
69583Federal Register / Vol. 64, No. 238 / Monday, December 13, 1999 / Notices

number or percentage of alcohol related
fatalities occurring each year within
their state.

The objective of this survey is to
determine the extent to which these five
programs impact the awareness,
attitudes, and driving behavior of
motorists. It is anticipated that changes
in enforcement levels should be
reflected by changes in driver
awareness, attitudes and behavior. For
example, a state that doubles or triples
their alcohol enforcement activities and
provides substantial publicity might
expect that respondents report a greater
degree of awareness of these efforts as
compared to before the program began.
It may be expected that respondents
would report they came in contact with
law enforcement more frequently and
drive after drinking less often once the
program began. In addition, the survey
will provide information on driver
awareness and acceptability of specific
enforcement techniques being used as
well as data regarding a new national
alcohol media campaign called ‘‘You
drink and drive, You Lose’’. The
information to be collected by this
survey is not available to NHTSA
through any other source.

Within each state, the survey will be
administered in three waves (prior to
the intervention effort, at the mid-point,
and at the end the effort) by telephone
to a probability sample of the driving
age public (aged 16 years or older as of
their last birthday). Participation by
respondents is strictly voluntary. The
interview is anticipated to average 8–10
minutes in length. Interviewers will use
computer assisted telephone
interviewing to reduce survey
administration time and to minimize
data collection errors. A Spanish-
language questionnaire and bi-lingual
interviewers will be used to reduce
language barriers to participation. All
respondents’ results will remain
anonymous and completely
confidential. Participant names and
telephone numbers used to reach the
respondents are separated from the data
records prior to their entry into the
analytical database.

Description of the Need for the
Information and Proposed Use of the
Information

More than 305,000 persons were
reported injured and nearly 16,000
persons died in alcohol-related motor
vehicle crashes during 1998 (Traffic
Safety Facts: 1998, NHTSA-National
Center for Statistics and Analysis).
NHTSA is committed to the
development of effective programs to
reduce the incidence of these crashes.
Recently, NHTSA awarded cooperative

agreements, valued at approximately
$1,000,000 each, to five states—
Pennsylvania, Georgia, Louisiana,
Tennessee, and Texas. Each state is
responsible for implementing the
enforcement and publicity programs
and conducting both process and impact
evaluations. Data to be collected include
number and types of police stops made,
and changes in alcohol-related
violations and crashes. In order to
reduce the work requirements for each
state and to create sets of survey data
that can be readily compared among the
states, a separate award was made to a
survey firm having expertise in
conducting random telephone surveys.
Thus, the survey data to be collected
comprise only one part of the entire data
set that will be assessed. The entire data
set will be used to properly plan and
evaluate new enforcement programs
directed at reducing alcohol-impaired
driving. States found to have
implemented effective programs in
countering the driving after drinking
problem will prepare a Best Practices
Guide that highlights the major features
of their programs. These Guides will be
disseminated among states that want to
implement an improved alcohol
enforcement program.

The findings from this proposed data
collection will assist NHTSA in
addressing the problem of alcohol-
impaired driving and in formulating
programs and recommendations to
Congress. NHTSA will use the findings
to help focus current programs and
activities to achieve the greatest benefit,
to develop new programs to decrease
the likelihood of drinking and driving
behaviors, and to provide informational
support to states, localities, and law
enforcement agencies that will aid them
in their efforts to reduce drinking and
driving crashes and injuries. It should
be noted that during the past decade
NHTSA has conducted surveys on
drinking and driving attitudes and
behavior but these were from nationally
represented samples and not related to
specific statewide enforcement
activities. Also, some survey data about
an enforcement effort were collected
years ago in one of the targeted states—
Tennessee—but these data cannot be
used within the context of the present
study.

Description of the Likely Respondents
(Including Estimated Number, and
Proposed Frequency of Response to the
Collection of Information)

Under this proposed collection, a
telephone interview averaging
approximately 8–10 minutes in length
would be administered to each of 1,000
randomly selected members of the

general public age 16 and older, in each
of the five states in this study, at three
different times over an 18 month period.
A total of 15,000 individuals will be
interviewed over the course of this
study. Interviews would be conducted
with persons at residential phone
numbers selected using random digit
dialing. No more than one respondent
per household would be selected, and
each sample member would complete
just one interview. Businesses are
ineligible for the sample and would be
not be interviewed. After each wave is
completed and the data analyzed, the
findings will be disseminated to each
state for review.

Estimate of the Total Annual Reporting
and Record Keeping Burden Resulting
From the Collection of Information

NHTSA estimates that respondents in
the sample would require an average of
8.5 minutes to complete the telephone
interview. Thus, the number of
estimated reporting burden on the
general public would be a total of 2,125
hours for all three waves of the
proposed survey. The respondents
would not incur any reporting or record
keeping cost from the information
collection.
Rose A. McMurray,
Associate Administrator, Traffic Safety
Programs.
[FR Doc. 99–32105 Filed 12–10–99; 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 1995–1996
Audi Cabriolet 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
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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 January 12, 2000.
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
1995–1996 Audi Cabriolet passenger
cars are eligible for importation into the
United States. The vehicles which
Champagne believes are substantially
similar are 1995–1996 Audi Cabriolet
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 1995–1996
Audi Cabriolet 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
1995–1996 Audi Cabriolet 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 1995–1996 Audi
Cabriolet 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 states that the vehicles also
comply with the Bumper Standard
found at 49 CFR part 581.

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
and passenger’s side air bags 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.

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
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
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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: December 8, 1999.
Marilynne Jacobs,
Director, Office of Vehicle Safety Compliance.
[FR Doc. 99–32204 Filed 12–10–99; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This notice announces receipt
by the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA) of a petition
for a decision that 1990–1991 Toyota
MR2 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 January 12, 2000.
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.

G&K Automotive Conversion, Inc. of
Santa Ana, California (G&K) (Registered
Importer 90–007) has petitioned NHTSA
to decide whether 1990–1991 Toyota
MR2 passenger cars are eligible for
importation into the United States. The
vehicles which G&K believes are
substantially similar are 1990–1991
Toyota MR2 passenger cars 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 1990–1991
Toyota MR2 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.

G&K submitted information with its
petition intended to demonstrate that
non-U.S. certified 1990–1991 Toyota
MR2 4–Door 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 1990–1991 Toyota
MR2 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, 113 Hood Latch
Systems, 116 Brake Fluid, 118 Power
Window Systems, 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.

Additionally, the petitioner states that
non-U.S. certified 1990–1991 Toyota
MR2 passenger cars comply with the
Bumper Standard found in 49 CFR part
581.

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) Installation of a seat belt
warning lamp that displays the required
seat belt symbol; (b) recalibration of the
speedometer/odometer from kilometers
to 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 sidemarkers; (c) installation
of U.S.-model taillamp assemblies; (d)
installation of a high mounted stop
lamp on vehicles that are 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
microswitch in the steering lock
assembly and a warning buzzer.

Standard No. 208 Occupant Crash
Protection: (a) Installation of a seat belt
warning buzzer; (b) installation of a
driver’s side air bag and knee bolster,
identical to those installed on the
vehicle’s U.S. certified counterpart. The
petitioner states that the vehicles are
equipped with Type II seat belts in the
front outboard designated seating
positions, which are the only seating
positions in the vehicle.

Standard No. 214 Side Impact
Protection: Installation of U.S.-model
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