improvement strategies to enhance
transit access and mobility in the study
area, respond to projected growth and
increased traffic congestion, and address
regional air quality issues. A Project
Steering Committee, representing local
jurisdictions, the State of Michigan, and
key community leaders will provide
guidance to SEMCOG on local
decisions. Input received during the
scoping meetings will be summarized
and provided to the Steering Committee
and to FTA to inform decisions on the

alternatives to be evaluated and the
impacts to be assessed.

Scoping activities will include public
meetings and an agency scoping
meeting during the month of October
2004, and correspondence and
discussions with interested persons,
organizations, and federal, state and
local agencies. FTA and SEMCOG invite
all interested individuals and
organizations, and federal, state,
regional and local agencies and host
railroads to provide comments on the
scope of the study. During the scoping
process, comments should focus on
identifying specific social, economic, or
environmental issues to be evaluated
and on suggesting alternatives that may
be less costly or have less
environmental impact, while achieving
similar transportation objectives. A
Scoping Information Booklet will be
circulated to all federal, state, and local
agencies having jurisdiction in the
project areas and all interested parties
currently on the Southeast Michigan
Rapid Transit Study mailing list. The
Scoping Information Booklet will be
available at the meetings or in advance
of the meetings by contacting Carmine
Palombo at SEMCOG, as indicated in
ADDRESSES above.

During scoping, comments should
focus on the alternatives and impacts to
be studied and not on stating a
preference for a particular alternative.
Individual preferences for alternatives
should be communicated during the
comment period for the Draft EIS.
Scoping comments may be made at the
public scoping meetings listed in the
DATES section of this notice, or in
writing as described in the ADDRESSES
section above.

II. Description of Study Area and
Project Needs

The study area extends approximately
55-miles from west of Ann Arbor east to
Detroit. The area encompasses many
established communities, and includes
factories, offices, institutional facilities,
research parks, and visitor and
recreational venues. Some of Michigan’s
largest employers, universities and
colleges, and cultural attractions are
located within the study corridor.

Several trends contribute to the need
for improved transit and transportation
options in the Southeast Michigan
corridor, including: continued
population growth; economic
development and employment growth;
increasing travel demand and limited
capacity improvements on existing
highways; limited inter-city passenger
service and transportation options; need
for improved access to major
universities; mandated improvements in

air quality; and consistency with transit-
supportive land use plans and policies.
A projected consequence of this rapid
growth in travel is markedly higher
traffic volumes on highways and streets
throughout the corridor. Roadways in
the corridor are projected to operate
with moderate to severe congestion
(level of service C, D, and F) in 2026.

The purpose of the project is to
identify a transportation solution that
provides additional choices for travelers
within and through the corridor. The
proposed transit improvements seek to
expand travel options between Ann
Arbor, Ypsilanti, Westland/Merriman
Road, Dearborn, New Center, Detroit’s
central business district (CBD) and
Detroit Metro Airport; to improve
mobility for individuals who cannot or
choose not to drive personal vehicles; to
improve and expand connectivity to
major activity areas including
universities, commercial areas, urban
and suburban employment centers and
residential areas; to provide
opportunities for additional economic
growth and “smart” growth resulting
from corridor mobility improvements; to
assist in reducing present and projected
traffic congestion throughout the study
corridor; to reduce the need for highway
expansion in the short-term; and to
improve air quality.

II1. Alternatives

A brief description of the initial
alternatives proposed for study is
provided below:

No Build Alternative. The future No-
Build Alternative consists of the
highway and transit system existing as
of 2004, plus transportation projects
included in the long range Metropolitan
Transportation Plan adopted by
SEMCOG, excluding the proposed
project but with a continuation of
existing transit service policies in its
place.

Transportation Systems Management
(TSM) Alternative. This Alternative
consists of reasonable cost-effective
(low-cost, operationally oriented) transit
improvements, that go beyond the
existing service policies and plan by
attempting to providing the best
possible transit service in the corridor
without a major investment. This
consists of major enhancements of the
scheduled intercity bus service between
Ann Arbor and Detroit, with
intermediate stops in Ypsilanti,
Merriman Road/Westland, Dearborn and
New Center.

Transit Build Alternatives. One or
more Transit Build Alternatives
providing service between Ann Arbor
and Detroit will be evaluated. The
Transit Build Alternatives may include
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bus rapid transit, light rail transit, or
commuter rail. Ancillary facilities, such
as a maintenance facilities, layover and
maintenance yards, and parking
facilities will be considered, as
appropriate, for the Transit Build
Alternatives.

These alternatives are expected to be
defined more precisely through the
scoping process. Any additional
reasonable alternatives emerging from
the scoping process will also be
considered.

IV. Probable Impacts for Analysis

The purpose of the EIS process is to
fully disclose the environmental
consequences associated with each of
the alternatives being evaluated and to
develop alternatives to avoid, minimize
and mitigate those impacts while still
satisfying the need for the action. The
FTA and SEMCOG will assess all social,
economic, and environmental impacts
of all reasonable alternatives. Impacts
may include the following: land use,
zoning, and economic development;
secondary development; cumulative
impacts; land acquisition,
displacements, and relocation of
existing uses; historic, archaeological,
and cultural resources; parklands and
recreational areas; visual and aesthetic
qualities; neighborhoods and
communities; environmental justice; air
quality; noise and vibration; hazardous
materials; ecosystems; water resources;
energy; construction impacts; safety and
security; utilities; and transportation
impacts. The impacts will be evaluated
both for the construction period and for
the long-term period of operation of
each alternative. Measures to avoid,
minimize or mitigate adverse impacts
will be identified.

V. FTA Procedures

In accordance with FTA’s
environmental regulation (23 CFR part
771), FTA and SEMCOG will comply
with NEPA and all related
environmental laws, regulations, and
executive orders, including but not
limited to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of
the DOT Act, the project-level
conformity requirements of the Clean
Air Act, and the executive orders on
wetlands protection, floodplain
management, and environmental justice,
during the NEPA process, to the
maximum extent possible.

The Draft EIS will also constitute the
Alternatives Analysis required by FTA’s
New Starts regulation (49 CFR Part 611)
and will satisfy the FTA requirements
for an Alternatives Analysis. Upon
completion, the Alternatives Analysis/
Draft EIS will be available for public

and agency review and comment. Public
hearing(s) on the Alternatives Analysis/
Draft EIS will be held within the study
area. On the basis of the Alternatives
Analysis/Draft EIS and the public and
agency comments received, a Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA) will be
selected and, with FTA approval, will
be advanced into preliminary
engineering and a more detailed
evaluation in the Final EIS.

Issued on: September 28, 2004.
Joel P. Ettinger,
Region V Administrator.
[FR Doc. 04—22144 Filed 9—-30-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-57-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Maritime Administration

Reports, Forms and Recordkeeping
Requirements; Agency Information
Collection Activity Under OMB Review

AGENCY: Maritime Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this notice
announces that the Information
Collection abstracted below has been
forwarded to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for review and
approval. The nature of the information
collection is described as well as its
expected burden. The Federal Register
Notice with a 60-day comment period
soliciting comments on the following
collection of information was published
on July 7, 2004. No comments were
received.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before November 1, 2004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mitch Hudson, Maritime
Administration, 400 7th Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20590. Telephone:
202-366—-9373; FAX: 202—366—7485; or
E:MAIL: mitch.hudson@marad.dot.gov.
Copies of this collection also can be
obtained from that office.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Maritime
Administration (MARAD).

Title: Requirements for Establishing
U.S. Citizenship.

OMB Control Number: 2133-0012.

Type of Request: Extension of
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Shipowners,
charterers, equity owners, ship
managers.

Forms: Special Format.

Abstract: In accordance with 46 CFR
Part 355, shipowners, charterers, equity

owners, ship managers, etc., seeking
benefits provided by statute are required
to provide on an annual basis, an
Affidavit of U.S. Citizenship to the
Maritime Administration (MARAD) for
analysis. The Affidavits of U.S.
Citizenship filed with MARAD will be
reviewed to determine if the applicants
are eligible to participate in the
programs offered by the agency.

Annual Estimated Burden Hours:
1500 hours.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, 725 17th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20503, Attention
MARAD Desk Officer.

Comments are invited on: Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; ways
to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
A comment to OMB is best assured of
having its full effect if OMB receives it
within 30 days of publication.

Authority: 49 CFR 1.66.

Issued in Washington, DC, on September
27, 2004.

Joel C. Richard,

Secretary, Maritime Administration.

[FR Doc. 04—22036 Filed 9-30—-04; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Surface Transportation Board

[STB Finance Docket No. 34536]

Indiana & Ohio Central Railroad, Inc.—
Acquisition and Operation
Exemption—CSX Transportation, Inc.

Indiana & Ohio Central Railroad, Inc.
(IOCR), a Class III rail carrier, has filed
a verified notice of exemption under 49
CFR 1150.41 to acquire and operate,
pursuant to an agreement with CSX
Transportation, Inc. (CSXT),
approximately 107 miles of rail line
consisting of the Cincinnati Terminal
Subdivision between NA Tower, OH,
milepost BB 7.5 and Oakley, OH,
milepost BB 12.4, and the Midland
Subdivision between Oakley, milepost
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