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requirement. However, facts and sound
judgment must form the basis for any
inspection frequency adjustment
beyond that which has been established
for use by the military.

(F) An alternate means of compliance
for individual specific inspection
requirements, in lieu of that which is
called for in the military ‘‘field’’ or
‘‘depot’’ level programs, may be
approved following evaluation of the
applicant’s inspection process
instructions.

(G) Revisions to an existing approved
inspection program should be requested
in accordance with FAR Section 91.415.

(iii) Persons Conducting Inspections
and Maintenance. The program
proposed by the petitioner should
include procedures to insure that
inspections and maintenance tasks are
performed by persons authorized by
FAR Sections 43.5 and 43.7.

(iv) Modifications and Repairs. The
program must identify all major
modifications and repairs accomplished
since the aircraft was put into service.
Additionally, all further modifications
and major repairs will need to be
approved in the same format as required
for civil aircraft under the regulations.

8. Petition for Exemption

a. Procedure. FAR Section 11.25—
contains the procedures to be followed
by a unit of government seeking an
exemption. The petition for exemption
should be submitted in duplicate to the
Rules Docket (AGC–10), Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, Washington, DC
20591. Under FAR Part 11, petitions for
exemption are published in the Federal
Register for notice and comment period.

b. Contents. The petition for
exemption must set forth the text or
substance of the statute from which the
exemption is sought. (As noted above,
Congress authorized exemptions from
the statute—the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended and recodified—
rather than from the regulations.) The
petition for exemption must contain any
information, views, analysis, or
arguments available to the petitioner to
show that the statutory requirements for
granting an exemption have been met—
i.e.:

(1) that the exemption is necessary to
prevent an undue economic burden on
the unit of government; and

(2) that the aviation safety program of
the unit of government is effective and
appropriate to ensure safe operations of
the type of aircraft operated by the unit
of government. FAR Section 11.25.
Individuals drafting a petition for
exemption on behalf of a unit of

government should familiarize
themselves with FAR Part 11.
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Decision That Nonconforming 1972
and 1973 Ferrari Daytona 365 GTB/4
Passenger Cars Are Eligible for
Importation

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of decision by NHTSA
that nonconforming 1972 and 1973
Ferrari Daytona 365 GTB/4 passenger
cars are eligible for importation.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
decision by NHTSA that 1972 and 1973
Ferrari Daytona 365 GTB/4 passenger
cars not originally manufactured to
comply with all applicable Federal
motor vehicle safety standards are
eligible for importation into the United
States because they are substantially
similar to vehicles originally
manufactured for importation into and
sale in the United States and certified by
their manufacturer as complying with
the safety standards (the U.S.-certified
versions of the 1972 and 1973 Ferrari
Daytona 365 GTB/4), and they are
capable of being readily altered to
conform to the standards.
DATES: This decision is effective as of
January 26, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ted Bayler, Office of Vehicle Safety
Compliance, NHTSA (202)–366–5306).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under 49 U.S.C. § 30141(a)(1)(A)
(formerly section 108(c)(3)(A)(i) of the
National Traffic and Motor Vehicle
Safety Act (the Act)), a motor vehicle
that was not originally manufactured to
conform to all applicable Federal motor
vehicle safety standards 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 importation into and sale in the
United States, certified under 49 U.S.C.
§ 30115 (formerly section 114 of the
Act), 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 Federal motor vehicle safety
standards.

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.

J.K. Motors, Inc. of Kingsville,
Maryland (Registered Importer R–90–
006) petitioned NHTSA to decide
whether 1972 and 1973 Ferrari Daytona
365 GTB/4 passenger cars are eligible
for importation into the United States.
NHTSA published notice of the petition
on November 16, 1994 (59 FR 59274) to
afford an opportunity for public
comment. The reader is referred to that
notice for a thorough description of the
petition.

One comment was received in
response to the notice of the petition,
from Fiat Auto U.S.A., Inc. (Fiat), the
United States representative of Ferrari.
In its comment, Fiat stated that Ferrari,
and other companies within the Fiat
Group, have invested considerable
resources in the design and production
of vehicles that comply with the Federal
motor vehicle safety standards.
Although it stated that it has not
determined what modifications are
necessary to bring a vehicle into
compliance with the Federal safety
standards, Fiat contended that it is not
possible to achieve such compliance by
simply retrofitting a vehicle built for the
European market, without conducting
extensive development and testing.

Because Fiat’s comments did not
specify how non-U.S. certified 1972 and
1973 Ferrari Daytona 365 GTB/4
passenger cars are incapable of being
readily altered to conform to the
standards, there was no basis for
NHTSA to solicit a response from J.K.
As they have been performed with
relative ease on thousands of vehicles
imported over the years, none of the
modifications described in the petition
would preclude NHTSA from
determining that non-U.S. certified 1972
and 1973 Ferrari Daytona 365 GTB/4
passenger cars are eligible for
importation. NHTSA has accordingly
decided to grant the petition.

Vehicle Eligibility Number for Subject
Vehicles

The importer of a vehicle admissible
under any final decision must indicate


