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(Volume 65, Number 70; Pages 19477—
78) or you may visit http://dms.dot.gov.
FRA expects to be able to determine
these matters without an oral hearing.
However, if a specific request for an oral
hearing is accompanied by a showing
that the party is unable to adequately
present his or her position by written
statements, an application may be set
for public hearing.

Issued in Washington, DC on November 21,
2006.
Grady C. Cothen, Jr.,
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety
Standards and Program Development.
[FR Doc. E6—-20036 Filed 11-27-06; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Maritime Administration
[Docket Number 2006 26362]

Requested Administrative Waiver of
the Coastwise Trade Laws

AGENCY: Maritime Administration,
Department of Transportation.

ACTION: Invitation for public comments
on a requested administrative waiver of
the Coastwise Trade Laws for the vessel
FALCON 2000.

SUMMARY: As authorized by Public Law
105-383 and Public Law 107-295, the
Secretary of Transportation, as
represented by the Maritime
Administration (MARAD), is authorized
to grant waivers of the U.S.-build
requirement of the coastwise laws under
certain circumstances. A request for
such a waiver has been received by
MARAD. The vessel, and a brief
description of the proposed service, is
listed below. The complete application
is given in DOT docket 2006 26362 at
http://dms.dot.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the effect this action
may have on U.S. vessel builders or
businesses in the U.S. that use U.S.-flag
vessels. If MARAD determines, in
accordance with Public Law 105-383
and MARAD’s regulations at 46 CFR
part 388 (68 FR 23084; April 30, 2003),
that the issuance of the waiver will have
an unduly adverse effect on a U.S.-
vessel builder or a business that uses
U.S.-flag vessels in that business, a
waiver will not be granted. Comments
should refer to the docket number of
this notice and the vessel name in order
for MARAD to properly consider the
comments. Comments should also state
the commenter’s interest in the waiver
application, and address the waiver
criteria given in § 388.4 of MARAD’s
regulations at 46 CFR part 388.

DATES: Submit comments on or before
December 28, 2006.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to
docket number MARAD-2006 26362.

Written comments may be submitted
by hand or by mail to the Docket Clerk,
U.S. DOT Dockets, Room PL—401,
Department of Transportation, 400 7th
St., SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001.
You may also send comments
electronically via the Internet at http://
dmses.dot.gov/submit/. All comments
will become part of this docket and will
be available for inspection and copying
at the above address between 10 a.m.
and 5 p.m., E.T., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays. An
electronic version of this document and
all documents entered into this docket
is available on the World Wide Web at
http://dms.dot.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joann Spittle, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritime
Administration, MAR-830 Room 7201,
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20590. Telephone 202-366-5979.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As
described by the applicant the intended
service of the vessel FALCON 2000 is:

Intended Use: “To carry 12 or fewer
passengers on corporate team building
charters, adventure sails, including
junior sailing and charity fundraisers.”

Geographic Region: Southwest
Florida, Naples.

Dated: November 14, 2006.

By order of the Maritime Administrator.
Joel C. Richard,
Secretary, Maritime Administration.
[FR Doc. E6—-20039 Filed 11-27—06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-81-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[U.S. DOT Docket Number NHTSA-2006—
26370]

Reports, Forms, and Recordkeeping
Requirements

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation.

ACTION: Request for public comment on
proposed collection of information.

SUMMARY: Before a Federal agency can
collect certain information from the
public, it must receive approval from
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). Under procedures established
by the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995, before seeking OMB approval,
Federal agencies must solicit public

comment on proposed collections of
information, including extensions and
reinstatement of previously approved
collections.

This document describes one
collection of information for which
NHTSA intends to seek OMB approval.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before January 29, 2007.

ADDRESSES: Comments must refer to the
docket notice numbers cited at the
beginning of this notice and be
submitted to Docket Management, Room
PL—-401, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20590. Please identify
the proposed collection of information
for which a comment is provided, by
referencing its OMB clearance number.
It is requested, but not required, that 2
copies of the comment be provided. The
Docket Section is open on weekdays
from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Complete copies of each request for
collection of information may be
obtained at no charge from Mr. Kevin
Ball, NHTSA 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Room 2334, NPO—400, Washington, DC
20590. Mr. Ball telephone number is
(202) 366—5649. His fax number is (202)
493-2080. Please identify the relevant
collection of information by referring to
its OMB Control Number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
before an agency submits a proposed
collection of information to OMB for
approval, it must first publish a
document in the Federal Register
providing a 60-day comment period and
otherwise consult with members of the
public and affected agencies concerning
each proposed collection of information.
The OMB has promulgated regulations
describing what must be included in
such a document. Under OMB’s
regulation (at 5 CFR 1320.8(d), an
agency must ask for public comment on
the following:

(i) 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;

(ii) The accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used;

(iii) How to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected;

(iv) How to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including the use
of appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
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information technology, e.g. permitting
electronic submission of responses.

In compliance with these
requirements, NHTSA asks for public
comments on the following proposed
collections of information:

(1) Title: Air Bag Deactivation.
OMB Control Number: 2127-0588.

Affected Public: Private individuals,
fleet owners and lessees, motor vehicle
dealers, repair business.

Abstract: If a private individual or
lessee wants to install an air bag on-off
switch to turn-off either or both frontal
air bags, they must complete Form OMB
2127-0588 to certify certain statements
regarding use of the switch. The dealer
or business must, in turn, submit the
completed forms to NHTSA within
seven days. The submission of the
completed forms by the dealers and
repair business to NHTSA, as required,
will serve the agency several purposes.
They will aid the agency in monitoring
the number of authorization requests
submitted and the pattern in claims of
risk group membership. The completed
forms will enable the agency to
determine whether the dealers and
repair business are complying with the
terms of the exemption, which include
a requirement that the dealers and
repair businesses accept only fully
completed forms. Finally, submission of
the completed forms to the agency will
promote honesty and accuracy in the
filling out of the forms by vehicle
owners. The air bag on-off switches are
installed only in vehicles in which the
risk of harm needs to be minimized on
a case-by-case basis.

Estimated Annual Burden: 7,500
hours.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
15,000.

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.

Issued on: November 21, 2006.
Kevin Mahoney,
Director, Corporate Customer Services.
[FR Doc. E6—20106 Filed 11-27—-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA-2006-25545, Notice 2]

YES! Sportscars; Response to
Application for a Temporary
Exemption From the Advanced Air Bag
Requirements of FMVSS No. 208

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Grant of application for
temporary exemption from certain
provisions of Federal Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard No. 208, Occupant
Crash Protection.

SUMMARY: This notice grants the YES!
Sportscars application for temporary
exemption from certain advanced air
bag requirements of Federal Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard (FMVSS) No.
208, Occupant Crash Protection. This
exemption applies to the YES! Roadster
3.2 and 3.2 Turbo (hereinafter
collectively referred to as ““the YES!
Roadster”). In accordance with 49 CFR
part 555, the basis for the grant is that
compliance would cause substantial
economic hardship to a manufacturer
that has tried in good faith to comply
with the standard, and the exemption
would have a negligible impact on
motor vehicle safety.

The exemption for the YES! Roadster
is effective September 1, 2006 and will
remain in effect until August 31, 2009.

In accordance with the requirements
of 49 U.S.C. 30113(b)(2), we published
a notice of receipt of the application® in
the Federal Register and asked for
public comments.? We received no
comments on the application.

DATES: The exemption from the
specified provisions of FMVSS No. 208
for the YES! Roadster is effective from
September 1, 2006 until August 31,
2009.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Ed Glancy or Mr. Eric Stas in the Office
of the Chief Counsel at the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NCC-112), 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Room 5219, Washington, DC 20590
(Telephone: (202) 366—2992; Fax: (202)
366—3820).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1To view the application, go to: http://
dms.dot.gov/search/searchFormSimple.cfm and
enter Docket No. NHTSA-2006—25545.

2 See 71 FR 50980 (August 28, 2006) (Docket No.
NHTSA-2006-25545-1).

I. Advanced Air Bag Requirements and
Small Volume Manufacturers

In 2000, NHTSA upgraded the
requirements for air bags in passenger
cars and light trucks, requiring what are
commonly known as “advanced air
bags.” 3 The upgrade was designed to
meet the goals of improving protection
for occupants of all sizes, belted and
unbelted, in moderate-to-high-speed
crashes, and of minimizing the risks
posed by air bags to infants, children,
and other occupants, especially in low-
speed crashes.

The advanced air bag requirements
were a culmination of a comprehensive
plan that the agency announced in 1996
to address the adverse effects of air bags.
This plan also included an extensive
consumer education program to
encourage the placement of children in
rear seats. The new requirements were
phased in beginning with the 2004
model year.

Small volume manufacturers (i.e.,
original vehicle manufacturers
producing or assembling fewer than
5,000 vehicles annually for sale in the
United States) were not subject to the
advanced air bag requirements until
September 1, 2006, but their efforts to
bring their respective vehicles into
compliance with these requirements
began several years ago. However,
because the new requirements were
challenging, major air bag suppliers
concentrated their efforts on working
with large volume manufacturers, and
thus, until recently, small volume
manufacturers had limited access to
advanced air bag technology. Because of
the nature of the requirements for
protecting out-of-position occupants,
“off-the-shelf” systems could not be
readily adopted. Further complicating
matters, because small volume
manufacturers build so few vehicles, the
costs of developing custom advanced air
bag systems compared to potential
profits discouraged some air bag
suppliers from working with small
volume manufacturers.

The agency has carefully tracked
occupant fatalities resulting from air bag
deployment. Our data indicate that the
agency'’s efforts in the area of consumer
education and manufacturers’ providing
depowered air bags were successful in
reducing air bag fatalities even before
advanced air bag requirements were
implemented.

As always, we are concerned about
the potential safety implication of any
temporary exemptions granted by this
agency. In the present case, we are
addressing a petition for a temporary

3 See 65 FR 30680 (May 12, 2000) (Docket No.
NHTSA-2000-7013).
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