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when forms are used to collect
information from the public. GSA will
not approve a new or revision to a
Standard or Optional form unless an
electronic form is being made available.
Only forms covered by § 102—194.35 are
exempt from this requirement.

§102-194.35 For what Standard or
Optional forms should an electronic version
not be made available?

All forms should include an
electronic version unless it is not
practicable to do so. Areas where it may
not be practicable include where the
form has construction features for
specialized use (e.g., labels), to prevent
unauthorized use or could otherwise
risk a security violation, (e.g.,
classification cover sheets), or require
unusual production costs (e.g.,
specialized paper or envelopes). Such
forms can be made available as an
electronic form only if the originating
agency approves an exception to do so.
(See the Standard and Optional Forms
Procedural Handbook for procedures
and a list of these forms).

§102-194.40 Who should | contact about
Standard and Optional forms?

For Standard and Optional forms, you
should contact the:

Standard and Optional Forms Management
Office, General Services Administration
(Forms-XR), 1800 F Street, NW; Room
7126,Washington, DC 20405-0002, (202)
501-0581

PART 102-195—INTERAGENCY
REPORTS MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Sec.

102—-195.5 What is the Interagency Reports
Management Program and what is its
purpose?

102—-195.10 What is an interagency report?

102—-195.15 What must an agency do to
implement the Interagency Reports
Management Program?

102-195.20 Are any interagency reports
exempt from this program?

Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486(c).

§102-195.5 What is the Interagency
Reports Management Program and what is
its purpose?

The Interagency Reports Management
Program managed by GSA ensures that
interagency reports and recordkeeping
requirements are necessary, cost-
effective, and comply with applicable
laws and regulations.

§102-195.10 What is an interagency
report?

An interagency report is a repetitive
reporting requirement imposed by an
agency on one or more other agencies.

§102-195.15 What must an agency do to
implement the Interagency Reports
Management Program?

To implement the Interagency Reports
Management Program an agency must:

(a) Annually review all interagency
reporting requirements imposed on
other agencies to assure that they
remain necessary.

(b) Consistent with law and
regulation, seek information that other
agencies have already obtained from the
public rather than asking the public to
provide the information again.

(c) Every three years beginning
February 1, 2001, provide the following
information to GSA for each interagency
report that will require responding
agencies more than 100 hours
complying with it:

(1) Title.

(2) Purpose.

(3) Estimate of the reporting costs for
the life of the report or for three years,
whichever is sooner.

(4) An estimate of the time you will
need to collect this information; e.g., six
months or six years.

(5) The name, telephone number, and
e-mail address for the point of contact
for each interagency report.

(6) Whether the report can be
provided electronically, and if not,
when such submissions will be allowed.

(d) Provide supporting documentation
for cost estimates for review by GSA and
responding agencies, if requested.

(e) Notify GSA and responding
agencies when an interagency report is
no longer needed.

(f) Provide responding agencies an
opportunity to comment on any new or
proposed revision to an interagency
reporting requirement.

(g) Send information asked for in
paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) of this
section, along with any unresolved
comments from responding agencies
concerning an interagency reporting
requirement in accordance with
paragraph (d) of this section to:

General Services Administration, Strategic IT
Issues Division (MKB),18th & F Streets,
NW., Washington, DC 20405

§102-195.20 Are any interagency reports
exempt from this program?

Yes, the following interagency reports
are exempt from the Interagency Reports
Management Program:

(a) Legislative branch reports;

(b) Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) and other Executive Office of the
President reports;

(c) Judicial branch reports required by
court order or decree; and

(d) Reporting requirements for
security classified information.
However, interagency reporting

requirements for nonsensitive or
unclassified sensitive information are
not exempt, even if the information is
later given a security classification by
the requesting agency.

Dated: August 1, 2000.
G. Martin Wagner,
Associate Administrator for Governmentwide
Policy.
[FR Doc. 00-19923 Filed 8—8—00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6820-34-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 1
[WT Docket No. 97-82; FCC 99-384]

Communication Between Applicants in
Commission Spectrum Auctions

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission (Commission) published in
the Federal Register of February 8,
2000, a document concerning
communications between applicants in
Commission spectrum auctions. This
document contains a correction to that
proposed rule by adding the Initial
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (IRFA)
that was inadvertently omitted. This
document also sets forth the deadlines
for submitting comments and reply
comments on this IRFA. It does not
extend the deadlines previously
established for submitting comments
and reply comments on the rule
amendments proposed.

DATES: Comments in response to the
IRFA are due on or before August 30,
2000; reply comments are due on or
before September 6, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Office of the Secretary,
Federal Communications Commission,
445 12th Street, SW, Washington, D.C.
20554. See “Filing Instructions.”

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Hu, Auctions and Industry
Analysis Division, Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau, at (202)
418-0660.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
Federal Register of February 8, 2000 (65
FR 6113), the Commission published a
summary of its Third Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) in WT
Docket No. 97-82. That document
sought comment on proposed
amendments that would: (1) Require
any auction applicant that makes or
receives a prohibited communication
regarding bids or bidding strategies to
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report such communication promptly to
the Commission, and (2) reflect the
clarification that an auction applicant is
prohibited from discussing another
applicant’s bids or bidding strategies
even if the first applicant does not
discuss its own bids or bidding
strategies. In that document the
Commission also certified that the
proposed amendments would not have
a significant impact on small business
entities. The IRFA set forth here
supersedes that certification. The
publication of this IRFA does not,
however, extend the deadlines
previously established for submitting
comments and reply comments on the
rule amendments proposed in the
NPRM.

In rule FR Doc. 00-2766 published on
February 8, 2000, on page 6114, column
3 and after line 7 add the following text.

Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

4. As required by the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA), the Commission
has prepared this present Initial
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (IRFA)
of the possible significant economic
impact on small entities by the policies
and rules proposed in this Third Further
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(NPRM). Written and electronically filed
public comments are requested on this
IRFA. Comments must be identified as
responses to the IRFA and must be filed
by August 30, 2000; reply comments
must be filed by September 6, 2000. The
Commission will send a copy of the
NPRM, including this IRFA, to the Chief
Counsel for Advocacy of the Small
Business Administration. See 5 U.S.C.
603(a).

A. Need for and Objectives of the
Proposed Rules

5. This rulemaking proceeding is
initiated to obtain comments concerning
a proposal to amend 47 CFR 1.2105(c)
to require any auction applicant that
makes or receives a communication of
bids or bidding strategies prohibited by
47 CFR 1.2105(c)(1) to disclose such
communication to the Commission. The
proposed amendment is intended to
deter anticompetitive behavior during
Commission spectrum auctions and
foster competitive post-auction markets.
We also seek comment on amending
§1.2105(c)(1) to reflect our clarification
that the rule prohibits an auction
applicant from discussing another
applicant’s bids or bidding strategies,
even if it does not discuss or disclose its
own bids or bidding strategies. The
proposed amendment is intended to
facilitate compliance with the rule by
ensuring that its text is unambiguous.

B. Legal Basis

6. Authority for issuance of this
NPRM is contained in sections 4(i), 4(j),
303(r), 309(j) and 403 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 154(i), 154(j),
303(r), 309(j) and 403.

C. Description and Estimate of the
Number of Small Entities to Which the
Proposed Rules Will Apply

7. The RFA directs agencies to
provide a description of and, where
feasible, an estimate of the number of
small entities that may be affected by
the proposed rules, if adopted. The RFA
generally defines the term “small
entity” as having the same meaning as
the terms ““small organization,” “small
business,” and “small governmental
jurisdiction.” The term ‘“‘small
business” has the same meaning as the
term “‘small business concern” under
the Small Business Act. A small
business concern is one which: (i) is
independently owned and operated; (ii)
is not dominant in its field of operation;
and (iii) satisfies any additional criteria
established by the Small Business
Administration (“SBA”). A small
organization is generally “any not-for-
profit enterprise which is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its field.” Nationwide, as of
1992, there were approximately 275,801
small organizations. “Small
governmental jurisdiction” generally
means “‘governments of cities, counties,
towns, townships, villages, school
districts, or special districts, with a
population of less than 50,000.” As of
1992, there were approximately 85,006
such jurisdictions in the United States.
This number includes 38,978 counties,
cities, and towns; of these, 37,566, or 96
percent, have populations of fewer than
50,000. The Census Bureau estimates
that this ratio is approximately accurate
for all governmental entities. Thus, of
the 85,006 governmental entities, we
estimate that 81,600 (91 percent) are
small entities. According to SBA
reporting data, there were 4.44 million
small business firms nationwide in
1992.

8. The proposed amendments to
§1.2105(c) will only apply to applicants
in Commission spectrum auctions. The
number of entities that may apply to
participate in future Commission
spectrum auctions is unknown. In the
past, the number of small businesses
that have participated in auctions has
varied.

D. Description of Projected Reporting,
Recordkeeping and Other Compliance
Requirements

9. As a result of the actions proposed
in this rulemaking proceeding,
disseminators and recipients of
communications prohibited by
§ 1.2105(c) would be required to report
such communications to the
Commission. No other new reporting,
recordkeeping, or other compliance
requirements would be imposed on
applicants or licensees as a result of the
actions proposed in this rule making
proceeding.

E. Steps Taken to Minimize Significant
Economic Impact on Small Entities, and
Significant Alternatives Considered

10. The RFA requires an agency to
describe any significant alternatives that
it has considered in reaching its
proposed approach, which may include
the following four alternatives: (i) The
establishment of differing compliance or
reporting requirements or timetables
that take into account the resources
available to small entities; (ii) the
clarification, consolidation, or
simplification of compliance or
reporting requirements under the rule
for small entities; (iii) the use of
performance rather than design
standards; and (iv) an exemption from
coverage of the rule, or any part thereof,
for small entities. In the NPRM, we seek
comment on our proposal to require
auction applicants that make or receive
a communication of bids or bidding
strategies prohibited by § 1.2105(c)(1) of
the Commission’s rules to report
promptly such a communication to the
Commission. We also propose to amend
§1.2105(c)(1) to reflect our recent
clarification of the rule that it prohibits
an auction applicant from discussing
another applicant’s bids or bidding
strategies even if the first applicant does
not discuss its own bids or bidding
strategies. We anticipate no significant
impact on affected entities, including
small businesses. We have nonetheless
prepared this analysis in order to
achieve a fuller record for the public.
The proposed amendments to
§ 1.2105(c) will have several public
interest benefits. First, we believe that
the proposed amendments will enhance
the competitiveness of our auction
process to the benefit of small auction
applicants. Second, under the proposed
amendments, general confidence in the
integrity of our auctions should
increase. Alternatively, public
confidence could be undermined if all
entities were not subject to the proposed
disclosure requirements. Therefore, the
public policy benefits of the proposed
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amendments are great and we anticipate
no significant impact on small
businesses. We seek comment on these
tentative conclusions.

F. Federal Rules that may Duplicate,
Overlap, or Conflict with the Proposed
Rules

11. None.

Filing Instructions

12. Comments on the IRFA may be
filed using the Commission’s Electronic
Comment Filing System (ECFS) or by
filing paper copies. See Electronic Filing
of Documents in Rulemaking
Proceedings, 63 FR 24121 (May 1, 1998).
Comments filed through ECFS may be
sent as an electronic file via the Internet
to http://www.fcc.gov/e-file/ecfs.html.
When completing the transmittal screen,
commenters should include their full
name, Postal Service mailing address,
and the applicable docket or rulemaking
number. Parties may also submit an
electronic comment by Internet e-mail.
To receive filing instructions for e-mail
comments, commenters should send an
e-mail to ecfs@fcc.gov, and should
include the following words in the body
of the message, ““get form <your e-mail
address>.” A sample form and
directions will be sent in reply.

13. Parties who choose to file by
paper must file an original and four
copies of each filing. If parties want
each Commissioner to receive a
personal copy of their comments, an
original plus nine copies must be filed.
All filings must be sent to the
Commission’s Secretary, Magalie Roman
Salas, Office of the Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission, 445 12th
Street, SW, Room TW-A325,
Washington, D.C. 20554. A courtesy
copy should be delivered to David Hu,
Auctions and Industry Analysis
Division, Wireless Telecommunications
Bureau, Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th Street, SW, Room
4-B511, Washington, D.C. 20554.
Parties should reference WT Docket No.
97-82 in their comments. Parties who
choose to file by paper should also
submit their comments on diskette.
Such a submission should be on a 3.5-
inch diskette formatted in an IBM
compatible format using Microsoft Word
for Windows or compatible software.
Diskettes should be submitted to: David
Hu, Auctions and Industry Analysis
Division, Wireless Telecommunications
Bureau, Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th Street, SW, Room
4-B511, Washington, DC 20554. The
diskette should be accompanied by a
cover letter and should be submitted in
“read only”” mode. The diskette should
be clearly labeled with the commenter’s

name, proceeding (including the docket
number in this case—WT Docket No.
97-82), type of pleading (comment or
reply comment), date of submission,
and the name of the electronic file on
the diskette. The label should also
include the following phrase: “Disk
Copy—Not an Original.” Each diskette
should contain only one party’s
pleadings, preferably in a single
electronic file. In addition, commenters
must send diskette copies to the
Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW, Washington,
DC 20036.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-20240 Filed 8—8-00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

49 CFR Part 393

[Docket No. FMCSA-99-6266]

RIN 2126-AA46

Brake Performance Requirements for

Commercial Motor Vehicles Inspected
by Performance-Based Brake Testers

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM); request for comments.

SUMMARY: The FMCSA is proposing to
amend the Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations (FMCSRs) to establish pass/
fail criteria for use with performance
based brake testers (PBBTs), which
measure the braking performance of
commercial motor vehicles (CMVs). A
PBBT is a device that can assess vehicle
braking capability through quantitative
measure of individual wheel brake
forces or overall vehicle brake
performance in a controlled test. The
specific types of PBBTs addressed in
this notice are the roller dynamometer,
breakaway torque tester, and flat-plate
tester. Only those PBBTs which meet
certain functional specifications
developed by FMCSA, and published
elsewhere in today’s Federal Register,
could be used to enforce the FMCSRs.
The proposal would allow State and
local enforcement officials to issue
citations based on PBBT braking force
measurements.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before October 10, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Submit written, signed
comments, referencing the docket
number that appears in the heading of
this document, to the Docket Clerk, U.S.
DOT Dockets, Room PL—401, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20590-0001. All comments received
will be available for examination at the
above address from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., e.t.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. Those persons desiring
notification of receipt of comments must
include a self-addressed, stamped
envelope or postcard.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Gary R. Woodford, Office of Bus and
Truck Standards and Operations,
FMCSA, (202) 366—4009, or Charles
Medalen, Office of the Chief Counsel,
HCC-20, (202) 366-1354, Federal
Highway Administration, Department of
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. Office
hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.,
e.t., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents

Electronic Access

Background

Field Test Evaluations

MCSAP Funding Eligibility

PBBT Basic Principles of Operation

PBBT Functional Specifications

Round Robin Tests

Public Meeting on PBBT Pass/Fail Criteria

Discussion of Proposal

Current FMCSR Braking Requirements

Service Brake System—Proposed Out-of-
Compliance Criteria

Vehicle Applicability

Braking Stability

Emergency Brake System

Parking Brake System

Test Procedures and Training

Effective Date

Rulemaking Analyses and Notices

Proposed Amendments—Part 393.52

Electronic Access

Internet users may access all
comments received by the U.S. DOT
Dockets, Room PL—401, by using the
universal resource locator (URL): http:/
/dms.dot.gov. It is available 24 hours
each day, 365 days each year. Please
follow the instructions online for more
information and help.

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded using a modem and
suitable communications software from
the Government Printing Office’s
Electronic Bulletin Board Service at
(202) 512—-1661. Internet users may
reach the Office of the Federal Register’s
home page at: http://www.nara.gov/
fedreg and the Government Printing
Office’s database at: http://
www.access.gpo.gov/nara.
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