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promulgated pursuant to the Act, may
submit a noise compatibility program
for FAA approval which sets forth the
measures the operator has taken or
proposes to take to reduce existing non-
compatible uses and prevent the
introduction of additional non-
compatible uses.

The FAA has completed its review of
the noise exposure maps and
accompanying documentation
submitted by the Pennsylvania State
University. The documentation that
constitutes the “noise exposure maps”
as defined in section 150.7 of Part 150
includes: 2000 Noise Exposure Map
(Exhibit 4—4), 2005 Noise Exposure Map
(Exhibit 4-5) and documentation in
Chapter 4 of the Noise Exposure Maps
Report for the University Park Airport;
type and frequency of aircraft (Tables 4—
1, 4-2) and documentation in section
4.2; airport layout and flight patterns
(Exhibits 4-1, 4-2, Table 4—4) and
documentation in sections 4.1, 4.4; and
nighttime operations Table 4.4. The
FAA has determined that these noise
exposure maps and accompanying
documentation are in compliance with
the applicable requirements. This
determination is effective on April 15,
2004.

FAA’s determination on an airport
operator’s noise exposure maps is
limited to a finding that the maps were
developed in accordance with the
procedures contained in appendix A of
FAR part 150. Such determination does
not constitute approval of the
applicant’s data, information or plans,
or a commitment to approve a noise
compatibility program or to fund the
implementation of that program.

If questions arise concerning the
precise relationship of specific
properties to noise exposure contours
depicted on a noise exposure map
submitted under section 47503 of the
Act, it should be noted that the FAA is
not involved in any way in determining
the relative locations of specific
properties with regard to the depicted
noise contours, or in interpreting the
noise exposure maps to resolve
questions concerning, for example,
which properties should be covered by
the provisions of section 47503 of the
Act. These functions are inseparable
from the ultimate land use control and
planning responsibilities of local
government. These local responsibilities
are not changed in any way under part
150 or through FAA’s review of noise
exposure maps. Therefore, the
responsibility for the detailed
overlaying of noise exposure contours
onto the map depicting properties on
the surface rests exclusively with the
airport operator which submitted these

maps, or with those public agencies and
planning agencies with which
consultation is required under section
47503 of the Act. The FAA has relied on
the certification by the airport operator,
which under § 150.21 of FAR part 150,
that the statutorily required consultation
has been accomplished.

Copies of the full noise exposure
maps documentation and of the FAA’s
evaluation of the maps are available at
the following locations:

Federal Aviation Administration,
New York Airports District Office, 600
0Old Country Road, Suite 440, Garden
City, NY 11530, and

Bryan Rodgers, University Park
Airport, 2535 Fox Hill Road, State
College, PA.

Questions may be directed to the
individual named above under the
heading FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Issued in Jamaica, Queens, April 15th,
2004.

William J. Flanagan,

Eastern Region Airports Manager.

[FR Doc. 04—8925 Filed 4—21-04; 8:45 am)|]
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Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposals, Submissions,
and Approvals

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.
ACTION: Second request for public
comment on proposed collection of
information.

SUMMARY: Before a Federal agency can
collect certain information from the
public, it must receive approval from
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB). Under procedures established
by the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995, before seeking OMB approval,
Federal agencies must solicit public
comment on the proposed collection of
information.

This document describes a proposed
collection of information under
regulations implementing section 7 of
the Transportation Recall Effectiveness,
Accountability, and Documentation
(TREAD) Act with respect to the
disposition of recalled tires, for which
NHTSA intends to seek OMB approval.
NHTSA issued a notice of proposed
rulemaking to implement section 7 on
December 18, 2001 (66 FR 65165). It

then issued a supplemental notice on
July 26, 2002 (67 FR 48852).

In response to an earlier request for
public comment on a proposed
collection of information based on the
NPRM, which was published on May
27,2003 (68 FR 28876), the Rubber
Manufacturers Association (RMA)
commented that NHTSA had not
requested comment or fulfilled other
PRA duties with respect to certain
information that would have to be
provided to third parties. The agency
agrees that the May 27, 2003, request
was inadequate. Accordingly, NHTSA is
publishing this request for comment,
which addresses the items identified by
the RMA as well as other relevant items.

The first request for comment stated
that this was a new information
collection. Upon further consideration,
NHTSA has decided to treat this as a
revision to an existing information
collection, OMB No. 2127-0004.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before June 21, 2004.

ADDRESSES: 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, DC 20590. The Docket is
open on weekdays from 9:30 a.m. to 5
p.-m. Anyone is able to search the
electronic form of all comments
received into any of our dockets by the
name of the individual submitting the
comment (or signing the comment, if
submitted on behalf of an association,
business, labor union, etc.). You may
review DOT’s complete Privacy Act
Statement in the Federal Register
published on April 11, 2000 (volume 65,
number 70, pages 19477-78), or you
may visit http://dms.dot.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
George Person, Office of Defects
Investigation, NHTSA, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Room 5326, Washington,
DC 20590. Mr. Person’s telephone
number is (202) 366-5210.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA), before an agency submits a
proposed collection of information to
OMB for approval, it must publish a
document in the Federal Register
providing a 60-day comment period and
otherwise consult with members of the
public and affected agencies concerning
each proposed collection of information.
The OMB has promulgated regulations
describing what must be included in
such a document. Under OMB’s
regulations (at 5 CFR 1320.8(d)), an
agency must ask for public comment on
the following:
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(i) Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;

(ii) The accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions;

(iii) How to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and

(iv) How to minimize the burden of
the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including the use
of appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology, e.g., permitting
electronic submission of responses.

Disposition of Recalled Tires

Type of Request—Revision to an
existing collection.

OMB Clearance Number—2127-0004.

Requested Expiration Date of
Approval—February 28, 2006 (this is
the current expiration date of OMB No.
2127-0004).

Summary of Collection of
Information—

An outline of the information to be
collected is as follows:

L. If there is a tire recall, which parties
must provide information?

A. The tire manufacturer conducting
the recall.

B. Any affected tire brand name
owners (as defined at 49 U.S.C.
30102(b)(1)(E)), such as retail chain
stores that sell recalled tires under their
own “private labels” or house labels.

C. Any vehicle manufacturer that
conducts a tire recall.

D. Tire outlets under the control of a
manufacturer conducting a tire recall,
such as owned stores, franchised dealers
and/or distributors.

II. To which parties must the
information be provided?

A. Each manufacturer would have to
provide information to three categories
of parties:

1. NHTSA.

2. Owned stores, franchised dealers
and/or distributors (third parties).

3. Independent tire outlets authorized
to replace tires under the recall.

B. In the event of a recall, each tire
outlet under the control of a
manufacturer must provide information
to the manufacturer if the outlet does
not comply with certain requirements.
This is referred to as “exceptions
reporting” (third party reporting).

II. What information must each
manufacturer provide?

A. Contents of reports to NHTSA:

1. The manufacturer’s plan for
assuring that the entities replacing the
tires are aware of the legal requirements
related to recalls of tires established by
49 U.S.C. chapter 301 and implementing
regulations.

2. An explanation of how the
manufacturer will prevent, to the extent
within its control, the recalled tires from
being resold for installation on a motor
vehicle.

3. A description of the manufacturer’s
program for disposing of recalled tires
that are returned to the manufacturer or
collected by the manufacturer from
retail outlets, including, at a minimum,
statements that the returned tires will be
disposed of in compliance with
applicable state and local laws and
regulations regarding disposal of tires,
and will be channeled, insofar a
possible, into an “alternative beneficial
non-vehicular use” rather than being
disposed of in landfills.

4, A draft of the notification(s) to be
sent to stores, dealers, etc. that is
described in section III.B, below.

B. Contents of reports to owned
stores, franchised dealers and/or
distributors, and independent outlets
that are authorized to replace the
recalled tires (third party reporting):

1. A description of the legal
requirements related to recalls of tires
established by 49 U.S.C. chapter 301
and implementing regulations,
including the prohibitions on the sale of
new and used defective and
noncompliant tires (49 CFR 573.11 and
573.12), the right to reimbursement of
the costs of certain pre-notification
remedies (49 CFR 573.13), and the duty
to notify NHTSA of a knowing or willful
sale or lease of a new or used recalled
tire that is intended for use on a motor
vehicle (49 CFR 573.10).

2. Directions to manufacturer-owned
and other manufacturer-controlled
outlets, and guidance to all other outlets
that are authorized to replace the
recalled tires, on how and when to alter
the recalled tires permanently so they
cannot be used on vehicles.

3. Directions to manufacturer-owned
and other manufacturer-controlled
outlets, and guidance to all other outlets
that are authorized to replace the
recalled tires, either:

(a) To ship all recalled tires to one or
more locations designated by the
manufacturer as part of the
manufacturer’s recall program or to
allow the manufacturer to collect and
dispose of the recalled tires; or

(E] To ship recalled tires to a location
of their own choosing, provided that
they comply with applicable state and
local laws regarding disposal of tires,
along with directions and guidance on

how to limit the disposal of recalled
tires into landfills and instead, channel
them to an “alternative beneficial non-
vehicular use.”

Under Option (a), if the manufacturer
establishes a testing program for
recalled tires, the directions and
guidance shall also include criteria for
selecting recalled tires for the testing
program and instructions for labeling
those tires and returning them to the
manufacturer.

4. Directions to manufacturer-owned
and other manufacturer-controlled
outlets to report to the manufacturer on
a monthly basis the number of recalled
tires removed from vehicles by the
outlet that have not been rendered
unsuitable for resale for installation on
a motor vehicle within the specified
time frame and to describe any such
failure to comply with the
manufacturer’s plan.

IV. What information must tire outlets
under the control of the manufacturer
provide to the manufacturer (third party
reporting)?

A. Monthly (or within 30 days of the
deviation) reports on the number of
recalled tires, if any, removed from
vehicles by the outlet that have not been
rendered unsuitable for resale or
installation on a motor vehicle within
the specified time frame (other than
those returned for testing) and that
describe any such failure to act in
accordance with the manufacturer’s
plan.

B. Monthly (or within 30 days of the
deviation) reports on the number of
recalled tires disposed of in violation of
applicable state and local laws and
regulations that describe any such
failure to act in accordance with the
manufacturer’s plan.

V. Manufacturers’ Quarterly Reports
to NHTSA pursuant to 49 CFR 573.7 for
recalls involving the replacement of
tires must include the following
information:

A. The aggregate number of recalled
tires that the manufacturer becomes
aware have not been rendered
unsuitable for resale for installation on
a motor vehicle in accordance with the
manufacturer’s plan.

B. The aggregate number of recalled
tires that the manufacturer becomes
aware have been disposed of in
violation of applicable state and local
laws and regulations.

C. A description of any failure of a tire
outlet to act in accordance with the
directions in the manufacturer’s plan,
including an identification of the outlet
in question.

VI. Recordkeeping requirements:

No recordkeeping requirements are
imposed on any party by this rule.
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Description of the Need for the
Information and Proposed Use of the
Information—NHTSA will rely on the
information provided by manufacturers
to NHTSA in deciding whether or not
the manufacturer(s) are complying with
the requirements of the TREAD Act for
the proper handling and disposal of
recalled tires and to ensure that the
recalled tires are not reused on motor
vehicles. NHTSA is requiring that
certain information be provided to third
parties to assure that all entities
involved in tire recalls are aware of the
requirements established by the TREAD
Act and its implementing regulations.

Description of the Likely Respondents
(Including Estimated Number and
Proposed Frequency of Responses to the
Collection of Information)—All
manufacturers that conduct tire recall
campaigns would be required to provide
information. We estimate that there are
10 manufacturers of tires. In the past 3
years, there has been an average of
between 9 and 10 tire recalls conducted
annually by all manufacturers.
(Occasionally, but rarely, vehicle
manufacturers conduct recalls that
involve the replacement of tires.) In
each instance, manufacturers will have
to provide a tire disposal plan to
NHTSA in their part 573 reports, and
will have to include instructions to
dealers and other retail outlets in their
notifications to those outlets.

Manufacturers are already required to
provide quarterly reports for 6 quarters
for each recall pursuant to 49 CFR
577.7. Assuming 10 tire recalls per year,
there could be a total of up to 60
quarterly reports per year (6 reports x 10
recalls), but we believe that few, if any,
of these reports would contain any
information relative to this information
collection.

Manufacturer-owned or controlled
dealers will be required to provide a
report to manufacturers when they
deviate from the manufacturer’s tire
disposal plan. Such reports must be
provided either monthly or within 30
days of the deviation. Again, we expect
very few, if any, such reports by these
dealers, since we expect that they will
comply with applicable statutory and
regulatory requirements and with the
terms of the manufacturer’s plan. We
invite comment as to how often entities
replacing tires might violate state and
local laws governing the disposal of
tires or how often these entities will fail
to comply with the manufacturer’s
instructions to render the tires unusable
on a vehicle.

Estimate of the Total Annual
Reporting and Recordkeeping Burden of
the Collection of Information in the
NPRM—Manufacturers conducting tire

recalls would be required to include
additional information in their part 573
notices that they submit to NHTSA
when initiating a recall. We estimate
that this will require about one hour of
staff work in each notice. Additionally,
each quarterly report that includes
information under this amendment
could require up to an additional 8
hours to maintain the records and
prepare the report; however, since only
deviations from the disposal plan must
be reported, we presume that no
relevant information will be included in
any quarterly reports submitted to
NHTSA, and therefore that there will be
no burden.

Manufacturers would have to include
certain additional information in the
notices that they are required to submit
to dealers. This could require about one
hour of staff work to prepare the
additional information. This would be
necessary once for each recall. No
additional burden hours are required for
printing and mailing since the notices
are already required. Thus, the only
burden associated with this proposed
information collection under this rule is
the incremental burden of providing the
required additional information.

Accordingly, the annual reporting and
recordkeeping burden imposed on
manufacturers for information provided
to NHTSA and to third party dealers
and retail outlets under this proposed
information collection is estimated to be
20 hours annually (10 recalls per year
times 2 hours per recall).

Manufacturer owned or controlled
dealers must provide information when
they deviate from the manufacturer’s
disposal plan. In the event that is
necessary, which we think unlikely, we
estimate that one hour of staff time will
be required to make the necessary
report. However, as discussed earlier,
we estimate that no reports will be
provided. Accordingly, we estimate that
there will be no annual burden. We
invite comment relating to the expected
number of annual occurrences of
violations and deviations from the
disposal plan by these entities.

The current OMB inventory for
Information Collection No. 2127-0004
includes 15,844 hours. A proposed
information collection under another
TREAD Act regulation, “Reimbursement
Prior to Recall” (see 67 FR 64049
(October 17, 2002), petition for
reconsideration pending), would add
2,360 burden hours, for a total of 18,204
hours. The number of respondents and
total annual responses covered by that
information collection already includes
those entities conducting tire recalls.
We propose to request an increase in the
annual reporting and recordkeeping

burden for Information Collection No.
2127-0004 of 20 hours for a total of
18,224 annual hours.

Estimate of the Total Annual Costs of
the Collection of Information under this
Rule—Other than the cost of the burden
hours, we estimate that there would be
no additional costs associated with this
information collection, since any costs
associated with the printing and
distributing the necessary reports and
notices is already included in the
existing information collection.

Authority: 44 U.S.C. 3506(c); delegation of
authority at 49 CFR 1.50.

Issued on: April 15, 2004.

Kenneth N. Weinstein,

Associate Administrator for Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 04—8987 Filed 4—21-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA 2004-17015; Notice 2]

Nissan North America, Inc.; Petition for
Exemption From Two-Fleet Rule
Affecting Compliance With Passenger
Automobile Fuel Economy Standards

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation.

ACTION: Grant of petition for exemption
from two-fleet rule.

SUMMARY: Nissan North America, Inc.
(Nissan) filed a petition requesting
exemption from the two-fleet rule for
the 2006—-2010 model years. The two-
fleet rule, which is contained in the
corporate average fuel economy (CAFE)
statute, requires that a manufacturer
divide its passenger automobiles into
two fleets, a domestically-manufactured
fleet and a non-domestically
manufactured fleet, and ensure that
each fleet separately meets the CAFE
standards for passenger automobiles.

Nissan filed the petition because a
change under the statute in the
treatment of value added to a vehicle in
Mexico will cause one of that
company’s passenger automobiles,
which is manufactured in Mexico, to be
reclassified from non-domestic to
domestic. The loss of these automobiles,
which are relatively fuel-efficient, will
cause its non-domestic fleet to fail to
comply with the CAFE standards for
passenger automobiles.

The CAFE statute requires the agency
to grant such a petition unless it finds
that doing so would result in reduced
employment in the U.S. related to motor
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