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Supporting Statement for 
Title 46 CFR Subchapter Q:  Lifesaving, Electrical, Engineering and

Navigation Equipment, Construction and Materials 
& Marine Sanitation Devices (33 CFR 159)

A.  Justification

1.  Circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.
The authority to prescribe regulations for lifesaving, electrical, engineering, and navigation equipment, 
construction and materials, and its use on inspected vessels derives from 46 U.S.C. 3306.  These 
regulations are also authorized under 46 U.S.C. 3703 and 4302.  Specific Subparts of Subchapter Q are 
also authorized under 46 U.S.C. 2103, 4103 and 5115, and 33 U.S.C. 1321 (j), and 1903.  Title 46 CFR 
Chapter I Subchapter Q Parts 159 through 165 (165 requirements currently found in NVIC 8–01 (Change 
2)1 contains the technical standards for approval by the Coast Guard of specific types of safety equipment 
and materials that are to be installed on vessels subject to Coast Guard jurisdiction.  The authority to 
prescribe regulations for marine sanitation devices is at 33 U.S.C. 1322(b)(1).  The regulations are found 
at 33 CFR Part 159.

a.  Approval standards for lifesaving, electrical, engineering, and navigation equipment, 
construction and materials, and marine sanitation devices (MSDs)
The general approval procedures for the equipment and material of Subchapter Q are described in 46 CFR
159.  The standards for Coast Guard approval of different equipment and material are contained in 46 
CFR Parts 160-165, as described below: 

Lifesaving Equipment: 46 CFR Part 160 
Electrical Equipment: 46 CFR Part 161
Engineering Equipment: 46 CFR Part 162
Construction: 46 CFR Part 163
Materials: 46 CFR Part 164
Navigation Equipment 46 CFR Part 165 (NVIC 8-01, Change 2)
MSDs 33 CFR Part 159

The overall authority for the reporting and recordkeeping requirements applicable to all manufacturers of 
approved equipment, thus making it applicable also to the equipment and material in Subchapter Q, is 
described in 46 CFR 2.90 and 2.95.  In general, safety equipment and material standards are intended to 
ensure that manufactured equipment meet minimum levels of performance and safety.  To show that these
have been met, manufacturers are required to submit drawings, specifications, and laboratory test reports 
before Coast Guard approval is given, as described in the above regulations.  

When the Coast Guard approves emergency and safety equipment for use aboard commercial vessels and 
pleasure craft, the manufacturer is issued a Certificate of Approval.  This certificate and all other 
documents (drawings, test reports, etc.) form the basis for the certificate and must be retained for the 
period for which the certificate is in effect (usually five years).  

Navigation equipment requirements are currently required by SOLAS V2 for vessels engaged on 
international voyages.  These requirements will be codified in a proposed rule creating 33 CFR Part 165.  
Currently, these approvals are being conducted in accordance with NVIC 8–01 (Change 2).

1  Navigation and Vessel Inspection Circular (NVIC) 8-01 (Change 2) is available at— 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/nvic/pdf/2001/NVIC_8-01_CH-2.pdf .  
2  International Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS) Chapter V—Safety of Navigation.  

1 of 12

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/nvic/pdf/2001/NVIC_8-01_CH-2.pdf


1625-0035  

Furthermore, the regulations in 46 CFR 160 require liferafts and certain life preservers to be serviced 
periodically.  This servicing must be recorded so that it can be determined later that it was indeed done.  
Servicing records for lifesaving devices are retained by the servicing organization for use by Coast Guard 
inspection personnel.  These records form the basis of a servicing certificate, a copy of which is retained 
on the vessel or drilling unit.  It serves as evidence that the equipment is in operating condition and that 
the equipment was serviced in accordance with the applicable regulations by an authorized servicing 
facility.  Reports by liferaft servicing facilities of deficient liferafts and deficient liferaft servicing are 
used to identify production problems that could affect multiple liferafts in field service, and liferaft 
servicing facilities requiring closer Coast Guard oversight.  Such reports are occasional, only being 
required when a reportable deficiency is observed.

b.  Instructional materials 
Manufacturers are required to produce, and vessel operators are required to use, instructional materials for
certain lifesaving, fire protection, engineering and navigation equipment.  For the equipment cited in 
Subchapter Q requiring instructional material, the manufacturers are generally required to submit the 
instructional materials along with the application package to the Coast Guard for approval.  Instructional 
material is necessary because vessel crewmembers must have access to information on the proper 
operation of lifesaving, fire protection, engineering and navigation equipment.  These materials are used 
during training sessions and during emergencies.  Applicable parts as can be seen in the Appendix. 

c.  Markings
Subchapter Q requires manufacturers to identify lifesaving, electrical, engineering and navigation 
equipment and some construction and materials, with the following: manufacturer, model number, 
capacity, approval number and other information concerning its performance.  Additional markings are 
required in the case of certain equipment, and are outlined in the applicable Subpart for the equipment in 
question.  Generally, vessel operators and Coast Guard inspectors use this information to determine 
compliance with regulations.  Applicable parts as can be seen in the Appendix. 

d.  Records of production tests & laboratory inspections  
Subchapter Q regulations also require the manufacturer to conduct and maintain records of production 
tests for some of the equipment and material.  These tests are mainly material tests necessary to ensure 
that the material being used in the construction of a lifesaving appliance meets the minimum performance
requirements with regard to strength, buoyancy, and fire retardancy, as applicable.  The manufacturing 
processes are also inspected regularly by lab inspectors – who issue their own reports to the manufacturer 
– from independent laboratories certified by the Coast Guard to ensure quality control.  Applicable parts 
as can be seen in the Appendix. 

e.  Independent & Recognized Laboratories
Independent Lab:  Some of the production tests described above are required to be done through, or 
certified by, ‘independent’ laboratories.  Thus, before laboratory test reports can be accepted, the 
laboratory must demonstrate its technical qualifications and independence.  The laboratory can satisfy this
requirement by submitting the information specified in 46 CFR 159.010-5 to the Coast Guard.  This is a 
reporting requirement that each laboratory has to meet only once and is thus a one-time burden.

Recognized Lab:  Certain Subparts in Subchapter Q, Parts 159-165, not only require that the laboratory is 
Coast Guard approved, but also that it is a ‘recognized laboratory’ listed in the Subpart.  At present, there 
is only one recognized lab.  

The Coast Guard established regulations, in 46 CFR 159.010 and in some Subparts of Subchapter Q, for 
an independent laboratory seeking to become a recognized laboratory for conducting tests and 
inspections.  Only laboratories that enter into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Coast 
Guard may perform the functions of a recognized laboratory.  The MOU is a collection of information 
that is prepared and submitted to the Coast Guard for approval by the laboratory seeking recognition.  The
MOU specifies the approval functions the laboratory performs for the Coast Guard, and the laboratory’s 
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working arrangements with the Coast Guard.  The establishment of the MOU will ensure that all 
independent laboratories that are recognized by the Coast Guard follow similar procedures.  Provisions 
for ‘round-robin’ testing in the MOU will ensure that various recognized laboratories’ testing similar 
equipment using similar testing procedures obtain comparable results.

This information collection supports the following strategic goals:
Department of Homeland Security

 Prevention
 Protection

Coast Guard
 Maritime Safety
 Maritime Stewardship

Prevention Policy and Response Policy Directorates (CG-5P & CG-5R)
 Safety:  Eliminate deaths, injuries, and property damage associated with commercial 

maritime operations.
 Human and Natural Environment:  Eliminate environmental damage associated with 

maritime transportation and operations on and around the nation’s waterways.

2.  By whom, how, and for what purpose the information is to be used.
a.  Approval, b.  Instructional materials, and c.  Markings:  Technical plans, drawings, and 
specifications are submitted to the Coast Guard to obtain approval numbers for a variety of lifesaving and 
safety equipment.  The submitted technical data is then reviewed to determine compliance with the 
technical requirements contained in specific regulations.  The plans and drawings are copies of production
drawings utilized by the manufacturer in making the equipment.  The required instructional materials and 
markings are also submitted to the Coast Guard with the overall application for approval. 

When Coast Guard approval is issued, a Certificate of Approval is sent to the manufacturer of the 
equipment.  The certificates, plans, specifications, and laboratory test reports used to issue approval are 
retained by the manufacturer of the approved equipment to identify the specific equipment approved and 
to permit the production of equipment identical to the equipment samples originally tested.  The 
certificates also specify an expiration date and provide the terms of the approval.  Subchapter Q thus 
requires that these documents be filed and retained by the manufacturer. 

d.  Records of production tests & laboratory inspection reports:  Independent testing laboratories that 
test the materials and equipment for compliance with the applicable Coast Guard regulations issue 
reports.  The manufacturer is required to retain laboratory or production test reports used by the 
manufacturer to obtain approval from the Coast Guard.  

Production test reports for lifesaving equipment are reviewed either by the independent laboratory or 
Coast Guard inspectors to determine that production stock of lifesaving appliances will be identical to 
those originally tested and approved.   The lifesaving appliances will be inspected for continuity of 
attributes, i.e., ability to adequately support the weight of a person in the water or otherwise aid in a 
person’s survival in emergency situations.  The purpose of these reports is to enable a comparison 
between the construction and properties of production lifesaving appliances to the sample devices 
originally evaluated prior to issuance of Coast Guard approval.

e.  Independent and Recognized Labs:  Upon being accepted by the Coast Guard, the Independent 
Laboratories meet the criteria for the reports they themselves issue to be accepted.  The information that 
each laboratory must submit to gain such Coast Guard acceptance or recognition:

 Identifies the laboratory and principal person(s) to contact;
 Verifies the independence of the laboratory from the organizations whose products the laboratory 

will test;
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 Verifies the technical qualifications of the test personnel; and
 Verifies the adequacy of equipment and facilities to conduct the testing for which application is 

made.

An MOU, in the form of a prepared and signed document, is submitted to the Coast Guard by an 
independent laboratory seeking Coast Guard ‘recognition’ to perform certain approval and production 
tests specified in 46 CFR Subchapter Q.  A particular laboratory submits it only once, at the time of initial
application for recognition.  The MOU is used by the Coast Guard to evaluate the capabilities of the 
laboratory to perform the functions specified in the relevant regulations, and to document the 
responsibilities of the laboratory and of the Coast Guard in relation to equipment testing, inspection, and 
approval.

3.  Consideration of the use of improved information technology.
The information may be submitted in writing or electronically via e-mail.  We estimate that about 90% of 
the reporting and recordkeeping requirements can be done electronically.  At this time, we estimate that 
approximately 50% of the responses are collected electronically.  

4.  Efforts to identify duplication.  Why similar information cannot be used. 
There is no duplication, since the information is reported or kept only once for each organization and each
item.  There are no other Federal Agencies or States with programs dealing with the same equipment and 
technical requirements.  On the contrary, other Federal Agencies have relied on Coast Guard approval as 
evidence of suitability for the purpose intended when ordering items such as lifesaving equipment.

The information is unique to each piece of equipment or material and organization, and no other 
information can be used in its place.

5.  Methods to minimize the burden to small businesses if involved.
This information collection does not have an impact on small businesses or other small entities.  

6.  Consequences to the Federal program if collection were conducted less frequently.
This information is collected only once for each item manufacturer, testing, and servicing organization.  
The records that are submitted or retained are the minimum needed to identify the equipment and ensure 
that it has been tested and serviced properly.  There is thus no way to reduce this frequency.

For laboratory classification, where the information is also collected only once, if the information is not 
collected the Coast Guard would be unable to evaluate the qualifications and procedures of laboratories 
desiring recognition to perform and/or oversee certain tests of approved equipment on behalf of the Coast 
Guard.  

7.  Explain any special circumstances that would cause the information collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with guidelines.
This information collection is conducted in manner consistent with the guidelines in 5 CFR 1320.5(d)(2).

8.  Consultation.
A 60-day and 30-day Notice were published in the Federal Register to obtain public comment on this 
collection.  (See [USCG-2012-0016]; February 6, 2012, 77 FR 5816; and April 12, 2012, 77 FR 21989).  
The Coast Guard has not received any comments on this information collection.  

9.  Explain any decision to provide any payment or gift to respondents.
There is no offer of monetary or material value for this information collection.

10.  Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents.
There are no assurances of confidentiality provided to the respondents for this information collection.
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11.  Additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature.
There are no questions of sensitive language.

12.  Estimates of reporting and recordkeeping hour and cost burdens of the collection of information.

a.  Approval Procedures
i)  RENEWALS:  There are approximately 2,662 approvals of lifesaving, electrical, emergency and 
navigation equipment, and construction and materials submitted by 287 manufacturers as seen in the 
attached Appendix (Column D).  The Appendix also provides the applicable CFR sections.  Since a Coast
Guard approval is generally valid for five years, we assume that approximately 532 approvals (2,662/5= 
532) have to renew their approval annually.   The Coast Guard estimates that this process takes about 0.5 
hours, as it mainly involves the faxing of a letter requesting approval to Coast Guard Headquarters 
(CGHQ).  

Therefore, the reporting burden hours are = 532 X 0.5 = 266 hours (rounded). 

If we assume someone at a management level (equivalent to GS-13 (out-of-gov’t rate)) prepares the 
submission to the Coast Guard for all equipment, the applicable wage rate is $83/hour3.  Therefore the 
total cost is $83 X 266 = $22,078.  

ii)  NEW APPLICATIONS:  For manufacturers seeking approval for the first time, the normal procedure 
is to forward to CGHQ a letter that includes production drawings describing the equipment submitted and
independent laboratory reports indicating compliance with the technical requirements of the individual 
specifications.  As the accompanying documents are already available to the manufacturer as part of the 
manufacturing process, submitting the documents with the letter mainly involves the photocopying of 
existing documents.  Thus, we estimate from past experience that the average time of preparation for a 
submittal is approximately two hours.  For a total of 80 (3% of total approvals) submittals per year by 
new manufacturers the total burden is 160 hours, at the rate of 2 hours per submittal.

Therefore, the reporting burden hours are = 80 X 2.0 = 160 hours.
If we assume someone at a management level (equivalent to GS-13(out-of-gov’t rate)) prepares the 
submission to the Coast Guard, the applicable wage rate is $83/hour.  Therefore the cost is = $83 X 160 = 
$13,280.
  
iii)  COPIES ON FILE:  As part of the approval, manufacturers are required to retain relevant documents,
plans, or test reports.  The manufacturer usually retains these records as business records.  Thus the time 
involved is minimal, and we estimate that to be approximately 10 minutes (0.17 hours) a year per 
manufacturer.  

Therefore, the recordkeeping burden hours for all 2,662 approvals are = 2,662 X 0.17 = 453 hours.

If we assume someone at the clerical level (equivalent to GS-7 (out-of-gov’t rate)) files the copies, then 
the applicable wage rate is $43/hour.  Thus the cost is = 453 X $43 = $19,479. 

iv)  SERVICING:  The regulations require certain vessels, mobile offshore drilling units, and fishing 
vessels to carry liferafts and lifesaving equipment in accordance with their Certificate of Inspection.  
There are also servicing requirements for this equipment.  The burden therefore is the requirement for 
servicing facilities to retain records of the servicing and to inform the Coast Guard of discrepancies and 
problems.  

3  All wage rates for calculations in this document are obtained from Enclosure (2) to COMDTINST 7310.1M. 
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Unlike liferafts, the optional, automatically inflatable life jackets addressed in 46 CFR 160.176-19(e) are 
of a special nature and are not used by the general public or conventional commercial vessels.  To date 
only one vessel, a hydrofoil, was equipped with these life jackets.  It is expected that fewer than ten 
vessels will ever carry these special devices, and there is currently only one (1) servicing facility for these
inflatable lifejackets.  Both liferafts and automatically inflatable life jackets are serviced by the same 
servicing organizations and there are 208 of them nationwide, including manufacturers.  The total number
of servicing facilities therefore is 209. 

The Table below summarizes the CFR sections that have the servicing requirements, as well as the 
numbers of servicing facilities and burden hours applicable to this collection.  

The Coast Guard estimates that the recordkeeping requirement for each liferaft servicing is approximately
2 hours annually, and that the reporting of problems to the Coast Guard involves about an hour annually 
on average, as it is only very occasionally that such problems are reported. 

The recordkeeping burden for 209 servicing facilities, therefore, is = 2 X 209 = 418 hours.  
The reporting burden is = 1 X 209 = 209 hours. 

If we assume someone at the clerical level (equivalent to GS-7(out-of-gov’t rate)) files the copies, then 
the applicable wage rate is $43/hour.  Thus the cost for the recordkeeping hours is 418 X $43 = $17,974. 

If someone at a management level (equivalent to GS-13(out-of-gov’t rate)) prepares the report on 
servicing and equipment problems, the applicable wage rate is $83/hour.  Therefore the cost is = $83 X 
209 = $17,347.  

TABLE 1:  Servicing

Equipment Type 46 CFR cite Number of
Servicing
Facilities

Burden Hours

Reporting Record-
keeping

Buoyant Apparatus for 
Merchant Vessels 

160.010-3 (c)
208 approx. in 
total, and most 
service all three 
equipment types. 

209 hours 418 hours
Inflatable Liferafts for 
Domestic Service

160.051-7

Inflatable Liferafts (SOLAS) 160.151-35(a)

Inflatable Lifejackets 160.176-19 1

TOTAL 209 209 hours 418 hours

SUMMARY OF APPROVAL PROCEDURES: 
Number of Respondents = 80 (new manufacturers) + 287 (all existing manufacturers) + 209 (servicing 
facilities) = 576. 
Number of Responses = 532 + 80 + 209 + 209 = 1,030
Reporting Hours = 266 + 160 + 209 = 635 hours.
Recordkeeping Hours = 453 + 418 = 871 hours.
Therefore, Annual Hour Burden (Reporting + Recordkeeping) = 635 + 871 = 1,506 hours. 
Annual Cost =  $22,078 + $13,280 + $19,479 + $17,974 + $17,347 = $90,158.

b.  Instructional Materials

6 of 12



1625-0035  

i)  RENEWALS:  The annual reporting burden is the estimated burden to the manufacturers to get the 
training or instructional material approved by the Coast Guard and to provide the material with the 
equipment.  There are approximately 1,401 equipment approvals with this burden as seen in the attached 
Appendix (Column E).  Since most approvals are valid for five years, annually the number of 
manufacturers revising the instructional materials is = 1,401/5 = 280.  Generally, it takes approximately 2 
hours to make revisions to the material.  Further, we estimate that on average, each manufacturer 
produces about 200 units.  The time required for each instructional material to be included with the 
equipment is the few minutes it takes for a manufacturer to print and collate the information and to pack it
with the equipment.  Thus on average, we assume 0.1 hours (6 minutes) per piece of equipment for 
packing the instructional material with the equipment.  

Therefore the reporting burden hours for approved manufacturers are = (280 X 2) + (280 X 200 X 0.1) = 
6,160 hours.  

If someone at the management level (equivalent to GS-13 (out-of-gov’t rate)) makes the revisions, the 
applicable wage rate is $83/hour.  We also assume someone at the clerical level (equivalent to GS-5 (out-
of-gov’t rate)) packs the material with the equipment.  Thus the applicable wage rate here is $35/hour.  
The total cost is therefore (560 X $83) + (5,600 X $35) = $46,480+ $196,000= $242,480. 

ii)  NEW:  We estimate that there will be approximately 20 (approximately 1.5 % of total approvals) new 
applications each year, with requirements for instructional materials.  The time involved for this is more, 
as the preparation of new material takes longer.  We assume 8 hours per manufacturer, on average.  
Assuming 0.10 minutes for packing the material with the equipment, for 200 units per manufacturer, the 
total time involved is = 20 X 200 X 0.1 = 400 hours. 

Therefore the reporting burden hours for new manufacturers annually are: (20 X 8) + (20 X 200 X 0.1) = 
160 + 400 = 560 hours. 

Again, we assume someone of management level (equivalent to GS-13 (out-of-gov’t rate)) prepares the 
material, so the applicable wage rate is $83/hour.  We also assume someone at the clerical level 
(equivalent to GS-5 (out-of-gov’t rate)) packs the material with the equipment.  Thus the applicable wage 
rate here is $35/hour.  

The total cost is therefore (20 X 8 X $83) + (400 X $35) = $13,280 + $14,000 = $27,280. 

SUMMARY OF INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIAL: 

Number of Responses = 280 + 20 = 300.
Annual (Reporting) Burden Hours = 6,160 + 560 = 6,720 hours.
Annual Cost = $242,480 + $27,280 = $269,760.

c.  Markings
i)  REVISIONS.  There are an estimated 1,477 pieces of approved equipment for merchant vessels that 
require markings, as seen in attached Appendix (Column F).  Since all Coast Guard approved material is 
valid for five years, we assume that about 1/5 of all approved manufacturers will be revising their 
markings on equipment every year, which comes to approximately 295 manufacturers annually.   On 
average, manufacturers can each be expected to produce about 200 units per year.  The time required for 
each response is the few minutes it takes for a manufacturer to stencil or stamp the information, on the 
equipment.  In many cases the information is part of a printed label or the process is in some way 
automated and so the actual time per piece of equipment is negligible.  Thus we estimate, on average, a 
time of 6 minutes (0.10 hour) per item.
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The annual reporting burden for approved manufacturers to mark (identify) equipment = 295 x 200 x 0.10
= 5,900 hours.  Assuming someone of clerical level (equivalent to GS-5 (out-of-gov’t rate)) does the 
marking on the equipment, the applicable wage rate is $35/hour.  Thus the total cost involved is = 5,900 
X $35 = $206,500 annually. 

ii)  NEW:  We estimate there are approximately 37 new equipment approvals (2.5 % of total approvals) 
that require equipment markings.  Again, the time involved in marking the equipment is 0.10 hour per 
item.  The manufacturers of this equipment produce, on average, 200 units. 

The annual reporting burden for new manufacturers is:  37 X 200 X 0.10 = 740 hours. 
Assuming someone of clerical level (equivalent to GS-5 (out-of-gov’t rate)) does the marking on the 
equipment, the applicable wage rate is $35/hour.  Thus the total cost involved is = 740 X $35 = $25,900 
annually. 

SUMMARY OF MARKINGS: 
Number of Responses = 295 + 37= 332.
Annual (Reporting) Burden Hours = 5,900 + 740 = 6,640 hours.
Annual Cost = $206,500 + $25,900 = $232,400. 

d.  Records of Production Tests & Lab Inspections
i)  RECORDS OF PRODUCTION TESTS:  Manufacturers of approximately 1,674 Subchapter Q 
equipment approvals are also required to keep records of their production tests, as seen in Table 1, 
Column G attached.  While each manufacturer is expected to conduct quality control tests in accordance 
with the sampling plan specified in the individual specifications, the burden placed on the manufacturers 
is the retention of these records.  In many cases, independent laboratories in lieu of Coast Guard 
inspectors will monitor this.  It is expected that each manufacturer of critical lifesaving appliances, such 
as life vests, lifeboats, etc., have an already established quality control program.  The regulation, outlined 
in 46 CFR 159.007 and in the applicable Subparts, merely provides for uniformity of quality control 
measures among various manufacturers.  Because of the number of tests that are done yearly, we estimate
the burden for retaining the records, on average, to be approximately two (2) hours annually per 
manufacturer.

Therefore the total recordkeeping burden = 1,674 X 2 hours = 3,348 hours.

Assuming the recordkeeping and filing of records is handled by someone at the clerical level (equivalent 
to GS-7 (out-of-gov’t rate)) with a wage rate of $43/hour, the cost involved is = 3,348 X $43 = $143,964. 

ii)  LAB INSPECTIONS OF PRODUCTION TESTING AND INSPECTION REPORTS:  Since the 
production testing (quality control procedures) is based on a statistical sampling plan, the cost to the 
respondents due to laboratory supervision will vary with production.  According to industry comments the
time involved in laboratory monitoring varies greatly depending on the product being manufactured.  
Since actual figures are not available to the Coast Guard, we estimate that a laboratory inspector at each 
manufacturing facility spends an average of 2 hours a month (i.e., 24 hours a year) to monitor quality 
control procedures, which is the burden to manufacturers as they pay for the services of the lab inspector. 
His/her work involves the monitoring and the issuance of a report to the manufacturer.  More and more 
manufacturers are using lab inspectors now, and so we make the reasonable assumption that all 
manufacturers of the 1,674 approved pieces of equipment that are required to maintain production test 
records also undergo lab inspections. 

Therefore the reporting burden for manufacturers is = 1,674 X 2 X 12 = 40,176 hours. 
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Assuming a rate of $43/hr for the laboratory inspector (GS-7 level (out-of-gov’t rate)), the annual cost to 
manufacturers (respondents) is = 40,176 X $43 = $1,727,568. 

SUMMARY OF RECORDS OF PRODUCTION TESTS & LAB INSPECTIONS: 
Number of Responses = 1,674 + 1,674 = 3,348.
Recordkeeping Burden Hours = 3,348 hours.
Reporting Burden Hours = 40,176 hours. 
Therefore, Annual Burden Hours (Recordkeeping + Reporting) = 3,348+ 40,176 = 43,524 hours.
Annual Cost = $143,964+ $1,727,568 = $1,871,532

e.  Independent & Recognized Labs. 
i)  INDEPENDENT LAB:  The burden placed on independent laboratories seeking Coast Guard 
acceptance is the time they need to prepare the necessary documentation to demonstrate their 
independence and technical competence.    The Coast Guard receives approximately two applications a 
year for Independent Laboratory certification of the approved equipment.  Each respondent is expected to 
spend four (4) hours in preparing a submittal to the Coast Guard.  The submittal needs to be made only 
once for each laboratory.  

The total annual burden for Independent Lab submissions is therefore estimated to be eight (8) 
hours for the approved equipment.   Since we assume someone of management level (equivalent 
to GS-13 (out-of-gov’t rate)) puts together the application to the Coast Guard, the applicable wage 
rate is $83/hour for most equipment.  Thus the total cost is = $83 X 8 = $664/year.  

ii)  RECOGNIZED LAB:  The Coast Guard estimates that there will be no more than one applicant for 
independent laboratory recognition every five years, therefore no more than one MOU submission every 
five years is anticipated.  Based on the resources required to draft the single existing MOU, drafting of an 
MOU is estimated to require no more than two person-weeks of professional staff time, for a total annual 
burden to the public of 80 hours. 

Therefore the 5-year burden is 80 hours, and the annual burden = 80/5 = 16 hours. 

Thus the annual cost, assuming again that someone of management level (equivalent to GS-13 (out-of-
gov’t rate)) puts together the MOU, is = $83 X 16 = $1,328 annually. 

SUMMARY OF INDEPENDENT & RECOGNIZED LABS: 
Number of Respondents = 2 + 0.2 = 2.2 = approximately 2
Number of Responses = 2 + 0.2 = 2.2 = approximately 2
Annual (Reporting) Burden Hours = 8 + 16 = 24 hours.
Annual Cost = $664 + $1,328 = $1,992.

Table 2:  Summary of Collections of Information: Respondents, Responses, Burden & Cost

Section
1.

Respondents
2.

Responses
per

respondent
(average)
(rounded)

3. 
Total

Responses

4.
Reporting
(Hours)

5. 
Record-
keeping
(Hours)

6.
Annual
Burden 
(= 4 + 5)
(Hours)

7. 
Annual

Cost

a) Approval 
Procedures

576 2 1,030 635 871 1,506 $90,158

b) Instructional
Materials

 (Subset of a) 1 300 6,720 0 6,720 $269,760

c) Markings  (Subset of a) 1 332 6,640 0 6,640 232,400
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d) Records of 
Production 
Tests

 (Subset of a) 6 3,348 40,176 3,348 43,524 $1,871,532

e) Independent 
and 
Recognized 
Labs.

2 1 2 24 0 24 $1,992

Total 578 5,012 54,195 4,219 58,414 $2,465,842

As can be seen from Table 2, the total number of respondents is 578 and the total number of responses is 
5,012.  The number of annual burden hours for this collection of information is 58,414 hours and the total
annual cost is $2,465,842.

13.  Estimates of annualized capital and start-up costs.
There are no capital, start-up or maintenance costs associated with this information collection.

14.  Estimates of annualized Federal Government costs.
Federal Government costs consist of processing applications for product approvals, processing 
independent laboratory acceptances, and some limited monitoring of the lifesaving device manufacturers’ 
production tests.

i.  APPROVAL RECORDS REVIEW:  The cost to the government in administering the equipment and 
materials approvals consists of reviewing the applicants’ requests, plans, blue prints, test reports, and 
other materials such as product catalogs and specifications. After review of all relevant material, a 
certificate of approval or a letter citing areas of noncompliance is sent to each applicant.  The average 
time of processing is estimated at four hours per submittal.

The reviewing official for most equipment is usually a civilian (GS-13 (in-gov’t rate)) or a military 
officer with an average hourly rate of $77.  As there are 80 new applications a year to review, the total 
annual cost to the Federal Government is = 80 x 4 x $77 = $24,640. 

ii.  REVIEW OF INDEPENDENT LABORATORY APPLICATIONS:  The cost to the government is the
value of the time of the person reviewing each application for laboratory recognition.  It takes 
approximately 2 hours to review the application for most equipment and 0.5 hours to draft a written reply 
indicating acceptance/rejection.  About two (2) laboratory applications are expected each year for most 
approved.  If the person reviewing the equipment applications is of GS-13 rank, the cost involved is = 2.5 
X 2 X $77 = $385. 

iii.  LIFESAVING DEVICE SERVICING RECORDS:  The cost to the government is the cost of keeping
copies of the servicing reports at the local Coast Guard Marine Safety/Inspection Office. It is assumed 
that these tasks consume 0.05 hours (3 min.) of clerical time for each report and Coast Guard offices 
process about 2,200 reports annually.  These tasks are carried out by civilian clerical (GS-4, wage rate of 
$32/hour (in-gov’t rate)) personnel or enlisted military personnel.  The cost therefore is = 0.05 X $32 X 
2,200 = $3,520. 

iv.   PRODUCTION TESTS AND QUALITY CONTROL PROCEDURES MONITORING:  At the 
present time, most production tests are monitored by independent laboratories in lieu of Coast Guard 
personnel at no cost to the government.  There are, however, some government officers still involved in 
monitoring the quality control procedures of a few manufacturers – primarily manufacturers of davits, 
winches and lifeboats.  We estimate that the total amount of time involved is the equivalent of one officer 
working full time.  The rank equivalent for an officer conducting such monitoring is O-3 (in gov’t rate), 
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and involves a wage rate of $72/hour.  Since approximately 2,000 hours equal one man-year, the cost is = 
$72 X 2000 = $144,000. 

v.  REVIEW OF AN MOU FOR A RECOGNIZED LAB: Coast Guard engineering and legal staff will 
review an MOU for sufficiency before submitting it to the Commandant or an authorized representative 
for signature.  Based on the resources required to process the single existing MOU, this review process is 
expected to require one week, or 40 hours, of professional staff time.  Since there is approximately one 
application every five years for a recognized lab, we assume the time involved is 8 hours annually 
(=40/5).  Again assuming someone of GS-13 rank review the MOU, the applicable wage rate is $77/hour. 
The annual cost to the Federal Government therefore is = 8 X $77 = $616. 

Thus the total cost to the Federal Government for review of approval records, independent laboratory 
applications, lifesaving device servicing records, production monitoring and MOU submissions is:

$24,640 + $385 + $3,520 + $144,000 + $616 = $173,161.

15.  Explain the reasons for the change in burden.
 The change in burden hours is an ADJUSTMENT.  There is no proposed change to the reporting or 
recordkeeping requirements of this collection.  The reporting and recordkeeping requirements and the 
methodology for calculating burden remain unchanged.  

The following listed below are changes to the collection:
 Decrease in respondents, responses and burden (i.e., burden hours) are due to several factors—

o A decrease in the number of items on the equipment/material inventory.  
o A change in how equipment/material manufacturers (i.e., respondents) are determined, 

from one manufacturer per piece of equipment/material, to a count of distinct 
manufacturers in the CGMIX database.  This change results in the number dropping from
3,735 to 287.  NOTE—Total respondents for the ICR includes existing 287 mfrs, plus 80 
new mfrs, plus 209 servicing facilities and 2 independent/recognized labs for a total of  
578 respondents.  

o A correction in how the Approval Procedure number of responses is calculated.  In the 
last ICR, we included the total number of mfrs.  This was in error, and is corrected in this 
ICR. 

 Changed ICR title to add Navigation Equipment.
 Added the equipment approvals associated w/ NVIC 8-01 in this ICR, to reflect the interaction 

we have with navigation equipment manufacturers.  
 Updates are provided for cost burden associated with this collection of information.  
 Note—For readability, the Coast Guard has moved information from 4 tables in the Supporting 

Statement into an Appendix.  The info includes—(1) Approved Equipment, (2) Instructional 
Materials, (3) Markings, and (4) Records of Production Testing.  

 The Coast Guard has developed printable instructions for this collection of information.

16.  For collections of information whose results are planned to be published for statistical use, outline 
plans for tabulation, statistical analysis and publication.
This information collection will not be published for statistical purposes.

17.  Explain the reasons for seeking not to display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
information of collection.  
The OMB expiration date will be displayed on the Instruction sheet related to the information collection 
request.  
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18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement.
The Coast Guard does not request an exception to the certification of this information collection.

B.  Collection of Information Employing Statistical Methods
This information collection does not employ statistical methods.
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