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20590. [Docket hours are from 9 am to
5pm].

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
George Entwistle, Office of Vehicle
Safety Compliance, NHTSA (202-366—
5306).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under 49 U.S.C. 30141(a)(1)(A), a
motor vehicle that was not originally
manufactured to conform to all
applicable Federal motor vehicle safety
standards shall be refused admission
into the United States unless NHTSA
has decided that the motor vehicle is
substantially similar to a motor vehicle
originally manufactured for importation
into and sale in the United States,
certified under 49 U.S.C. 830115, and of
the same model year as the model of the
motor vehicle to be compared, and is
capable of being readily altered to
conform to all applicable Federal motor
vehicle safety standards.

Petitions for eligibility decisions may
be submitted by either manufacturers or
importers who have registered with
NHTSA pursuant to 49 CFR Part 592. As
specified in 49 CFR 593.7, NHTSA
publishes notice in the Federal Register
of each petition that it receives, and
affords interested persons an
opportunity to comment on the petition.
At the close of the comment period,
NHTSA decides, on the basis of the
petition and any comments that it has
received, whether the vehicle is eligible
for importation. The agency then
publishes this decision in the Federal
Register.

G&K Automotive Conversion, Inc. of
Santa Ana, California (“G&K")
(Registered Importer 90-007) has
petitioned NHTSA to decide whether
1991-1992 Toyota Previas that were not
originally manufactured to conform to
all applicable Federal motor vehicle
safety standards are eligible for
importation into the United States. The
vehicles which G&K believes are
substantially similar are 1991-1992
Toyota Previas that were manufactured
for importation into and sale in the
United States and certified by their
manufacturer, Toyota Motor
Corporation, as conforming to all
applicable Federal motor vehicle safety
standards.

The petitioner claims that it carefully
compared non-U.S. certified 1991-1992
Toyota Previas to their U.S. certified
counterpart, and found the vehicles to
be substantially similar with respect to
compliance with most Federal motor
vehicle safety standards.

G&K submitted information with its
petition intended to demonstrate that

non-U.S. certified 1991-1992 Toyota
Previas, as originally manufactured,
conform to many Federal motor vehicle
safety standards in the same manner as
their U.S. certified counterparts, or are
capable of being readily altered to
conform to those standards.

Specifically, the petitioner claims that
non-U.S. certified 1991-1992 Toyota
Previas are identical to their U.S.
certified counterparts with respect to
compliance with Standard Nos. 102
Transmission Shift Lever Sequence
* * * 103 Defrosting and Defogging
Systems, 104 Windshield Wiping and
Washing Systems, 105 Hydraulic Brake
Systems, 106 Brake Hoses, 113 Hood
Latch Systems, 116 Brake Fluid, 119
New Pneumatic Tires for Vehicles other
than Passenger Cars, 124 Accelerator
Control Systems, 201 Occupant
Protection in Interior Impact, 203
Impact Protection foe the Driver from
the Steering Control System, 204
Steering Control Rearward
Displacement, 205 Glazing Materials,
206 Door Locks and Door Retention
Components, 207 Seating Systems, 209
Seat Belt Assemblies, 210 Seat Belt
Assembly Anchorages, 212 Windshield
Retention, 219 Windshield Zone
Intrusion, and 302 Flammability of
Interior Materials.

Petitioner also contends that the
vehicles are capable of being readily
altered to meet the following standards,
in the manner indicated:

Standard No. 101 Controls and
Displays: (a) inscription of the word
“Brake” on the brake failure indicator
lamp lens; (b) installation of a seat belt
warning lamp; (c) recalibration of the
speedometer/odometer so that it reads
in miles per hour.

Standard No. 108 Lamps, Reflective
Devices and Associated Equipment: (a)
installation of U.S.-model headlamp
assemblies; (b) installation of U.S.-
model front and rear sidemarker/
reflector assemblies; (c) installation of
U.S.-model taillamp assemblies.

Standard No. 111 Rearview Mirrors:
replacement of the passenger side
rearview mirror with a U.S.-model
component or inscription of the
required warning statement on its face.

Standard No. 114 Theft Protection:
installation of a warning buzzer micro
switch and a warning buzzer in the
steering lock assembly.

Standard No. 118 Power-Operated
Window Systems: installation of a relay
in the power window system so that the
window transport is inoperative when
the ignition is switched off on vehicles
that are not already so equipped.

Standard No. 120 Tire Selection and
Rims for Motor Vehicles other than

Passenger Cars: installation of a tire
information placard.

Standard No. 208 Occupant Crash
Protection: installation of a seat belt
warning buzzer. The petitioner states
that the vehicles are equipped with
Type 2 seat belts in the front and rear
outboard seating positions, and with
Type 1 seat belts in the rear center
designated seating position.

301 Fuel System Integrity: installation
of a rollover valve in the fuel tank vent
line between the fuel tank and the
evaporative emissions collection
canister.

The petitioner also states that a
vehicle identification number plate
must be affixed to the vehicles to meet
the requirements of 49 CFR Part 565.

Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on the petition
described above. Comments should refer
to the docket number and be submitted
to: Docket Management, Room PL-401,
400 Seventh St., SW, Washington, DC
20590. [Docket hours are from 9 am to
5 pm]. It is requested but not required
that 10 copies be submitted.

All comments received before the
close of business on the closing date
indicated above will be considered, and
will be available for examination in the
docket at the above address both before
and after that date. To the extent
possible, comments filed after the
closing date will also be considered.
Notice of final action on the petition
will be published in the Federal
Register pursuant to the authority
indicated below.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30141(a)(1)(A) and

(b)(1); 49 CFR 593.8; delegations of authority
at 49 CFR 1.50 and 501.8.

Issued on: October 13, 1999.
Marilynne Jacobs,
Director, Office of Vehicle Safety Compliance.
[FR Doc. 99-27241 Filed 10-18-99; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This document announces
receipt by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) of a
petition for a decision that 1990-1992
Audi 100 passenger cars that were not
originally manufactured to comply with
all applicable Federal motor vehicle
safety standards are eligible for
importation into the United States
because (1) they are substantially
similar to vehicles that were originally
manufactured for importation into and
sale in the United States and that were
certified by their manufacturer as
complying with the safety standards,
and (2) they are capable of being readily
altered to conform to the standards.
DATES: The closing date for comments
on the petition is November 18, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to
the docket number and notice number,
and be submitted to: Docket
Management, Room PL-401, 400
Seventh St., SW, Washington, DC
20590. [Docket hours are from 9 am to
5 pm].

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
George Entwistle, Office of Vehicle
Safety Compliance, NHTSA (202-366—
5306).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under 49 U.S.C. 30141(a)(1)(A), a
motor vehicle that was not originally
manufactured to conform to all
applicable Federal motor vehicle safety
standards shall be refused admission
into the United States unless NHTSA
has decided that the motor vehicle is
substantially similar to a motor vehicle
originally manufactured for importation
into and sale in the United States,
certified under 49 U.S.C. 30115, and of
the same model year as the model of the
motor vehicle to be compared, and is
capable of being readily altered to
conform to all applicable Federal motor
vehicle safety standards.

Petitions for eligibility decisions may
be submitted by either manufacturers or
importers who have registered with
NHTSA pursuant to 49 CFR Part 592. As
specified in 49 CFR 593.7, NHTSA
publishes notice in the Federal Register
of each petition that it receives, and
affords interested persons an
opportunity to comment on the petition.
At the close of the comment period,
NHTSA decides, on the basis of the
petition and any comments that it has
received, whether the vehicle is eligible
for importation. The agency then
publishes this decision in the Federal
Register.

Champagne Imports of Lansdale,
Pennsylvania (‘“‘Champagne’)
(Registered Importer 90-009) has

petitioned NHTSA to decide whether
1990-1992 Audi 100 passenger cars are
eligible for importation into the United
States. The vehicles which Champagne
believes are substantially similar are
1990-1992 Audi 100 passenger cars that
were manufactured for importation into,
and sale in, the United States and
certified by their manufacturer as
conforming to all applicable Federal
motor vehicle safety standards.

The petitioner claims that it carefully
compared non-U.S. certified 1990-1992
Audi 100 passenger cars to their U.S.-
certified counterparts, and found the
vehicles to be substantially similar with
respect to compliance with most Federal
motor vehicle safety standards.

Champagne submitted information
with its petition intended to
demonstrate that non-U.S. certified
1990-1992 Audi 100 passenger cars, as
originally manufactured, conform to
many Federal motor vehicle safety
standards in the same manner as their
U.S. certified counterparts, or are
capable of being readily altered to
conform to those standards.

Specifically, the petitioner claims that
non-U.S. certified 1990-1992 Audi 100
passenger cars are identical to their U.S.
certified counterparts with respect to
compliance with Standard Nos. 102
Transmission Shift Lever Sequence
* * * 103 Defrosting and Defogging
Systems, 104 Windshield Wiping and
Washing Systems, 105 Hydraulic Brake
Systems, 106 Brake Hoses, 109 New
Pneumatic Tires, 113 Hood Latch
Systems, 116 Brake Fluid, 124
Accelerator Control Systems, 201
Occupant Protection in Interior Impact,
202 Head Restraints, 204 Steering
Control Rearward Displacement, 205
Glazing Materials, 206 Door Locks and
Door Retention Components, 207
Seating Systems, 209 Seat Belt
Assemblies, 210 Seat Belt Assembly
Anchorages, 212 Windshield Retention,
216 Roof Crush Resistance, 219
Windshield Zone Intrusion, and 302
Flammability of Interior Materials.

Petitioner also contends that the
vehicles are capable of being readily
altered to meet the following standards,
in the manner indicated:

Standard No. 101 Controls and
Displays: (a) substitution of a lens
marked “‘Brake” for a lens with a
noncomplying symbol on the brake
failure indicator lamp; (b) installation of
a seat belt warning lamp that displays
the appropriate symbol; (c) recalibration
of the speedometer/odometer to show
distance in miles and speed in miles per
hour.

Standard No. 108 Lamps, Reflective
Devices and Associated Equipment: (a)
installation of U.S.-model headlamp

assemblies; (b) installation of U.S.-
model front and rear sidemarker/
reflector assemblies; (c) installation of
U.S.-model taillamp assemblies; (d)
installation of a high mounted stop
lamp if the vehicle is not already so
equipped.

Standard No. 110 Tire Selection and
Rims: installation of a tire information
placard.

Standard No. 111 Rearview Mirror:
replacement of the passenger side
rearview mirror with a U.S.-model
component.

Standard No. 114 Theft Protection:
installation of a warning buzzer and a
warning buzzer microswitch in the
steering lock assembly.

Standard No. 118 Power Window
Systems: rewiring of the power window
system so that the window transport is
inoperative when the ignition is
switched off.

Standard No. 208 Occupant Crash
Protection:

(a) installation of a U.S.-model seat
belt in the driver’s position, or a belt
webbing actuated microswitch inside
the driver’s seat belt retractor; (b)
installation of an ignition switch
actuated seat belt warning lamp and
buzzer; (c) replacement of the driver’s
side air bag and knee bolsters with U.S.-
model components on vehicles that are
not already so equipped. The petitioner
states that the vehicles are equipped
with combination lap and shoulder belts
that adjust by means of an automatic
retractor and release by means of a
single push button at the front outboard
seating positions, with combination lap
and shoulder restraints that release by
means of a single push button at the rear
outboard seating positions, and with a
lap belt in the rear center designated
seating position.

Standard No. 214 Side Impact
Protection: installation of reinforcing
door beams.

Standard No. 301 Fuel System
Integrity: installation of a rollover valve
in the fuel tank vent line.

Additionally, the petitioner states that
bumpers will be replaced on vehicles
that do not conform to the Bumper
Standard found at 49 CFR Part 581.

The petitioner also states that all
vehicles will be inspected prior to
importation to ensure that they are
equipped with anti-theft devices in
compliance with the Theft Prevention
Standard found in 49 CFR Part 541 and
modified if necessary.

The petitioner also states that a
vehicle identification plate must be
affixed to the vehicle to meet the
requirements of 49 CFR Part 565.

Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on the petition
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described above. Comments should refer
to the docket number and be submitted
to: Docket Management, Room PL-401,
400 Seventh St., SW, Washington, DC
20590. [Docket hours are from 9 am to

5 pm]. It is requested but not required
that 10 copies be submitted.

All comments received before the
close of business on the closing date
indicated above will be considered, and
will be available for examination in the
docket at the above address both before
and after that date. To the extent
possible, comments filed after the
closing date will also be considered.
Notice of final action on the petition
will be published in the Federal
Register pursuant to the authority
indicated below.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30141(a)(1)(A) and
(b)(1); 49 CFR 593.8; delegations of authority
at 49 CFR 1.50 and 501.8.

Issued on: October 13, 1999.

Marilynne Jacobs,

Director, Office of Vehicle Safety Compliance.
[FR Doc. 99-27242 Filed 10-18-99; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration

Office of Hazardous Materials Safety;
Notice of Delays in Processing of
Exemption Applications

AGENCY: Research and Special Programs
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: List of applications delayed
more than 180 days.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 5117(c), RSPA
is publishing the following list of
exemption applications that have been
in process for 180 days or more. The
reason(s) for delay and the expected
completion date for action on each
application is provided in association
with each identified application.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: J.
Suzanne Hedgepeth, Director, Office of
Hazardous Materials, Exemptions and
Approvals, Research and Special
Programs Administration, U.S.
Department of Transportation, 400

Seventh Street, SW, Washington, DC
20590-0001, (202) 366—-4535.

Key to “Reasons for Delay”’

1. Awaiting additional information from
applicant

2. Extensive public comment under
review

3. Application is technically complex
and is of significant impact or
precedent-setting and requires
extensive analysis

4. Staff review delayed by other priority
issues or volume of exemption
applications

Meaning of Applications Number
Suffixes

N—New application
M—Modification request
PM—Party to application with
modification request
Issued in Washington, DC, on September 7,
1999.
J. Suzanne Hedgepeth,

Director, Office of Hazardous Materials
Exemptions and Approvals.

— Estimated
App’I\ll(;atlon Applicant Regz?; for date of
’ y completion
New Exemption Applications
11767-N ...... Ausimont USA, INC., Thorofare, NJ ........coiiiiiiiiiii e e 4 11/30/1999
11862-N ...... The BOC Group, Murray Hill, NJ ............ 4 11/30/1999
11927-N ...... Alaska Marine Lines, Inc., Seattle, WA ................ 4 11/30/1999
12106—N ...... Air Liquide America Corporation, Houston, TX .... 4 11/30/1999
12123-N ...... Eastman Chemical Co., Kingsport, TN ................ 4 11/30/1999
12125-N ...... Mayo Foundation, Rochester, MN ........... 4 11/30/1999
12126-N ...... LaRoche Industries INC., AHANTA, GA ......ooiiiiiiiie e e 4 11/30/1999
12138-N ...... Gas Supply Resources, INC., AIDaNY, NY ..o e 4 11/30/1999
12142-N ...... Aristech Chemical Corp., Pittsburgh, PA .... 4 11/30/1999
12146-N ...... Luxfer Gas Cylinders, RIVEISIAE, CA ........oiiiiiieiiieiie ettt et nbeesaneas 4 11/30/1999
12148-N ...... Eastman Kodak Company, ROChESLEr, NY ..ottt 4 11/30/1999
12156-N ...... Columbia Falls Aluminum Co., Columbia Falls, MT 4 11/30/1999
12158-N ...... Hickson Corporation, CONIEY, GA .......coiiiieie ettt ettt 4 11/30/1999
12164—N ...... L aToTo = g ToTS] T o] o T O PSP 4 11/30/1999
12166-N ...... Dow Corning Corp., Midland, Ml .........cccceevvvvennns 4 11/30/1999
12171-N ...... Arichell Technologies, Inc., West Newton, MA .... 4 11/30/1999
12181-N ...... Aristech, Pittsburgh, PA .........cccii 4 11/30/1999
12203-N ...... Celanese Ltd., Dallas, TX ......ccccooeviiiiinniieninnne 4 11/30/1999
12205-N ...... Independent Chemical Corp., Glendale, NY ..... 4 12/31/1999
12206—N ...... General Electric Silicones, Waterford, NY ......ccuvviiiiiiiiiiieeee et e et e e e arreee e 4 11/30/1999
12220-N ...... d/b/a Laird Farms, Waterloo, NY ........ooiiiiiiiiii e 4 12/31/1999
12230-N ...... Chemtran Services USA, Inc., Houston, TX 4 11/30/1999
12237-N ...... Dept. of Defense, Falls ChUICh, VA ...t 4 12/31/1999
12238-N ...... Eastman Kodak Co., ROChESIEr, NY .....c.oiiiiiiiiiiii e 4 11/30/1999
12247-N ...... Weldship Corp., Bethlehem, PA .........cccoiiiiiins 4 12/31/1999
12248-N ...... Ciba Specialty Chemicals Corp., High Point, NC 4 12/31/1999
12249-N ...... Breed Technologies, Inc., Lakeland, FL .........cccccoiiiiniiiinniinennee. 4 12/31/1999
12250-N ...... New Mexico State Highway & Transportation Hwy., Santa Fe, NM . 4 12/31/1999
12258-N ...... JL Shepherd & Associates, San Fernando, CA ........ccccoceeneenineennnn. 4 12/31/1999
12261-N ...... Medical Equipment & Maintenance Co., ROCKVIlle, MD ..........cccocuiiiiiiiiiiiie e 4 12/31/1999
12269-N ...... Solutia INC., St. LOUIS, MO ..ottt ettt sb bbbttt nbe e nne e 4 12/31/1999
12277-N ...... The Indian Sugar & General Engineering Corp. ISGE, Haryana, TX 4 12/31/1999
12281-N ...... ABS Group INC., HOUSTON, TX oottt ettt e b et be e e b saneenes 4 12/31/1999
12282-N ...... Defense Technology Corp., CaSPEr, WY .....ooiiiiieieiiie ittt 4 12/31/1999
12286-N ...... FMC Corporation, Philadelphia, PA ...ttt e e b s 4 12/31/1999
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