PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT SUBMISSION

17th Street NW Washington, DC 20503.

Please read the instructions before completing this form. For additional forms or assistance in completing
this form, contact your agency's Paperwork Clearance Officer. Send two copies of this form, the collection
instrument to be reviewed, the Supporting Statement, and any additional documentation to: Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, Docket Library, Room 10102, 725

1. Agency/Subagency originating request
U. S. Department of Labor

b. D None

2. OMB control number
1219

Extension of a currently approved collection

Reinstatement, without change, of a previously
approved collection for which approval has expired

O K

Reinstatement, with change, of a previously
approved collection for which approval has expired

[]

Existing collection in use without an OMB control

]

For b-f, note ltem A2 of Supporting Statement instructions

Mine Safety and Health Administration a. -
3. Type of information collection {check one) 4. Type of review requested (check one)
a. New collection a. Regular submission
b. Revision of a currently approved collection b Emergency - Approval requested / /
c. Delegated

5. Small entities
Will this information collection have a significant economic impact on

a substantial number of small entities?
Yes E No

6. Requested expiration date

a.g] Three years from approval date b.D Other Specify:

7. Title

Requirements for the Approval of Flame-Resistant Conveyor Belts {30 CFR 14.4(c) and (d), 14.5, 14.7(d) and 14.8(d)

8. Agency form number(s) (if applicable)
NONE

9. Keywords
Mine safety; safety regulations

10. Abstract

This proposed rule would provide specifications for approval of flame-resistant conveyor belts used extensively in underground coal mines. It also
would require that mine operators, after one year, purchase only belts which have passed the new proposed flame test.

11. Affected public (Mark primary with "P" and all others that apply
with "X")

Farms

12. Obligation to respond (Mark primary with "P" and all others that
apply with "X")

a. D Voluntary

b. E Required to obtain or retain benefits

c. [;] Mandatory

a. Individuals or households d.
b. P_ Business or other for-profit e. Federal Government
c.____ Not-for-profit institutions ~ f. State, Local or Tribal
Government
13. Annual reporting and recordkeeping hour burden 10
a. Number of respondents
b. Total annual responses 162
1. Percentage of these responses \ %
collected electronically
663

c. Total annual hours requested
d. Current OMB inventory Q
e. Differenge _ 663
f. Explanation of difference
1. Program change 663
2. Adjustment

14. Annual reporting and recordkeeping cost burden (in thousands of dollars)

a. Total annualized capital/startup costs 288
b. Total annual costs (O&M} 2
c. Total annualized cost requested 590
d. Current OMB inventory 0
e. Difference 590
f. Explanation of difference 590

1. Program change
2. Adjustment

15. Purpose of information collection (Mark primary with "P" and all
others that apply with "X")

P .
——  Application for benefits o Program planning or
. : management
b._— Program evaluation P Research
C.—— General purpose statistics g. X Regulatory or
d.——  Audit compliance

16. Frequency of recordkeeping or reporting (check all that apply)

a. Recordkeeping b. ,:l Third party disclosure
c. Reporting

1. On occasion 2. Weekly 3. B Monthly
4. Quarterly 5. Semi-annually 6. Annually
7. Biennially 8. Other (describe)

17. Statistical methods
Does this information collection employ statistical methods?

|:| Yes K] No

18. Agency contact (person who can best answer questions regarding
the content of this submission)

Geroge M. Fesak

Name:

Phone: (703)235-8378
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19. Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions

On behalf of this Federal agency, | certify that the collection of information encompassed by this request
complies with 5 CFR 1320.9.

NOTE: The text of 5 CFR 1320.9, and the related provisions of 5 CFR 1320.8 (b) (3), appear at the end of
the instructions. The certification is to be made with reference to those regulatory provisions as

set forth in the instructions.

The following is a summary of the topics, regarding the proposed collection of information, that the
certification covers:

(a) It is necessary for the proper performance of agency functions;

(b) It avoids unnecessary duplication;

(c) It reduces burden on small entities;

(d) It uses plain, coherent, and unambiguous terminology that is understandable to respondents;

{e) Its implementation will be consistent and compatible with current reporting and recordkeeping
practices;

(f) It indicates the retention periods for recordkeeping requirements;
(g) It informs respondents of the information called for under 5 CFR 1320.8 (b) (3):
(i) Why the information is being collected;
(i) Use of information;
(iii} Burden estimate;
(iv) Nature of response (voluntary, required for a benefit, or mandatory);
(v} Nature and extent of confidentiality; and
(vi) Need to display currently valid OMB control number.
(h) It was developed by an office that has planned and allocated resources for the efficient and
etfective management and use of the information to be collected (see note in Item 19 of the
instructions);

(i) It uses effective and efficient statistical survey methodology; and

(j) it makes appropriate use of information technology.

If you are unable to certify compliance with any of these provisions, identify the item below and explain the
reason in ftem 18 of the Supporting Statement.

)gafyz— . Feeak | / &a*//??c]
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1219- AA92
SUPPORTI NG STATEMENT

Proposed Rule - 30 CFR Part 14.4(c)(d); 14.5, 4.7(d); 14.8(d);,
and 30 CFR Part 75.1108 and 75.1108-1 - Requirenents for the
Approval of Flane-Resistant Conveyor Belts.

A. Justification

1. Explain the circunstances that nmake the collection of information necessary.
Identify any legal or administrative requirenents that necessitate the
collection. Attach a copy of the appropriate section of each statute and

regul ati on mandating or authorizing the collection of information

Under the Federal M ne Safety and Health Act of 1977 (M ne Act),
the Mne Safety and Health Adm nistration (MSHA) is required to
approve certain products and equi pnent for use in underground
coal mnes. This approval indicates that MSHA' s specifications
and tests, designed to ensure that a product will not present a
fire, explosion, or other specific safety hazard related to use,
have been nmet. Section 311(h) of the Mne Act requires that al
conveyor belts acquired for use underground neet the requirenents
established by the Secretary for flanme-resistant conveyor belts.
Section 508 authorizes the Secretary of Labor to issue
regul ati ons deened appropriate to carry out any provision of the
M ne Act. Conveyor belt systens are used extensively in
underground mnes to transport mned naterial. Because of the
fire hazards in underground coal mnes, MSHA safety standard 30
CFR 75. 1108 requires the use of flame-resistant conveyor belts.

MSHA publ i shed a proposed rule (RIN 1219- AA65) in the Federal

Regi ster on Decenber 24, 1992 (57 FR 61524). Note: The

regul ation for conveyor belts was renoved fromthe regul atory
agenda for a period of time. When the project was placed back on
the agenda it was assigned RIN 1219- AA92.) The conmment peri od
was extended until March 26, 1993. On May 2, 1995 MSHA held a
public hearing. The post-hearing comment period was cl osed on
June 5, 1995. The Agency reopened the public record for conmments
on Cctober 31, 1995 through February 5, 1996 (60 FR 65609).

The proposed rule woul d inplenent new procedures and requirenents
for the approval of flane-resistant conveyor belts used in

under ground coal mnes. \Wen requesting approval, the applicant
woul d be required to submt certain product information and
sanples of belt for any required testing. See proposed sections
14.4(c) and (d) and 14.5. MSHA estimates that there would be 150
belt construction applications submtted for approval during the
first year (120 would be for first-tine approval and the

remai ning 30 would be for belts simlar to already approved belts
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or for extensions of approval); 100 during the second year (60
original approvals and 40 extensions); and 40 (20 original
approval s and 20 extensions) during the third and each succeedi ng
years.

2. Indicate how, by whom and for what purpose the information is to be used.
Except for a new collection, indicate the actual use the agency has nmade of the
information received fromthe current collection.

The respondents for the paperwork provisions of this proposed
rul e woul d be conveyor belt manufacturers. Applications for belt
approval would have to be submtted by manufacturers who desired
to market their belts as approved for use in underground coal

m nes. Applications would consist of specifications describing
the belt or proposed changes to the belt and fornul ation

i nformati on about on the conpounds in the conveyor belt. This

i nformati on woul d be eval uated by MSHA technical experts to
determne if the conveyor belt neets the requirenents and an
approval should be granted. The MSHA approval marking on a
product indicates that the product neets the specified technical
requi renents. The information required under this proposed rule
woul d be essentially the sane information currently required by
manuf acturers seeki ng "acceptance" of conveyor belts under Part
18.

Any product not in conpliance with these requirenents nmay need to
be traced and replaced or wwthdrawn fromuse if it presents a
hazard to mners. Proposed Section 14.7(d) would require
approval -holders to maintain records on the distribution of al
conveyor belts bearing an approval marking. The proposed rule
woul d not specify a set nunber of years for retention of records
on the distribution of approved belts, or the type of record to
be mai ntained. |Instead, the proposed rule would require that
records be retained for at |east the projected service life of
the belt, as determ ned by the applicant. This approach would
recognize that the life of a belt varies depending on factors
such as its physical characteristics, use as a main |line or
section belt, the type of material being transported and belt

mai nt enance. MSHA assunes that nost manufacturers will use
existing record systens to fulfill this requirenent, and
therefore assigns no cost to nmaintaining these records.

Proposed section 14.8(d) would requires applicants granted
approval to notify MSHA i mmedi ately when they becone aware that
approved belts may have been distributed that do not neet the
requi renments for flanme resistance upon which the approval is
based. It is inportant that MSHA be notified pronptly in such
ci rcunst ances so MSHA can work with the manufacturer on
appropriate corrective action to protect mners fromthe hazards
of fire which nonconpliant conveyor belting could affect.

1219-AA92
12/7/99 2



3. Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves
the use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technol ogical collection
techni ques or other forns of information technology, e.g., permtting electronic
subm ssi on of responses, and the basis for the decision for adopting this neans
of collection. Also describe any consideration of using information technol ogy
to reduce burden.

The proposed rule would not specify how records required by
proposed 814.7(d) nust be kept. They could be kept in the
traditional manner or stored electronically, provided they are
secure and not susceptible to loss or alteration. MSHA

encour ages manufacturers who store records electronically to
provi de a nmechani sm whi ch would allow the continued storage and
retrieval of records in the year 2000 and beyond.

4. Describe efforts to identify duplication. Show specifically why any simlar
i nformati on al ready avail abl e cannot be used or nodified for use for the purposes
described in Item 2 above.

MSHA knows of no other Federal or State reporting requirenents
that woul d duplicate the reporting requirenents contained in this
proposed rule. Approvals are granted on individual conveyor
belts and are unique to that belt. However proposed 814. 4(a)
woul d provide that the sanme information or docunentation which
has been submtted for a prior approval application would not
have to be resubmtted wth another application, but just noted
in the application.

5. If the collection of information inpacts small businesses or other snal
entities (Item5 of OVMB Form 83-1), describe any nethods used to mnimze burden

The provisions of the Mne Act and MSHA regul ati ons and standards
apply to all operations, both large and small, because acci dents,
injuries, and illnesses can occur at any mne regardl ess of size.
Congress intended that the | aw be enforced at all mning
operations within its jurisdiction regardless of size and that
information collection and recordkeepi ng requirenents be
consistent wwth efficient and effective enforcenent of the M ne
Act. (See Rep. No. 181, 95th Cong., 1st Sess. 28 (1977)).
However, Congress did recognize that small operations may face
problens in conplying with some M ne Act provisions. Section
103(e) of the Mne Act directs the Secretary of Labor not to

i npose an unreasonabl e burden on small busi nesses when obtai ni ng
any information under the Act. Accordingly, MSHA takes this into
consi derati on when devel oping regul atory requirenents, and
different requirenents for small and | arge m nes exist when
appropriate and consistent with ensuring the health and safety of
mners. Simlarly, MSHA approval regulations apply equally to
all manufacturers regardless of size. Thus, all conveyor belt
manuf acturers woul d have to neet MSHA's requirenents for flane
resi stance to be approved.
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Under the proposal, a manufacturer would be permtted to apply
for approval of a "famly" of belts (i.e., belts that are
identical in construction except in certain aspects, such as the
nunber of plies). By allowng "famlies" of belts under one
application, MSHA expects that the time required to process and
test belts would be m nim zed.

6. Describe the consequence to Federal programor policy activities if the
collection is not conducted or is conducted | ess frequently, as well as any
technical or |egal obstacles to reducing burden

Because of the fire hazards in underground m nes, conveyor belt
manuf acturers nust submit an application to MSHA for approval of
fl ame-resi stant conveyor belts prior to their use underground.
Furt her reduction of these requirenents could result in the use
of | ess safe conveyor belts which do not protect as well against
the hazard of flane ignition and flame propagation, jeopardi zing
the safety of mners. Section 311 (h) of the Mne Act requires
that all conveyor belts acquired for use underground neet the
requi renents established by the Secretary for flane-resistant
conveyor belts.

7. Explain any special circumstances that would cause an information collection
to be conducted in a manner:

$ requiring respondents to report information to the agency nore often
than quarterly;

$ requiring respondents to prepare a witten response to a collection of
information in fewer than 30 days after receipt of it;

$ requiring respondents to subnmit nore than an original and two copies of
any docunent;

$ requiring respondents to retain records, other than health, nedical
governnent contract, grant-in-aid, or tax records for nore than three years;

$ in connection with a statistical survey, that is not designed to
produce valid and reliable results that can be generalized to the universe of
st udy;

$ requiring the use of a statistical data classification that has not
been revi ewed and approved by OVB

$ that includes a pledge of confidentiality that is not supported by
authority established in statute or regulation, that is not supported by
di scl osure and data security policies that are consistent with the pledge, or
whi ch unnecessarily inpedes sharing of data with other agencies for conpatible
confidential use; or

$ requiring respondents to subnit proprietary trade secret, or other
confidential information unless the agency can denbnstrate that it has instituted
procedures to protect the information's confidentiality to the extent permtted
by | aw.

MSHA intends to continue its current practice of treating
i nformati on on product specifications and performance as

1219-AA92
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proprietary information and would protect its disclosure to the
full est extent possible under the law, in accordance with the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U. S.C. 522). Collection of

i nformation under this proposed rule is consistent with the
guidelines in 5 CFR § 1320. 5.

8. If applicable, provide a copy and identify the data and page nunber of
publication in the Federal Register of the agency's notice, required by 5 CFR
1320.8(d), soliciting coments on the information collection prior to subm ssion
to OMB. Sunmarize public coments received in response to that notice and
descri be actions taken by the agency in response to these comments. Specifically
address conments received on cost and hour burden

Describe efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to obtain their views
on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of instructions
and recordkeepi ng, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data

el ements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported.

Consultation with representatives of those fromwhominformation is to be
obt ai ned or those who must conpile records should occur at |east once every 3
years -- even if the collection of information activity is the sane as in prior
peri ods. There may be circunstances that nay preclude consultation in a specific
situation. These circunstances shoul d be expl ai ned.

These proposed rule information collection requirenents wll be
publ i shed in the FEDERAL REG STER in a notice reopening the
record for the limted purpose of providing interested parties an
opportunity to comment on an updated Prelimnary Regul atory

| npact Analysis (PRIA) and on this updated Paperwork Reduction
Act (PRA) subm ssion using the 1995 revised SF 83-1. The notice
w Il advise the public that these proposed information collection
requi renents are being reviewed in accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, and give interested parties 60 days to
submt comments. A copy of the notice to reopen the proposed
rule for imted coment is attached to this docunent.

I nformal comments were first sought by MSHA on the proposed test
on January 19, 1989 at a public neeting held in Triadel phia, Wst
Virginia [54 FR 1802].

On Decenber 24, 1992, MSHA published a notice of proposed

rul emaki ng [54 FR 61524]. On page 61524 of the notice, MSHA
solicited comments regardi ng burden estinmates and ot her aspects
of the proposed collection of information, including suggestions
for reducing this burden. On May 5, 1995 MSHA solicited conments
at a public hearing held in Washi ngton, Pennsylvania in which
testinmony was given by the mning community. The post-hearing
coment period remai ned open until June 5, 1995. On Cctober 31,
1995 MSHA reopened the record for an additional 45 days, again
soliciting cooments [60 FR 55353 and 60 FR 65609].

Comrents to the proposed rule were received fromall segnents of
the m ning community, including conveyor belt manufacturers, m ne
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operators, trade associations, and representatives of m ners.
Thi s updat ed paperwor k subm ssion was devel oped in response to
coments on the proposed rule and proposed information coll ection
requi renents and OMB gui dance regardi ng the paperwork burden

hour s.

Wth respect to the application fees in proposed 814.4(c), one
manuf acturer stated that it would require a m ni num of 200 to 300
constructions tested the first year, thereby greatly increasing

t he anbunt MSHA has estimted. MSHA believes that "famlies" of
constructions with nearly identical characteristics but for one
feature (such as the nunber of plies), my be submtted together
requiring only a single approval. Another commenter argued that
in estimating the increased cost of conveyor belting to

under ground coal m ne operators, MSHA forgot to include the |abor
costs for installation. Only additional costs incurred as a
result of the proposed rule are properly attributable to the
proposal. ldentical |abor costs exists for installation of belt
passing the current flanme-resistant test specified in 30 CFR

18. 65.

Wth regard to proposed 814.7, a commenter suggested that
distribution records be kept for a period of seven 7 years.
Because it could beconme necessary to trace products presenting a
hazard to mners for corrective action, it is necessary to have
records of the belts as long as they are in use rather than for a
fixed period of time. The proposed rule would require that
distribution records be kept for the life of the belt.

The reopening notice advises the public that proposed infornmation
col l ection requirenents have been submtted to OMB for review as
requi red by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

9. Explain any decision to provide any paynent or gift to respondents, other
than remunerati on of contractors or grantees.

No paynents or gifts are provided to respondents by the proposed
rule.

10. Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the
basis for the assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy.

MSHA mai nt ai ns nmanufacturers’ applications, draw ngs and
specifications in a restricted record storage area that is
accessible only to those MSHA enpl oyees responsi ble for handling
the records. This is a secured area in which proprietary
information is saf eguarded against violations of 18 U S.C. 1905
and 5 U. S.C. 552(b)(4).

11. Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature,
such as sexual behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that

1219-AA92
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are commonly considered private. This justification should include the reasons
why the agency considers the questions necessary, the specific uses to be nmade of
the information, the explanation to be given to persons formwhomthe information
is requested, and any steps to be taken to obtain their consent.

There are no questions of a sensitive nature.

12. Provide estimates of the hour burden of the collection of information. The
st at enent shoul d:

$ I ndi cate the nunber of respondents, frequency of response, annua
hour burden, and an expl anati on of how the burden was esti nat ed.
Unl ess directed to do so, agencies should not conduct specia
surveys to obtain information on which to base hour burden
estimates. Consultation with a sanple (fewer than 10) of potentia
respondents is desirable. |If the hour burden on respondents is
expected to vary w dely because of differences in activity, size, or
conmpl exity, show the range of estinmated hour burden, and explain the
reasons for the variance. Generally, estinmates should not include
burden hours for custonmary and usual business practices.

$ If this request for approval covers nore than one form provide
separate hour burden estimtes for each form and aggregate the hour
burdens in Item 13 of OVB Form 83-1

$ Provi de estinmates of annualized cost to respondents for the hour
burdens for collections of information, identifying and using
appropriate wage rate categories. The cost of contracting out or
payi ng outside parties for information collection activities should
not be included here. Instead, this cost should be included in Item
14.

MSHA estimates that there woul d be approxi mately 10 respondents
made up of conveyor belt manufacturers under the proposed rule.
The annual hour burden and the annual and annualized cal cul ati on
of costs associated with that burden is detailed in the follow ng
sections.

HOUR BURDEN:

Preparation of Application: MSHA estimates that an application
for approval would take a manufacturer 5 hours to prepare a first
time (new) application and 2 hours for an extension of approval.

First year:
120 first-tinme applications x 5 hours = 600
30 extensions x 2 hours = _60
660

Second year:
60 first time applications x 5 hours = 300
40 extensions x 2 hours = _80
380
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Third and each succeedi ng year:

20 first time applications x 5 hours = 100
20 extensions x 2 hours = 40
140

Not e: Under the proposed rule, the above applications woul d be
filed under part 14, instead of part 18. Thus, there would be a
decrease in part 18 burden hours which is discussed in the
guestion 15 response.

MSHA Notification of Distribution: MSHA woul d have to be notified
of the distribution of belts that do not neet approval
specifications. It is estimated that 12 belts per year not
meeting specifications would be distributed. MSHA estinmates that
it would take about 15 m nutes (0.25 hours) for a professional
person to notify MSHA

Each year:
12 belts x 0.25 hours = 3
YEAR TOTAL HOUR BURDEN
1 663
2 383
3 and each thereafter 143
COST BURDEN

Preparation of Application: MSHA estimates that an application
for approval would take a nmanufacturer 5 hours to prepare a first
time application and 2 hours for an extension of approval. Labor
costs would be $43 per hour (an engineers salary). The costs to
prepare an original application would be $215 while the costs to
prepare a request for a simlar application or an extension of
approval would be $86. |In addition, each application for
approval that needs MSHA testing would require three 5-foot by 9-
inch sanples for testing at a material cost of $100 and a

shi ppi ng cost of $35.

First year:
120 first-time applications x 5 hours x $43 = $25, 800
30 extensions x 2 hours x $43 = $ 2,580
135 applications requiring testing x $135 = $18, 225
$46, 605

Second year:
60 first time applications x 5 hours x $43 = $12, 900
40 extensions x 2 hours x $43 = $ 3,440

1219-AA92
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$10, 800

80 applications requiring testing x $135

$27, 140
Third and each succeedi ng year:
20 first time applications x 5 hours x $43 = $ 4,300
20 extensions x 2 hours x $43 = $ 1,720
30 applications requiring testing x $135 = $ 4,050
$10, 070

MSHA Notification of Distribution: MSHA would have to be notified
of the distribution of belts that do not neet approval
specifications. It is estimated that 12 belts per year not
neeting specifications would be distributed. WMSHA estimtes that
it would take about 15 m nutes (0.25 hours) for a professional
person earning $43 per hour to notify MSHA

Each year:
12 belts x 0.25 x $43 = $129
YEAR TOTAL COST BURDEN
1 $46, 734
2 $27, 269
3 and each thereafter $10, 199

13. Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to respondents or
recordkeepers resulting fromthe collection of information. (Do not include the
cost of any hour burden shown in Itens 12 and 14).

$ The cost estinmate should be split into two conponents: (a) a tota
capital and start-up cost conponent (annualized over its expected
useful life); and (b) a total operation and mai ntenance and purchase

of services conponent. The estinmates should take into account costs
associ ated with generating, maintaining, and disclosing or providing

the information. Include descriptions of nmethods used to estinate
maj or cost factors including systemand technol ogy acquisition
expected useful life of capital equi pment, the discount rate(s), and
the tinme period over which costs will be incurred. Capital and

start-up costs include, anong other itens, preparations for
collecting informati on such as purchasi ng conputers and software;
nmoni toring, sanpling, drilling and testing equi pnment; and record
storage facilities.

$ If cost estimates are expected to vary w dely, agencies should
present ranges of cost burdens and explain the reasons for the
variance. The cost of purchasing or contracting out information
coll ection services should be a part of this cost burden estimate.
In devel opi ng cost burden estinmtes, agencies may consult with a
sanpl e of respondents (fewer than 10), utilize the 60-day pre-OVB
subm ssi on public coment process and use existing econonic or
regul atory inpact analysis associated with the rul emaki ng contai ni ng
the information collection, as appropriate.

$ Ceneral ly, estimates should not include purchases of equi pment or
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services, or portions thereof, nmade: (1) prior to Cctober 1, 1995,
(2) to achieve regulatory conpliance with requirenents not

associated with the information collection, (3) for reasons other
than to provide informati on or keep records for the governnent, or
(4) as part of customary and usual business or private practices.

Research and Devel opnent: Research and devel opnment costs woul d be
incurred by the manufacturers as they attenpt to fornul ate
constructions that would pass the proposed revised test. Based on
coments submtted by conveyor belt manufacturers in response to
t he proposed rule, research and devel opnent costs could vary from
no cost for belts that already pass the revised flane test to
several thousands of dollars for belts that require only m nor
reforrmul ations to pass the revised flanme test to nore than

$100, 000 for belts that nmust undergo major reformul ati ons to pass
the proposed test. On average, MSHA estimates that there would
be an initial $50,000 cost per manufacturer to conduct the
research and devel opnent to fornulate a belt that woul d pass the
proposed test and be comrercially acceptable to the m ning
industry. This anmount reflects the salaries and benefits to

pr of essi onal and techni cal personnel who will determ ne the new
formulation, the raw materials to manufacture a sufficient sanple
for the manufacturer’s own testing, and the costs, including

| abor, of producing that sanple. It also includes the costs of
formul ati ng sone belts that wll be deenmed unacceptable by the
manuf act urer.

After the first year, belt manufacturers are assuned to have
becone sufficiently famliar with the fornul ations that would be
necessary to pass the proposed test. Several manufacturers have,
in fact, already refornulated belts that can pass the proposed
flame test. MSHA estimates there woul d be about 10 belt

manuf acturers who woul d subm t approval applications under the
proposed rule. The research and devel opnent costs are,
therefore, estimated to be:

First year:
$50, 000 per applicant x 10 applicants =  $500, 000

Testing and Evaluation: MSHA' s testing and eval uation fees are
$59 per hour. MSHA' s Approval and Certification Center estinates
that the proposed conveyor belt flanme test would take 3 hours,
and the evaluation of the application docunentation wll take 4
hours at a cost of $624 per application ($59 per hour for testing
and $59 per hour for evaluation nultiplied by a support factor of
1. 895 for overhead costs). An application for extension of
approval may not require testing but it would have to be

eval uated; therefore, the cost of the evaluation would be $335
($59 per hour x 1.895 support factor x 3 hours).
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First year:

120 initial approval x $624 = $74, 880
15 extensions x $335 per
eval uation + $177 per testing = $ 7,680
15 extensions for evaluation only
X $354 = $ 5,025
TOTAL $87, 585

Second year:

60 initial approvals x $624 = $37, 440
20 extensions x $335 per eval uation
+ $177 per testing = $10, 240
20 extension for evaluation only x $335 = $ 6,700
TOTAL $54, 380
Third year:
20 new applications x $624 = $12, 480
10 extensions x $335 per eval uation
+ $177 per testing = $ 5,120
10 extensions for evaluation only x $335 = $ 3,350
TOTAL $20, 950

Post - Approval Product Audit: Under the proposal, an approval -

hol der, at MSHA's request, would have to nmake three sanples of an
approved conveyor belt available for audit at no cost to MSHA no
nore than once per year. |In addition, MSHA would require belts
to be submtted to the Agency for cause at any tine; subm ssions
of belts for cause, however, would be expected to be infrequent.
MSHA estinmates that approxinmately 12 belts will be submtted for
audit each year, starting with the second year (12 nonths after
the i ssuance of the approval), consisting of 5 feet of belt
divided into three 9-inch wi de pieces at an estimted cost of $20
per foot. The shipping cost per belt would be estimated to be
$35.

Second and each succeedi ng year

12 audits x 5 feet x $20 per foot = $1, 200
12 audits x 1 belt per audit x $35 per belt =
x $35 per belt = $ 420
$1, 620
TOTAL COST BURDEN
(net of cost burden in Itens
YEAR 12 and 14)
1 $587, 585
2 $ 56, 000
3 and each thereafter $ 22,570
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14. Provide estinmates of annualized cost to the Federal government. Al so,
provi de a description of the nethod used to estimate cost, which should include
quantification of hours, operational expenses (such as equi pnment, overhead,
printing, and support staff), and any other expense that would not have been
incurred without this collection of information. Agencies also may aggregate
cost estimates fromltenms 12, 13, and 14 in a single table.

MSHA antici pates that there would be no annualized cost to the
Federal Governnment. Under the proposal, the cost of using MSHA s
Approval and Certification Center to process applications for
approval of conveyor belt would be covered fully by applicant
testing and evaluation fees. (Note also that MSHA presently
operates an approval programunder the existing rule in part 18
that is simlar to that specified under the proposed rule.)

15. Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustnments reporting in
Items 13 or 14 of the OVB Form 83-1

The proposed rule woul d establish new approval requirenents for
conveyor belts used in underground coal mnes under part 14. The
hour burden and cost burden reported in Itens 12 and 13 of OVB
Form 83-1 woul d represent a programincrease. However, the total
burden hours associated with this proposed rule would be of fset
by a reduction in burden hours associated with existing approval
requi renents for conveyor belt contained in part 18.

Reduction in Part 18 Burden Hours. The proposed rul e woul d
requi re conveyor belt manufacturers to file new applications for
approval under part 14 instead of part 18. Pronulgation of the
final rule would result in the deletion of 98 paperwork burden
hours from 818.6 and 18.65(f) for conveyor belt new approvals
and extensions of approval under OVB control nunber 1219-0066.
The entire control nunber would not be del eted because part 18
contains approval regulations for electrical notor driven m ne
equi pnent and ot her accessories besides conveyor belt

requi renents.

(Note: In the Decenber 1998 | CB subm ssion for the renewal of

OVB control nunber 1219-0066 for all part 18 approval actions, 18
of the 66 approval applications and 4 of the 80 approval
extensi ons were for conveyor belts. This was based on FY 1997

figures. In estimating burden hours in the Decenber 1998
subm ssion, 40 hours was inadvertently used for all approval
applications and extensions, including conveyor belts. |Instead,

for the 18 new conveyor belt and 4 extension applications, the
time should have been 5 and 2 hours, respectively, which is what
is used in the updated PRI A (Chapter VII, Paperwork Burden

di scussion) and in question 12 of this Supporting Statenent.

Thus, the total burden hours for conveyor belt applications
shoul d have been 98 instead of the 880 hours (18 applications x
40 hours + 4 extensions x 40 hours) calculated into the esti mated
burden hours for part 18 in the Decenber 1998 renewal

1219-AA92
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justification statement. MSHA is submtting a Paperwork
Reducti on Act Change Wrksheet, OVB Form 83-C, for the Decenber
1998 renewal justification of 1219-0066 to separately list the
burden hours for conveyor belts as 98 hours.)

16. For collections of information whose results will be published, outline
pl ans for tabulation, and publication. Address any conplex anal ytical techniques
that will be used. Provide the tinme schedule for the entire project, including

begi nning and endi ng dates of the collection of information, conpletion of
report, publication dates, and other actions.

MSHA woul d not publish the results of this infornmation
col | ection.

17. |If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OVB approval of
the information collection, explain the reasons that display would be
i nappropri ate.

There woul d be no forns associated with this information
collection; therefore, MSHA is not seeking OVB approval to omt
the display of the expiration date on any information collection
form

18. Explain each exception to the certification statenent identified in Item 19
"Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Subm ssion," of OVB 83-1I

There woul d be no certification exceptions identified with
information collection requirenents included in the proposed
rule.

B. Collection of Information Enploynent Statistical
Met hods

The agency should be prepared to justify its decision not to use statistica

nmet hods in any case where such nmethods m ght reduce burden or inprove accuracy of
results. Wen Item 17 on the Form OVB 83-1 is checked "Yes", the follow ng
docunent ati on should be included in the Supporting Statenent to the extent that
it applies to the nmethods proposed:

1. Describe (including a nunerical estinmate) the potential respondent universe
and any sanpling or other respondent selection nethods to be used. Data on the
nunber of entities (e.g., establishnments, State and | ocal governnment units,
househol ds, or persons) in the universe covered by the collection and in the
correspondi ng sanple are to be provided in tabular formfor the universe as a
whol e and for each of the strata in the proposed sanple. Indicate expected
response rates for the collection as a whole. |If the collection had been
conduct ed previously, include the actual response rate achieved during the |ast
col l ecti on.

2. Descri be the procedures for the collection of information including:
! Statistical nmethodol ogy for stratification and sanpl e sel ection
1219-AA92
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! Esti mation procedure,

! Degree of accuracy needed for the purpose described in the
justification,

! Unusual problens requiring specialized sanpling procedures, and

! Any use of periodic (less frequently than annual) data collection
cycles to reduce burden

3. Describe nmethods to naxim ze response rates and to deal with issues of non-
response. The accuracy and reliability of information collected nmust be shown to
be adequate for intended uses. For collections based on sanpling, a specia
justification nust be provided for any collection that will not yield "reliable"
data that can be generalized to the universe studied

4. Describe any tests of procedures or nethods to be undertaken. Testing is
encouraged as an effective neans of refining collections of information to

m nimze burden and inprove utility. Tests nust be approved if they call for
answers to identical questions from 10 or nore respondents. A proposed test or
set of tests nmay be submitted for approval separately or in conbination with the
mai n coll ection of information.

5. Provide the nane and tel ephone nunber of individuals consulted on statistica
aspects of the design and the nanme of the agency unit, contractor(s), grantee(s),
or other person(s) who will actually collect and/or analyze the information for

t he agency.

This collection of information would not enploy statistical
met hods.
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Federal M ne Safety & Health Act of 1977,
Public Law 91-173,
as anended by Public Law 95-164

TITLE I'11--1NTERI M MANDATORY SAFETY STANDARDS FOR UNDERGROUND
COAL M NES

SEC. 311 (a) Each coal mne shall be provided with suitable
firefighting equi pmrent adapted for the size and conditions of the
m ne. The Secretary shall establish m ninumrequirenents for the
type, quality, and quantity of such equi pnent, and the
interpretations of the Secretary or the Director of the Bureau of
M nes relating to such equipnment in effect on the operative date
of this title shall continue in effect until nodified or
superseded by the Secretary. After every blasting operation, an
exam nation shall be nade to determ ne whether fires have been
started.

(b) Underground storage places for lubricating oil and grease
shall be of fireproof construction. Except for specially prepared
mat eri al s approved by the Secretary, lubricating oil and grease
kept in all underground areas in a coal mne shall be in
fireproof, closed netal containers or other no |l ess effective
contai ners approved by the Secretary.

(c) Underground transformer stations, battery-chargi ng stations,
substations, conpressor stations, shops, and permanent

punps shall be housed in fireproof structures or areas. Ar
currents used to ventilate structures or areas encl osing

el ectrical installations shall be coursed directly into the
return. O her underground structures installed in a coal mne as
the Secretary may prescribe shall be of fireproof construction.
Al welding, cutting, or soldering with arc or flame in al
underground areas of a coal mne shall, whenever practicable, be
conducted in fireproof enclosures. Wl ding, cutting or sol dering
with arc or flane in other than a fireproof enclosure shall be
done under the supervision of a qualified person who shall nake a
diligent search for fire during and after such operations and
shal |, imedi ately before and during such operations,
continuously test for nethane with neans approved by the
Secretary for detecting nmethane. Welding, cutting, or soldering
shall not be conducted in air that contains 1.0 vol une per centum
or nore of nethane. Rock dust or suitable fire extinguishers
shall be imedi ately avail abl e during such welding, cutting, or
sol deri ng.

(e) Wthin one year after the operative date of this title, fire
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suppressi on devi ces neeting specifications prescribed by the
Secretary shall be installed on unattended underground equi pnent
and suitable fire-resistant hydraulic fluids approved by the
Secretary shall be used in the hydraulic systens of such

equi pnent. Such fluids shall be used in the hydraulic systens of
ot her under ground equi pnent unl ess fire suppression devices
neeting specifications prescribed by the Secretary are installed
on such equi pnent.

(f) Deluge-type water sprays or foam generators automatically
actuated by rise in tenperature, or other no |l ess effective neans
approved by the Secretary of controlling fire, shall be installed
at main and secondary belt-conveyor drives. \Were sprays or

foam generators are used they shall supply a sufficient quantity
of water or foamto control fires.

(g) Underground belt conveyors shall be equi pped with slippage
and sequence switches. The Secretary shall, within sixty days
after the operative date of this title, require that devices be
installed on all such belts which will give a warning
automatically when a fire occurs on or near such belt. The
Secretary shall prescribe a schedule for installing fire
suppressi on devices on belt haul ageways.

(h) On and after the operative date of this title, all conveyor
belts acquired for use underground shall neet the requirenents to
be established by the Secretary for flame-resistant conveyor

bel ts.

REGULATI ONS

SEC. 508. The Secretary, the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Wel fare, and the Panel are authorized to issue such

regul ati ons as each deens appropriate to carry out any provision
of this Act.
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