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Estimated Total Annual Burden:
11,775 hours.
ADDRESSES: All written comments must
refer to the docket number that appears
at the top of this document and be
submitted to the Office of Information
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20503,
Attention: FTA Desk Officer.

Comments are Invited On: Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the Department,
including whether the information will
have practical utility; the accuracy of
the Department’s estimate of the burden
of the proposed information collection;
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Issued: March 19, 2004.
Rita L. Wells,
Associate Administrator for Administration.
[FR Doc. 04-6966 Filed 3—26—04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-57-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

Denial of Motor Vehicle Defect Petition

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation.
ACTION: Denial of petition for a defect
investigation.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
reasons for the denial of a petition
submitted by Mr. Fernando De Leon on
behalf of Mr. Robert Steele to NHTSA’s
Office of Defects Investigation (ODI),
dated September 9, 2003, under 49
U.S.C. 30162, requesting that the agency
commence a proceeding to determine
the existence of a defect related to motor
vehicle safety with respect to the front
seat back performance on model year
(MY) 1994 through 1997 Dodge Ram
pickup trucks in low-speed, rear-end
crashes. After a review of the petition
and other information, NHTSA has
concluded that further expenditure of
the agency’s investigative resources on
the issues raised by the petition does
not appear to be warranted. The agency
accordingly has denied the petition. The
petition is hereinafter identified as
DP03-006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Christopher J. Wiacek, Defects
Assessment Division, Office of Defects
Investigation, NHTSA, 400 Seventh

Street, SW, Washington, DC 20590.
Telephone: (202) 366—7042.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By letter
dated September 9, 2003, Mr. Fernando
De Leon, on behalf of Mr. Robert Steele,
submitted a petition requesting that the
agency investigate the performance of
the front seat back on MY 1994 through
1997 Dodge Ram pickup trucks (subject
vehicles) in low-speed, rear-end crashes.
The petitioner alleges that the front seat
back can collapse rearward in a rear
impact crash as a result of the design
and improper manufacturing of the
upper outer plate within the recliner
mechanism causing the front occupant
to sustain injury. The petitioner, an
owner of a 1996 Dodge Ram, has not
experienced this issue.

ODI requested information from
DaimlerChrysler Corporation
(DaimlerChrysler), pertaining to the
front seatback performance on MY 1994
through 1997 Dodge Ram pickup trucks.
The subject vehicles were redesigned for
MY 1994 to use the T-300 split bench
front seat. According to
DaimlerChrysler, beginning with the
MY 1998 Dodge Ram pickups, the front
seats were significantly revised for the
Club Cab model, but the standard cab
pickup continued to use T-300 seat
recliner design until MY 2002.
However, in the standard cab vehicles,
the relative position of the seat back to
the back of the cab does not permit the
seat to collapse completely rearward as
in the Club Cab. DaimlerChrysler has
produced for sale in the United States
1,193,279 MY 1994 through 1997 Dodge
Ram pickups, including 188,097 MY
1994, 267,241 MY 1995, 362,880 MY
1996 and 375,061 MY 1997 vehicles.

ODI has identified a total of 30
incidents where it is alleged the seat
back collapsed rearward in a rear impact
crash. DaimlerChrysler submitted
information about 29 incidents and ODI
had received four reports, of which one
was unique to ODI. All but two of the
incidents occurred in vehicles with the
Club Cab body style.

There have been 23 injuries and two
deaths allegedly due to the collapse of
the front seat back in a crash. The
severity of the injuries ranged from
minor cuts, bruises and sprains to
severe head trauma allegedly due to the
occupant striking the rear of the cab
after the seat collapsed. There were six
reported incidents where there was
serious head trauma to the occupant
that allegedly resulted in two fatalities.
The two fatal incidents involved
impacts by large vehicles, which might
have contributed to the severity of the
injuries.

The petition alleged that the seat
backs collapsed during low-speed

impacts. The data gathered by ODI show
that one complaint had alleged that the
subject vehicle was struck at a speed of
4 to 5 miles per hour (mph) and another
at 8 mph while the subject vehicle was
at rest. In the other few incidents where
the striking speed was stated in the
complaint, the speed ranged from 30 to
70 mph. For a majority of the
complaints the striking speed was not
stated. ODI was unable to determine the
severity of the impact for the vehicles
that were involved in crashes when
photographs were available for review
because of the propensity of the struck
subject vehicle to roll forward after the
impact, thus reducing the crush damage
as the driver’s foot tends to come off the
brake pedal when struck from behind.
Though crush damage might appear to
be insignificant, this is not necessarily
indicative of a low impact speed.

ODI reviewed the complaints it
received with respect to comparable
full-size pickup trucks built by General
Motors (GM) and Ford Motor Company
(Ford) in MY 1994 through 1997 in
which it is stated the front seat
collapsed in a crash. ODI has received
one complaint on a GM pickup and
none on a Ford, compared with four on
the subject vehicles.

ODI also examined reports on the
subject vehicles where it is alleged that
the seat back collapsed other than in a
rear impact. ODI identified a total of 51
such complaints. Of the 51 reports, 14
stated that the seat back collapsed while
the vehicle was being driven and one
stated that the seat back collapse caused
the driver to hit a snow bank. The data
show that the complaint count by
calendar year for seat backs collapsing
without a rear impact crash is steady
and does not appear to be increasing
with time.

There were approximately 1,300
warranty claims filed on the subject
vehicle where the failure was coded as
“11-Broken Cracked” and the part
description was coded as ‘“‘recliner.”
This data is not very helpful because the
claims pertain to the front seat recliner
as a system and may not specifically
relate to the alleged defect.

There was an Engineering Analysis,
EA01-019, into an alleged defect with
respect to the recliners in 200,000 MY
1992 through 1995 GM full size sport
utility vehicles. ODI received reports of
103 incidents in which the recliner bolt
allegedly failed, resulting in three
crashes and nine injuries. At the closure
of that investigation a recall was not
ordered by the agency. The failure rate
of 51 per 100,000 vehicles for seat back
collapse without a rear impact in EA01-
019 is significantly greater than the 4
per 100,000 for the subject vehicles.
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DaimlerChrysler has advised ODI that
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard
(FMVSS) No. 207, “Seating Systems,”
compliance testing was conducted on
the T-300 seats used on the subject
vehicles. For all model years, the seats
used in the Dodge Ram passed the
Federal requirements for seat back
strength. NHTSA’s Office of Vehicle
Safety Compliance did not conduct
testing on the subject vehicles.
DaimlerChrysler did conduct an FMVSS
No. 301, “Fuel System Integrity,” rear
impact test with instrumented
anthropomorphic dummies in both front
seat positions at 48 km/h on a Club Cab
Dodge Ram. During the test, both front
seats collapsed rearward.
DaimlerChrysler has stated that this was
part of the designed energy absorption
capabilities of the T—300 seating system.
The head injury criteria or HIC for the
driver dummy was 116 and for the
passenger dummy was 120. This is well
below the HIC value of 1,000 which is
the NHTSA benchmark for measuring
serious head injury in other safety
standards.

In view of the foregoing, it is unlikely
that NHTSA would issue an order for
the notification and remedy of the
alleged defect as defined by the
petitioner at the conclusion of the
investigation requested in the petition.
Therefore, in view of the need to
allocate and prioritize NHTSA’s limited
resources to best accomplish the
agency’s safety mission, the petition is
denied.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30162(d); delegations
of authority at CFR 1.50 and 501.8.

Issued on: March 23, 2004.

Kenneth N. Weinstein,

Associate Administrator for Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 04—6902 Filed 3—26—04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration

[Docket No. RSPA-04-17375; Notice 1]

Pipeline Safety: Request for Waiver;
GulfTerra Field Services LLC

AGENCY: Research and Special Programs
Administration (RSPA); U.S.
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Notice of intent to consider
waiver request.

SUMMARY: GulfTerra Field Services LLC
(GTFS), requested a waiver of
compliance with the regulatory
requirements at 49 CFR 192.619(a)(2)(ii),
192.503, and 192.505 for certain

offshore pipeline segments of the
deepwater Phoenix Gas Gathering
System (Phoenix). GTFS is requesting a
waiver from the post-construction
hydrotesting requirement for selected
segments of the Phoenix system.

DATES: Persons interested in submitting
written comments on the waiver request
described in this Notice must do so by
April 28, 2004. Late filed comments will
be considered as far as practicable.
ADDRESSES: You may submit written
comments by mailing or delivering an
original and two copies to the Dockets
Facility, U.S. Department of
Transportation (DOT), Room PL—-401,
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20590-0001. The Dockets Facility is
open from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except on Federal
holidays when the facility is closed.
Alternatively, you may submit written
comments to the docket electronically at
the following web address:
http://dms.dot.gov.

All written comments should identify
the docket and notice numbers stated in
the heading of this notice. Anyone who
wants confirmation of mailed comments
must include a self-addressed stamped
postcard. To file written comments
electronically, after logging on to
http://dms.dot.gov, click on “Comment/
Submissions.” You can also read
comments and other material in the
docket. General information about the
Federal pipeline safety program is
available at http://ops.dot.gov.

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:
James Reynolds by telephone at 202—
366—2786, by fax at 202—366—4566, by
mail at DOT, Research and Special
Programs Administration (RSPA) Office
of Pipeline Safety (OPS), 400 7th Street,
SW., Washington, DC 20590, or by e-
mail at james.reynolds@rspa.dot.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

GTFS, a wholly owned subsidiary of
GulfTerra Energy Partners L.P., has
entered into a gas gathering agreement
with Kerr McGee Oil & Gas Corporation
and the Devon Louisiana Corporation to
design, build, own, and operate the
Phoenix Gas Gathering System

(Phoenix). GTFS will transport natural
gas from the Red Hawk Spar, a
deepwater production facility, to the
Pioneer Platform, an existing
downstream pipeline facility.

System Description

The GTFS pipeline will extend 76
miles through Federal waters on the
Gulf of Mexico Outer Continental Shelf
(OCS) and will cross one shipping
channel, known as a “fairway.” The
pipeline will include a subsea ‘wye’ and
a subsea ‘tee’ for future interconnections
to other pipelines. The planned
maximum allowable operating pressure
(MAOP) of this pipeline and the
associated platform facilities is 2,875
pounds per square inch gauge (psig).
The system will normally operate at
pressures up to 2,500 psig.

The Phoenix system will consist of
the following primary components, in
order of occurrence from deep to
shallow water:

1. A steel catenary riser (SCR)
consisting of 16-inch outside diameter
(O0.D.) x 1.00-inch wall thickness (w.t.),
API 5L X65 seamless pipe, on the Red
Hawk Spar at a depth of 5,300 feet. The
SCR will be coated with triple-layer
polypropylene at the touchdown point
and 14 to 16 mils of thin film fusion
bonded epoxy (FBE) and 2 to 3 mils of
rough coat FBE through the midsection.
There will be 23 mils of thin film FBE
in the vortex induced vibration (VIV)
suppression strake section, and a 1-inch
thick sleeve of Splashtron coating in the
pull-tube;

2. A 76-mile pipeline from the Red
Hawk platform to the Vermilion riser
(VR). Beginning at the deepwater end,
approximately 40 miles of pipe will be
18-inch O.D. x 0.791-inch w.t., API 5L
X65 double submerged arch weld
(DSAW) pipe, followed by
approximately 36 miles of 18-inch O.D.
x 750-inch w.t., API 5L, DSAW pipe. All
joints will be coated with 14 to 16 mils
of thin film FBE with an additional 2 to
3 mils of FBE rough coating;

3. An 18-inch diverless, piggable
‘wye’ assembly downstream of the Red
Hawk Spar in Garden Banks to
accommodate future connection(s) to
the pipeline;

4. An 18-inch 0.D. x 16-inch diverless
‘tee’ assembly in Garden Banks to
accommodate future connection(s) to
the pipeline; and

5. Pipeline support facilities located
on the VR 397 “A” platform, including
a pig receiver and related piping and
safety controls. The platform riser will
be 18-inch O.D. x 0.875-inch w.t., API
5L X60 DSAW pipe coated with 14 to
16 mils of thin film FBE. In the wave
(splash zone) area, the riser pipe will be
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