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four molds that were used for the
subject tires did not have the DOT
marking or TIN on one sidewall.
Premiori provided information showing
that the subject tires met all other
labeling requirements of S5.5 (a)—(i),
including the symbol DOT and a full
TIN on one of the two sidewalls.
Premiori believes that there are no
safety risks associated with the affected
tires stated that they have “‘taken
corrective actions regarding this
noncompliance” and all four (4) tire
molds now are fully compliant.

VI. NHTSA’s Analysis: The burden of
establishing the inconsequentiality of a
failure to comply with a performance
requirement in an FMVSS is substantial
and difficult to meet. Accordingly, the
Agency has not found many such
noncompliances inconsequential.?
Where, as here, the noncompliance
involves a labeling failure, the
petitioner’s burden may still be
substantial but may vary depending on
the noncompliance at issue.

In determining inconsequentiality of a
noncompliance, NHTSA focuses on the
safety risk to individuals who
experience the type of event against
which a recall would otherwise
protect.2 In general, NHTSA does not
consider the absence of complaints or
injuries when determining if a
noncompliance is inconsequential to
safety. The absence of complaints does
not mean vehicle occupants have not
experienced a safety issue, nor does it
mean that there will not be safety issues
in the future.? Further, because each
inconsequential noncompliance petition
must be evaluated on its own facts and
determinations are highly fact-
dependent, NHTSA does not consider

1 Cf. Gen. Motors Corporation; Ruling on Petition
for Determination of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 69 FR 19897, 19899 (Apr. 14,
2004) (citing prior cases where noncompliance was
expected to be imperceptible, or nearly so, to
vehicle occupants or approaching drivers).

2 See Gen. Motors, LLC; Grant of Petition for
Decision of Inconsequential Noncompliance, 78 FR
35355 (June 12, 2013) (finding noncompliance had
no effect on occupant safety because it had no effect
on the proper operation of the occupant
classification system and the correct deployment of
an air bag); Osram Sylvania Prods. Inc.; Grant of
Petition for Decision of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 78 FR 46000 (July 30, 2013)
(finding occupant using noncompliant light source
would not be exposed to significantly greater risk
than occupant using similar compliant light
source).

3 See Morgan 3 Wheeler Limited; Denial of
Petition for Decision of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 81 FR 21663, 21666 (Apr. 12,
2016); see also United States v. Gen. Motors Corp.,
565 F.2d 754, 759 (D.C. Cir. 1977) (finding defect
poses an unreasonable risk when it “results in
hazards as potentially dangerous as sudden engine
fire, and where there is no dispute that at least some
such hazards, in this case fires, can definitely be
expected to occur in the future”).

prior determinations as binding
precedent. Petitioners are reminded that
they have the burden of persuading
NHTSA that the noncompliance is
inconsequential to safety.

Arguments that only a small number
of vehicles or items of motor vehicle
equipment are affected also do not
justify granting an inconsequentiality
petition.# Similarly, mere assertions that
only a small percentage of vehicles or
items of equipment are likely to exhibit
a noncompliance are unpersuasive. The
percentage of potential occupants that
could be adversely affected by a
noncompliance is not relevant to
whether the noncompliance poses an
inconsequential risk to safety. Rather,
NHTSA focuses on the consequence to
an occupant who is exposed to the
consequence of that noncompliance.5
The Safety Act is preventive, and
manufacturers cannot and should not
wait for deaths or injuries to occur in
their vehicles before they carry out a
recall.® Indeed, the very purpose of a
recall is to protect individuals from
risk.”

NHTSA has evaluated the merits of
the petition submitted by Premiori and
is granting their request for relief from
notification and remedy based on the
following:

1. Based on its review of the
information submitted by Premiori,
NHTSA has no basis to believe that the
tires do not meet the performance and
labeling requirements of FMVSS No.
139, except for the missing symbol DOT
and TIN on one sidewall of the affected
tires.

2. Although the agency remains
concerned that consumers may have
more difficulty reading a TIN on the
inner sidewall of the tires after the tire
is installed on a vehicle, all of the

4 See Mercedes-Benz, U.S.A., L.L.C.; Denial of
Application for Decision of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 66 FR 38342 (July 23, 2001)
(rejecting argument that noncompliance was
inconsequential because of the small number of
vehicles affected); Aston Martin Lagonda Ltd.;
Denial of Petition for Decision of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 81 FR 41370 (June 24, 2016)
(noting that situations involving individuals
trapped in motor vehicles—while infrequent—are
consequential to safety); Morgan 3 Wheeler Ltd.;
Denial of Petition for Decision of Inconsequential
Noncompliance, 81 FR 21663, 21664 (Apr. 12,
2016) (rejecting argument that petition should be
granted because the vehicle was produced in very
low numbers and likely to be operated on a limited
basis).

5 See Gen. Motors Corp.; Ruling on Petition for
Determination of Inconsequential Noncompliance,
69 FR 19897, 19900 (Apr. 14, 2004); Cosco Inc.;
Denial of Application for Decision of
Inconsequential Noncompliance, 64 FR 29408,
29409 (June 1, 1999).

6 See, e.g., United States v. Gen. Motors Corp., 565
F.2d 754, 759 (D.C. Cir. 1977).

7Id.

information required for successful
registration and identification is
present.

VII. NHTSA’s Decision: In
consideration of the foregoing, NHTSA
has decided that Premiori has met its
burden of persuasion that the subject
FMVSS No. 139 noncompliance is
inconsequential to motor vehicle safety.
Accordingly, Premiori’s petition is
hereby granted.

NHTSA notes that the statutory
provisions (49 U.S.C. 30118(d) and
30120(h)) that permit manufacturers to
file petitions for a determination of
inconsequentiality allow NHTSA to
exempt manufacturers only from the
duties found in sections 30118 and
30120, respectively, to notify owners,
purchasers, and dealers of a defect or
noncompliance and to remedy the
defect or noncompliance. Therefore, any
decision on this petition only applies to
the subject tires that Premiori no longer
controlled at the time it determined that
the noncompliance existed. However,
any decision on this petition does not
relieve vehicle distributors and dealers
of the prohibitions on the sale, offer for
sale, or introduction or delivery for
introduction into interstate commerce of
the noncompliant vehicles under their
control after Premiori notified them that
the subject noncompliance existed.
(Authority: 49 U.S.C. 30118, 30120:

delegations of authority at 49 CFR 1.95 and
501.8.)

Otto G. Matheke III,

Director, Office of Vehicle Safety Compliance.
[FR Doc. 2026—18064 Filed 9-2—26; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Comment Request on
Disclosure of Returns and Return
Information by Other Agencies

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of information collection;
request for comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
IRS is inviting comments on the
information collection request outlined
in this notice.

DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before November 2, 2026
to be assured of consideration.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Andres Garcia, Internal Revenue
Service, Room 6526, 1111 Constitution
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Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20224, or
by email to pra.comments@irs.gov.
Include “OMB Control No. 1545-1757"
in the subject line of the message.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of this collection should be
directed to Jason Schoonmaker, (801)
620-6008.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The IRS,
in accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the general
public and Federal agencies with an
opportunity to comment on proposed,
revised, and continuing collections of
information. This helps the IRS assess
the impact and minimize the burden of
its information collection requirements.
Comments submitted in response to this
notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval. All comments will become a
matter of public record, and viewable on
relevant websites. For this reason,
please do not include in your comments
information of a confidential nature,
such as sensitive personal information.
Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
collection of information; (c) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information to be collected; (d)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology;
and (e) estimates of capital or start-up
costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information.

Title: Disclosure of Returns and
Return Information by Other Agencies.

OMB Control Number: 1545-1757.

Regulation Project Number: TD 9036.

Abstract: In general, under the
regulations, the IRS is permitted to
authorize agencies with access to
returns and return information under
Internal Revenue Code (IRC) section
6103 to re-disclose returns and return
information based on a written request
and the Commissioner’s approval, to
any authorized recipient set forth in IRC
section 6103, subject to the same
conditions and restrictions, and for the
same purposes, as if the recipient had
received the information from the IRS
directly.

Current Actions: There is no change to
the previously approved information
collection.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Federal Government,
State, Local, or Tribal Government.

Estimated Number of Responses: 6.

Estimated Time per Response: 1 hour.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 6.

Dated: August 31, 2026.
Jason M. Schoonmaker,
Tax Analyst.
[FR Doc. 2026-18012 Filed 9-2-26; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4831-GV-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Comment Request on the
Burden Related to the Advance Notice
of Rescission of Health Coverage

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of information collection
and request for comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
IRS is inviting comments on the
information collection request outlined
in this notice.

DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before November 2, 2026
to be assured of consideration.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
and recommendations to Andrés Garcia,
Internal Revenue Service, Room 6526,
1111 Constitution Avenue NW,
Washington, DC 20224, or by email at
pra.comments@irs.gov. Please include,
“OMB Number: 1545—-2180—Public
Comment Request Notice” in the subject
line of the message.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of this collection should be
directed to Ronald J. Durbala, (202) 317—
5746 or via email at RJoseph.Durbala@
irs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The IRS,
in accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA) (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)), provides the public and
Federal agencies with an opportunity to
comment on proposed, revised, and
continuing collections of information.
This helps the IRS assess its impact and
minimize the burden of its information
collection requirements. Comments
submitted in response to this notice will
be summarized and/or included in the
request for OMB approval. All
comments will become a matter of
public record and be viewable on
relevant websites. For this reason,

please do not include in your comments
information of a confidential nature,
such as sensitive personal information.

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
collection of information; (c) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information to be collected; (d)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology;
and (e) estimates of capital or start-up
costs and costs of operation,
maintenance, and purchase of services
to provide information.

Title: Advance Notice of Rescission of
Health Coverage.

OMB Number: 1545-2180.

Document Number(s): TD 9744.

Abstract: The final regulations require
group health plans and health insurance
issuers to provide at least 30 days
advance written notice before
rescinding an individual’s health
coverage, except in cases involving
fraud or an intentional
misrepresentation of material fact. This
notice gives affected individuals time to
understand the proposed rescission,
seek replacement coverage if necessary,
and pursue any available appeal or
other remedies.

Current Actions: There are no changes
to the information collection.
Adjustments to the burden estimates
result from updated estimates on the
average number of participants in small
plans, an increase in the share of notices
assumed to be transmitted
electronically, correction to the number
of respondents and responses to
indicate the burden split equally with
the Department of Labor and increases
in wage and postage rates. As a result,
the number of respondents decreased by
50, the number of responses decreased
by 833, and the total annual hour
burden decreased by 3 hours compared
with the previous submission.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit organizations, individuals, not-
for-profit institutions, farms, and
Federal, state, local or tribal
governments.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
50.

Estimated Number of Responses: 700.

Estimated Time per Respondent: 20
min.
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