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Estimated Charge Expiration Date: 
August 1, 2009. 

Class of Air Carriers Not Required to 
Collect PFC’s: None. 

Brief Description of Projects Approved 
for Collection and Use: 

Construct northeast air cargo apron, 
connecting taxiway, and associated 
utilities. 

Rehabilitate terminal apron. 
Construct general aviation aprons. 
Construct connecting taxiway D–7 and 

portion of parallel taxiway D. 

Upgrade airport security. 
PFC administration. 

Decision Date: December 21, 2006. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peter Long, San Francisco, Airports 
District Office, (650) 876–2778, 
extension 624. 

AMENDMENTS TO PFC APPROVALS 

Amendment No., city, state Amendment 
approved date 

Original ap-
proved net 

PFC revenue 

Amended ap-
proved net 

PFC revenue 

Original esti-
mated charge 

exp. date 

Amended esti-
mated charge 

exp. date 

05–17–C–01–CHO, Charlottesville, VA ............................... 11/20/06 $2,871,360 $2,942,084 07/01/09 06/01/09 
05–04–C–01–FNL, Fort Collins, CO .................................... 11/29/06 315,329 276,130 11/01/07 03/01/07 
03–06–C–01–MLB, Melbourne, FL ...................................... 11/29/06 8,563,500 6,806,435 06/01/18 09/01/17 
96–03–C–02–RHI, Rhinelander, WI .................................... 11/29/06 363,927 352,997 07/01/00 07/01/00 
96–05–C–03–MDW, Chicago, IL ......................................... 12/01/06 178,087,493 178,087,493 11/01/20 11/01/16 
02–03–U–01–PUW, Pullman, WA ....................................... 12/13/05 NA NA 10/01/05 10/01/05 
02–04–C–03–MOB, Mobile, AL ........................................... 12/05/06 3,160,496 3,365,372 02/01/17 02/01/07 
01–03–I–02–TEX, Telluride, CO .......................................... 12/06/06 215,000 268,750 02/01/06 01/01/08 
05–04–U–01–TEX, Telluride, CO ........................................ 12/06/06 NA NA 02/01/06 01/01/08 

Issued in Washington, DC, on January 3, 
2007. 
Joe Hebert, 
Manager, Financial Analysis and Passenger 
Facility Charge Branch. 
[FR Doc. 07–46 Filed 1–9–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Petition for Waiver of Compliance 

In accordance with Title 49 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 211, 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) received 
a request for a waiver of compliance 
from certain Federal railroad safety 
requirements. The individual petition is 
described below, including the party 
seeking relief, the regulatory provisions 
involved, the nature of the relief being 
requested, and the petitioner’s 
arguments in favor of relief. 

Twin Cities and Western Railroad 

[Docket Number FRA–2006–26093] 

Twin Cities and Western Railroad 
(TC&W) seeks a permanent waiver of 
compliance from certain provisions of 
the Railroad Safety Appliance Standards 
in 49 CFR part 231, concerning 
RailRunner train operations over their 
system. Specifically, TC&W requests 
relief from those sections of 49 CFR part 
231 that stipulate the number, location, 
and dimensions for handholds, ladders, 
sill steps, uncoupling levers, and 
handbrakes. TC&W also seeks relief 
from 49 CFR 231.31, which sets the 
standard height for drawbars. 

TC&W states that this waiver is 
necessary to permit them to begin 
operation of RailRunner equipment 
between Appleton, Minnesota, and 
Minneapolis, Minnesota. TC&W 
requests that this petition, if approved, 
be modeled on conditions contained in 
waiver FRA–2003–16203, which was 
granted to the Norfolk Southern Railway 
and RailRunner on March 25, 2005. 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in these proceedings by 
submitting written views, data, or 
comments. FRA does not anticipate 
scheduling a public hearing in 
connection with these proceedings since 
the facts do not appear to warrant a 
hearing. If any interested party desires 
an opportunity for oral comment, they 
should notify FRA in writing before the 
end of the comment period and specify 
the basis for their request. 

All communications concerning this 
petition should identify the appropriate 
docket number (FRA–2006–26093) and 
may be submitted by one of the 
following methods: 

• Web site: http://dms.dot.gov. 
Follow the instructions for submitting 
comments on the DOT electronic site; 

• Fax: 202–493–2251; 
• Mail: Docket Management Facility, 

U.S. Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Nassif Building, 
Room PL–401, Washington, DC 20590– 
0001; or 

• Hand Delivery: Room PL–401 on 
the plaza level of the Nassif Building, 
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington, 
DC, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 

Communication received within 45 
days of the date of this notice will be 
considered by FRA prior to final action 
being taken. Comments received after 

that date will be considered to the 
extent practicable. All written 
communications concerning these 
proceedings are available for 
examination during regular business 
hours (9 a.m.–5 p.m.) at the above 
facility. 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. 

Anyone is able to search the 
electronic form of all comments 
received into any of our dockets by the 
name of the individual submitting the 
comment (or signing the comment on 
behalf of an association, business, labor 
union, etc.). You may review the DOT’s 
complete Privacy Act Statement in the 
Federal Register published on April 11, 
2000 (Volume 65, Number 70; Pages 
19477–78). The Statement may also be 
found at http://dms.dot.gov. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on January 5, 
2007. 
Grady C. Cothen, Jr., 
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
Standards and Program Development. 
[FR Doc. E7–186 Filed 1–9–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. NHTSA–2006–25555; Notice 2] 

Foreign Tire Sales, Inc., Denial of 
Petition for Decision of 
Inconsequential Noncompliance 

Foreign Tire Sales, Inc. (FTS) has 
determined that certain tires that it 
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imported in 2005 and 2006 do not 
comply with S6.5(d) of Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standard (FMVSS) No. 
119, ‘‘New Pneumatic Tires For 
Vehicles Other Than Passenger Cars.’’ 
FTS has filed an appropriate report 
pursuant to 49 CFR part 573, ‘‘Defect 
and Noncompliance Responsibility and 
Reports.’’ Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
30118(d) and 30120(h), FTS also has 
petitioned for a determination that this 
noncompliance is inconsequential to 
motor vehicle safety. Notice of receipt of 
the petition was published, with a 30- 
day comment period, on August 8, 2006 
in the Federal Register (71 FR 45105). 
NHTSA received two comments on the 
petition, one from the Rubber 
Manufacturers Association (RMA) and 
another from Flexi-Van Leasing, Inc. 
(Flexi-Van). To view the petition and all 
supporting documents and comments 
submitted, go to: http://dms.dot.gov/ 
search/searchFormSimple.cfm and enter 
Docket No. NHTSA–2006–25555. 

Affected are a total of approximately 
18,900 Danzig and Direction size 10.00– 
20 bias-ply container chassis tires 
manufactured by Wendeng Sanfeng 
Tyre Co., Ltd. of Wendeng City, China 
(Wendeng), and imported by FTS 
between August 2005 and April 2006. 
Paragraph S6.5(d) of FMVSS No. 119 
requires that each tire shall be marked 
on each sidewall with ‘‘[t]he maximum 
load rating and corresponding inflation 
pressure of the tire * * *.’’ The subject 
tires are not marked with the maximum 
load rating and corresponding inflation 
values for single tire use. FTS has 
corrected the problem that caused these 
errors so that they will not be repeated 
in future production. 

As discussed in its petition, FTS 
believes that the noncompliance is 
inconsequential to motor vehicle safety 
and that no corrective action is 
warranted. FTS stated that there is no 
safety issue relating to single-use 
applications because the tires are clearly 
labeled ‘‘DUAL USE ONLY’’ and 
‘‘TRAILER SERVICE ONLY,’’ and 
because FTS’s ‘‘customers understand 
that said tires are to be used on 
container chassis only.’’ FTS 
supplemented its petition with 
additional information, which has been 
placed in the docket, including a 
September 7, 2006 letter from the tire 
manufacturer which states: 

Please be advised that we know of no 
safety issues involving our container chassis 
tires which are labeled for dual use only. 
There is no change in the construction of the 
tire whether the tire is labeled for dual use 
only or for single and dual use. 

One public comment the agency 
received was from Flexi-Van, which is 

a lessor of intermodal container chassis. 
In carrying out its leasing business, 
Flexi-Van purchases tires of the type 
that are the subject of this petition, 
including tires imported by FTS. Flexi- 
Van stated that it has purchased over 
two thousand of the subject tires, which 
have already been installed on Flexi- 
Van chassis The company commented 
that an in-field chassis inspection of 
each container chassis it leases would 
be required to identify the 
noncompliant tires, which the company 
says is a difficult and burdensome 
proposition. Flexi-Van acknowledged 
that it would not have to bear the cost 
of this inspection since this is the 
responsibility of the vendor, but 
nonetheless argued that denial of this 
petition and the subsequent recall 
‘‘would result in a tremendous 
administrative and logistical burden to 
our customers, and inconvenience to 
Flexi-Van as well.’’ The commenter 
further stated that, based on its 
experience in the industry, it is 
extremely unlikely that the subject 
intermodal tires would be installed in a 
single-use position, such as on the drive 
or steer axle of a truck tractor. Flexi-Van 
explained that, for these reasons, it 
supports granting FTS’s petition for 
decision of inconsequential 
noncompliance. 

The second public comment was from 
the Rubber Manufacturers Association, 
and it urged NHTSA to deny the subject 
petition, stating: 

While Petitioner may not intend its non- 
compliant tires to be used ‘anywhere other 
than a container chassis,’ there is no 
guarantee that the tires may not eventually be 
placed in a single load application. Indeed, 
the rationale for requiring the sidewall to be 
marked with maximum load ratings and 
inflation values for single and dual 
applications under FMVSS 119 is precisely 
that the same tire could be used in either 
application * * * [T]he issue that should be 
dispositive of this position is whether the 
tires otherwise meet the performance 
standards of FMVSS 119. There is, however, 
no evidence in the docket that the subject 
tires meet the long-term endurance and 
strength standards of FMVSS 119 (S6). 
[emphasis in original] 

Agency Decision 
NHTSA has carefully reviewed the 

petition and public comments, and the 
agency has determined that the 
noncompliance at issue is not 
inconsequential to motor vehicle safety, 
for the reasons that follow. Even though 
FTS may intend that its 18,900 tires 
with noncompliant markings be used on 
trailers and for dual use only, and 
provides instructions to that effect, 
stating that the ‘‘tires set forth * * * are 
for DUAL USE ONLY and TRAILER 

SERVICE ONLY,’’ NHTSA agrees with 
the comments of RMA that, despite 
manufacturer instructions to the 
contrary, there is no guarantee these 
tires may not eventually be placed on a 
single-load application, since the tires 
are capable of being mounted and used 
in that manner. 

Use of one of the subject tires in a 
single-load application could lead to 
confusion, because the consumer would 
not be presented with the relevant 
information regarding the load-pressure 
relationship suitable for such 
application. In turn, this situation could 
lead to possible overloading of the tire, 
because the operator would be forced to 
attempt to independently calculate the 
maximum load rating for the tire in a 
single-load application. Specifically, 
without the required marking, the 
consumer would not know which of the 
seven permissible international tire 
industry publications or the 
manufacturer’s own data submissions 
were used to calculate a single-load 
application and certify the tire under 
FMVSS No. 119, S5.1. Given that fleet 
operators have an economic incentive to 
fully load their vehicles with cargo, the 
agency believes that adverse safety 
consequences could be associated with 
failure to include the relevant tire 
markings required under Standard No. 
119. That is why the standard 
specifically requires tire markings for 
both single-load and dual-load 
applications. The standard does not 
provide manufacturers the option of 
marking tires with a statement limiting 
them to only one application and 
providing only one maximum load 
rating. FTS’s arguments regarding the 
ability of the tires to support vehicle 
load in a single-load application do not 
resolve this problem. 

FTS supports its petition with 
information that was received by the 
agency under two cover letters, both 
available in the docket. The first letter, 
dated September 22, 2006, encloses 
information from the Chinese tire 
manufacturer, including an ‘‘Endurance 
Test Report’’ dated October 25, 2005, a 
‘‘Plunger Energy Test Report’’ dated 
October 25, 2005, and two copies of a 
letter dated September 7, 2006 and 
stamped with the corporate seal (one in 
Chinese and other with an English 
translation). The second letter, dated 
September 29, 2006, encloses further 
information from the foreign tire 
manufacturer, including an ‘‘Endurance 
Test Report’’ dated August 10, 2006 and 
a ‘‘Plunger Energy Test Report’’ dated 
August 26, 2006. This information is 
apparently intended to demonstrate that 
the tires are generally safe, 
notwithstanding the labeling error. 
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However, these reports do not 
demonstrate that the tires meet the 
performance standards of FMVSS No. 
119. Moreover, the issue here is not 
whether the tires meet those 
performance requirements. Rather, the 
question is whether the incorrect 
marking of the tires may itself have 
safety consequences. 

In addition, we note that Flexi-Van, in 
its comments, describes how it mounts 
tires onto its trailers and explains the 
difficulty in locating the tires in the 
field should a recall be required. It also 
asserts its belief that for the 
approximately 2,000 subject tires it 
purchased, ‘‘it is virtually impossible, in 
the ordinary course of business, that one 
of the subject intermodal tires would be 
installed on the drive or steer axle of a 
truck tractor.’’ However, Flexi-Van’s 
comments pertain to only a small 
portion of the subject tires and, in any 
event, do not negate the fact that these 
tires can be mounted and used in an 
unintended application. Accordingly, it 
is possible that some of these tires could 
be used in a single-load application, so 
the absence of correct markings 
pertinent to that application may have 
negative safety consequences. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
NHTSA has decided that the petitioner 
has not met its burden of persuasion 
that the noncompliance described is 
inconsequential to motor vehicle safety. 
Accordingly, FTS’s petition is hereby 
denied. 

(Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30118, 30120; 
delegations of authority at CFR 1.50 and 
501.8) 

Issued on: January 4, 2007. 
Daniel C. Smith, 
Associate Administrator for Enforcement. 
[FR Doc. E7–114 Filed 1–9–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–59–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Correction to Submission for OMB 
Review 

January 4, 2007. 
The Department of Treasury has 

submitted the following public 
information collection requirement(s) to 
OMB for review and clearance under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 
Public Law 104–13. Copies of the 
submission(s) may be obtained by 
calling the Treasury Bureau Clearance 
Officer listed. Comments regarding this 
information collection should be 
addressed to the OMB reviewer listed 
and to the Treasury Department 
Clearance Officer, Department of the 
Treasury, Room 11000, 1750 

Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20220. 

Bureau of Public Debt (BPD) 

OMB Number: 1535–0120. 
Type of Review: Revision. 
Title: Implementing Regulations: 

Government Securities Act of 1986, as 
amended. 

Correction: In the Federal Register 
Notice published January 4, 2007, page 
365, make the following correction: 
Change bureau name from ‘‘Internal 
Revenue Service’’, should read ‘‘Bureau 
of Public Debt’’ 

Michael A. Robinson, 
Treasury PRA Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. E7–168 Filed 1–9–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810–02–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

Open Meeting of the Area 6 Taxpayer 
Advocacy Panel (Including the States 
of Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oregon, 
South Dakota, Utah, Washington and 
Wyoming) 

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS), 
Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: An open meeting of the Area 
6 committee of the Taxpayer Advocacy 
Panel will be conducted (via 
teleconference). The Taxpayer 
Advocacy Panel (TAP) is soliciting 
public comments, ideas, and 
suggestions on improving customer 
service at the Internal Revenue Service. 
The TAP will use citizen input to make 
recommendations to the Internal 
Revenue Service. 
DATES: The meeting will be held 
Thursday, January 25, 2007. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dave Coffman at 1–888–912–1227, or 
206–220–6096. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given pursuant to Section 
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. (1988) 
that an open meeting of the Area 6 
Taxpayer Advocacy Panel will be held 
Thursday, January 25, 2007 from 1 p.m. 
Pacific Time to 2:30 p.m. Pacific Time 
via a telephone conference call. The 
public is invited to make oral 
comments. Individual comments will be 
limited to 5 minutes. If you would like 
to have the TAP consider a written 
statement, please call 1–888–912–1227 
or 206–220–6096, or write to Dave 
Coffman, TAP Office, 915 2nd Avenue, 

MS W–406, Seattle, WA 98174 or you 
can contact us at http:// 
www.improveirs.org. Due to limited 
conference lines, notification of intent 
to participate in the telephone 
conference call meeting must be made 
with Dave Coffman. Mr. Coffman can be 
reached at 1–888–912–1227 or 206– 
220–6096. 

The agenda will include the 
following: Various IRS issues. 

Dated: December 22, 2006. 
John Fay, 
Acting Director, Taxpayer Advocacy Panel. 
[FR Doc. E7–124 Filed 1–9–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4830–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

Open Meeting of the Area 1 Taxpayer 
Advocacy Panel (Including the States 
of New York, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New 
Hampshire, Vermont and Maine) 

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS), 
Treasury. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: An open meeting of the Area 
1 Taxpayer Advocacy Panel will be 
conducted (via teleconference). The 
Taxpayer Advocacy Panel is soliciting 
public comments, ideas and suggestions 
on improving customer service at the 
Internal Revenue Service. 

DATES: The meeting will be held 
Tuesday, January 23, 2007. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Audrey Y. Jenkins at 1–888–912–1227 
(toll-free), or 718–488–2085 (non toll- 
free). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An open 
meeting of the Area 1 Taxpayer 
Advocacy Panel will be held Tuesday, 
January 23, 2007 from 9 a.m. ET to 10 
a.m. ET via a telephone conference call. 
Individual comments will be limited to 
5 minutes. If you would like to have the 
TAP consider a written statement, 
please call 1–888–912–1227 or 718– 
488–2085, or write Audrey Y. Jenkins, 
TAP Office, 10 MetroTech Center, 625 
Fulton Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201. Due 
to limited conference lines, notification 
of intent to participate in the telephone 
conference call meeting must be made 
with Audrey Y. Jenkins. Ms. Jenkins can 
be reached at 1–888–912–1227 or 718– 
488–2085, or post comments to the Web 
site: http://www.improveirs.org. 

The agenda will include various IRS 
issues. 
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