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appears in S4.5.1(e) of FMVSS No. 208,
which was added in 1993. 58 FR 46551,
46564 (Sep. 2, 1993)(final rule).
The items affected by the
noncompliance are the instructions for
proper use that were provided after
August 15, 1994, with certain models of
Kolcraft’s child restraints in order to
comply with S5.6 of FMVSS No. 213.
Kolcraft’s instructions provided the
appropriate warning against using rearfacing restraints at seating positions
equipped with air bags, as well as the
reason for the warning and the
consequences of not following it.
However, Kolcraft’s instructions did not
include a statement expressly referring
owners of vehicles with front passenger
side air bags to their vehicle owner’s
manual for child restraint installation
instructions. The noncompliance began
August 15, 1994, the effective date of
S5.6.1.8. The following models of child
restraints were affected by the
noncompliance: Rock ‘‘n Ride (until
April 1996); Auto-Mate (until June
1997); Traveler 700 (until December
1995); Performa (until June 1997); and
Secure Fit (until June 1997). The total
number of child restraints involved is
706,068. In response to an April 17,
1997 letter from NHTSA concerning
miscellaneous compliance issues,
Kolcraft has subsequently revised its
instructions to conform to S5.6.1.8.
Kolcraft supports its application for
inconsequential noncompliance with
the following:
S4.5.1(e) of FMVSS No. 208 requires
owner’s manuals to provide information
regarding ‘‘proper positioning of
occupants, including children, at
seating positions equipped with air
bags.’’ (Emphasis supplied.) It does not,
however, require a vehicle manufacturer
to include ‘‘child restraint installation
instructions’’ in general. Indeed, for
rear-facing infant restraints such as
Kolcraft’s Rock ‘‘n Ride, there should be
no child restraint installation
instructions for ‘‘seating positions
equipped with air bags,’’ because rearfacing restraints should not be used in
air bag equipped seats. And not
surprisingly, no owner’s manual we
reviewed contains installation
instructions for rear-facing infant seats
at ‘‘seating positions equipped with air
bags’; rather, they consistently warn
against installation of a rear-facing
restraint at an air bag equipped seating
position. While some owner’s manuals
contain child restraint installation
instructions for other (non-air bag)
seating positions, not all owner’s
manuals contain such information.
Thus, since the vehicle owner’s manual
will not always yield the ‘‘child
restraint installation’’ information

apparently contemplated by S5.6.1.8 of
FMVSS No. 213, the inadvertent
omission from the Kolcraft instruction
sheets of a reference to the vehicle
owner’s manual is not consequential to
motor vehicle safety.
Moreover, although Kolcraft does not
question the usefulness of a statement
directing vehicle owners to their
owner’s manual for ‘‘complement[ary]’’
(59 Fed. Reg. at 7,646) information
relating to the positioning of occupants
‘‘ especially children ‘‘ at seat positions
equipped with air bags, Kolcraft’s
inadvertent failure to include such a
statement in its instructions is
inconsequential because Kolcraft’s
instructions set forth in detail the very
information about child restraint
installation and the proper positioning
of children that is contemplated in
S5.6.1.8 and the final rule promulgating
the regulation, and, in many cases,
exceed that information. In short, the
omission of the statement directing
owners of vehicles with front passenger
side air bags to their owner’s manual
would not deprive vehicle owners using
Kolcraft child restraints from any
information germane to the safe
installation of child restraints in
vehicles equipped with air bags.
For example, Kolcraft’s instructions
include warnings not to place a rearfacing child restraint in a seat equipped
with air bags, as well as a statement
explaining the reason for the warning
and the consequences of ignoring it. The
instructions provide information
regarding appropriate seating positions.
The instructions also provide elaborate
information about how to install child
restraints with a variety of seat belts,
and they illustrate a number of different
seat belt configurations, explaining
which are and which are not
appropriate for use in installing child
restraints. The instructions also explain
why certain configurations are
inappropriate and what vehicle owners
should do if a seat belt will not hold a
child restraint tightly. Thus, Kolcraft’s
instructions provide all the information
concerning installation and positioning
of children that S5.6.1.8 apparently
contemplates would be provided in
owner’s manuals, and, in many respects,
exceed the information described in
S5.6.1.8. Accordingly, Kolcraft’s
inadvertent noncompliance with
S5.6.1.8’s requirement of a statement
referring to the vehicle owner’s manual
is inconsequential as it relates to motor
vehicle safety.
Kolcraft does not question the
usefulness or importance of S5.6.1.8’s
requirement that the instructions for
child restraints direct owners of
vehicles with front passenger side air

bags to their vehicle owner’s manual for
child restraint installation instructions.
As soon as it learned of its
noncompliance with the requirement,
Kolcraft revised its instructions to
conform exactly to S5.6.1.8. However,
because Kolcraft’s noncompliant
instructions provide detailed
information relating to the installation
of child restraints with a variety of seat
belt configurations, as well as
information concerning the proper
positioning of children in vehicles
equipped with air bags, the omission of
a statement referring to the owner’s
manual in Kolcraft’s instructions was
inconsequential with respect to vehicle
safety.
Interested persons are invited to
submit written data, views, and
arguments on the application of Kolcraft
described above. Comments should refer
to the docket number and be submitted
to: U.S. Department of Transportation
Docket Management, Room PL–401, 400
Seventh Street, SW, Washington, DC
20590. It is requested, but not required,
that two copies be submitted.
All comments received before the
close of business on the closing date
indicated below will be considered. The
application and supporting materials,
and all comments received after the
closing date, will also be filed and will
be considered to the extent possible.
When the application is granted or
denied, the notice will be published in
the Federal Register pursuant to the
authority indicated below.
Comment closing date: October 8,
1998.
(49 U.S.C. 30118 and 30120; delegations of
authority at 49 CFR 1.50 and 501.8)
Issued on: September 1, 1998.
L. Robert Shelton,
Associate Administrator for Safety
Performance Standards.
[FR Doc. 98–23966 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
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R.J. Corman Railroad Company/
Allentown Lines, Inc.—Abandonment
Exemption—in Lehigh County, PA
R.J. Corman Railroad Company/
Allentown Lines, Inc. (RJCN) has filed a
notice of exemption under 49 CFR 1152
Subpart F—Exempt Abandonments to
abandon a 1.945-mile line of railroad
known as the Barber’s Quarry Industrial
Track between milepost 93.144 in the
vicinity of Union and 3rd Streets in
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Allentown and milepost 95.089 in the
vicinity of Lawrence Street and Lehigh
Parkway in the township of Salisbury,
Lehigh County, Pa. The line traverses
United States Postal Service Zip Codes
18102 and 18103.
RJCN has certified that: (1) No local
traffic has moved over the line for at
least 2 years; (2) there is no overhead
traffic on the line; (3) no formal
complaint filed by a user of rail service
on the line (or by a state or local
government entity acting on behalf of
such user) regarding cessation of service
over the line either is pending with the
Surface Transportation Board (Board) or
with any U.S. District Court or has been
decided in favor of complainant within
the 2-year period; and (4) the
requirements at 49 CFR 1105.7
(environmental reports), 49 CFR 1105.8
(historic reports), 49 CFR 1105.11
(transmittal letter), 49 CFR 1105.12
(newspaper publication), and 49 CFR
1152.50(d)(1) (notice to governmental
agencies) have been met.
As a condition to this exemption, any
employee adversely affected by the
abandonment shall be protected under
Oregon Short Line R. Co.—
Abandonment— Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91
(1979). To address whether this
condition adequately protects affected
employees, a petition for partial
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d)
must be filed. Provided no formal
expression of intent to file an offer of
financial assistance (OFA) has been
received, this exemption will be
effective on October 8, 1998, unless
stayed pending reconsideration.
Petitions to stay that do not involve
environmental issues,1 formal
expressions of intent to file an OFA
under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(2),2 and trail
use/rail banking requests under 49 CFR
1152.29 must be filed by September 18,
1998. Petitions to reopen or requests for
public use conditions under 49 CFR
1152.28 must be filed by September 28,
1998, with: Surface Transportation
Board, Office of the Secretary, Case
Control Unit, 1925 K Street, NW,
Washington, DC 20423.
A copy of any petition filed with the
Board should be sent to applicant’s
representative: Kevin M. Sheys,

Oppenheimer Wolff Donnelly & Bayh
LLP, 1350 Eye Street, NW, Suite 200,
Washington, DC 20005–3324.
If the verified notice contains false or
misleading information, the exemption
is void ab initio.
RJCN has filed an environmental
report which addresses the effects of the
abandonment, if any, on the
environment and historic resources. The
Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA) will issue an environmental
assessment (EA) by September 11, 1998.
Interested persons may obtain a copy of
the EA by writing to SEA (Room 500,
Surface Transportation Board,
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling
SEA, at (202) 565–1545. Comments on
environmental and historic preservation
matters must be filed within 15 days
after the EA becomes available to the
public.
Environmental, historic preservation,
public use, or trail use/rail banking
conditions will be imposed, where
appropriate, in a subsequent decision.
Pursuant to the provisions of 49 CFR
1152.29(e)(2), RJCN shall file a notice of
consummation with the Board to signify
that it has exercised the authority
granted and fully abandoned the line. If
consummation has not been effected by
RJCN’s filing of a notice of
consummation by September 8, 1999,
and there are no legal or regulatory
barriers to consummation, the authority
to abandon will automatically expire.
Board decisions and notices are
available on our website at
‘‘WWW.STB.DOT.GOV.’’
Decided: September 1, 1998.
By the Board, David M. Konschnik,
Director, Office of Proceedings.
Vernon A. Williams,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–24050 Filed 9–4–98; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency
Information Collection; Submission for
OMB Review; Comment Request
Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency, Treasury.
ACTION: Submission for OMB review;
Comment request.
AGENCY:

1 The

Board will grant a stay if an informed
decision on environmental issues (whether raised
by a party or by the Board’s Section of
Environmental Analysis in its independent
investigation) cannot be made before the
exemption’s effective date. See Exemption of Outof-Service Rail Lines, 5 I.C.C.2d 377 (1989). Any
request for a stay should be filed as soon as possible
so that the Board may take appropriate action before
the exemption’s effective date.
2 Each offer of financial assistance must be
accompanied by the filing fee, which currently is
set at $1000. See 49 CFR 1002.2(f)(25).

In accordance with the
requirements of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35), the Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency (OCC)
hereby gives notice that it has sent to
the Office of Management and Budget
SUMMARY:
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(OMB) for review an information
collection titled Uniform Form for
Registration and Amendment to
Registration as a Transfer Agent—Form
TA–1.
DATES: Comments regarding this
information collection are welcome and
should be submitted to the OMB
Reviewer and the OCC. Comments are
due on or before October 8, 1998.
ADDRESSES: A copy of the submission
may be obtained by calling the OCC
Contact listed. Direct all written
comments to the Communications
Division, Attention: 1557–0124, Third
Floor, Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency, 250 E Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20219. In addition,
comments may be sent by facsimile
transmission to (202)874–5274, or by
electronic mail to
REGS.COMMENTS@OCC.TREAS.GOV.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
OMB Number: 1557–0124.
Form Number: TA–1.
Type of Review: Reinstatement, with
change, of a previously approved
collection.
Title: Uniform Form for Registration
and Amendment to Registration as a
Transfer Agent—Form TA–1.
Description: This notice covers a
renewal with change of a currently
approved information collection titled
Uniform Form for Registration and
Amendment to Registration as a
Transfer Agent—Form TA–1. Section
17A(c) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 (Act), as amended by the
Securities Act Amendments of 1975,
provides that all those authorized to
transfer securities registered under
Section 12 of the Act (transfer agents)
shall register by filing with the
appropriate regulatory agency an
application for registration in such form
and containing such information and
documents as such appropriate
regulatory agency may prescribe to be
necessary or appropriate in furtherance
of the purposes of this section. Form
TA–1 was developed by the OCC,
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
and the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve to satisfy this statutory
requirement. National bank transfer
agents use Form TA–1 to register or
amend registration as transfer agents.
The OCC uses the information to
determine whether to allow, deny,
accelerate, or postpone an application.
An amendment to Form TA–1 must be
filed with the OCC within sixty calendar
days following the date on which any
information reported on Form TA–1
becomes inaccurate, misleading or
incomplete. The OCC also uses the data
to more effectively schedule and plan

