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Act (the 1984 Theft Act). As a means to
prevent the theft of motor vehicles for
their parts, the 1984 Theft Act required
vehicle manufacturers to mark the major
parts of “high-theft” passenger cars and
the major replacement parts for those
cars. The Anti Car Theft Act of 1992
(ACTA) amended the 1984 Theft Act to
extend its provisions to multipurpose
passenger vehicles (MPVs) and light
duty trucks (LDTs).

The 1984 Theft Act, as amended by
ACTA, requires NHTSA to promulgate a
theft prevention standard for the
designation of high-theft vehicle lines.
The specific lines are to be selected by
agreement between the manufacturer
and the agency. If there is a
disagreement of the selection, the
statute states that the agency shall select
such lines and parts, after notice to the
manufacturer and an opportunity for
written comment. NHTSA’s procedures
for selecting high theft vehicle lines are
contained in 49 CFR part 542.

In a final rule published on April 6,
2004, the Federal Motor Vehicle Theft
Prevention Standard was extended to
include all passenger cars and
multipurpose passenger vehicles with a
gross vehicle weight rating of 6,000
pounds or less, regardless of whether
they were likely to be high or low theft,
and to light duty trucks with major parts
that are interchangeable with a majority
of the covered major parts of
multipurpose passenger vehicles. The
final rule became effective September 1,
2006.

NHTSA anticipates that there are
approximately 7 vehicle manufacturers
that could request a theft determination.
All seven are still active in the U.S.
market and could respond on an annual
basis. We anticipate this to remain the
average number of yearly responses that
could be received by the agency.

NHTSA estimates that the average
hours per submittal will be 45, for a
total annual burden of 315. The total
annual burden of 315 remains the same
as the current OMB inventory. NHTSA
estimates that the cost associated with
the burden hours is a $57.06 per hour,
for a total cost of approximately
$18,000.

Affected Public: Motor vehicle
manufacturers.

Estimated Total Annual Burden:
NHTSA estimates that there would be
no additional cost to motor vehicle
manufacturers that would require it to
comply to this regulation.

Christopher J. Bonanti,

Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 2011-12843 Filed 5-24-11; 8:45 am)]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

Reports, Forms, and Recordkeeping
Requirements

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this notice
announces that the Information
Collection Request (ICR) abstracted
regarding the Petitions for Exemption
from the Theft Prevention Standard
below has been forwarded to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and comment. The ICR describes
the nature of the information collections
and their expected burden. The Federal
Register Notice with a 60-day comment
period was published on February 4,
2011 (76 FR 6514). The agency received
no comiments.

DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before June 24, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Send comments, within 30
days, to the Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget, 725 17th
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20503,
Attention NHTSA 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 Departments’ estimate of the burden
of the proposed information collection;
ways to enhance the quality, utility and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and 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.
A comment to OMB is most effective if
OMB receives it within 30 days of
publication.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Carlita Ballard at the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, Office of
International Policy, Fuel Economy and
Consumer Programs (NVS-131), 1200
New Jersey Ave., SE., West Building,
Room W43-439, NVS-131, Washington,
DC 20590. Ms. Ballard’s telephone
number is (202) 366—-0846. Please
identify the relevant collection of
information by referring to its OMB
Control Number.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

Title: Petitions for Exemption from
the Vehicle Theft Prevention Standard
(49 CFR Part 543).

OMB Control Number: 2127-0542.

Type of Request: Request for public
comment on a previously approved
collection of information.

Abstract: Manufacturers of passenger
vehicle lines may petition the agency for
an exemption from Part 541
requirements, if the line is equipped
with an anti-theft device as standard
equipment and meets agency criteria.
Device must be as effective as parts-
marking. 49 U.S.C. Chapter 331 requires
the Secretary of Transportation to
promulgate a theft prevention standard
to provide for the identification of
certain motor vehicles and their major
replacement parts to impede motor
vehicle theft. 49 U.S.C. 33106 provides
for an exemption to this identification
process by petitions from manufacturers
who equip covered vehicles with
standard original equipment antitheft
devices, which the Secretary determines
are likely to be as effective in reducing
or deterring theft as parts-marking.
NHTSA may exempt a vehicle line from
the parts marking requirement, if the
manufacturer installs an antitheft device
as standard equipment on the entire
vehicle line for which it seeks an
exemption and NHTSA determines that
the antitheft device is likely to be as
effective in reducing and deterring
motor vehicle theft as compliance with
the parts-marking requirements. In
accordance with 49 U.S.C. 33106, after
model year (MY) 2000, the number of
new exemptions is contingent on a
finding by the Attorney General as part
of its long-range review of effectiveness.
After consulting with DOJ, the agency
decided it could continue granting one
exemption per model year pending the
results of the long-term review.

In a final rule published on April 6,
2004, the Federal Motor Vehicle Theft
Prevention Standard was extended to
include all passenger cars and
multipurpose passenger vehicles with a
gross vehicle rating of 6,000 pounds or
less, and to light duty trucks with major
parts that are interchangeable with a
majority of the covered major parts of
multipurpose passenger vehicles.
Consistent with this DOJ consultation,
the April 6, 2004 final rule amended the
general requirements of Section 543.5 of
Chapter 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, allowing a manufacturer to
petition NHTSA to grant an exemption
for one additional line of its passenger
motor vehicles from the requirements of
the theft prevention standard for each
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model year after MY 1996. The final
rule became effective September 1,
2006.

Prior to September 1, 2006,
manufacturers were only allowed to
petition NHTSA for high-theft vehicles
lines. In its April 6, 2004 final rule, the
agency amended part 543 to allow
vehicle manufacturers to file petitions to
exempt all vehicle lines that would
become subject to parts-marking
requirements beginning with the
effective date of the final rule. As a
result of this amendment, vehicle
manufacturers are allowed to file
petitions to exempt all vehicle lines that
would become subject to the parts-
marking requirements regardless of their
theft status (high or low).

There are approximately 27 vehicle
manufacturers that could request an
exemption (one exemption per
manufacturer per model year), although
23 petitions for exemption from the
parts-marking requirements were
received by the agency for MYs 2011—
2013. This is an average of
approximately 8 responses per year.
NHTSA anticipates that this will remain
the average number of yearly responses
that will be received by the agency.

NHTSA estimates that the average
hours per submittal will be 226, for a
total annual burden of 1,808. This is a
decrease from the previous OMB
inventory of 3,164 hours. NHTSA
estimates that the cost associated with
the burden hours is $36.62 per hour, for
a total cost of approximately $66,209.

Affected Public: Motor vehicle
manufacturers.

Estimated Total Annual Burden:
NHTSA estimates that the vehicle
manufacturers will incur a total annual
reporting hour and cost burden of 1,808
hours and $66,209. There would be no
additional cost to motor vehicle
manufacturers that would require it to
comply to this regulation.

Issued on: May 19, 2011.

Christopher J. Bonanti,

Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 201112842 Filed 5-24-11; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-59-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[Docket No. NHTSA-2011-0055; Notice 1]

Receipt of Petition for Decision That
Nonconforming 2007-2011 Suzuki
GSX1300R Motorcycles Are Eligible for
Importation

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of receipt of petition for
decision that nonconforming 2007-2011
Suzuki GSX1300R Motorcycles are
eligible for importation.

SUMMARY: This document announces
receipt by the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA) of a
petition for a decision that 2007-2011
Suzuki GSX1300R Motorcycles that
were not originally manufactured to
comply with all applicable Federal
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards
(FMVSS) are eligible for importation
into the United States because (1) they
are substantially similar to vehicles that
were originally manufactured for 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.

DATE: The closing date for comments on
the petition is June 23, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to
the docket and notice numbers above
and be submitted by any of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
online instructions for submitting
comments.

e Mail: Docket Management Facility:
U.S. Department of Transportation, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
Washington, DC 20590-0001.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: West
Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140,
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE., between
9 am. and 5 p.m. ET, Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

e Fax:202—493-2251.

Instructions: Comments must be
written in the English language, and be
no greater than 15 pages in length,
although there is no limit to the length
of necessary attachments to the
comments. If comments are submitted
in hard copy form, please ensure that
two copies are provided. If you wish to
receive confirmation that your
comments were received, please enclose
a stamped, self-addressed postcard with
the comments. Note that all comments
received will be posted without change
to http://www.regulations.gov, including
any personal information provided.
Please see the Privacy Act heading
below.

Privacy Act: 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 (65 FR
19477-78).

How to Read Comments submitted to
the Docket: You may read the comments
received by Docket Management at the
address and times given above. You may
also view the documents from the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.
Follow the online instructions for
accessing the dockets. The docket ID
number and title of this notice are
shown at the heading of this document
notice. Please note that even after the
comment closing date, we will continue
to file relevant information in the
Docket as it becomes available. Further,
some people may submit late comments.
Accordingly, we recommend that you
periodically search the Docket for new
material.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Coleman Sachs, Office of Vehicle Safety
Compliance, NHTSA (202-366-3151).

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 FMVSS 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 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 FMVSS.

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.

US SPEGCS, LLC (“US SPECS”), of
Havre de Grace, Maryland (Registered
Importer 03—321) has petitioned NHTSA
to decide whether non-U.S. certified
2007-2011 Suzuki GSX1300R
motorcycles are eligible for importation
into the United States. The vehicles that
US SPECS believes are substantially
similar are 2007-2011 Suzuki
GSX1300R motorcycles that were
manufactured for sale in the United
States and certified by their


http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov

		Superintendent of Documents
	2023-04-30T21:16:39-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




