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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth H. Davis, District Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 234
North Central Ave, Suite 330, Phoenix,
AZ 85004, Telephone (602) 379–3646.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the Arizona
Department of Transportation (ADOT),
will prepare an EIS for a proposal to
build improvements on Interstate 10
from Buckeye Road to Baseline Road in
Maricopa County, Arizona. The
proposed project will involve
construction of facilities to provide
safety, capacity, and operational
improvements in the I–10 corridor
within the study limits. The evaluation
of alternatives will consider the social,
economic, and environmental impacts
to residential and commercial
development, including Sky Harbor
International Airport, cultural resources,
historic roads and canals, Endangered
Species, jurisdictional waters of the
U.S., air and noise quality, and
hazardous waste. Improvements to the
corridor are considered necessary to
provide for the existing and projected
traffic demand. A full range of
reasonable alternatives will be
considered including (1) no action; (2)
alternative travel modes; (3)
transportation system management
improvements; (4) Collector-Distributor
Road System and (5) mainline freeway
improvements.
Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies including the Environmental
Protection Agency, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Federal Aviation
Agency, Arizona State Land
Department, Arizona Game & Fish
Department, City of Phoenix, City of
Tempe, Maricopa County and Maricopa
Association of Governments. Letters
will also be sent to interested parties
including, the South Mountain Village
Planning Committee, Central City
Village Planning Committee and
appropriate Tempe neighborhood
associations.
A series of public meetings will be
held in the communities within the
proposed study area. In addition, a
public hearing will be held. Prior to the
meetings and hearing, public notice will
be provided advising of the time and
place. A formal agency scoping meeting
is planned between Federal, State, City,
and County stakeholders.
To insure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
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are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.)
Issued on January 29, 2002.
Kenneth H. Davis,
District Engineer, Phoenix.
[FR Doc. 02–2565 Filed 2–1–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Statement;
Morrison County, Minnesota
AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Revised notice of intent.
SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
revised notice to advise the public that
the southern terminus for the
environmental impact statement (EIS)
being prepared for the proposed
reconstruction of Trunk Highway (TH)
371 in Morrison County, Minnesota, has
been revised.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cheryl Martin, Federal Highway
Administration, Galtier Plaza, 380
Jackson Street, Suite 500, St. Paul,
Minnesota 55101, Telephone (651) 291–
6120; or Roger Risser, Project Manager,
Minnesota Department of
Transportation—District 3, 1991
Industrial Park Road, Baxter, Minnesota
56425, Telephone (218) 828–2482, V
(651) 296–9930 TTY.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
indicated in the Notice of Intent
published in the Federal Register on
September 22, 1999, the FHWA, in
cooperation with the Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MnDOT),
is preparing an EIS on a proposal to
reconstruct and expand TH 371 from a
two-lane roadway to a four-lane facility.
The notice identified the southerly
terminus of the project as County State
Aid Highway (CSAH) 46 north of Little
Falls. The correct southerly terminus is
TH 10, approximately 3.2 kilometers
(2.0 miles) south of CSAH 46. Therefore,
the EIS will consider alternatives to
improve TH 371 from TH 10 to 0.8
kilometer (0.5 mile) north of CSAH 48
in Morrison County, Minnesota,
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approximately 12.9 kilometers (8.0
miles).
Coordination has been initiated and
will continue with appropriate Federal,
State and local agencies, and private
organizations and citizens who have
previously expressed or are known to
have an interest in the proposed action.
Public meetings have been held in the
past and will continue to be held, with
public notice given for the time and
place of the meetings.
To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.)
Issued on: December 26, 2001.
Stanley M. Graczyk,
Project Development Engineer, Federal
Highway Administration.
[FR Doc. 02–2562 Filed 2–1–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Railroad Administration
Petition for Waiver of Compliance
In accordance with part 211 of title 49
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
notice is hereby given that the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA) received
a request for a waiver of compliance
from certain requirements of its safety
regulations. 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.
Norfolk Southern Corporation
[Docket Number FRA–2001–10515]

The Norfolk Southern Corporation
(NS) seeks a waiver of compliance from
certain provisions of the Railroad
Operating Practices regulations, 49 CFR
part 218, regarding blue signal
protection of workers. Specifically, NS
requests that FRA waive the provisions
of §§ 218.22(c)(5), 218.22(h), and 221.16
that address inspection, placement and
removal of rear end markers and/or end
of train devices.
Section 218.22(c) states in part:
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A utility employee may be assigned to and
serve as a member of a train or yard crew
without the protection otherwise required by
subpart D of part 218 of this chapter only
under the following conditions: . . . (5) The
utility employee is performing one or more
of the following functions: . . . inspect, test,
install remove or replace a rear end marking
device or end of train device. Under all other
circumstances a utility employee working on,
under, or between railroad rolling equipment
must be provided with blue signal protection
in accordance with §§ 218.23 through 218.30
of this part.

Section 218.22(h) states: ‘‘Nothing in
this section shall affect the alternative
form of protection specified in § 221.16
of this chapter with respect to
inspection of rear end marking devices.’’
Section 221.16 states:
Inspection procedure. (a) Prior to operating
the activation switch or covering the
photoelectric cell when conducting this test,
a non-train crew person shall determine that
he is being protected against the unexpected
movement of the train either under the
procedures established in part 218 of this
chapter or under the provisions of paragraph
(b) of this section.
(b) In order to establish the alternative
means of protection under this section, (1)
the train to be inspected shall be standing on
a main track; (2) the inspection task shall be
limited to ascertaining that the marker is in
proper operating condition; and (3) prior to
performing the inspection procedure, the
inspector shall personally contact the
locomotive engineer or hostler and be
advised by that person that they are
occupying the cab of the controlling
locomotive and that the train is and will
remain secure against movement until the
inspection has been completed.

Currently, the regulation requires that
any railroad employee that installs or
removes an end of train device or rear
marker would have to establish blue
signal protection, unless it is a train or
yard crew member or utility employee
performing the task on the equipment
he/she is called to operate. Furthermore,
FRA has determined that removing or
replacing a battery in an EOT, while the
device is in place on the rear of a train,
requires blue signal protection since this
activity is a service and repair to the
device. Therefore, the only way a utility
employee, train or yard crew member
can legally remove or replace the EOT
battery, without establishing blue signal
protection, is to remove the EOT from
the rear of the train and perform the
battery work outside the area normally
protected by the blue signal.
NS believes that if certain tasks are
restricted and effective communication
is established, it would be possible to
sanction an alternative means of
protection that is the functional
equivalent of full compliance with the
existing rule. NS’s alternative protection
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methodology, which requires that the
person occupying the cab compartment
of the controlling locomotive to have an
effective communication link to the
inspector, assures the inspector that the
train is secure against movement and
will remain that way until the
installation, removal, inspection, test or
battery change has been completed. NS
proposes to use the following alternative
procedures for inspection, placement
and removal of rear end markers or end
of train devices, and to change the
battery on those devices while on the
train:
(1) Any person inspecting, testing,
installing, or removing a rear end marking
device or end of train device or replacing the
battery on such device shall determine that
he or she is being protected against the
unexpected movement of the train either
under the procedures established in 49 CFR
sections 218.25, 218.27, and 218.29, or under
the following provisions:
(a) Blue signal protection must be provided
for any person who is not a member of the
train or yard crew assigned to the train on
which the device to be inspected or tested is
installed when inspecting or testing the
device except when:
(i) the rear end of the train is standing on
a main track, or if on other than main track,
access to that portion of the track on which
the rear end of the train is standing is
physically restricted by either: (1) Lining and
locking the switch providing access to that
portion of the track away from movement
onto that portion of the track, or (2)
positioning a locked derail on that portion of
the track at least 50 feet from the rear of the
train;
(ii) the inspection or testing task is limited
to ascertaining that the device is in proper
operating condition; and (iii) the person
performing the inspection or testing
procedure has communicated directly with
the locomotive engineer prior to performing
the task and has been advised by the
locomotive engineer that the controlling
locomotive is coupled onto that equipment,
that he or she is occupying the cab of the
controlling locomotive, and that the train is
and will remain secure against movement
until the locomotive engineer has been
notified by the person performing the
inspection that the task has been completed.
(b) Blue signal protection must be provided
for any person who is not a member of the
train or yard crew assigned to the train being
serviced when installing or removing the
device or
Replacing the batteries on the device
except when: (i) The train on which the
device is to be installed or removed or have
the batteries replaced on is standing on a
main track, or if on other than main track,
access to that portion of the track on which
the rear end of the train is standing is
physically restricted by either: (1) Lining and
locking the switch providing access to that
portion of the track away from movement
onto that portion of the track, or (2)
Positioning a locked derail on that portion of
the track at least 50 feet from the rear of the
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train; (ii) the locomotive engineer has made
and maintains an automatic brake reduction
sufficient to prevent the train from moving,
but of not less than 10 pounds per square
inch; and (iii) the person performing the task
has communicated directly with the
locomotive engineer assigned to the
controlling locomotive of the train, prior to
installing or removing the device or replacing
the batteries, and been advised by the
locomotive engineer that he or she is
occupying the controlling locomotive and
that the train is and will remain secure
against movement until the locomotive
engineer has been notified by the person
performing the task that the task has been
completed. (2) Procedures will be
implemented over Norfolk Southern system
as personnel are properly trained in the
above procedures.

NS believes that this alternative
procedure provides the non-train crew
employee with protection equal to a
member of a train crew performing the
same operation. On main track the
protections are basically the same as the
protection for a train crew person. On
yard track this method provides similar
protection as a member of the train crew
with additional protection on the end of
the track where the inspection, test, or
battery change is performed. These
measures so minimize the risks of injury
that it is appropriate to authorize the
unit removal, installation, inspection,
testing and battery change without full
blue signal protection. NS also believes
that granting this waiver will minimize
train delays and improve efficiencies
without compromising the safety of
their employees.
This waiver petition raises issues that
are subject to active rulemaking through
the Railroad Safety Advisory Committee
(RSAC). Although no formal resolution
has been reached, FRA believes that the
ramifications of affording the requested
relief insofar as it pertains to train crews
(including utility employees assigned to
work with train crews) have been
extensively discussed in the RSAC
working group, permitting identification
of issues and consideration of available
information. Accordingly, FRA requests
comment on the NS petition to the
extent it applies to the circumstances
under which train crew members and
associated utility employees may
perform the specific tasks. FRA would
expect any relief extended under this
docket to terminate upon adoption of a
final rule in the expected, forthcoming
rulemaking proceeding.
FRA notes that issues regarding
providing further exceptions from blue
signal protection with respect to nonoperating employees (performing
specified duties on main and otherthan-main track) have not, in FRA’s
view, been adequately developed in the
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RSAC. Nor did NS provide persuasive
analysis in support of the petition that
would permit issuance of relief in this
regard. Train and engine employees,
including yard operating personnel
functioning as utility employees, are
accustomed to working under the
railroad operating rules and ensuring
securement of equipment from
movement without use of blue signal
protection. They are accustomed to
working as a unit, placing a premium on
effective communication. Other
employees involved in inspecting and
testing equipment, by contrast, are
accustomed to functioning with full
blue signal protection, including, as a
general matter, securement of switches
providing access to the rolling stock on
which they are working (see 49 U.S.C.
20131). It may be possible to disturb
these patterns of work and allow
additional flexibility in the application
of the blue signal regulations. However,
the dialogue among those most familiar
with these issues it not yet sufficiently
advanced for FRA to venture a judgment
on that issue. Accordingly, FRA has
denied the requested relief insofar as the
request applies to the duties of nonoperating employees, without prejudice
to future consideration of this issue
(including ongoing RSAC deliberations).
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 these
proceedings should identify the
appropriate docket number (e.g., Waiver
Petition Docket Number FRA–2001–
10515) and must be submitted to the
Docket Clerk, DOT Central Docket
Management Facility, 400 Seventh

Street, SW, Room PL–401, Washington,
DC 20590–0001. Communications
received within 45 days of the date of
this notice will be considered by FRA
before final action is taken. Comments
received after that date will be
considered as far as 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.
Issued in Washington, DC, on January 25,
2002.
Grady C. Cothen, Jr.,
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety
Standards and Program Development.
[FR Doc. 02–2558 Filed 2–1–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request
January 23, 2002.

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 2110, 1425 New York
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20220.
DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before March 6, 2002, to
be assured of consideration.
Internal Revenue Service
OMB Number: 1545–1739.

Form Number: IRS Forms 9460 and
9477.
Type of Review: Reinstatement.
Title: Tax Forms Inventory Report.
Description: The forms are designed
to collect tax forms inventory
information from post offices, libraries,
and other entities that distribute Federal
tax forms. Data is collected detailing the
quantities and types of tax forms
remaining at the end of the filing
season. This data is combined with
shipment data for each account and
used to establish forms distribution
guidelines for the following year. Source
code data is collected to verify that the
different entities received tax forms
with the correct code.
Respondents: Business or other forprofit, not-for-profit institutions, Federal
Government.
Estimated Number of Respondents:
14,000.
Estimated Burden Hours Per
Respondent: 14 minutes.
Frequency of Response: Annually.
Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
3,417 hours.
OMB Number: 1545–1750.
Form Number: IRS Form 8038–R.
Type of Review: Extension.
Title: Request for Recovery of
Overpayments Under Arbitrage Rebate
Provisions.
Description: Under Treasury
Regulations section 1.148–3(i), bond
issuers may recover an overpayment of
arbitrage rebate paid to the United
States under Internal Revenue Code
section 148. Form 8038–R is used to
request recovery of any overpayment of
arbitrage rebate made under the
arbitrage rebate provisions.
Respondents: State, Local or Tribal
Government.
Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 200.
Estimated Burden Hours Per
Respondent/Recordkeeper:

Recordkeeping .....................................................................................................................................................................................
Learning about the law or the form .....................................................................................................................................................
Preparing, copying, assembling, and sending the form to the IRS ....................................................................................................

Frequency of Response: On occasion.
Estimated Total Reporting and
Recordkeeping Burden: 2,466 hours.
Clearance Officer: George Freeland,
Internal Revenue Service, Room 5577,
1111 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20224.
OMB Reviewer: Alexander T. Hunt,
(202) 395–7860, Office of Management
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and Budget, Room 10202, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503.
Lois K. Holland,
Departmental Reports, Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 02–2595 Filed 2–1–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830–01–P
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5 hr., 44 min.
3 hr., 10 min.
3 hr., 24 min.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request
January 28, 2002.

The Department of Treasury has
submitted the following public
information collection requirement(s) to
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