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motor vehicles and motor vehicle en-
gines (19 CFR 12.73).

The regulations appearing below pre-
seribe procedures for the importation of
new motor vehicles and new motor ve-

~ hicle engines beginning with the 1970

model year. The Department finds that
it is in the public interest and that good
cause exists for the adoption of these
regulations effective immediately upon
publication in the FEpErRAL REGISTER. To
insure that all parties and interests may
participate in the further formulation
of the regulations, interested persons are
invited to submit written data, views,
comments, or arguments concerning the

regulations hereby promulgated within’

30 days after the publication of this doc-

ument in the FeperaL REGISTER to the
" Commissioner, National Air Pollution
. Control Administration, 801 North Ran-
dolph Street, Arlington, Va. 22203. Con-
sideration will be given such submitted
materials as fully as though they had
been received in response to a proposal.
Sec.
85.200
85.201
85.202

Applicability.

Admission of test vehicles or engines.

Admission of new motor vehicles and
new motor vehicle engines covered
by & certificate of conformity.

Admission of new motor vehicles and
new motor vehicle engines not cov-
ered by a certificate of conformity
at the time of entry.

85.204 Prohibited importations.

AvrHorrry: The provisions of this subpart
issued under sec. 301(a), sec. 2, Public Law
90-148; sec. 203, 81 Stat. 499; 42 U.S.C.
1857£-2.

§ 85.200 Applicability.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
- plicable to new motor vehicles and new
motor vehicle engines which are subject
to the standards prescribed in this part
and are offered for importation into the
United States for sale or resale. As used
in this subpart, the term United States
means the customs territory of the
United States as defined in 19 U.S.C. 1202
and . the Virgin Islands, Guam, and
American Samoa.

§ 85.201 Admission of test velucles or
engines.

Any new motor vehicle or new motor
vehicle engine offered for importation as
a test vehicle or engine shall not be re-
fused entry if the entry documents con-
tain a declaration by the importer that
such vehicle or engine is being supplied
to the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare for certlﬁcatlon testing
pursuant to § 85.51.

§ 85.202 Admission of new motor vehi.
.cles and new motor vehicle engines
covered by a certificate of con-
formity.

Any new motor vehicle or new motor
vehicle engine which is in all material
respects of substantially the same con-
struction as the test vehicle or engine for
which a certificate of conformity has
been issued under § 85.52 shall not be
refused admission into the United States
if the entry documents include a declara-
tion by the importer that such certificate
of conformity has been issued, giving the
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number and date thereof, and that the
new motor vehicle or new, motor. vehicle
engine for which entry is requested is in
all material respects of substantially the
same construction as the test vehicle or
engine for which the certificate was is-
sued and is being entered during the pe-
riod for which the certificate is effective.

§ 85.203 Admission of new motor vehi-
cles and new motor vehicle engines
not covered by a-certificate of con-
formity at the time of eniry.

(a) Any new motor vehicle or new
motor vehicle engine which is in all ma-
terial respects of substantially the same
construction as a test vehicle or engine
for which an application for certification
is pending before the Secretary may be
conditionally admitted in accordance
with 19 CFR 12.73, but shall be refused
final admission into the United States
unless:

(1) Not later than 5 days following
such conditional admission the importer
has submitted to the Secretary a written
request that such vehicle or engine be
permitted entry pending certification of
the test vehicle or engine to which such
vehicle or engine conforms, which re-
quest shall contain the following:

(i) A statementthat the vehicle or en-
gine is in all material respects of sub-
stantially the same construction as &
test vehicle or engine for which applica-
tion for a certificate of conformity is
pending before the Secretary;

(ii) Identification of the place where
the vehicle or engine will be stored while
certification is pending, and an acknowl-
edgement of responszbﬂlty for the cus-
tody of the vehicle or engine during that
period;

(2) The bonding and entry require-
ments of the Bureau of Customs set forth
in 19 CFR 12.73 have been met; and

(3) The Secretary has issued the re-

_quested certificate of conformity.

(b) Any new motor vehicle or new
motor vehicle engine which is not in all
material respects of substantially the
same construction -as a test vehicle or
engine for which a certificate of con-
formity has been issued may be condi-
tionally admitited in accordance with 19
CFR 12.73, but shall be refused final
admission into the United States unless:

(1) Not later than 5 days following
such conditional admission the importer
has submitted to the Secretary a written
request that he be allowed to modify the
vehicle or engine to make it conform to
applicable standards, which request shall
contain the following:

(i) A statement, acceptable to the
Secretary, specifying the modifications
or alterations which are necessary to
render the vehicle or engine in all mate-
rial respects substantially the same con-~
struction as such test vehicle or engine;

(ii) The date by which the modifica-
tions or alterations will be accomplished,
said date to be not later than 75 days
from the date of entry, and the place
where the vehicle or engine will be stored
pending a defermination of. conform;ty
under this paragraph.;

(iii) An acknowledgement of respons1-
bility for the custody of the vehicle or

engine while the modifications or altera-
tions are being made and while a deter-
mination of conformity is pending;

(iv) Authorization for representatives
of the Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare to inspect the vehicle or
engine at any reasonable time for the
purpose of making a determination of
conformity;

(2) .The bonding and entry require-
ments of the Bureau of Customs set forth
in 19 CFR 12.73 have been met; and

(3) The Secretary has issued fo the
importer a written determination of con-
formity, stating that the vehicle or
engine is in all material respects of sub-
stantially the same construction as a test
vehicle or engine for which & certificate
of conformity has been issued.

§ 85.204 Prohibited importations.

The importation of new motor vehicles
and new motor vehicle engines subject to
the standards prescribed in this part,
otherwise than in accordance with the
provisions of this subpart, is prohibited.

Approved: November 17, 1969.
RoserT H. FINCH,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-13852; Filed, Nov. 20, 1969;
8:46 am.]
Title 49—TRANSPORTATION
Chapier |- Hazardous Materials

Regulations Board, Depariment of
Transportation

[Docket No, HM-18; Amdt. No, 173-17]
PART 173—SHIPPERS
Benzoyl Peroxide, Wet

The purpose of this amendment to the
Hazardous Materials Regulations of the
Department of Transportation is to au-
thorize shipments of benzoyl peroxide,
wet, in specification 12B fiberboard boxes
having inside polyethylene bags that are
at least 0.004-inch thick and that have
a capacity of not more than 10 pounds

- each.

On March 12, 1969, the Hazardous
Materials Regulations Board issued a
notice of proposed rule making (Docket
No. HM-18; Notice No. 69-6) (34 F.R.
5113) requesting public comment on a
proposal to authorize shipment of benzoyl
peroxide, wet, with not less than 30 per-
cent water in polyethylene bags over-
packed in DOT specification 12B fiber-
board boxes. Interested persons were
afforded an opportunity to participate
in this rule making.

Comments were received from three
respondents, none of -which specifically
opposed the basic proposal. One com-
menter raised several questions concern-
ing the physical characteristics of the
composite package as compared fo pres-
ently authorized packages. This com-
menter 'pointed out that (1) depending
on manufacturing specifications, a 0.004-
inch polyethylene bag could be weaker
than a paper bag lined with 0.002-inch
polyethylene; (2) the limitation of 10
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pounds per inside container is incon-
sistent with the l-pound limitation per
inside container for wooden boxes; (3)
details of the service experience, i.e., one
10-pound bag per box or five 10-pound
bags per box, are unknown. With respect
to the first comment, the Board con-
siders it unlikely thaf the difference be-
tween the two types would be significant.,
With respect to the second comment,
the authorized capacity of the poly-
ethylene bag is based on satisfactory ex-
perience gained under special permit
conditions. It may be that, consistent
with this amendment, a larger capacity
would be warranted for inside containers
when wooden boxes are used. However,
this is beyond the scope of this rule mak=
ing action. With respect to the third
point, the service experience under spe-
cial permit has been satisfactory, as
previously mentioned. The number of
inside bags could vary depending on the
size of the bags used, up to the maximum
of 10 pounds, and subject to the overall
limits of 65 pounds.

In the notice, the Board proposed to
amend ‘paragraph (a)(3) of § 173.157.
However, it has been decided to add this
authorization as a separate paragraph,
hoth for the sake of simplicity and to
make it clear that the authorized gross
weight is 65 pounds. This is the weight
that was authorized in the special permit
under which the experience was gained
justifying the change and there was no
intention to authorize the higher weight
specified in paragraph (a) (3).

In consideration of the foregoing, 49
CFR Part 173 is amended effective De-
cember 30, 1969, by adding a new para-
graph (a)(5) to §173.157 to read as
follows: -«

§ 173.157 Benzoyl peroxide, chloro-
benzoyl peroxide (para), cyclohexa-
none peroxide, dimethylhexane
dihydroperoxide, lauroyl peroxide,
or succinic acid peroxide; wet.

(a) * * *

(5) Specification 12B (§ 178.205). Fi-
berboard boxes having inside polyethyl-
ene bags constructed of material having
minimum thickness of 0.004 inch. The
capacity of each bag must not exceed
10 pounds. Each bag must be surrounded
by asbestos, or other fire-resistant
cushioning material which will protect
the contents with equal efficiency. Gross
weight must not exceed 65 pounds. Au-
thorized only for benzoyl peroxide.

£ 4 * * * *
(Sec. 831-835, title 18, United States Code;
sec. 9, Department of Transportation Act,
49 U.S.C. 16567; title VI and sec. 902(h),
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 49 U.S.C.
1421-1430, 1472(h))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No-
vember 17, 1969,
SaM SCHEHNEIDER,
Board Member, for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration.

- F. C. TURNER,
Federal Highway Administrator.

CarL V. LYON,
Acting Administrator,
Federal Railroad Adminisiration.

[F.R. Doc, 69-13847; Filed, Nov. 20, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]
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[Docket No. HM-4, Amdt. 174-5, 175-3, 177-9]

PART 174—CARRIERS BY RAIL
FREIGHT

PART 175—CARRIERS BY RAIL
EXPRESS

PART 177—SHIPMENTS MADE BY
WAY OF COMMON, CONTRACT,
OR PRIVATE CARRIERS BY PUBLIC
HIGHWAY :

Miscellaneous Restrictions Against
Loading and Transporting Poisons
(Class A or B) With Foodstuffs

The purpose of these amendments to
the Hazardous Materials Regulations is
to modify certain restrictions on the
loading and transporting of poisons
(class A or B) with foodstuffs, feed, or
other material intended for consump-
tion by humans or animals.

On May 8, 1969, the Hazardous Mate-
rials Regulations Board published a
notice of proposed rule making, Docket
No. HM-4; Notice No. 69-12 (34 FR.
7456) proposing to modify the existing
restrictions against commingling poisons
and foodstuffs during shipment. The
comments in response to the notice for
the most part supported the proposed

changes. Several comments raised ques- .

tions that indicated that the intent of
both the present and proposed require-
ments could be further clarified. One
commenter raised numerous objections

to both the present and proposed restric- -
tions, most of which had been previ~

ously submitted to, and considered by,
the Board. The most significant com-
ments and changes to the regulations
are as follows:

One commenter indicated that there
was still some confusion as to the intent
of the words “foodstuffs, feeds, or any
other material intended for consumption
by humans or animals”. This commenter
questioned whether these words could be
interpreted to cover any materials that
normally might come in contact with
the human body or did they exclude
“* * * clothing, cosmetics, and other
consumer items capable of transmitting
poisons.” as indicated in an advance
notice of proposed rule making pub-
lished by the Director of the Office of
Hazardous Materials on May 9, 1969
(34 F.R. 7545) . The intent of these words
is to cover edibles and the language of
the regulation has been clarified in this
regard. The Board recognizes that there
are many items such as clothing that
could become a hazard to human life if
contaminated by certain poisons. How-
ever, these items were not. included in
the original amendment adopted in
December of 1967 or in the proposal
upon which this amendment is based.
The need for further rule making in
this regard is still being considered based
on the response to the aforementioned
advance notice of proposed rule making,

Two commenters suggested that the
Board require foodstuffs to be marked as
such. The Board recognizes that the
marking of foodstuffs would greatly en-
hance both the problems of compliance
and the safety benefits resulting from
the subject regulation. However, the
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Hazardous Materials Regulations Board
has no jurisdiction directly over the
transportation of foodstuffs. Similarly,
the Board does not have the authority,
as suggested by one commenter, to pre-
scribe requirements for the safe disposal
of the poisonous products resulting from
any deconfamination.

One commenter suggested that with
respect to the car cleaning requirements
it would be helpful if acceptable con-
tamination levels could be prescribed.
The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare (Public Health Service and
Food and Drug Administration) is pres-
ently working actively in this field and
the Board intends to make use in future
regulatory changes of any significant in-
formation developed from these studies.

Two commenters suggested that food-
stuffs and poisons could be shipped in
the same vehicle provided they are sep-
arated by airticht and nonpermeable
partitions. Such a provision would ap-
pear to have all of the inherent problems
and confusion that arose from the use
of the terms “airtight” and “nonperme-
able” in the original amendment. For
rail cars and highway vehicles, the Board
believes that it is not too much of a
burden, considering the potential dan-
gers, to make the prohibition against
commingling apply to each car.

One commenter suggested that the in-
spection of aireraft cargo compartments
should only be carried out if a package
has been found to be leaking or dam-
aged. The Board has been concerned,
however, with the number of instances
of confamination of other sgoods by
poisons when it was not immediately
known that a package had leaked. By
the time the package leakage was
noticed; the other freight had been
transshipped in many different direc-
tions. Therefore, the Board does not con-
sider it appropriate to limift the inspec-
tion requirement fto cases of known
leakage.

One commenter protested the applica-
tion of the prohibition against mingling -
to all classes A and B poisons. This com-
menter indicated that the Board should
single out and limit the restriction only to
the most dangerous items, such as para-
thion and other organic phosphates. The
Board does not agree. While there is nec-
essarily a difference in the degree of haz-
ard among classes A and B poisons, the
Board believes that the leakage of any
class A or B poison on edible foodstuffs is
so potentially hazardous that no effort
should be made at this time to determine
“safe” class A or B poisons insofar as
shipments with foodstuffs are concerned.
This commenter also suggested that the
restriction should be imposed only on
liquid poisons and not on solid poisons.
The Board believes that the restriction
should be total regardless of state of the
poisonous material. Many food products.
are shipped in packagings that could be
penetrated by dry materials, or which
could retain deposits of dry material in or
near discharge openings.

One commenter pointed out an incon-
sistency existing in the present regula-
tions that results from the present ex-
emptions for small quantities of class B
poisons when transported by highway.
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