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or 1o further
Trght Cshon g2zt Temes that are net

2ched, havirg gaps exceeding a cerizin
mcasurement between the beesrirg shadt

nd Falcser andler omward <est
fzmies wes'd be regurored to be repeired
by remforziag the sest frames pricrio
further Night. The aclions would be
required toba accomplished in
recordanee with the service bulletin
described previously.

Modificstion Kit No. 303-307, which
entails repair by welding and/er
rexnforcing the seat Fames, was
installed dunng production on Besch

fcdel 400A airplanes equipped with
Tosinglon cabin seat frames having
serial pumbers 5506 and subseguent.
Tte appliczbality of this proposed AD
would exclude those modified
airplanes, sinca they are not subject to
tbe unsafe condition addressed by this
AD.
There are approximately 41 Beech
Model $00A zirplanes of the affected
design in the worldwida fleet. The FAA
estimates that 29 airplanes of U.5.
registry would be effected by this
pronosed AD, that it would tzke
approsumately 1 work hour per eirplane
to accomphsh the proposed inspeclions,
#nd thet the average labor rate is §55 per
work hour. Baszd on these figures, the
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" {otal cost impact of the proposed AD on

U.S. operators is estimated to be §1,585,
cr $55 per airplane. This total cost .
figure assumes that no operator has yet |
accomplished the proposed .
requirements of this AD action. -

- The regulations proposed herein
would net have sugstanﬁal direct effects

on the Stales, cn the relationship
betwe=a thanetional government and
a2 Stsies, eron tha distnibution of

st enl)

zct on s contained inthe Ru

A copy of it may bz obtained by

ccnizct.rg the Rules Dochet at Lhe

lacetica provided under the caplon

ADDRESSES,

List of Stbjects in 14 CFR Part 39
A.Ttransportation, Awrcrad, Avizion

sz"e'y, Szlety.

Tke Proposed Amendment

Accerd.ngly. pursuant (o the
authonty delegated 10 me by the
Administrator, tha Federal Aviation
Administration proposes fo amend 14
CFR part 39 of the Federa] Aviotion
Regulstions as follaws:

FPART 39--AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authonty citation for part 39
centinues to read as follows:

Authonity. 4% U S C. App. 1354(a}, 1421
and 1423: 49 US C 106(e): and 14 CFR
11 89,

§39.13 [Amended] .
2. Seclion 39.13 is emended by
adding the following new sirworthiness
directive: ;
Beech Aircrafl Corporation: Doclet 93-NM-
145-AD. )

Applicobility; Beech Model 400A
arrplenes, serial numbers RK-1 through RK-
40 ixchisn e, and RK~45; cquapped with
Tosington Cabin Seat Frames, senel pumbers
prior {0 5606, on w hich Modification Kit -
Number 303-307 bes not been Installed;
certificeted 10 2oy category. .

Camnphance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously. | °

To prevent seperation of the cabin seat
Eemes Fom their beses during 2n emergency
Jznding, sccomplish the following:

{a) Withun 200 bours tume-in-service sfier
the eflecve date of this AD, perform a visuzl
inspection to detect fatgue-relzted crecking
esrend.zg redazlly outw erd fom the
Loshungs welded 1oto the cabin seet Fzmes,
11 sceomderce with Tesing'on Enlerprists,
LNetia 001, da'ed July 19933, if

i smor o famtber ek,

w 8 Tos mglon Enfemprises, Tac, Soate
dred)Lly 127
2 5032 ~chergesio

ST
TR A o -]
||-| -

Y
FLIIUTZLNI2 A

used if approved by the Merzger, Wich.ta
Are-zft Cerlificetion Ofce (ACO) FAAL
Sl Airplene Directoete Cperators skell
suhmit thesr roguests through n appropnz'e
FAA Pr.ncipel Mainenz-ce "aspecior, who
ey edd coniments ar 3 then send 't lothe
Wamzger, Wichita ACO,

Note Inforrzlion concem.rg the existence
of epproved altesnstive rmethods of
cempliarce with this AD, o 2ny, ey be
obtomned Fom the Wich.ta ACO.

{¢) Speciel fHght pernils mzy be issued 'a
accardence with FAR 21197 and 21 188 40
optra'e the errplare fo 2 Joce'ion whee the
reqairements of ibis ADcanta
sccomplished.

Issued in Renton, Washirglon, cn
Novesber 2, 1993,

Darrell M. Peder<on,

Acting Moneger, Transps- Alrplene
Direcicrete, Alrcrofi Certiffcetion Sen ice,
{FR Doc. 93-27374 Filed 11-5-93; 8.45 zm}

EILLING CODE €¢R19=13

Research and Special Programs -
Administration

49 CFR Parts 172, 174, 175, 176, and
177
[Cocket No. HH-217; Hotise No, 83-21]

RIN 2157-AC47 \

Lzbeling Requirements for Poisoncus
Materlals .

AGENCY: Research and Special Progrems
Administretion {(RSPA), DOT. _

LETION: Advance notics of propesed
rulemeking (ANPRM), © ' .

SUKMARY: RSPA is considering changes
1o certain labeling provisions of the |
Hazardous Materials Regulations (HIWR)
10 require 1he use of a POISON label on
packagings containing materials meeling .
the toxicity critena for poisonous
materizls in Dvizion 6.1, Pecking Group
1lI. These materals presently are -
required to bear 8 KEEP AWAY FROM
FOOD lzbel. The purpose of this notics

15 to solicit public comments on this
issua,
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Seventh Street, SW., Waskington, DC
20390-0001 Pubhic dockets may ke
revievied betvieen the hours of 8.322a 1,
and 5 p m, Monday through Friday
except Federz] holidays,

FOR FURTHER IWFCRMATCH CONTACT: Beh
Richzrd, Assistent Internaiional
Siandards Cocrdinator, {elephone {202)
3E5--05858, or Beth Romo, Qlffice of
Hazardous Mzlerials Standsrds,

Special Programs Adminisiration, U.S.
Depariment ¢f Trensporiation,

Vashington, DC 26550-0001.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFOPKATION: RSPA is
conisidering revisions to the Isbeling
requirements for Division 6.1 Packing
Group Il mzlenals, A petition for
rulemeking from the Conference on the
Safe Transportation of Hazardous
Articles Inc. (COSTHA) requested that
RSPA issua en ANPRM addressing
changes 1o Division 6.1 Packing Group
Iil labeling requirements consisiert with
2n amendment to the United Nations
Recommendations on the Transport of
Dangerous Goods.

I. Background,

On December 21, 1990, RSPA issued
& final rule under Docket HM-181
which substantially ravised the HMR
consistent with the UN
Recemmendations. The sixth objective
of that rulemaking was to karmaonize the
HMR with the international
requirements for the transportation of
dangerous goods, 25 provided in the
International Marityme Organimtion

Goods (IMDG) Code and the
International Civil Aviaticn
Organization {ICAQ) Tecknicsl
Instructions on the Safe Transport of
Dangerous Goeds by Air. These lwo
codes, which govern mest of the
hazardous materials shipments
imporied o, or exporied from, the
United States, are based on the UN
Pecommendauens

The seventeanth g2szan el the United

Nevors Commrties

1ihee.gmiarevieed ed o
Fecomrrendalens ise

-

raterizl which peses a
Group 1) or medium [Paching G
canger. This lebel, wh
25 Lhe POISON lebel, is descnbed in 49
CFR 172,430 Forcny matenal with a
miner toxicity danger (Peching Greup
L1, a label incerparatin
with an “X" thrangh it is prescnbed.
This Yabel, which is referred to 25 the
id(EEP g‘-&lAY FROM FOOD label, is
612 Ay ne escT in§172431 Basedona
telephone (202) 3864483, Research a~d decision of the seventeenth session of
- the UN Commitice of Experts, the KEEP
AWAY FROM FOOD label was revoked
and will not be included in the eighth
revised ediion of the UN
Recommendations. Instead, packagings
containing Division 6.1 Packing Grou
Il materials will be required to bear the
POISON label. In addition, in a separate
decision, the UN Comm:tice of
agreed that a subsidiary POISON lzbel s
required on packagings containing a
material with a subsidiary hazard of
Duvision 6.1 Packing Grovp lifa
material is descnibed using a ganenc
“n 0 s." (not otherwise specified)
1ng description.
PA fizst solicited public comment
on the substitution of the POISON label
for the KEEP AWAY FROM FOOD label
on September 2, 1992, in Notics 92-8;
Internabional Standards on the
Transporl of Dangerous Goods;
sits {57 FR 40247), This
notice was issued to assist
the United States positien at Lhe
sevenieenth session of the UN
Commitiee of Experts held on December
7=18, 1692, 1n Gezmeva, Switzerland. The
{IMO) Internationa] Maritime Dangerous prima:y concem g‘xpressed in the
Request for Comments was that the
KFEP AWAY FROM FOOD label and
the text which may be placed on the
label are misleading, The label
inaccurately impKtes that matenals
mesling Division 6 1 Packing Group 01
tovicity critena pose a risk only of food
con'arunation, and tha lshel doss ret
corrmunicate cther hazards such as
land irhzlation efecis In

ichisreferred o

in developing
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AWAY FROM FCOD lebed, iting the
negelive percepuon and operaticnal
constraints placed on packages beening
tre POISON lcbel or placard. HMAC
end CSMA suggested 2doption of a more
8pproprizte piciogram la distinguish
Division 6 1 Packing Group @i matesials
from these Division 8.1 Packing Group
Tand I materials posing a greater
danger. -

£l

iI. Request for Comments

H the HMR are amended 1o remone
the KEEP AWAY FROM FOOD label, a
POISON label would be required on
packegings containing Division 5.1
Paching Group H rmaterials. In addition,
a subsidiary POISON label would be
required on packages containing
materials having & subsidizry hazasd of
Division 8,1, Packing Group II when
these matenals ere transported onder an
n o s, shipping description. Censistent
w1th these changes, bulk packagings
contaning Divisicn 6.1 Packing Group
111 materials thst are required to be
placarded would be required to bezr the
POISON placerd.

If such a change is adopted, RSPA
does not conlemplate more savere
operational requirements on Division
6 1 Packing Group IR msterials.
Therefore, amendments to certain meodal
requirements would be necessary; for
example, §§ 174.650, 175.630, 176.600
and 177.641 contain differing
operaiional requirements for packages
bearing 2 POISON lzbel or a KEEP

AWAY FROM FOOD labzl The current
requirements for packages bearing a
FPOISON label would ba revised to refer
o poisonous materiels in Division 6.1
Packirg Group I ang Packing Group 1.
Simlerly, requirements for peckages
currently fabsled XEEP AWAY FROM
FOOD would apply to Division 6.1
Packing Group Il materials.

REPA recognizes that the us2 of the
FOISON labsl for Division 6 1 Pack.ng
Group I znd Packing Group I materia’s
erd the KEEP AWAY FROM FOCD

e

;e !,.J\
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Pack.ng Group HI matenals, the symbel

11 should be placed on the low er part
of the lzbal to d2note tha level of hezard
124! 2 case of Dnvisic 5 1 Pechirg
Groua Il melerals,

RSPA is reguesting comments :1
response to tae followng questions.

1. The STOW AWAY FROM
FOODSTUFFS wstruction on the
Division 6 1 Packing Group Il 1abel 1s
also an appropriate instruction for
Division 8.1 Packing Group [ and
Packing Group 0 matenals Should this
label be retained and required as an
adcditional label for all Division 6.1
materials, independent of packing
group?

2. Dther than the current labeling
provisions, which distinguish Division
6 1 Packing Group I and Packing Group
11 materials from Packing Group III
materials, are there other effeclive
means (e g , a package marking or
shipping paper nolation) that may be
used fo facihtate compliance with the
applicable operating and handhng
requirements?

3. If the KEEP AWAY FROM FOOD
1abel is removed and the POISON label
is required for Packing Groups I, II and

"1, should the Packing Group Il label be

pred in some manner so that
_ ackagings containing Division 6.1

Packing Group II matenals can be
distinguished from Packing Group I and
I materials? If so, please provide
examples. Should the use of such an
altered label be required or optional?

4, What costs would be incurred by
industry (e g., operational and handling
costs) 1f a POISON label and placard are
required for packages containing
Division 6.1, Packing Group I
materials?

I Rulemaking Analyses and Notices

Executive Order 12866 and DOT
Regulatory Policies and Frocedures

This advancs notice of proposed
rulemaking does not mest the criteria
specified in section 3({) of Executive :
Order 12866 and, therefore, Is nota
significant rule. The proposed ruls is
not considered significant under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (44 FR
11034) -

Executive Order 12612

RSPA wall evaluatle any proposed rule
i= accordance with the principles and
713 Evecutive Order 12612
Jeralism’)

.

Regulatory Fleaibility Act

This proposed rule would apply 1o
shippers and cerners of Divusian 6 1
Paclurg Group [ matenais and would

not have any direct orindirect adverse
economic impacts on small units of
government, bus:nesses, or other
organicabions Therefors, [ cerhify that
thus proposel wall net, of promulzeted,
have a sigmificant ecor omic impect oa
a stbstant.al number of small entitzes.
This certification 1s subject to
modificetion &5 a result of a review of
corsments received in response o this
proposal,
Paperwork Reduction Act

There zre no new information
collection requirements in this proposed
rule.

Issued tn Washington, DC, on November 3,

1993 under authonty delegated m 49 CFR
part 105, appendix A.

Roberl A, McGuire,

Acting Associate Admunistrator for
Hezardous Materiols Scfety

|FR Doc. 5327436 Filed 11~5-93, 8 45 am)
BILLING CODE 4815-80-P

National Highway Trafflc Safety -
Administration

49 CFR Paris 571 and 575
[Docket No. 83-81, Notlce 1]
RiN 2127T-AET70

Federal Motor Vehlcle Safety
Standards; New Pneumastic Tires

AGENCY: National Highway Traific
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation {DOT).
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking,

SUMMARY: This notice follows the
agency's granting of a petition filed by
the Rubber Manufacturers Association
to amend Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 1089, New Pneumatic
Tires, and the Uniform Tire Quality
Grading Standards, to include a
maxmun inflaton pressure of 350
kiloPascals (51 pounds per square inch),
thus permitting the manufacturs,
testing, and szle of tires with that
inflation pressure. The agency proposes

, to amend these rules to include the

requested maximum inflation pressure.
The agency proposes to limit the 350
kPa maximum tire pressure only {o tires
for use on energy efficient vehicles,
including electric vehicles. This
limitation is intended to address
potential problems that could oceurif
these high-prassure tires were
wtermiaed with conventional lower-
pressure tires.
DATES. Comment closing date
Commen's cn this nouce must be
receired on or before January 7, 1594
Froposed effectnqe dote. I adopted,
the emendment proposad 1n this notica

«ould become effective 30 days ailer
publication of the final notice.
ACDRESSES: Comrents should refer to
the doclet and rot.ce numbers shove
snd b2 submitted to Docket Secticn,
Nauonal Highway Trailic Salety
Administration, 400 Seienth Strest,

SW, room 5109, Washington, DC 205280,
Docket room hours zre Tom 9.20am to
4 p m., Monday through Friday.

FOR FURTHER INFORISATION CONTACT:

Mr. Larry Cook, Office of Vehicle Safety
Standards, Nationzl Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, 400 Sevsnth
Street, SW, Room 5307, Washington.
DC 20590.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Federal Motor Vahicle Safety .
Standard (FMVS5S or Standard) No. 109,
New Pneumatic Tires (49 CFR 571.109),
spacifies requirements applicable to
passenger car tres for sirength,
endurance, high speed performance,
and bead unseating resistance. The
standard also defines tire load ratings
and specifies dumensions, maximurm tire
nflation pressures, and labeling
requirements for passenger car tres.

Pertinent to this notice, the standard
limats the choice of tire manufacturers
in selecting the maximum inflation
pressures for their tires, Under .
paragraph 54.2.1(b), tires other than CT
tires must have one of the following
maximum inflation pressures: 240, 280,
290, 300, 330, or 340 kiloPascals (kPa)
or 32, 36, 40 or 60 pounds per square
inch (psi). For CT tires, the maximum
permissible pressures are 280, 300, 350,
or 3980 kPa or 32, 36, 40, or 60 psi. CT.
tires are pneumatic tires with an
inverted flange tire and rim system in
which the rim flanges point radially
inward and the tire fits on the underside
of the rim such that the rim flanges are
inside the air cavity of the tire.

A manufacturer's selection of a
maximum inflation pressure for a tire
has the effect under the standard of
determining the pressures at which that
tire is tested for compliance. For each
permissible maximum pressure, Tabla
II, Appendix A, Standard 108 specifies .
pressures at which the standard’s tests
are conducted. Lafniting the permissible
maximum inflation pressures o the)
ones listed 1n the table reduces the
Iikelthood of there being tires of the
same size on the same vehicle wath one

maximum load value, but with two
cifferent maximum permiss.bie
1nflat.cn pressures.

Tre Uniform Tire Quehty Grading
Stancards (UTGGS) requires motor
vehicle and tire manufzcturers and tire
brand name owners (o mold into or onto

:




