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pavement. In some cases that demand
can adversely affect pavement
condition. Ideally the airport operator
should accommodate demand by
upgrading facilities. If that option is not
practical, the airport operator can
permit reasonable access by these
aircraft, while avoiding adverse effects
on existing pavement, by regulating the
number and maximum weight of
operations on a prior-permission-
required basis. The number and
maximum weight of operations
permitted would vary according to the
specific circumstances at each airport,
including:

» Pavement load-bearing capacity.

e The mix of aircraft operating at the
airport. The heavier the aircraft, the
fewer operations it takes to have an
effect on pavement life.

» Seasonal effects on pavement
strength, for example wet or dry
subgrade conditions or very low or high
pavement temperatures.

The following scenarios are not
recommendations but simply examples
of limitations that might be appropriate
in particular circumstances. Local
conditions may require more complex
solutions. An engineering analysis will
be required in each case.

Scenario 1

The airport pavement is designed to
60,000 1b. dual-wheel load. Pavement
design and soil support conditions are
known. Operations up to 60,000 lb. are
unrestricted, and the issue is how many
flights should be permitted above that
weight.

The airport receives frequent
operations by several aircraft types at
70,000 lb., and occasional operations at
105,000 lb., but very few operations by
other aircraft types in between those
weights.

Reference to AC 150/5320-6D shows
that on an annual basis up to xxxx
operations at 70,000 1b. and xx
operations at 105,000 lb. together would
have no measurable effect on the life of
the pavement, but more operations at
either weight would begin to shorten
pavement life.

The operator could require prior
permission for operations above 60,000
lb. Permission would be granted on a
first-come first-served basis, for xx
(xxxx/52) operations per week up to
70,000 lb. and for x (xx/52) operations
per week up to 110,000 lb.

Scenario 2

The airport pavement is designed to
100,000 lb., with dual-wheel gear
configuration. Pavement design and soil
support conditions are known.

Most operations at the airport are well
under 100,000 1b., but the airport
receives regular operations by various
types of aircraft at weights from 100,000
Ib. up to 135,000 lb. Operations up to
100,000 1b. are unrestricted, and the
issue is how many flights should be
permitted above that weight.

Reference to AC 150/5320-6D shows
that on an annual basis various
assortments of operations above 100,000
Ib. can operate without measurable
effect on the life of the pavement.
However, there is no single “right*
combination, because more operations
at one weight will reduce the number
that can be permitted at another weight.
Also, each flight at the heavier end of
the scale, e.g., 135,000 1b., has a
disproportionately adverse effect equal
to several flights at the lower end of the
scale, e.g., just above 100,000 lb.

There may be many ways to allocate
limited operating rights for the various
types of aircraft that would use the
airport over time, while controlling the
maximum cumulative stress on the
airport’s pavement. One way would be
to allocate operating permission by
“points” rather than by number of
operations. While the numbers actually
used would need to be validated using
AC 150/5320-6D, something like the
following could be used:

Each operation 100,001 lb. to 110,000
Ib.; 1 point.

Each operation 110,001 1b. to 120,000
Ib.; 2 points.

Each operation 120,001 lb. to 130,000
Ib.; 4 points.

Each operation 130,001 lb. to 140,000
Ib.; 6 points.

If AC 150/5320-6D indicated that no
combination of operations equal to an
annual usage of 1200 points would have
an adverse effect on pavement life, then
the airport operator could allocate 23
points a week with no adverse effects.

The operator would require prior
permission for operations above 100,000
Ib. Permission would be granted on a
first-come first-served basis, until the
weekly allocation of points was
assigned.

Issued in Washington, DC on June 20,
2003.
David L. Bennett,
Director, Airport Safety and Standards.
[FR Doc. 03-16462 Filed 6—30-03; 8:45 am]
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National Park Service

Membership in the National Parks
Overflights Advisory Group

AGENCIES: National Park Service and
Federal Aviation Administration.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: By Federal Register notice
published on April 28, 2003, the
National Park Service (NPS) and the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA),
asked interested persons to apply to fill
a vacant position representing aviation
interests on the National Parks
Overflights Advisory Group (NPOAG).
This notice informs the public of the
person selected to fill that vacancy on
the NPOAG.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barry Brayer, Executive Resource Staff,
Western Pacific Region Headquarters,
15000 Aviation Blvd., Hawthorne, CA
90250, telephone: (310) 725-3800,
Email: Barry.Brayer@faa.gov, or Howie
Thompson, Natural Sounds Program,
National Park Service, 12795 W.
Alameda Parkway, Denver, Colorado,
80225, telephone: (303) 969-2461;
Email: Howie_Thompson@nps.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The National Parks Air Tour
Management Act of 2000 (the Act) was
enacted on April 5, 2000, as Public Law
106-181. The Act required the
establishment of the advisory group
within 1 year after its enactment. The
NPOAG was established in March 2001.
The advisory group is comprised of a
balanced group of representatives of
general aviation, commercial air tour
operations, environmental concerns,
and Native American tribes. The
Administrator and the Director (or their
designees) serve as ex officio members
of the group. Representatives of the
Administrator and Director serve
alternating 1-year terms as chairman of
the advisory group.

The advisory group provides ‘“‘advice,
information, and recommendations to
the Administrator and the Director—

(1) on the implementation of this title
[the Act] and the amendments made by
this title;

(2) on commonly accepted quiet
aircraft technology for use in
commercial air tour operations over a
national park or tribal lands, which will
receive preferential treatment in a given
air tour management plan;
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(3) on other measures that might be
taken to accommodate the interests of
visitors to national parks; and

(4) at the request of the Administrator
and the Director, safety, environmental,
and other issues related to commercial
air tour operations over a national park
or tribal lands.”

Changes in Membership

To maintain the balanced
representation of the group, the FAA
and the NPS recently published a notice
in the Federal Register asking interested
person to apply to fill a vacancy
representing aviation interests on the
NPOAG. The vacancy was created by
the resignation of Mr. Joseph Corrao,
Helicopter Association International.
The person selected to fill that vacancy
is Mr. Richard Larew, Executive Vice
President, Era Aviation, Inc., and also
Chairman of the Helicopter Association
International Tour Operators
Committee.

Issued in Washington, DC on June 24,
2003.

John M. Allen,

Acting Director, Flight Standards Service.
[FR Doc. 03-16559 Filed 6—-30-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application
03-04-C-00-BIS To Impose and Use
the Revenue From a Passenger Facility
Charge (PFC) at Bismarck Municipal
Airport, Bismarck, North Dakota

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to rule on
application.

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to rule and
invites public comment on the
application to impose and use the
revenue from a PFC at Bismarck
Municipal Airport under the provisions
of the 49 U.S.C. 40117 and Part 158 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR part 158).

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 31, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Comment on this
application may be mailed or delivered
in triplicate to the FAA at the following
address: Bismarck Airports District
Office, 2301 University Drive, Building
23B, Bismarck, North Dakota 58504.

In addition, one copy of any
comments submitted tot he FAA must
be mailed or delivered to Mr. Gregory
Haug, Airport Manager of the City of
Bismarck, North Dakota at the following

address: Bismarck Municipal Airport,
PO Box 991, Bismarck, North Dakota
58502.

Air carriers and foreign air carriers
may submit copies of written comments
previously provided to the city of
Bismarck under section 158.23 of Part
158.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Thomas T. Schauer, Program Manager,
Bismarck Airports District Office, 2301
University Drive, Building 23B,
Bismarck, North Dakota 58504, (701)
323-7380. The application may be
reviewed in person at this same
location.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
proposes to rule and invite public
comment on the application to impose
and use the revenue from a PFC at
Bismarck Municipal Airport under the
provisions of the 49 U.S.C. 40117 and
Part 158 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 158).

On June 6, 2003, the FAA determined
that the application to impose and use
the revenue from a PFC submitted by
the City of Bismarck was substantially
complete within the requirements of
§158.25 of Part 158. The FAA will
approve or disapprove the application,
in whole or in part, no later than
September 6, 2003.

The following is a brief overview of
the application.

Proposed charge effective date: March
1, 2004.

Proposed charge expiration date:
September 30, 2014.

Level of the proposed PFC: $4.50.

Total estimated PFC revenue:
$5,709,285.

Brief description of proposed projects:
Filing of Wetlands in Northwest
Quadrant of the Airport, Rehabilitate
Taxiways C and D, Update Airport
Layout Plan, Expand General Aviation
Ramp, New Terminal Area Development
Project, Plans and Specifications for CY
2005 Construction, Taxiway C
Rehabilitation and Corner Extension,
Plans and Specifications for CY 2006
Construction, Purchase Two Plow
Trucks, Master Plan Update, PFC
Application Preparation. Class or
classes of air carriers, which the public
agency has requested, not be required to
collect PFCs: Air Taxi/Commercial
Operators filing FAA Form 1800-31,
except commuter air carriers.

Any person may inspect the
application in person at the FAA office
listed above under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

In addition, any person, upon request,
may inspect the application, notice and
other documents germane to the

application in person at the City of

Bismarck—Bismarck Municipal Airport.
Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on June 23,

2003.

Robert A. Huber,

Acting Manager, Planning and Programming

Branch, Airports Division, Great Lakes

Region.

[FR Doc. 03-16554 Filed 6—30-03; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application
03-9-U-00-MKE To Use the Revenue
From a Passenger Facility Charge
(PFC) at General Mitchell International
Airport, Milwaukee, Wisconsin

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of intent to rule on
application.

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to rule and
invites public comment on the
application to use the revenue from a
PFC at General Mitchell International
Airport under the provisions of the 49
U.S.C. 40117 and Part 158 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 158).

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 31, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this
application may be mailed or delivered
in triplicate to the FAA at the following
address: Minneapolis Airports District
Office, 6020 28th Avenue South, Room
102, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55450.

In addition, one copy of any
comments submitted to the FAA must
be mailed or delivered to Mr. C. Barry
Bateman, Airport Director of the General
Mitchell International Airport,
Milwaukee, Wisconsin at the following
address; 5300 S. Howell Avenue,
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53207—6189.

Air carriers and foreign air carriers
may submit copies of written comments
previously provided to the County of
Milwaukee under § 158.23 of part 158.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Sandra E. DePottey, Program Manager,
Minneapolis Airports District Office,
6020 28th Avenue South, Room 102,
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55450, 612—
713—-4363. The application may be
reviewed in person at this same
location.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
proposes to rule and invites public
comment on the application to use the
revenue from a PFC at General Mitchell
International Airport under the
provisions of the 49 U.S.C. 40117 and
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