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appropriate, Delegation of Authority No. 
257 of April 15, 2003), I hereby 
determine that the objects to be 
included in the exhibition ‘‘Tomoaki 
Suzuki,’’ imported from abroad for 
temporary exhibition within the United 
States, are of cultural significance. The 
objects are imported pursuant to a loan 
agreement with the foreign owner or 
custodian. I also determine that the 
exhibition or display of the exhibit 
objects at The Art Institute of Chicago, 
Chicago, IL, from on or about May 23, 
2013, until on or about October 27, 
2013, and at possible additional 
exhibitions or venues yet to be 
determined, is in the national interest. 
I have ordered that Public Notice of 
these Determinations be published in 
the Federal Register. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information, including a list of 
the exhibit objects, contact Julie 
Simpson, Attorney-Adviser, Office of 
the Legal Adviser, U.S. Department of 
State (telephone: 202–632–6467). The 
mailing address is U.S. Department of 
State, SA–5, L/PD, Fifth Floor (Suite 
5H03), Washington, DC 20522–0505. 

Dated: May 9, 2013. 
J. Adam Ereli, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bureau 
of Educational and Cultural Affairs, 
Department of State. 
[FR Doc. 2013–11813 Filed 5–15–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4710–05–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Ninth Meeting: RTCA Next Gen 
Advisory Committee (NAC) 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), U.S. Department 
of Transportation (DOT). 
ACTION: Notice of RTCA NextGen 
Advisory Committee (NAC). 

SUMMARY: The FAA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public of the ninth meeting 
of the RTCA NextGen Advisory 
Committee (NAC). 
DATES: The meeting will be held June 4, 
2013 from 9:30 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be at 
RTCA Headquarters, NBAA/Colson 
Conference Rooms, 1150 18th Street 
NW., Suite 910, Washington DC 20036. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The 
RTCA Secretariat, 1150 18th Street NW., 
Suite 910, Washington, DC 20036, by 
telephone at (202) 833–9339, fax at (202) 
833–9434, or the Web site at http:// 
www.rtca.org. Alternately, contact Andy 

Cebula at (202) 330–0652, or email 
acebula@rtca.org. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92–463, 5 U.S.C., App.), notice is hereby 
given for a NextGen Advisory 
Committee meeting. The agenda will 
include the following: 
June 4, 2013 
• Opening of Meeting and Introduction 

of NAC Members—Chairman Bill 
Ayer, Chairman, Alaska Air Group 

• Official Statement of Designated 
Federal Official—The Honorable 
Michael Huerta, FAA Administrator 

• Review and approval of February 7, 
2013 Meeting Summary 

• Chairman’s Report—Chairman Ayer 
• FAA Report—Mr. Huerta 
• FAA NextGen Performance SnapShots 
• Featured PBN Implementation 

Location 
• Data Sources for Measuring NextGen 

Fuel Impact 
Æ Report on data sources to track and 

analyze the impacts of NextGen 
developed by the Business Case and 
Performance Metrics Work Group 

• Recommendation for Implementing 
Categorical Exclusion Contained in 
FAA Modernization Act of 2012 

• Recommendation developed by 
CatEx2 Task Group for implementing 
new statutory authority for a 
streamlined environmental review 
process. 

• Performance Based Navigation (PBN) 
Æ Recommendation identifying 

barriers to implementing PBN along 
with mitigation strategies 
developed by Operational 
Capabilities Work Group 

• NAC Taskings Discussion 
• Anticipated Issues for NAC 

consideration and action at the next 
meeting, September 30, 2013, 
Washington, DC 

• Other Business 
• Adjourn 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space availability. 
With the approval of the chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the person 
listed in the ‘‘FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT’’ section. Members of the 
public may present a written statement 
to the committee at any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 7, 2013. 
Paige L. Williams, 
Management Analyst, Business Operations 
Group, ANG–A12, Federal Aviation 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 2013–11730 Filed 5–15–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Atlanta to Charlotte Portion of the 
Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor 

AGENCY: Federal Rail Administration 
(FRA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). 

SUMMARY: The FRA is issuing this 
Notice of Intent to advise the public that 
FRA, jointly with the Georgia 
Department of Transportation (GDOT), 
will prepare a Tier 1 Environmental 
Impact Statement (Study) to evaluate 
potential passenger rail improvements 
between Atlanta, GA and Charlotte, NC, 
along the Southeast High-Speed Rail 
Corridor (SEHSR) as designated by the 
USDOT. The Study is being advanced 
consistent with the federal High-Speed 
Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR) 
program and includes the development 
of a Passenger Rail Corridor Investment 
Plan (PRCIP). A PRCIP provides the data 
necessary to support an FRA decision to 
fund and implement major investments 
in a passenger rail corridor. A PRCIP is 
comprised of two components: A Tier 1 
EIS and a Service Development Plan 
(SDP). The Tier 1 EIS will address 
documentation on a broad corridor-level 
basis and be developed in accordance 
with the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA), the Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations, and FRA’s Procedures for 
Considering Environmental Impacts. 
The SDP addresses the overall scope, 
alternatives, approach and business case 
for proposed service and improvements. 
DATES: FRA invites the public, 
governmental agencies, and all other 
interested parties to comment on the 
scope of the EIS. Written comment(s) on 
the scope of the Tier 1 EIS should be 
provided to GDOT or FRA by June 7, 
2013 at the addresses below. Federal, 
state and local agencies are invited to 
attend one (1) web-based Agency 
Scoping Meeting. Three (3) Public Open 
House Meetings will follow the Agency 
Scoping Meeting, one to be held in each 
of the three study area states (Georgia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina). 
Dates, locations and times for meetings 
and related information can be found on 
the Project Web site: www.dot.ga.gov/ 
AtlantaCharlotteHSR. 
ADDRESSES: Comments related to the 
scope of the study may be mailed to 
Glenn Bowman, PE, State 
Environmental Administrator, 600 West 
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, GA 
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30308, telephone (404) 631–1101, 
gbowman@dot.ga.gov, or to John 
Winkle, FRA, 1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, DC 20590, telephone 
(202) 493–6067, john.winkle@dot.gov. If 
a member of the public wishes to 
participate and cannot attend the public 
open house meetings, and does not have 
access to the Internet, they can request 
an informational package and comment 
form by contacting Glenn Bowman at 
the above address, or directly at (404) 
631–1101 or John Winkle at the above 
address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John 
Winkle, FRA, 1200 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, DC 20590, telephone 
(202) 493–6067, john.winkle@dot.gov. 
Information and documents regarding 
the environmental review process will 
be made available through the following 
Web site: http://www.dot.ga.gov/ 
AtlantaCharlotteHSR. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As part of 
the Tier 1 EIS, FRA will establish and 
evaluate a range of reasonable corridor- 
level Alternatives that terminate in 
Atlanta, GA and connect to the SEHSR 
corridor in the Charlotte, NC 
metropolitan area. The alternatives will 
also include a No Build Alternative. The 
No Build Alterative consists of already 
planned transportation improvements to 
the corridor, but would not advance any 
Build Alternative to implement high- 
speed rail. Build Alternatives will 
consist of an array of passenger rail 
alternatives, including the use of 
existing rail facilities and new facilities. 
Through previous studies, FRA has 
identified three possible corridors for 
evaluation as part of the Tier 1 EIS and 
SDP: The existing Norfolk Southern rail 
corridor, the existing I–85 corridor, and 
a general Greenfield corridor. FRA may 
also consider other reasonable 
alternatives. 

FRA is issuing this NOI to alert the 
public and agencies about the 
preparation of the Tier 1 EIS and 
associated SDP, to solicit public and 
agency input into the development of 
the scope of the Tier 1 EIS, and to 
advertise that public outreach activities 
conducted by FRA and GDOT will be 
considered in preparation of the Tier 1 
EIS. To ensure that significant issues are 
identified and considered, interested 
parties are invited to comment on the 
proposed scope of environmental 
review, purpose and need, alternatives 
to be considered, environmental effects 
to be considered and evaluated, and 
methodologies to be used for evaluating 
effects. 

I. Environmental Review Process 
The Tier 1 EIS will be developed in 

accordance with the CEQ regulations 
(40 CFR part 1500 et. seq.) for 
implementing NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et. 
seq.), and FRA’s Procedures for 
Considering Environmental Impacts (64 
CFR part 101). The Study will consider 
passenger rail alternatives that could 
include the use of interstate right-of-way 
and thus the Tier 1 EIS will follow the 
USDOT Order 5610.1C; Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) 
environmental impact and related 
procedures (23 CFR part 771); USDOT, 
FHWA Advisory T6640.80, Guidance 
for Preparing and Processing 
Environmental Documents and Section 
4(f) documents; Federal-Aid Policy 
Guide 23 CFR parts 770, 772, 777; Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act—A Legacy 
for Users (SAFETEA–LU); Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century 
Act (MAP–21); and other applicable 
state and federal regulations. 

The Study involves a federal 
undertaking with the potential to affect 
historic properties. As such, it is subject 
to the requirements of Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (NHPA) (16 U.S.C. 470(f)). In 
accordance with regulations issued by 
the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (36 CFR part 800), FRA 
intends to coordinate compliance with 
Section 106 of the NHPA with the 
preparation of the Tier 1 EIS, beginning 
with the identification of consulting 
parties through the scoping process, in 
a manner consistent with the standards 
set out in 36 CFR 800.8. The Tier 1 EIS 
will comply with the 1990 Clean Air 
Act Amendments, Executive Order 
12898 (Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority and 
Low-Income Populations), Executive 
Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands), 
and other applicable federal laws, rules, 
and regulations. 

FRA and GDOT will use a tiered 
process, as provided for in 40 CFR 
1508.28, in the completion of the 
environmental review. ‘‘Tiering’’ is a 
staged environmental review process 
applied to environmental reviews for 
complex projects. The Tier 1 EIS will 
address the first tier of broad corridor 
issues and alternatives. Subsequent 
project-level second tier NEPA 
evaluations will analyze site-specific 
projects based on the decisions made at 
the Tier 1 Level. The Tier 1 NEPA 
assessment will result in an EIS with the 
appropriate level of detail for corridor 
decisions and will address broad overall 
issues of concern, including but not 
limited to: 

• Articulation and confirmation of 
the purpose and need for the proposed 
action; 

• Definition of the study area 
appropriate to assess reasonable 
alternatives; 

• Identification of a comprehensive 
set of goals and objectives for the 
corridor in conjunction with 
stakeholders. These goals and objectives 
will be crafted to allow comprehensive 
evaluation of aspects of the action 
necessary to achieve the goals, 
including train operations, vehicles, and 
infrastructure; 

• Identification of the range of 
reasonable alternatives to be considered, 
consistent with the current and planned 
use of the corridor and the existing 
services within and adjacent to the 
study area, including changing the 
existing rail corridor from one track to 
two tracks, considering a fully grade- 
separated route, considering an 
alternative ‘‘greenfield corridor’’ 
between Atlanta and Charlotte, and 
considering a no build alternative; 

• Development of alternative 
screening evaluation criteria to identify 
alternatives that meet the need and 
purpose of the proposed action; 

• Identification of the general 
alignment(s) of the reasonable 
alternatives; 

• Identification of the infrastructure 
and equipment investment requirements 
for the reasonable alternatives; 

• Identification of the operational 
changes required for the reasonable 
alternatives; 

• Description of the corridor-level 
environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed changes in passenger rail 
train frequency, speed, and on-time 
performance; 

• Characterization of the corridor- 
level environmental consequences of 
the reasonable alternatives; 

• Evaluation and consideration of the 
potential for environmental impacts 
associated with the reasonable 
alternatives; 

• Identification of a preferred 
alternative for a corridor route 
alignment; 

• Development of an incremental 
investment approach for evaluation of 
corridors; 

• Establishment of independent 
actions and Tier 2 projects to implement 
the proposed action and maintain a state 
of good repair; and 

• Establishment of appropriate timing 
and sequencing of Tier 2 projects. 

The Tier 1 EIS will address broad 
corridor-level issues and alternatives for 
passenger rail development in the 
corridor. Subsequent, Tier 2 
environmental reviews will be 
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completed to analyze site-specific 
component projects and alternatives 
based on the decisions made in Tier 1 
and projects identified within the Tier 
1 EIS and Record of Decision (ROD). 

II. Background 

The Atlanta–Charlotte Corridor faces 
mobility challenges. Transportation 
demand and travel growth is outpacing 
existing and planned roadway capacity 
in the area. If these challenges go 
unaddressed, they will negatively 
influence the local, regional, and 
national economy. The investment in 
passenger rail is an essential strategy to 
foster the Southeast region’s multimodal 
transportation system and its ability to 
support population and economic 
growth throughout the SEHSR network. 

Specifically, the preliminary purpose 
of the Study is to improve inter- and 
intrastate linkage, supplement capacity, 
improve travel time and reliability, 
provide another reliable mode choice, 
create jobs, reduce dependence on 
foreign oil, and support economic 
development. The Tier 1 EIS and SDP 
will consider feasible and reasonable 
alternatives and will comparatively 
evaluate the reasonable alternatives and 
service alternatives to select a preferred 
alternative for development of high- 
speed rail. Based on the 2008 Volpe 
Center Report Evaluation of High-Speed 
Rail Options in the Macon-Atlanta- 
Greenville-Charlotte Rail Corridor (2008 
Volpe Center Report), three alternative 
corridors have been identified for 
further consideration: The existing 
Norfolk Southern Railroad corridor, the 
existing I–85 interstate highway 
corridor, and a general Greenfield 
corridor. Technology options ranging 
from 90 mile per hour (mph) diesel- 
electric operations to 200 mph 
electrified operations in a fully grade- 
separated route, as identified in the 
2008 Volpe Center Report, will be 
evaluated in the Tier 1 EIS and SDP. 

The Tier 1 EIS will evaluate the 
identified, preliminary alternatives set 
forth in the 2008 Volpe Center Report 
and include a No Build Alternative and 
other potentially reasonable Build 
Alternatives. The No Build Alternative 
will serve as the baseline for 
comparison of alternatives. The No 
Build Alternative represents the existing 
transportation network including the 
physical characteristics and capacities 
of all transportation modes as they exist 
at the time of the Tier 1 EIS, with 
planned and funded improvements that 
will be in place at the time the service 
would become operational. The Build 
Alternatives will be developed at a 
corridor level and will address travel 

markets, services, operations, general 
alignments and station locations. 

III. Scoping and Comments 
FRA encourages broad participation 

in the Tier 1 EIS process during scoping 
and review of the resulting 
environmental documents. To ensure 
that the full range of issues related to 
this proposed action are addressed and 
that significant issues are identified, 
comments and suggestions are invited 
from all interested parties. In particular, 
FRA is interested in identifying areas of 
environmental concern where there 
might be a potential for significant 
impacts. Public agencies with 
jurisdiction are requested to advise FRA 
and GDOT of the applicable permit and 
environmental review requirements of 
each agency, and the scope and content 
of the environmental information that is 
germane to the agency’s statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the 
proposed Study. Public agencies are 
requested to advise FRA if they 
anticipate taking a major action in 
connection with the proposed Study 
and if they wish to cooperate in the 
preparation of the EIS. Public scoping 
will be scheduled and is an important 
component of the scoping process for 
both the State and Federal 
environmental review. The scoping 
meetings described in this NOI will also 
be the subject of additional public 
notification. 

FRA is seeking participation and 
input of interested Federal, State, and 
local agencies, Native American groups, 
and other concerned private 
organizations and individuals on the 
scope of the EIS. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on May 13, 
2013. 
Corey Hill, 
Director, Office of Passenger and Freight 
Programs. 
[FR Doc. 2013–11701 Filed 5–15–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–06–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

[Docket Number FRA–2013–0029] 

Petition for Waiver of Compliance 

In accordance with Part 211 of Title 
49 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 
this document provides the public 
notice that by a document received on 
March 19, 2013, the North Shore 
Railroad Company (NSHR) has 
petitioned the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) for a waiver of 
compliance from certain provisions of 
the Federal railroad safety regulations 

contained at 49 CFR Part 223, Safety 
Glazing Standards–Locomotives, 
Passenger Cars and Cabooses. FRA 
assigned the petition Docket Number 
FRA–2013–0029. 

NSHR petitioned FRA to grant a 
waiver of compliance from the safety 
glazing provisions of 49 CFR 223.15, 
Requirements for existing passenger 
cars. NSHR seeks this relief for a 1953 
M500-type coach car, Number ORRX 
4885, which is being purchased from a 
private owner, Ontario Rail (ORRX). 
NSHR intends to use ORRX 4885 in 
excursion, VIP, and shipper service on 
tracks owned by the Susquehanna 
Economic Development Authority– 
Council of Governments (SEDA–COG) 
Joint Rail Authority, and the Union 
County Industrial Railroad. The 
component railroads in SEDA–COG 
include the Nittany and Bald Eagle 
Railroad (72 miles), the Lycoming 
Valley Railroad (34 miles), the North 
Shore Railroad Company (NSHR, 38 
miles), and the Shamokin Valley 
Railroad (25 miles). NSHR intends to 
operate on two additional lines: 
approximately 5 miles on the Milton 
Branch owned by the West Shore 
Railroad Corporation, and 
approximately 10 miles that the 
Lewisburg and Buffalo Creek Railroad 
owns on the Winfield Branch. The 
ORRX 4885 will be operated at a 
maximum timetable track speed 
authorized by each of the railroads 
mentioned above, but not to exceed 50 
mph. 

ORRX 4885 has 24 side windows and 
no end windows. Sixteen side windows 
are 28″ × 66″ and eight are 28″ × 26″. 
Each window has dual-pane-style 
laminated safety glazing (plated outside 
and laminated inside). None of the 
windows open; however, the two 
emergency exit windows on each end of 
the car are clearly marked and have 
hammers mounted on them to break out 
glazing under emergency conditions. 
ORRX 4885 is also equipped with 
flashlights, other battery-powered 
lighting, and an axe. 

A copy of the petition, as well as any 
written communications concerning the 
petition, is available for review online at 
www.regulations.gov and in person at 
the U.S. Department of Transportation’s 
Docket Operations Facility, 1200 New 
Jersey Ave. SE., W12–140, Washington, 
DC 20590. The Docket Operations 
Facility is open from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
Holidays. 

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 
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