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includes, but is not limited to, the
following items.

Total number of vehicles
manufactured for sale during the
preceding production year; and

Total number of vehicles
manufactured during the production
year that are in compliance with the
regulatory requirements.

Estimated Annual Burden: 1260
hours.

Number of Respondents: 21.

Issued on: September 20, 2001.
Stephen R. Kratzke,

Associate Administrator for Safety
Performance Standards.

[FR Doc. 01-23988 Filed 9-25-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA—-99-6583; Notice 3]

Cancellation of Public Workshop

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration.

ACTION: Cancellation of public
workshop.

SUMMARY: We are issuing this notice to
inform the public of the cancellation of
the public workshop for the New Car
Assessment Program (NCAP) on
Consumer Braking Information. The
workshop, scheduled for September 26,
2001, in Washington, DC, will not be
held. The agency strongly urges all
interested parties to submit written
comments to the subject docket by
October 15, 2001. These comments, and
any data that are submitted, will be used
to assist in finalizing plans for a pilot
program on brake testing of model year
2003 vehicles.

DATES: We are canceling the public
workshop scheduled for September 26,
2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Jeff Woods, Office of Safety Performance
Standards, NPS—-22, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, 400
Seventh Street SW, Washington, DC
20590. Telephone: (202) 366—6206; Fax:
(202) 366—4329, email:
jwoods@nhtsa.dot.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On July 17, 2001, we published a
Federal Register Notice (66 FR 37253)
requesting comments on our consumer
braking information program for light
vehicles that are currently subjected to
the NCAP program. We also announced

a public workshop for September 26,
2001, to discuss technical issues of this
program. On September 4, 2001, the
agency published a second notice (66
FR 46305), providing more details of the
meeting. The purpose of the meeting
was to have an open discussion on
issues including driver variability, test
surface variability, and the consumer
information format, prior to the public
preparing their formal comments and
submitting them to the docket.

A number of people who had planned
to attend the meeting have contacted
NHTSA to tell us that they cannot travel
to Washington at this time. Therefore,
NHTSA has decided to cancel the
public meeting scheduled for September
26, 2001. We believe we can have an
effective public dialogue on this subject
using the normal notice and comment
procedures.

As stated in our July 17, 2001,
Request for Comments notice, the
comment period will close on October
15, 2001. We will review all of the
comments regarding technical aspects of
our draft test protocol and suggestions
for methods of reporting braking
information to consumers, and consider
what additional research or testing may
be appropriate in the near term to
address any concerns that are raised. We
do not have plans to reschedule the
public meeting at this time, but will
consider the need to do so once we have
reviewed the comments that are
submitted. We anticipate that future
Federal Register notices and
submissions to the docket will keep the
public informed of our progress on this
program, such as finalizing the test
protocol and the format for such
consumer information.

Availability of Relevant Documents

The July 17, 2001, Request for
Comments notice for the NCAP Braking
program has been placed in the docket.
To obtain that notice, you may either
visit the docket in Washington, DG, or
query the Department of Transportation
docket website.

The docket is located at Room PL—
401, 400 Seventh Street, SW,
Washington, DC. Docket hours are 9
a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday through Friday.
The Docket Management System
website is http://dms.dot.gov/. You
should search for Docket No. 6583.

Written Comments

We urge all interested parties to
provide written comments on this
program, especially those that will help
to improve the quality of the program.
Please submit them by the comment
closing date of October 15, 2001.
Comments must refer to the Docket and

Notice numbers cited at the beginning of
this notice and be submitted to: Docket
Management, Room PL-401, 400
Seventh Street, SW, Washington, D.C.
20590. The Docket Section is open on
weekdays from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM.
Alternatively, you may submit your
comments electronically by logging onto
the Docket Management System website
at http://dms.dot.gov. Click on “Help &
Information” or “Help/Info” to view
instructions for filing your comments
electronically. Regardless of how you
submit your comments, you should
mention the docket number (6583) of
this program.

Issued on: September 21, 2001.
Noble N. Bowie,
Acting Associate Administrator for Safety
Performance Standards.
[FR Doc. 01-24101 Filed 9-25-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA 2000-8459; Notice 2]

Continental General Tire, Inc.; Grant of
Application for Decision That
Noncompliance Is Inconsequential to
Motor Vehicle Safety

Continental General Tire, Inc.,
(Continental) has determined that
approximately 22,500 P235/75R15
Grabber AT OWL passenger tires
supplied to the replacement market do
not meet the labeling requirements
mandated by Federal Motor Vehicle
Safety Standard (FMVSS) No. 109,
“New Pneumatic Tires.”

Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 30118(d) and
30120(h), Continental petitioned for a
determination that this noncompliance
is inconsequential to motor vehicle
safety and filed an appropriate report
pursuant to 49 CFR Part 573, “Defect
and Noncompliance Reports.”

Notice of receipt of the application
was published, with a 30-day comment
period, on January 2, 2001 in the
Federal Register (66 FR 131). NHTSA
received one comment on this
application, which was submitted by
Advocates for Highway and Auto Safety
(Advocates).

FMVSS No. 109, paragraph S4.3 (e),
requires that each tire shall have
permanently molded into or onto both
sidewalls the actual number of plies in
the sidewall, and the actual number of
plies in the tread area, if different.

According to Continental, the
noncompliance with S4.3 (e) relates to
the mold numbers 33316 and 33317,
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which ran for the production period of
March 28, 1999 through August 25,
2000 with an incorrect sidewall
stamping. The stamping at the rim line
read: Tread 5 plies—2 Steel + 2
Polyester + 1 Nylon. It should have
read: Tread 4 Plies—2 Steel + 2
Polyester. Continental stated that the
sidewalls of the tires have all the proper
markings, except the subject plies, per
49 CFR Section 571.109, and that in all
applications the tire service information
is correct and no unsafe conditions
would be created due to the
noncompliance. Continental further
stated that the tire label attached to the
tread surface provides accurate
information concerning tire size and
design.

Advocates indicated in its comments
(Docket No. NHTSA—-8549-2) that
events of the past year involving tires
and sport utility vehicles point out a
need to focus on the quality and
quantity of consumer information
provided on tires. Advocates stated that
Continental did not provide information
to substantiate its claim that no unsafe
conditions would be created by this
noncompliance. According to
Advocates, Continental should be
required to establish that it has not
engaged in marketing tires with more
plies in the tread and sidewall as being
superior to tires with fewer plies in the
tread and sidewall construction.
Advocates also suggested that
Continental’s record of submission of
petitions for inconsequential
noncompliance with regard to tire
labeling issues be reviewed since that
company also petitioned the agency in
a similar matter several months prior to
this petition. Advocates indicated that,
in this case, the agency or the petitioner
must establish that the tire construction
(number of plies in the sidewall and
tread and the cord material) information
is not of safety-related importance to
consumers or that few consumers
consider the tire construction
information when making a tire
purchase.

Actions by the agency since
November 2000, in response to
Congressional requirements, have
addressed most of the concerns raised
by Advocates in its docket submission.
The Transportation Recall,
Enhancement, Accountability, and
Documentation (TREAD) Act of
November 2000 required, among other
things, that the agency initiate
rulemaking to improve tire label
information. In response to Section 11
of the TREAD Act, the agency published
an Advance Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (ANPRM) in the Federal
Register on December 1, 2000 (65 FR

75222). The agency received more than
20 comments addressing the ANPRM,
which sought comments on the tire
labeling information required by 49 CFR
Sections 571.109 and 571.119, Part 567,
Part 574, and Part 575. Most of the
comments were from motor vehicle and
tire manufacturers, although several
private citizens and consumer interest
organizations responded to the ANPRM.
With regard to the tire construction
labeling requirements of FMVSS 109,
S4.3 (d) and (e), most commenters
indicated that the information was of
little or no safety value to consumers.
However, the tire construction
information is valuable to the tire re-
treading, repair, and recycling
industries, according to several trade
groups representing tire manufacturing.
The International Tire and Rubber
Association, Inc. (ITRA) indicated that
the tire construction information is used
by tire technicians to determine the
steel content of a tire and to select
proper retread, repair, and recycling
procedures.

To address Advocates’ request for tire
marketing information, Continental
indicated that the company has not
promoted tires with the construction
characteristics mistakenly molded into
the subject tires. According to
Continental, the company does not
build tires of that construction type for
public consumption (Tread: 5 plies—2
plies steel + 2 plies Polyester + 1 ply
Nylon). With regard to Advocates’
suggestion that Continental’s petition
record be reviewed, Continental
indicated that it petitioned the agency
twice in the recent past for a
determination of inconsequential
noncompliance involving tire
construction labeling issues. These
include the petition associated with this
Notice, dated October 16, 2000, and a
petition dated August 15, 2000, which
was granted on August 9, 2001 (66 FR
41930).

In addition to the written comments
solicited by the tire labeling ANPRM,
the agency conducted a series of focus
groups, as required by TREAD, to
examine consumer perceptions and
understanding of tire labeling. It was
determined that few of the focus group
participants had knowledge of the
information molded into the tire
sidewall with the exception of the tire
brand name, tire size, and tire pressure.

Based on the information obtained
from comments to the ANPRM and the
consumer focus groups, we concur that
it is likely that few consumers are
influenced by the tire construction
information (number of plies and cord
material in the sidewall and tread plies)
provided on the tire label when making

a motor vehicle or tire purchase
decision. However, the tire repair,
retread, and recycling industries do use
the tire construction information.

The agency believes that the true
measure of inconsequentiality to motor
vehicle safety in this case is the effect
of the noncompliance on the operational
safety of vehicles on which these tires
are mounted. The safety of people
working in the tire retread, repair, and
recycling industries must also be
considered. Although tire construction
affects tire strength and durability,
neither the agency nor the tire industry
provides information relating the
strength and durability of a tire to the
number and types of plies in the tread
and sidewall. Therefore, tire dealers and
customers should consider the tire
construction information along with
other information such as the load
capacity, tread wear, temperature, and
traction when assessing performance
capabilities of various tires.

In the agency’s judgment, the
incorrect labeling of the tire
construction information will have an
inconsequential effect on motor vehicle
safety. The agency believes the safety of
the users of these tires as replacements
will not be adversely affected by the
noncompliance because most
consumers do not base tire purchases or
vehicle operation parameters on tire
construction information. The agency
reached the conclusion that the
noncompliance will not have a
significant effect on the safety of the tire
retread, repair, and recycling industries.
The use of steel cord construction in the
sidewall and tread is the primary safety
concern of these industries, according to
ITRA. In this case, the steel used in the
construction of the tires is properly
labeled.

In consideration of the foregoing,
NHTSA has decided that the burden of
persuasion has been met and that the
noncompliance is inconsequential to
motor vehicle safety. Accordingly,
Continental’s application is granted and
the applicant is exempted from
providing the notification of the
noncompliance that would be required
by 49 U.S.C. 30118, and from remedying
the noncompliance, as would be
required by 49 U.S.C. 30120.

(49 U.S.C. 301118, 301120; delegations

of authority at 49 CFR 1.50 and 501.8)
Issued on: September 20, 2001.

Stephen R. Kratzke,

Associate Administrator for Safety
Performance Standards.

[FR Doc. 01-24089 Filed 9-25-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P
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