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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Maritime Administration 

[Public Notice 4198] 

Secretary of State’s Advisory 
Committee on Private International 
Law: Study Group on International 
Transport Law: Meeting Notice 

There will be a public meeting of a 
Study Group of the Secretary of State’s 
Advisory Committee on Private 
International Law on Friday, December 
13, 2002, to consider the draft 
instrument on the International 
Transport Law, under negotiation at the 
United Nations Commission on 
International Trade Law (UNCITRAL). 
The meeting will be held from 1 p.m. to 
5 p.m. in the offices of Holland & 
Knight, Suite 100, 2099 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC. 

The purpose of the Study Group 
meeting is to assist the Departments of 
State and Transportation in preparing 
for the next session of the UNCITRAL 
Working Group on this draft instrument, 
to be held in New York from March 24 
to April 4, 2003. 

The draft text and the report of prior 
meetings of the UNCITRAL Working 
Group on this subject constitute the 
basic working documents of the 
UNCITRAL Working Group. These 
documents are available on 
UNCITRAL’s web site, http://
www.uncitral.org. (The documents are 
listed under Working Group III 
(Transportation).) 

The Study Group meeting is open to 
the public up to the capacity of the 
meeting room. Persons who wish to 
have their views considered are 
encouraged to submit written comments 
in advance of the meeting. Comments 
should refer to Docket number 
MARAD–2001–11135. Written 
comments may be submitted to the 
Docket Clerk, U.S. DOT Dockets, Room 
PL–401, Department of Transportation, 
400 7th Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20490–0001. You may also send 
comments electronically via the internet 
at http://dmses.dot.gov/submit/. All 
comments will become part of this 
docket and will be available for 
inspection and copying at the above 
address between 10 a.m. and 5 p.m., 
EST, Monday through Friday, except 
federal holidays. An electronic version 
of all documents entered into this 
docket is available on the internet at 
http//dms.dot.gov. 

For further information, you may 
contact Mary Helen Carlson at 202–776–

8420, or by e-mail at 
carlsonmh@ms.state.gov.

Mary Helen Carlson, 
Deputy Assistant Legal Adviser for Private 
International Law, Department of State. 
Edmund T. Sommer, Jr., 
Chief, Division of General Law, International 
Law and Litigation, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Maritime Administration, 
Department of Transportation.
[FR Doc. 02–30767 Filed 12–3–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710–08–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Office of the Secretary 

Aviation Proceedings, Agreements 
Filed During the Week Ending 
November 22, 2002 

The following Agreements were filed 
with the Department of Transportation 
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 
Sections 412 and 414. Answers may be 
filed within 21 days after the filing of 
the application. 

Docket Number: OST–2002–13866. 
Date Filed: November 18, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PSC/Reso/116 dated 

November 11, 2002, Expedited 
Resolutions r1–r14, Intended effective 
date: expedited 2 January 2003.

Docket Number: OST–2002–13873. 
Date Filed: November 19, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PTC31 N&C/CIRC 0221 dated 

15 November 2002, TC31 North and 
Central Pacific Areawide Expedited 
Resolution r1, PTC31 N&C/CIRC 0223 
dated 15 November 2002, TC3–Central 
America, South America Expedited 
Resolutions r2–r6, Intended effective 
date: 1 January 2003.

Docket Number: OST–2002–13874. 
Date Filed: November 19, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PTC31 N&C/CIRC 0222 dated 

15 November 2002, TC3 (except Japan)-
North America, Caribbean Expedited 
Resolutions r1–r10 (except between 
Malaysia and USA), Intended effective 
date: 1 January 2003.

Docket Number: OST–2002–13919. 
Date Filed: November 22, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PTC COMP 0980 dated 22 

November 2002, Mail Vote 253—
Resolution 010j, TC3/TC23 Special 
Passenger Amending Resolution from 
Papua New Guinea, Intended effective 
date: 1 December 2002.

Docket Number: OST–2002–13920. 
Date Filed: November 22, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PTC2 EUR 0484 dated 8 

November 2002 r1–r32, PTC2 EUR 0485 
dated 8 November 2002 r33–r39, PTC2 
EUR 0487 dated 15 November 2002 r40–
r50, Minutes—PTC2 EUR 0488 dated 15 
November 2002, Tables—PTC2 EUR 
Fares 0070 dated 8 November 2002, 
Intended effective dates: 1 March, 1 
April, 2 April 2003.

Docket Number: OST–2002–13921. 
Date Filed: November 22, 2002. 
Parties: Members of the International 

Air Transport Association. 
Subject: PTC COMP 0978 dated 22 

November 2002, Mail Vote 252—
Resolution 010i, TC3/TC23 Special 
Passenger Amending Resolution from 
Korea (Dem. Rep. of) r1, Intended 
effective date: 1 December 2002.

Dorothy Y. Beard, 
Federal Register Liaison.
[FR Doc. 02–30736 Filed 12–3–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–62–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA) 

Denial of Motor Vehicle Defect Petition

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), 
Department of Transportation.
ACTION: Denial of petition to upgrade 
and expand the scope of a defect 
investigation. 

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
reasons for the denial of a petition 
submitted by Mr. Clarence Ditlow, dated 
July 22, 2002, to NHTSA under 49 
U.S.C. § 30162, which requested an 
ongoing investigation (SQ01–014) be 
upgrade to an Engineering Analysis to 
determine whether a safety defect trend 
exists in Model Year (MY) 1992–2001 
Ford Crown Victoria, Mercury Grand 
Marquis, and Lincoln Town Car 
vehicles. The petition also requested 
that the scope of the investigation be 
broadened to include all subject vehicle 
fuel-fed crashes regardless of the 
direction of the impact and to include 
vehicle-to-object impacts. After 
reviewing 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 
denies the petition.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Frank Borris, Safety Defects Engineer,
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Vehicle Integrity Division, Office of 
Defects Investigation, NHTSA, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590. Telephone (202) 366–5202.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a letter 
dated July 20, 2000, Clarence M. Ditlow, 
Executive Director of the Center for 
Auto Safety in Washington, DC, 
petitioned NHTSA to expand a then-
pending investigation (SQ01–014) 
involving post-rear crash fires in certain 
Model Year (MY) 1992–2001 Ford 
Crown Victoria, Lincoln Town Car, and 
Mercury Grand Marquis vehicles. These 
are known as Panther Platform vehicles. 
The Office of Defects Investigation (ODI) 
opened a Service Query (SQ01–014) 
after reviewing a Technical Service 
Bulletin (TSB) (Ford Article 01–21–14) 
issued by Ford Motor Company (Ford). 
The TSB provides information and 
suggests modifications aimed at 
reducing the potential for post-rear 
crash fuel tank punctures in Ford’s 
Panther Platform vehicles produced 
during MY 1992–2001. 

Prior to the publication of the TSB, 
ODI received three letters from law 
enforcement organizations expressing 
concern or requesting an investigation 
into the potential for fuel leaks in 
Crown Victoria Police Interceptor 
(CVPI) vehicles following rear impact 
crashes. ODI requested additional 
information from one correspondent 
(National Troopers Coalition) and 
received summaries of 17 incidents 
alleging post-rear crash fires (PRCF) in 
CVPI vehicles from calendar year (CY) 
1983 to 2001. The summaries included 
allegations of 11 deaths, of which 4 
occurred during CY 2001. All the target 
vehicles involved were CVPIs, and 14 
were within the scope of the TSB. It 
stands to reason that the majority of 
PRCF’s would occur within the law 
enforcement population of Panther 
vehicles due to their use on highways 
where high-energy collisions are most 
likely to occur. Law enforcement 
officers routinely pull motorists to the 
shoulder area, exposing their vehicles to 
a greater risk of rear impact. 

A search of ODI’s consumer 
complaint database revealed one 
incident involving a MY 2000 CVPI that 
burst into flames following a high-
energy rear impact. Fortunately, the 
officer escaped with relatively minor 
injuries. 

Based on information available at the 
time of opening SQ01–014 indicating 
that each of the post-crash fires resulted 
from rear impacts, ODI limited the 
scope of its investigation to crashes 
where the initial impact point was 
between the 5 o’clock and 7 o’clock 
positions (with 12 o’clock representing 

the center of the front bumper). NHTSA 
requested information from Ford on all 
post-rear crash incidents resulting in 
fuel loss or fire in Panther Platform 
vehicles. A similar information request 
was sent to General Motors with respect 
to MY 1986–1996 Chevrolet B-Body 
(Caprice and Impala models) vehicles. 
The B-Body vehicles represent the 
closest comparative vehicle to the 
subject vehicles, since they have similar 
weight and dimensions, utilize a rear-
mounted fuel tank, and were also used 
by law enforcement agencies. 

ODI closed its investigation October 3, 
2002, determining that further 
investigation would be unlikely to 
produce sufficient evidence to 
demonstrate the existence of a safety-
related defect in the subject vehicles. To 
address assertions made by the 
petitioner and determine whether to 
grant the petition, ODI analyzed 
information produced during SQ01–014 
and real-world crash data in NHTSA’s 
Fatality Analysis Reporting System 
(FARS). 

Analysis 
To ascertain whether the Panther 

Platform vehicles have an elevated risk 
of fire following crashes (including 
high-energy crashes) compared to other 
sedans, ODI conducted searches of the 
FARS database for information on all 
MY 1992–2001 Panther vehicles and all 
other sedans (AOS) for fatal crashes 
involving fire. These searches included 
all impact locations and were executed 
both including police vehicles and 
excluding police vehicles. The risk of 
fire is expressed as a ratio of fires in 
fatal vehicles per total fatal vehicles. For 
the Ford Panther compared to AOS, 
with police vehicles included, the risk 
is identical at 0.033. Excluding police 
vehicles yields a ratio of 0.029 for the 
Ford Panther versus 0.033 for AOS. 
These results indicate that the subject 
vehicles are not over-represented with 
respect to the risk of fire in real-world 
high-energy crashes. 

A further discussion of issues related 
to post-crash fires in Panther Platform 
vehicles is set out in the closing report 
for SQ01–014, which has been placed in 
the docket for this petition. It can be 
viewed at http://www.nhtsa.dot.gov/
current/crownvic/index.htm. 

Conclusion 
According to the analysis of FARS 

data, the subject vehicles are not over-
represented with respect to the risk of 
fire following a high-energy crash in all 
impact directions as alleged in the 
petition. In fact, the data show that the 
civilian population of Panther vehicles 
has an overall lower risk of post-crash 

fires than AOS when all impact points 
are considered. 

After reviewing the petition and its 
supporting materials, as well as 
information furnished by Ford and GM, 
and information within the agency’s 
possession from previous investigations 
and other related actions, NHTSA has 
concluded that further investigation 
concerning post-crash fires in the 
subject vehicles is not likely to lead to 
a decision that the vehicles contain a 
safety defect. 

For the foregoing reasons, further 
expenditure of the agency’s 
investigative resources on the allegation 
in the petition does not appear to be 
warranted. Therefore, the petition is 
denied.

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

Kenneth N. Weinstein, 
Associate Administrator for Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 02–30735 Filed 12–3–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–59–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. NHTSA–2002–13955; Notice 1] 

Columbia Body Manufacturing Co.; 
Application for Temporary Exemption 
From Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 224 

We are asking for comments on the 
application by Columbia Body 
Manufacturing Co. (‘‘Columbia’’) of 
Clackamas, Oregon, for an exemption of 
three years from Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 224, Rear Impact 
Protection. Columbia asserts that 
compliance would cause substantial 
economic hardship to a manufacturer 
that has tried in good faith to comply 
with the standard. 

We are publishing this notice of 
receipt of the application in accordance 
with our regulations on the subject. This 
action does not mean that we have made 
a judgment yet about the merits of the 
application. 

Columbia’s Need for an Exemption 

Columbia manufactures and sells a 
dump body type of trailer (the ‘‘trailer’’) 
which means that the body’s front end 
must be lifted in order to discharge the 
load out of the back. The load is asphalt, 
used in road construction. This design 
of trailer generally has an overhang at 
the rear for funneling asphalt material 
into a paving machine; consequently, it 
needs 16 to 18 inches of unobstructed 
clearance behind its rear wheels to hook 
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