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Bacon, Nick Huffman, Charles Pryor, Ronald 
Barnes, Jesse Johnson, Daniel Savely, Danny 
Cannon, Lawrence Jurgens, Merlyn Schneider, Clifford 
Chase, Michael Martinez, Michael Slingerland, Gerrit 
Cloose, James Maxwell, Brian Smallwood, Jody 
Collins, Kurt McHugh, Jeanne Tharp, Dustin 
Davis, John Montiel, Sr., Norbert Warren, Lynn 
Doucette, Joshua Murray, Kevin Watson, Larry 
Giffin, Richard Myron, James Whitson, Christopher 
Gifford, Delbert Newman, Gordon Wilbur, Richard 
Guenther, Christopher Parks, Sr., Benjamin Williams, Eddie 
Harrison, Troy Peters, Ronald 
Henson, Leon Pitner, Edward 

Five applicants do not have 3 years 
recent experience driving a CMV with 
the vision deficiency:
Camara, Mamadou 
Little, Edward 
Prentice, Nugent 
Raatz, Richard 
Randkin, David

The following 8 applicants do not 
qualify because they were charged with 
moving violation(s) in conjunction with 
CMV accident(s), which is a 
disqualifying offense under the 
exemption criteria:
Burke, Thomas 
Davis, Sr., Eric 
Margison, Samson 
Milner, Robert 
Mohr, James 
Peters, Nathaniel 
Potter, Douglas 
Robinson, Bill

The following 4 applicants had more 
than two CMV moving violations during 
a 3-year period or while the applications 
were pending. Each applicant is only 
allowed two moving citations:
Hahn, George 
McCone, Steve 
Menken, David 
Pasillas, Victor

The following 8 applicants’ licenses 
were suspended during the 3-year 
period because of a moving violation. 
Applicants do not qualify for an 
exemption with a suspension during the 
3-year period:
Cuddy, Randy 
Eyre, Duane 
Leffler, Terry 
Melssen, Jeffrey 
Phillips, Howard 
Rosales, Guillermo 
Shrewsbury, William 
Williams, Jack

One applicant, Mr. Roger Keef, had 
two serious commercial motor vehicle 
violations within the 3-year period. 
Each applicant is allowed a total of two 
moving citations, of which only one can 
be serious. 

One applicant, Mr. Thomas Jefferson, 
does not have verifiable proof of 

commercial driving experience during a 
3-year period under normal highway 
operating conditions that would serve as 
an adequate predictor of future safety 
performance. 

The following 9 applicants were 
involved in CMV accidents in which 
they contributed to the accident:
Benitez, Randy 
Johnson, James 
McFall, Norma 
Rawson, Merlyn 
Sanchez, Luis 
Thompson, John R. 
Turpaud, Robert 
Wilson, Calvin 
Yocum, Paul

One applicant, Mr. Limmie Sweet, 
does not hold a license which allows 
operation of a CMV over 10,000 pounds 
gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) for 
all or part of the 3-year period. 

One applicant, Mr. James Peterson, 
was denied for multiple reasons. 

Finally, two applicants, James 
Baldwin, Sr. and Robert Holecek, were 
denied because their vision had not 
been stable within the three-year period.

Issued on: April 22, 2003. 
Pamela M. Pelcovits, 
Acting Associate Administrator for Policy and 
Program Development.
[FR Doc. 03–10449 Filed 4–28–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–EX–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration 

Petitions for Waivers of Compliance 

In accordance with Title 49 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) section 
211.41, and 49 U.S.C. 20103, notice is 
hereby given that the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) has received a 
request for waiver of compliance with 
certain requirements of the Federal 
railroad safety regulations. The 
individual petition is described below, 
including the party seeking relief, the 
regulatory provisions involved, and the 
nature of the relief being sought. 

Sacramento Regional Transit District 
FRA Waiver Petition No. FRA–2003–
14565 

Sacramento Regional Transit District 
(SRTD) located in Sacramento, 
California, seeks a permanent waiver of 
compliance from Title 49 of the CFR for 
operation of a light rail line at a ‘‘limited 
connection’’ with the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company (UP). See Statement 
of Agency Policy Concerning 
Jurisdiction Over the Safety of Railroad 
Passenger Operations and Waivers 
Related to Shared Use of the Tracks of 
the General Railroad System by Light 
Rail and Conventional Equipment, 65 
FR 42529 (July 10, 2000); see also Joint 
Statement of Agency Policy Concerning 
Shared Use of the Tracks of the General 
Railroad System by Conventional 
Railroads and Light Rail Transit 
Systems, 65 FR 42626 (July 10, 2000). 

In this regard, SRTD’s ‘‘F’’ line is in 
a common corridor with the UP and 
there are nine (9) shared highway-rail 
grade crossings. Due to an extension of 
the ‘‘F’’ line, an additional nine (9) 
shared highway-rail grade crossings are 
anticipated. In addition, SRTD plans to 
construct a new 6.3 mile long light rail 
system also in a common corridor with 
the UP. SRTD anticipates there will be 
twelve (12) shared highway-rail grade 
crossings with UP on this new line. 
There has not been, nor is it anticipated 
that there will be, any shared use of 
track with the general system of railroad 
transportation on the aforementioned. 

Based on the foregoing, SRTD seeks a 
permanent waiver of compliance from 
certain CFR parts of Title 49, 
specifically: part 229, Railroad 
Locomotive Safety Standards; and part 
234, Grade Crossing Signal System 
Safety. 

Since FRA has not yet completed its 
investigation of SRTD’s petition, the 
agency takes no position at this time on 
the merits of SRTD’s stated 
justifications. As part of FRA’s review of 
the petition, the Federal Transit 
Administration will appoint a 
representative to advise FRA’s Safety 
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Board, and that person will participate 
in the board’s consideration of SRTD’s 
waiver petition. 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proceeding by 
submitting written views, data, or 
comments. FRA does not anticipate 
scheduling a public hearing in 
connection with the request for a waiver 
of certain regulatory provisions. If any 
interested party desires an opportunity 
for oral comment, he or she should 
notify FRA, in writing, before the end of 
the comment period and specify the 
basis for his or her request. All 
communications concerning these 
proceedings should identify the 
appropriate docket number (Docket 
Number FRA 2003–14565) and must be 
submitted to the DOT Docket 
Management Facility, Room PL–401 
(Plaza level), 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590. All documents 
in the public docket, including SRTD’s 
detailed waiver request, are also 
available for inspection and copying on 
the Internet at the docket facility’s Web 
site at http://dms.dot.gov. 
Communications received within 30 
days of the date of this notice will be 
considered by FRA before final action is 
taken. Comments received after that 
date will be considered as far as 
practicable. All written communications 
concerning this proceeding are available 
for examination during regular business 
hours (9 a.m.–5 p.m.) at the above 
facility.

Issued in Washington, DC on April 22, 
2003. 
Grady C. Cothen, Jr., 
Deputy Associate Administrator for Safety 
Standards and Program Development.
[FR Doc. 03–10448 Filed 4–28–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[U.S. DOT Docket Number NHTSA–2003–
14375] 

Reports, Forms, and Record Keeping 
Requirements

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA), 
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: 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 proposed information 
collections, including extensions and 
reinstatements of previously approved 
collections. This document describes 
one collection of information for which 
NHTSA intends to seek OMB approval.
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 30, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Comments must refer to the 
docket 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. Please identify 
the proposed collection of information 
for which a comment is provided, by 
referencing its OMB clearance number. 
It is requested, but not required that two 
(2) copies of the comment be provided. 
The Docket Section is open on 
weekdays from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marvin M. Levy, Ph.D., NHTSA 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Room 5119, NTI–
131 Washington, DC 20590. Dr. Levy’s 
telephone number is (202) 366–5597.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 
before a Federal agency submits a 
proposed collection of information to 
OMB for approval, it must first publish 
a document in the Federal Register 
providing for a 60-day comment period 
and otherwise consult 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: 

(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 methods and 
assumptions used; 

(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. 

In response to these requirements, 
NHTSA asks for public comment on the 

following proposed collection of 
information: 

Title: Characteristics of Motorcycle 
Operators. 

OMB Clearance Number: None. 
Affected Public: Under this proposed 

collection, personal interviews will be 
administered to motorcycle operators 
from the general public. The survey will 
be administered by face-to-face 
interviews conducted at sponsored 
events, races, and recognized 
motorcyclist gathering sites throughout 
the United States. In addition, survey 
data also will be collected at smaller 
and more localized events such as 
motorcycle club meetings and popular 
riding locations. States currently being 
considered for inclusion are California, 
Maryland, Michigan, New York, Texas, 
Virginia, and Florida. 

Form Number: This collection of 
information uses no standard forms. 

Abstract: The National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) 
has a central role in the national effort 
to reduce motor vehicle-related traffic 
injuries and deaths. U.S. motorcycle-
related deaths dropped consistently 
from 1980 to 1997, but over the past few 
years this downward trend reversed and 
injuries and deaths are increasing. The 
number of fatalities among motorcycle 
operators rose from 2,116 in 1997 to 
3,181 in 2001. Data from NHTSA’s 
National Center for Statistics and 
Analysis indicate that this increase is 
associated with older riders, use of 
larger motorcycles, and frequent use of 
alcohol, especially among older riders. 

NHTSA is committed to developing 
effective programs that can reduce the 
incidence of these crashes. Recently, 
NHTSA jointly sponsored an effort to 
assess future needs regarding 
motorcycle safety. Recommendations 
from the National Agenda for 
Motorcycle Safety (National Agenda) 
indicated that additional research is 
needed to determine rider 
characteristics and factors leading to 
motorcycle crashes. This study supports 
the National Agenda and future efforts 
to reduce motorcycle injuries and 
deaths by providing updated 
information about rider operator 
characteristics, attitudes, and behaviors. 
Of particular interest will be 
comparisons of the training, experience, 
attitudes, and behaviors of those 
operators who have been involved in 
crashes versus those who have not.

Preliminary work was conducted to 
explore the possibility of obtaining a 
random sample of motorcycle operators 
using computer-assisted telephone 
interviewing technology. Unfortunately, 
only two percent of the U.S. population 
aged 16 and older ride a motorcycle; 
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