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HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE

This listing does not affect the legal status
of any document publishad in this issue, Detalled
table of contents appears inside.

EMERGENCY ENERGY CONSERVATION SERVICES—Com-
munity Services Administration announces program to
involve low-income individuals and families; effective
7-28-75 .. 1 . e 31602

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS—The Federal Service Im-
passes Panel proposes revisions to its rules relating
to negotiation impasses; comments by 8-18-75 ... . 31636

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS SECURITY—Labor issues interpre-
tive bulletins relating to fiduciary responsibility . 31598

NONDISCRIMINATION—FCC proposes regulations in em-
ployment policies and practices of broadcast licensees;
comments by 9-11-75 and reply comments by
10-1-75 . NI PR ;

RECONSTITUTION OF FARMS AND ALLOTMENTS—USDA
proposes to revise and reissue regulations: comments
by 11-25-75 . Py AR ) : eenee 31609

POULTRY INSPECTION—USDA proposes regulations for
transportation of inedible material: comments by
L e A e s oA kB 31616

TOBACCO INSPECTION—USDA/AMS issues regulations;

31625

effective 7-28-75. . . 31591
ORANGE JUICE—USDA/AMS proposes amending grade
standards; comments by 8-27-75. .. coeeee. 31607
HYPOALLERGENIC COSMETIC PRODUCTS—FDA/H
stays effective date concerning labeling ... ... 31606
(Continued inside)
PART Ii:
FRAME WORK AND RIVER BASIN STUDY PRO-
GRAMS—DOD/Corps of Engineers regulation
providing general guidance for participation;
effective 7-28-75 ... . ... ... . R 31717
PART lii:
EFFLUENT GUIDELINES—EPA issues rules and
proposed rules (4 documents) ... —— ST S
PART IV:
THREATENED WILDLIFE—Interior/FWS adds to
R e R T N S T S Y




reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an ald to FEDERAL RecisTen users. Inclusion or exclusion from this 1ist has no
legal significance. Since this 115t 18 intended as & reminder, It does not melude effective dates that ocour within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

FCC—Amateur radio service; automatic
control of repeater stations. ... 26524,
6-24-75
FCC—Radio broadcast services; FM broad- .
cast stations; table of assignments.
26522; 6-24-75
OEM—Community action programs; fund-
IO e 27030; 6-26-75
TREASURY/CS—Petroleum and petroleum
products; testing and sampling.
27022; 6-26-75
USDA/APHIS—Revocation of certain re-
quirements relating to swine injected
with hog cholera virus. 27224; 6-27-75

List of Public Laws

This is a listing of public_bills enacted by
Congress and approved by the President, to ther
with the law number, the date of approval, and
the U.S. Statute citation. The list is kept current
in each issue of the Federal Register and copies
of the laws may be obtained from the 5.
Government Printing Office.

The following bill was vetoed by the
President: H.R. 4035, Petroleum Pricing
Review Act. Message dated July 21, 1975;
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Docu-
ments, Vol. 11, No. 30.

ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may
be made by’dialing 202-523-5286. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240.

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue,
dial 202-523-5022.

g
&

i

Phone 523~5240

Area Code 202

4 _\ Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal
& E" holidays), by the Office of the Federal Reglster, National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Btat. 500, as amended; 44 USC.,
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. 1). Distribution

‘Q “:‘»‘o’«& is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C, 20402.

The FrozrAL RECISTER provides a uniform system for making avallable to the public regulations and legal notices issued
by Federal agencles, Theso inelude Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency doouments having
general applicabllity and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public Interest.

The Peormal Recisten will be turnished by mail to subscribers, {ree of postage, for $5.00 per month or 845 per year, payablo
in advance. The charge for individual coples 15 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.8. Government Printing Ofiice, Washington,
D.C. 20402.

There are no restrictions on the republication of material sppearing in the FroERAL REGISTER,
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

PESTICIDES—EPA establishes tolerance for bird repel- HEW/OE: National Advisory Council on Vocational
lent 4-aminopyridine; effective 7-28-75. ... . .. . 31602 Education, 8-9-75 A e A RN G AR D P S e 31651
Justice/LEAA: National Advisory Committee on Crim-
MODERN FOREIGN LANGUAGE AND AREA STUDIES— inal Justice Standards and Goals, 8-14 thru
HEW/OE proposes regulations and guidelines . 31617 8-16-75 ... Lo B PR TR SN ol 31641
Labor/OSHA: Standards Advisory Committee on Agri-
POSTAL SERVICE—Postal Service Service announces mis- culture Subgroup on Noise, 8-12-75 e 31673
cellaneous amendments to the manual...... - 31602 |  EPA: Effluent Standards and Water Quality Information
Advisory Committee, 8-18 and 8-19-75._____ 31654
MEETINGS— ) EPA: State Federal FIFRA Implementation Advisory
DOD/USAF: Scientific Advisory Board Reconnaissance Committee Working Group on Registration and
ReviewGroup, 8-12-75..._ ... .. " 31641 Classification, 8-18 and 8-19-75 31656
DOT/FAA: Navigation System Accurac Working
Group, 8-6and 8-7-75___........... . e . 31652 | HEARINGS—
GSA: Regional Public Advisory Panel on Architectural USDA/FS: Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resource
and Engineering Services, Region IV, 8-13 and Planning Act, Draft Assessment and Program,
L N ) L U P 31670 QB=78 vsbres aic ke Aeaidin. st S 1 GEE
GSA: Regional Public Advisory Panel on Architectural National Transportation Safety Board: Accident In-
and Engineering Services, Region 3, 8-13-75___ . . 31670 vestigation, 9-8-75 B8 NN 31671

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules

Expenses and rate of assessment:
Nectarines grown in California._ 315982
Peaches grown in Colorado.._. 31592

Tobacco; inspection and price
support service: allocation of_.. 31591

Proposed Rules
Orange Jjuice;
4o F T A R RO R s 31607

AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND
CONSERVATION SERVICE

Proposed Rules

Farms and allotments; reconstitu-
tion

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Agricultural Marketing Serv-
lee; Agricultural Conservation
and Stabilization Service; Ani-
mal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service; Forest Service.

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT
Notices

Meetings:
Science Advisory Board..._..____ 31641

ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Advisory committees; renewals___ 31651

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND FIREARMS
BUREAU

31609

Notices
Granting of relief. .. ____________

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH
INSPECTION SERVICE

Rules

Quarantine areas; plant pest regu-
lations, ete.:
Texas (splenetic) fever in cat-
A g S e s 31593

contents

Viruses, serums, toxins, and anal-

0gous products:
Packaging and labeling; correc~
SRR AR AT

Meat and poultry Inspection:
Undenatured poultry: transpor-
tation

ARMY DEPARTMENT

See Engineers Corps,

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Environmental statements:
Pacific Northwest Power Supply
I R e T 31641
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Rules
Excepted service:
Commerce Department. . ____ 31591
General Services Administra-
| G e R S A BT 31591
COAST GUARD
Rules

Marine investigation regulations
and suspension and revocatfon
proceedings; testimony of Coast
Guard witnesses in litigation be-
tween private parties..________

Notices

Security zone termination: Gover-
nors Island, N.Y .. ________

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
See also National Oceanic and
Atmospheriec Administration.
Notices
Appliance efficiency; proposed
programs; extension of time.___
Organization and functions:
Administrative Services and
Procurement Office. . _.______
Domestic and International
Business Administration_____
Social and Economic Statistics
Administration __.._________

31604

31652

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Community action pPrograms;
emergency energy conservation

DO e L Ty 31602
DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
See Air Force Department; Engi-

neers Corps, Navy Department.
EDUCATION OFFICE
Proposed Rules
Modern foreign language:; training

and area studies....._________ 31617
Notices
Meetings:

National Advisory Council on

Vocational Education_____ ... 31651

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS SECURITY OFFICE
Rules

Fiduclary responsibility:
Interpretive bulletins . _____

Proposed Rules

Retirement income security; cor-
rection

.. 31598

31638

ENGINEERS CORPS
Rules

Framework and river basin study
programs

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Rules

Water pollution; effluent guide-
lines for certain point source
categories; manufacturing,
processing, ete.:

Ink

Pesticide chemicals; tolerances
and exemptions, ete.:
4-Aminopyridine ______.____._ 31602
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Proposed Rules

Water pollution; eflluent guide-
lines for certain point source
categories; manufacturing,
processing, etc.:

Authority delegation:

Judicial Officers

Meetings:

Effuent Standards and Water
Quality Information Advisory
Committee

State-Federal FIFRA Imple-
mentation Advisory Commit-
tee

Pesticide registration applications

(2 documents) 31652,

Pesticides, specific exemptions and
experimental use permits:

Interior Department, sodium
cyanide for coyote control. .

North Dakota State University,
carbaryl on sunfliowers

Sodium cyanide; application for
use in predator control; pre-
hearing conference

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Airworthiness directives:
British Alrcraft Corp. (3 docu-
31594-31595
McDonnell Douglas
Pilatus Afrcraft Ltd.

Rolis-Royce

Soclete National Industrielle
Aerospatiale (Sud Aviation).

Control zones and transition

Alrworthiness directives:
Britten Norman
Rolls-Royce Dart

Terminal Instrument Proce-
dures Working Group for
Navigation System Accuracy-

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Rules

Experimental, auxiliary, and spe-
clal broadcast, and other pro-
gram distributional services..-

Proposed Rules

Broadcast licensees; nondiscrimi-
nation in employment practices..
Standard, FM, and TV stations;
multiple ownership
Notices
Cable television:
Owners and operators
Hearings, ete.?
Rollins Cable Vue, INCoavnmmenw 316567

CONTENTS

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Disaster areas:

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices
Agreements filed:

Atlantic Container Line and
Dart Contalnerline, Ltd

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Natural gas pipeline companies;
total gas supply
Notices
Hearings, etc..
Cities Service Gas Co
Columbia Gas Transmission

31634

31659

Corp 31659
Connecticut Light and Power
31659
31659
31660
31660
31660
31661

Co

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.-.-

Cotton Petroleum Corp

Duke Power Co

Roy M. Huffington, Inc

Johnsey, Walter F

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
(2 documents)

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Company, Inc

Monogahela Power Co., et &l

Natural Gas Pipeline Company
of America (2 documents) ..

North Penn Gas Co

Northern Natural Gas Co

Northern States Power Co. (2
documents)

Ohio Electric Co

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.
and Trunkline Gas Co

Pennsylvania Power & Light Co.

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. and
Columbia Gulf Transmission
Co

Texas Gas Transmission Corp..

Transcontinental Gas Pipeline
Corp

Vermont Electric Power Com-
pany, Inc

Virginia Electric and Power Co.
(2 documents)

Wisconsin Gas Co. and Northern
States Power Co 31669

Wisconsin Public Service Corp... 31669

FEDERAL SERVICE IMPASSES PANEL

Proposed Rules
Labor relations; resolution of
negotiation impasses

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Rules

Endangered and threatened
species; fish, wildlife
plants:

31662

31662
31662

31663
31663
31665

31665
31665

31665

31666
31666

31667
31667
31668
31668
31669

31636

Notices

Endangered specles permits (5
documents. - cveceeenn _. 31641-31640

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Administrative practices and pro-
cedures, enforcement, authority
delegations, etc

Cosmetic  products; g
statements; packaging labels..

FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Forest and rangeland renew-
able resource planning act
draft assessment and pro-

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE

Notices

Regulatory reports review; pro-
posals; approvals, etc

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Meetings:
Regional Public Advisory Panel
on Architectural and Engi-
neering Services (2 docu-

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Alcohol, Drug Abuse and
Mental Health Administration;
Educdtion Office; Food and
Drug Administration.

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See also Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration; Fish and Wildlife
Service: National Park Service,

Notices
Environmental statements:
Alaska Natural Gas Transpor-
tation System 31647

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Notices

Car service exemptions, manda-
tory (2 documents)
Hearing assignments
Motor carriers:
Irregular route property car-
riers: gateway elimination. . 31674
Temporary authority applica«
31689

31674

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

See Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration.

LABOR DEPARTMENT

See also Employee Benefits Secu-
rity Office; Occupational Safety
and Health Administration.

Notices
Adjustment assistance:
Wurlitzer CO-evcrvecmenamea—=

31673
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LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE

ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Meetings:

Private Security Task Force to
the National Advisory Com-
mittee on Criminal Justice
Standards and Goals, ad hoc
committee

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices

Clearance of reports; list of re-
quests

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Atmospheric Sciences Advisory
Committee; open meeting deter-
mination

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Marine mammal permit applica-
tions (2 documents)... 31648-31649

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Notices

McKinley Development Plan; pub-
)R Dy T i e e el

CONTENTS

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
BOARD

Notices
Aircraft accldents; investigation

TV T R e A R ST 31671
NAVY DEPARTMENT
Rules
Navigational light waivers;
amendments to ship nomencla-
0y e e L L R WL e sy T )

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMM|§SION
Rules

Licensing and regulatory policy
and procedures for environ-
mental protection..__.________

Notices

Applications, ete.:
Carolina Power and Light Co... 31671
Tennessee Valley Authority.____ 31671

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HMEALTH
ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Industrial slings; correction._____

Notices
Meetings:
Standards Advisory Committee
on Agriculture. ... _______
POSTAL SERVICE
Rules
Postal Service manunal:
Miscellaneous amendments.__. 31602

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE

COMMISSION

Notices

Hearings, ete,:
Mattel T 31672
Schick Investment Co...._.___ 31672

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See also Coast Guard; Federal
Aviation Administration.

Rules

Authority delegations:

Chief Counsel, US. Coast
e )i ¢ ¢ AR T O

TREASURY DEPARTMENT

See also Alcohol, Tobacco, and
Firearms Bureau,

Notices

United States and Federal Repub-
lic of Germany, discussions on
estate tax conventfon__________

31605

list of cfr parts affected

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal R
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current

A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The guide
since January 1, 1974, and specifies how thoy are affected.

h to date, foll. begi

egulations affected by documents published in today's
ing with the second issue of the month.
lists the parts and sections affected by documents published

5 CFR

213 (2 documents) . ... .. 31501
PROPOSED RULES:

1 () R e T SRR A 31636
7 I M RS 31636
7 CFR

A e R e Sl 31581
- (P s R SR TN, e gty 31502
) L e e - TS d S e e 31592
PROPOSED RULES:

Y B R A et s S S 31607
0N SRR TN 2 31609
9 CFR

e I R e N 31593
S e S I Py P e 31593
PRroPOSED RULES:

L e R T A D S e 31616
10 CFR

7 L e R ks LR TR R oo s 31503
14 CFR

o TN T e - 31594-31597
i a0 T St - 31597
(S A S R T N T 31597
Prorosep Rures

39(2documents) ..________._____ 31624

18 CFR

Prorosen RuLEs:

A SR R IR e L - 31634
21 CFR

0, i s T e T 31605
(1) e e ey AR A T T A LA iy 31606
29 CFR

T A S 31598
L R S S R R R e, 31508
Prorosgp RuLes:

i {1 e s el 31638
PR A S e B S A 31038
32 CFR

[ R S I s o R ) A A0 31601
33 CFR
R R S B s e e 31718
39 CFR

e b3 Il T e e A 31602

40 CFR

e 31602
TR Ve Sl LSS G 31724
B e A e e b 31726
PROPOSED RULES:

RIS A R G SR R e A 31729
R e e e S A T 31730
45 CFR

[ ) SR SN S I S 31602
Prorosen RuLes:

1 { L e o i omat i o 31617
46 CFR

T 0 L i S e I AN T 31604
e A e 31604
47 CFR

[ SR ks I el SV 31604

Prorosen RuLes:
73 (2 documents) _________

49 CFR

2 eSS T U e 8 31605
50 CFR

7 PR AN I 31734
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—JULY

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during July.

7 CFR—Continued
Prorosen Runes—Continued

1 CFR 7 CFR—Continued

ExecuTIvE ORDERS:

2009 (Revoked by PLO 5510) .. 27939

5277 (Revoked by PLO 5507) 27659

5481 (Revoked by PLO 5507) - .. 27659

11643 (Amended by EO 11870) .. 30611

11861 (Amended by EO 11872) - __. 30619

11868 (Amended by EO 11873) ... 302{'11
30

MEMORANDA:

Memorandum of June 26, 1975 31199

Memorandum of June 30, 1975 (3
documents) - 31201, 31203, 31205

27640, 27929, 28047, 28445, 28806,
29067, 29811, 29812, 30086, 30269,
31591
SOT N ) YR SRS
31207

20261, 30269, 31228
20262, 30270, 31228

, 20068, 29812, 30793
28462, 31592

27930, 28601

31592

30621

30461, 30794
30092, 30795
30798
20813
28787

28463, 29263
20263, 30930

30274, 30275
28093
28093
28614

30276, 30840, 30977
28091, 30277
28091, 29725

30277

27691

30119
29206, 30019
28618, 30019
30119
28465, 30019
30119

30119

30119

30119

19

30119

30283

1701.._. 20087-29088, 30125, 31244
IR A e e - 28094, 29300

28807, 29728
28621
28621

30500, 30671
212. 28447, 28448, 28637, 30671, 30674
28481, 28187

T N o TR S L T S
PROPOSED RULES:
28579, 30582
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29729

28638
O 27953, 28640
28641
Ofd S e R i 27954, 28643

27643,
27644, 28075, 28604-28605, 29269,
27270, 27272, 29549, 29704, 29814,
20815, 30463, 30464, 30807, 30808,
30932, 30933, 31208 31594-31697

D oot s e i et A 280786,
28077, 28790, 20272, 20273, 29550~
29551, 30099, 30464, 30465, 30633,
30808, 30933, 31597

1 e SRS e, UL 20552, 30633, 31209

( (oS SRR T R 27644, 28077, 31597

D e i Hk L 29704

N e o e A e 30099, 30934

IS LSRR 28606, 29070, 30108, 30034

L O R ey e A S L 28087
ChoXxX Korslinoal =S 0 TS S 30106
S S R e I e 28087
o ¥ R R S 28095
& e RS TR R S VAT 30465
PRrROPOSED RULES:
1 AR IR L, 20410
O e e e M 20410
23 29410
25 e 29410
BT s R AT 20410
BV o i LWL 3 S il 20410
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14 CFR—Continued
Prorosep Rures—Continued

B e i e e e 20410
R BT e e 29410
P R ACE R L P L 29410
e e A e S SN R 30839
B e e i e o 96,
29301, 30126, 30980, 31624
S A S L S 26410
(o R S S S 29410
7 3 A o L YT 28628,

29302, 29728, 30127, 30128, 30493-
30495, 30670, 30840, 30981, 31245,

31247
o e g I L S 30494
s [ ok e 28096, 28097, 28628, 31245
) A 28628, 20089, 29410
e = L R TP T 28629
& ) e S R e o 29410, 30839
01 oy S SR 28489, 30128
- 7 ) S R A SO R R s 30497
o L e It IR L L 30283
POU e N L i R 30283
15 CFR
e e et T S e N e 31200
B i T e e F O S s 29705
L TR Sea = M T < T 31209
2 b1 S e e TR eSS TS 29534
SOOREZRE ISR vaastas - Bl i fll 30934
16 CFR
s (- A o hdl ket TR NS SN 27932,
28050, 30471-30479, 30808-30811,
31211
L R T N RN AR oy i i 27932
1t ) P e 27934, 20815
/2 8§ e R N s == 30936
Prorosep RULES
B e e e it 30088
ST e SR R 28489
R s e e e e e s 29892
o IS R S S STy S 30842
B e e e e e | 29892
(3 et R G A RS (G 2989
AN e e T 3 29894, 30674
B A e e 20896
ROIBS e e L D . 29092
17 CFR
L A VARSI e S 29085, 30106, 30107
R A L e S T B0 A 29795
R T & e e, B ) 29705
1) e R R R e RN SR 30992
- o R N U R A T SR
AR e 29795, 30634—30836

! G R A e S R 29090-29091
SO S vt ey et 29306, 29899, 30844
Ly B A R S 20899
R e 29306, 29899
A e 45 0 e ks 20899
18 CFR
B e e R e S s 27645, 29275
I S e 27645
Prorosep RULEs:
e o esbend b e s o et sl ab s 29304
3 RN S S 20305
O e e R R st 31634

19 CFR
! ISR e T et SRS L, 27934
Pl e e el ey e 28790
e R A B O A e 28790
W e P By e ey 31211
Prorosen RuLes
R e e el EEVC L 28807
) § ) ISl s e B 30825
b | e e f A SR 30825
20 CFR
y o e D e TR T e U 27648
O s . 29071-29072, 30262, 30812
405. ... 28016, 28052, 267086, 29815 30817
R b e e i e I M S L 27648
PROPOSED RULES:
B e R AT o 28810, 30403
L 20071-29072, 30262, 30493
) |} RS SN 27782, 28810, 30403
21 CFR
T, 13 P IR R R S 31298, 31605
R e e T Sy S ey L S P e 28582
RSl R NS a . S - 290817, 31234
B R ek R S 20817
e L USRS AR Y 287901
B e e et e e e 30840
‘b g eI R i, 20073, 29534, 30108, 30630
-3 ol O SRR RS e Tl 31307
R e e e L S M . ) A 28610
7 = e e B CTT LOSTPTNET 31307, 31312
3 b RN SR SRS T 31308, 31312
3 1 SRRSO T - 31312, 31313
[ e et S TP S I T 31308
3 rEah s e A YRSy 1 28052
) 3 e e 27651, 28791, 29535, 31235
(¢ S S R S D g 28792
B e e et AL e 30639, 30041
B e e R sk 28792
OOl L, P . 27651, 31236
- RS S ST RS 29706, 31236
e AT LT RO R, 31235
s e e A T o 31313
1) ERORCANN R SR TUR SRS 31313
R A R 29706, 31313
O s e s T 29711
o B S N RIS 20711
ORI PR & 28451, 31606
b gkt el BT s S e 30108
b R S R R P IR O 28611
|3 il S L e A I S 27821
PRrorosen RULES
s e AR A A L 30978
;LN S S IR S R T, 30978
S A BT G RGO T v 20089
I e e e e e e D 29089
) ) RES S A i 27796, 28587
(2§ TR S AR IR IR 30493
o PR SO R NS 30493
o e O T Y 20554
O L e R T 29554
-, 4 e BT sns e AN 20554
L R e A ST W, 28095
111 T E e T RS SR 30117
22 CFR
T o8 LT S vy Ty S04 28608
Prorosen RuLes
] Kl e T el Sen b g 30824
23 CFR
> {7 el T A St e 29712, 31211
[ e e e S R e AR 298117
O o e . i S T 20 28053
| RO T Sl S s 29712, 31211
vil




N\
FEDERAL REGISTER

30 CFR
Prorosen RULES:

29818, 29820-29822, 30110, 30111
30941, 30043, 30944, 31211, 31215
1015__. 27651, 20823, 29824, 31217, 31220
, 29825

Prorosep RULES!:
- A S S A PR St T e b
28101, 28613, 29290, 29296, 20553,
20871, 20874, 30971

29075-29076
29850
31190
31724
— 31726

217655, 20722
20818

Punric LaxD ORDERS:

1063, Revoked by PLO 5507 27659
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rules and requlations

REGISTER Issue of each month,

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents havin,
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under
The Code of Federal Regulations Is gold b

g genoral applicability and legal offect most of which are
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510,

y the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed In the first FEDERAL

Title 5—Administrative Personne!

CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE
COMMISSION

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Commerce

Section 213.3314 is amended to show
that one position of Private Secretary to
the Deputy Administrator, National Fire
Prevention and Control Administration is
excepted under Schedule C.

Effective on July 28, 1975, § 213.3314
(u) (2) is added as set out below:

§213.3314 Department of Commerce,

(u) National Fire Prevention and Con-
trol Administration, * * *»

(2) One Private Secretary to the
Deputy Administrator,
(5 US.C. socs. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp., p. 218)
Unrrep StAaTES CIviL Seny-

1cE COMMISSION,
James C, Srry,

Ezxecutive Assistant to

the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.75-19427 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

[sEAL]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
General Services Administration
Section 213.3337 is amended to show
that one position of Deputy Director of
Congressional Affairs is excepted under
Schedule C.
Effective on July 28, 1975, § 213.3337
(a) (18) is added as set out below.

§213.3337 CGeneral Serviees Adminis-
tration

(a) Office of the Administrator.* * *
(18) Deputy Director of Congressional

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954~
58 Comp., p. 218)

Unrtren States Civit Sery-
ICE CoMMISSTON
James C. Srry,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.75-10428 Filed 7-23-75;8:45 am]

[sEAL]

Title 7—Agriculture
CHAPTER |—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPEC-
TIONS, MARKETING PRACTICES), DE-
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
PART 29—TOBACCO INSPECTION

Allocation of Tobacco Inspection Service
Eligibility for Price Support

On May 23, 1975, notice of proposed
rule-making was published {n the Fed-

FEDERAL

eral Register (40 F.R. 22551) containing
proposals by the Department to amend
its regulations relating to tobacco in-
spection and price support services with
regard to flue-cured tobacco by amend-
ing Subpart G—Policy Statement and
Regulations Governing Availability of
Tobacco Inspection and Price Support
Services to Flue-Cured Tobacco on
Designated Markets (7 CFR Part 29).
The aforesaid policy statement and regu-
lations are statements of agency policy
and rules and regulations issued pursu-
ant to the authority of The Tobacco In-
spection Act (49 Stat. 731, 7 CFR 511 et
seq.) ; the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion Charter Act (62 Stat. 1070, as
amended, I5 U.S.C. 714 et seq.) ; and the
Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended (63
Stat, 1051, 7U.S.C, 1421 et seq.)

Interested parties were afforded an op-
portunity to file written data, views and
arguments on the proposed amendments,
Only one party submitted comments.
That party supported the proposal con-
fained in Section 29.9407(a) which re-
quires the warehouse to report any infor-
mation requested by the Secretary. The
commentor further stated that it ob-
Jected to the proposal contained in Sec-
tion. 20.9407(c) which provides for sus-
pension of tobacco Inspection service of a
noncomplying warehouse, The commen-
tor suggested that in lieu of suspension a
dafly monetary penalty be imposed until
such time as the warchouse came into
compliance. In addition, the commentor
suggested that producers who had desig-
nated a warehouse whose inspection
services were suspended pursuant to the
proposed amendment be permitted to im-
mediately redesignate their tobacco to
another warehouse. The first suggestion
is not feasible since the Department lacks
statutory authority for such monetary
penalties. The second suggestion, how-
ever, is already provided for in the regu-
lations. Section 1464.2 (7 CFR 1464.2)
provides that producers may redesignate
their tobacco in an emergency situation
and this would include the suspension of
tobacco inspection service of a non-com-
plying warehouse., Furthermore, any
temporary inconvenience to producers
caused by a warehouse’s suspension is
offset by the greater benefit to producers
under the designation program gained by
requiring warehouses to provide the re-
quired reports and to keep and make
available to the Secretary records which
will verify such reports,

After consideration of all relevant ma-
terfal, including the material set forth
in the aforesaid notice, the data, views;
and arguments filed thereon, and other
avallable information, it is concluded

that such amendments filed thereon, and

other available information, it Is con-
cluded that such amendments to the to-
bacco inspection and price support regu-
lations should be made effective without
change.

Statement of Consideration: Pursuant
to the Department’s regulations (see 7
CFR Part 725) warehouses selling flue-
cured tobacco are already required to
make certain reports to the Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation Services
with regard to the flue-cured tobacco
purchased or sold at these warehouses,
However, experience in the prior year's
tobacco marketing program indicates a
need for additional identification of the
tobacco and information relating to the
sale of tobacco at auction on designated
markets,

Section 29.9401 of the regulations is,
therefore, amended to define “yesale
tobacco” as any tobacco offered for sale
or sold by someone other than its pro~
ducer; “nonauction-purchased tobacco”
is that tobacco purchased at other than
a bona fide auctlon sale, as defined in
7 CFR 29.1(d) on w designated market,
as defined in 7 CFR 29.1(e): and “non-
auction-purchased resale tobacco” is de-
fined as that tobacco offered for sale, or
sold at auction-by a person who pur-
chased it at other tham a bona fide auc-
tion sale, as defined in 7 CFR 28.1(d), on
;sdlastgnated market as defined in 7 CFR

1(e),

The regulations are further amended,
by adding a new section 7 CFR 29.9407,
which will require warehouses to provide
the Secretary information, as requested,
on forms provided these warehouses by
the Secretary. Moreover, warehouses will
be required to keep records for a period
of two years from the opening of the
marketing season in which the tobacco is
sold. This two-year period Is determined
to be a reasonable length of time. Fallure
to provide sald information or keep said
records will' result in suspension of in-
spection service until the warehouse
comes. into compliance.

It.is hereby found and determined that
30 days’ notice of the effective date here-
of is impractical, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest in that:

(a» Producers, warehousemen, and
buyers are famillar with the amend-
ments since notice of proposed rule-mak-
ing was given interested parties and they
were afforded opportunity to file written
data, views or arguments concerning the
amendments involved:

(b) Farmers, warehousemen, and buy~-
€15 are now making plans for the market-
ing of the 1975 crop which is expected to
begin before mid-July: and

(¢) These amendments are necessary
to continue orderly marketing condi-
tions in the flue-cured marketing area
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under the grower designation plan
which was made effective in the 1974
marketing season and will involve no
significant change in procedures.

Therefore, good cause exists for mak-
ing the amendments to the regulations
effective July 28, 1975.

Accordingly, Part 29 of this Title Is
amended as follows:

1. Section 29.9401 is amended by add-
ing paragraphs (c), (d), and (e) as
foliows:

§ 29,9401 Definitions,

As used in this Subpart, the following
terms shall have the following meanings:

(¢) “Resale tobacco” means any to-
bacco offered for sale, or sold, by some-
one other than its producer.

(d) “Nonauction-purchased tobacco”
means tobacco purchased at other than
a bona fide auction sale, as defined in 7
CFR 29.1(d), on a designated market,
as defined in 7 CFR 29.1(e).

(e) “Nonauction-purchased resale to-
bacco” means tobacco being offered for
sale, or sold, at auction by a person who
purchased it at other than a bona fide
auction sale, as defined in 7 CFR 20.1(d),
on a designated market, as defined in 7
CFR 29.1(e).

2. Subpart G Is amended by adding a
new § 29.9407, as follows:

§ 29.9407 Records and reports.

(a) Each warehouse, on a designated
market, shall provide the Secretary with
any information that is requested on
forms provided saild warehouse by the
Secretary.

(b) Each warehouse shall keep rec-
ords for a period of two years from the
opening of the marketing season In
which the tobacco is sold, and make
available to the Secretary such records
as are necessary for the Secretary to
verify the information required by para-
graph (a) of this section.

(¢) Failure to comply with the re-
quirements of this section shall result in
suspension of tobacco inspection service
at the warehouse until such time as the
warehouse comes into compliance.

The reporting and recordkeeping re-
quirements contained herein have been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget in accordance with the Fed-
eral Reports Act of 1042,

Signed at Washington, D.C., on July
23, 1975.
Ricsarp L. FELTNER,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-19514 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am]

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

PART 916—NECTARINES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

penses and Rate of Assessment for the
1975-76 Fiscal Period and Carryover of
Unexpended Funds

This document authorizes expenses of
$655,581 of Nectarine Administrative

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Committee, under Marketing Order No.
916, for the 1975-76 fiscal period and
fixes & rate of assessment of $0.06 per
No. 22D standard lug box of nectarines
handled in such period to be paid to the
committee by each first handler as his
pro rata share of such expenses. Unex-
pended assessment funds from the pre-
vious fiscal year are carried over into
the reserve.

On July 3, 1975, notice of proposed
rulemaking was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (40 F.R. 28090) regarding pro-
posed expenses and the proposed rate of
assessment for the period March 1, 1975,
through February 29, 1976, and carry-
over of unexpended funds from the pe-
riod March 1, 1974, through February
28, 1975 pursuant to the marketing
agreement, as amended, and Order No.
916, as amended (7 CFR Part 916) reg-
ulating the handling of nectarines grown
in California, effective under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
The notice provided that all written
data, views, or arguments in connection
with said proposals be submitted by July
18, 1975. None were received. After con-
sideration of all relevant matters pre-
sented, including the proposals set forth
in such notice which were submitted by
the Nectarine Administrative Commit-
tee (established pursuant to said market-
ing agreement and order), It is hereby
found and determined that Part 916 is
amended by ‘adding § 916.214:

§916.214 Expenses and rate of assess-
ment.

(a) Exrpenses. Expenses that are rea-
sonable and likely to be incurred by the

Nectarine Administrative Committee
during the period March 1, 1975, through
February 29, 1976, will amount to
$655,581.

(b) Rate of Assessment. The rate of
assessment for said perlod, payable by
each handler in accordance with § 916.41,
is fixed at $0.06 per No. 22D standard
lug box of nectarines, or equivalent quan-
mi of nectarines in other containers or
in bulk.

(¢) Reserve. Unexpended assessment
funds in excess of expenses incurred dur-
ing the fiscal period ended February 28,
1975, shall be carried over as a reserve
in accordance with §901642 of sald
amended marketing agreement and
order,

It is hereby further found that good
cause exists for not postponing the effec-
tive date hereof until 30 days after pub-
lication in the FEperaL ReGISTER (5 U.S.C.
553) in that (1) shipments of the current
crop of nectarines grown in California
are now being made; (2) the relevant
provisions of sald marketing agreement
and this part require that the rate of
assessment herein fixed shall be appli-
cable to all assessable nectarines handled
during the aforesaid period; and (3) such
period began on March 1, 1975, and said
rate of assessment will automatically
apply to all such nectarines beginning
with such date.

Terms used in the amended marketing
agreement and order shall, when used
herein, have the same meaning as is
given to the respective term in said
amended marketing agreement and or-
der, and “No. 22D standard lug box" shall
have the same meaning as set forth in
section 1387.11 of the “Regulations of the
CaIqumla Department of Food and Agri-
culture,”

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat: 31, as amended; 7 USC.
601-674)

Dated: July 22, 1975, Z

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

" [FR Doc.76-19612 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

| Peach Regulation 15]

PART 919—PEACHES GROWN IN
MESA COUNTY, COLORADO

Regulation by Grade and Size

This regulation requires that all
Colorado peaches shipped to points out-
side of Colorado grade at least U.S. No.
1, and be at least 2% inches in diameter
during the period July 28, through
September 30, 1975. This action is neces-
sary to assure that the peaches shipped
will be of suitable quality and size in the
interest of consumers and producers.

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market-
ing agreement, as amended, and Order
No. 919, as amended (7 CFR Part 919),
regulating the handling of peaches
grown in the County of Mesa in the State
of Colorado, effective under the appli-
cable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1837, as
amended (7 U.8.C. 601-874), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
Administrative Committee, established
under the aforesaid amended marketing
agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of shipments of such
peaches, as hereinafter provided, will
tend to effectuate the declared policy of
the act.

(2) This regulation is based on the
Department’s appraisal of the crop and
current and prospective market condi-
tions for Colorado peaches. The grade
and size requirements provided herein
are necessary to prevent the handling, on
and after July 28, 1975, of any peaches
which do not comply with such require-
ments, so as to provide good quality fruit
in the interest of producers and con-
sumers pursuant to the declared policy
of the act.

(3) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage in public rule-
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this regulation until 30
days after publication thereof in the
FeperaL Recister (5 U.S.C. 553), in that,
as herelnafter set forth, the time inter-
vening between the date when informa-
uonuponwhichthhmulwonisbmd
became available and the time when this
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regulation must become effective in order
to effectuate the declared policy of the

act is insufficient; a reasonable time is

permitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the pro-
visions hereof effective not later than
July 28, 1975. A reasonable determina-
tion as to the supply of, and the demand
for, such peaches must await the de-
velopment of the crop thereof, and ade~
quate information thereon was not avail-
able to the Administrative Committee
until July 10, 1975, on which date an
open meeting was held, after giving due
notice thereof, to consider the need for,
and the extent of, regulation of ship-
ments of such peaches. Interested per-
sons were afforded an opportunity to
submit information and views at this

meeting; the recommendation and sup- .

porting information for regulation dur-
ing the period specified herein were sub-
mitted to the Department on July 14,
1975; shipments of the current crop of
such peaches are expected to begin on or
about the effective date hereof: this
regulation should be applicable to all
such shipments in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act; the provisions
of this regulation are identical with the
aforesald recommendation of the com-
mittee; Information concerning such
provisions and effective time has been
d among handlers of such
peaches; and compliance with the pro-
visions of this regulation will not require
of handlers any preparation therefor
which eannot be completed by the effec-
tive time hereof.

§919.316 Peach Regulation 15.

Order. (a) During the period July 28,
through September 30, 1975, no handler
shall ship:

(1) Any peaches of any variety which
do not grade at least U.S, No. 1;

(2) Any peaches of any variety which
are of a size smaller than 2% inches in
diameter: Provided, That any lot of
peaches shall be deemed to be of a size
not smaller than 235 inches in diameter
(1) if not more than 10 percent, by count,
of such peaches In such lot are smaller
than 2 inches in diameter; and (ii) if
not more than 15 percent, by count, of
the peaches contained in any individual
container in such lot are smaller than
2% Inches in diameter.

(b) Definitions. As used herein,
“peaches”, “handler”, “ship”, and “vari-
ety"” shall have the same meaning as
when used in the aforesald amended
marketing agreement and order: “U.S.
No. 1", “diameter”, and “count” shall
have the same meaning as when used in
the United States for Peaches
(7TCFR 51.1210-51.1223) . :

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.S.0.
0601-674), Y

Dated: July 22, 1975.

\ CHanLES R, BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Diviston, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doo.75-10463 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am}
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Title 9—Animal and Animal Products

CHAPTER I-—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH
INSPE! SERVICE, DEPARTMENT
OF AGRICULTURE

PART 72—TEXAS (SPLENETIC) FEVER
IN CATTLE

Release of Area Quarantined

This amendment excludes portions of
Jim Wells County, a portion of Kleberg
County and a portion of Nueces County
in Texas from the areas quarantined
because of splenetic or tick fever. There-
fore, the regulations pertaining to the
interstate movement of cattle and cer-
tain materials from quarantined areas
as contained In 9 CFR Part 72, as
amended, will not apply to the excluded
areas, but the restrictions in Part 72
pertalning to Interstate movement from
nonquarantined areas will apply to the

-excluded areas.

Accordingly, § 72,5 of Part 72, Title 9,
Code of Federal Regulations, as amended,
which quarantines certain portions of
Texas because of splenetic or tick fever
in cattle, a contagious, infectious, and
communicable disease, is hereby amended
in the following respects:

In § 72,5, the provisions in paragraphs

1), (J), and (k) are deleted.
(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1
and 2, 32 Stat, 791-792, as amended; secs.
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264-1265, as amended: secs. 3
and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132 (21 U.S.C. 111-113,
115, 117, 120, 123-126, 184b, 134f): 37 F.R.
284064, 28477; 38 F.R, 10141.)

Eflective Dale. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective on July 22,
1975,

The amendment relieves certain re-
strictions no longer deemed necessary to
prevent the spread of splenetic or tick
fever and should be made effective
promptly to be of maximum benefit to
affected persons. It does not appear that
public participation in this rulemaking
proceeding would make additional rele-~
vant information available to the De-
partment. Accordingly, under the ad-
ministrative procedure provisions in 5
US.C. 553, it is found upon good cause
that notice and other public procedure
with respect to the amendment are im-
practicable and unnecessary, and good
cause is found for making it effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEpERAL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 22nd
day of July.
J. K. ATweLL,

Acting Deputy Administrator,
Velerinary Services, Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service.

[FR Doc.76-10465 Filed 7-25-75,8:45 am]

PART 112—PACKAGING AND LABELING
Correction

Pursuant to the authority contained in
the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act of March 4,
1913 (21 US.C. 151-158), Part 112, Sub-
chapter E, ‘Chapter 1 of Title 9 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended

31593

by correcting the discrepancy between
the test requirements in § 113.147(¢c) and
the label requirements in § 112.7(d) (4)
for modified live rabies vaccine. Licensees
cannot comply with the label require-
ments until the test requirements have
been completed. Since each licensee is
responsible for testing the vaccine pro-
duced in his establishment, completion
of the duration of immunity tests for all
licensees by a given date will be affected
by many uncontrollable factors. Label
recommendations will depend upon the
results obtained by each licensee,

§1127 s amended by revising
the introductory paragraph of § 112.7(d)
(4) and deleting paragraphs (d) (4) (i),
(1), (D, and iiv) to read:

§ 112.7 Special additional requirements,

(Q).09,8.®
(4) Intramuscular injection at one site
in the thigh shall be recommended,

(37 Stat, 832-833; 21 vS.C, 161-158)

Eflective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective July 28, 1975.

The amendment relieves certain label
requirements and should be made effec-
tive promptly to be of maximum benefit
to affected persons. It does not appear
that public participation in this rule-
making proceeding would make addi-
tional relevant information available to
the Department.

Accordingly, under the administrative
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, 1t is
found upon good cause that notice and
other public procedure concerning the
amendments are Impracticable and un-
necessary, and -good cause is found for
making the amendments effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

The foregoing amendments shall be-
come effective upon issuance. ’

Done at Washington, D.C., this 22nd
day of July 1975.
J. K. ArwrLr,

Acting Deputy Administrator,
Veterinary Services, Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service,

[FR Doc.76-10468 Plled 7-25-75:8:45 am]

Title 10—Energy

CHAPTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

PART 51—LICENSING AND REGULATORY
POLICY AND PROCEDURES FOR ENVI-
RONMENTAL PROTECTION

Amendments of Table $-3 and Summary
Table S—4

Table S-3—Summary of environmen-
tal considerations for uranium fuel cycle,
of 10 CFR Part 51 contains a typographi-

cal error which was carried over from
the original Table 8-3 in the “Environ-
mental Survey of the Uranium Fuel
Cycle.” The amendments set forth below
correct the words now reading “Thermal
(billlons) " in the first column of Table
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g‘-sst:l read “Effuents—Thermal (billions
 eiak
The Commission’s Office of Standards
Development has “NUREG-T5/
038, Environmental Survey of Transpor-
tation of Radionctive Materials to and
from Nuclear Power Plants Supplement
I” dated April 1975 which presents the
data and ldentifies the methods used in
deriving the values in Summary Table
S-4—Environmental Impact of Trans-
portation of Fuel and Waste to and from
One Light-Water-Cooled Nuclear Power
Reactor. The amendments of 10 CFR
Part 51 set forth below amend footnote
1 of Summary Table S-4 to reflect the
avallability of “NUREG-75/038" which
may be obtained from the National Tech-
nical Information Service, Springfield,
Virginia 22161, A copy of “NUREG-T75/
038" is aveilable for inspection and copy-
ing at the Commission’s Public Document
Room at 1717 H Street, NW,, Washing-
ton, D.C.

The amendments also correct the line
in the body of Summary Table S-4 be-
ginning with “pransportation workers”

RULES AND REGULATIONS

to show that the range of doses is 0.01 to
300 millirem rather than 00 to 300
millirem.

Because these smendments relate
solely to corrections and minor matters,
the Commission has found that good
cause exists for omitting notice of pro-
posed rule making, and public procedure
thereon, as unnecessary, and for making
?gsmndmcnt.s effective on July 28,

975.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the Energy Reorgani-
zation Act of 1974, and sections 552 and
553 of Title 5 of the United States Code,
the following amendments fo Title 10,
Chapter I, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 51, are published as a document
subject to codification.

1. Summary Table S-3 is amended by
changing the words “Thermal (billions) "
in the first column to read “Effuents—
Thermal (billions of Btw) :” and moving
the words to the left margin of the table
in line with “EfMuents—Radiological
(curies) ;" as follows:

Tanne S-3,—Swmmary of environmental consideralions for uranium Juel cycle
{Normalized to model LWR annmal fsel requirement]

Natural resource Gse

—

L -
EfMunentsradiologieal (curies):

Fotal

Muximum effect annuol el requirement of
nuuﬁ,a»uw.l.wu

- - - -
EfMuents-thermal (billlons of Britisly thermal nnits). 3,380 <7 percent of model 1,000 MWe LWR.
- - - - »

» - .

:.mm&disammdedby
the line in the body of the table
beginning with “Transportation work-

ers”, and by amending footnote 1, to read
as follows:

Susmany Tanre S-4.— Environmental 3
from 1 light-water-coo

{Normal conditions of teansport]

of transportation of fuel and iasts lo ond
nuolear power reactor *

Estimated

number of
PErSOnSs
cxpoaed

Exposed population

Range of doses 10 expesed O
fndividoaly ¥ fr-r reactor ¥
year

Jative dose Lo exposed
fper reactor
year)*

-
200 000 Lo F00 mret e 4 man-ren,

1 Data su fing this tahle are given in the Commlsion’s “Envirormentul Survey of of Rodio
mﬁﬂ; n‘mum'r Nuelear Power Plants,” WASH-1235, Deorasher W2, and m{ NUKK(:—:M.

Bl B g
. NW,, Was
Va. 22161 WASH-1238
ot  cost of §3.25 (mieroficlie, $1.25).
-

1 are svailshio for inspection and wpyln
ay ba ohtained from Nutiotnl Technical Infortrntion

on, D.C.,
fw avaiinble (rom N 15 at s cost of A

*

at the Comumission’s ¥
Service, 5
(miceofiche, §2.25) and NU REG-75083 is avallablo

- - -

Effective date. These amendments be-
come effective on July 28, 1975.

(Sec, 161, Pub. L. 83-703, 68 Stat. 048 (42
U.S.C. 2201), Sec.
Stat. 1243 (42 US.C. 5841) ).

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 3J0th
day of June 1975.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis~

sion.
Lz V. GOSSICK,
. Ereculive Direclor
for Operations.

[FR Doc.75-19213 Fllad 7-25-75;8:45 am|]

201, Pub, L. 93-438, 88

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

HAPTER +—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[ Docket No. 14231 Amdt, No. 39-2283]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
British  Aircraft Corporation  Viscount
Models 744, 745D, and 810 Series Air-
planes
Apmposal&oamendi”.ﬁd?utas

of the Federal Aviation Regulations,
Amendment 39-120—(30 FR 11169}, AD

65-20-4, to require a repetitive 2500 flight

inspection of the rear pressure bulkkhead
boundary members for cracks, and repair
as necessary, on British Afrcraft Cor-
poration Viseount Models 744, 745D, and
810 Series afrplanes was published in 39
FR 45209.

Interested persons have been afforded

an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the amendment. Although no ob-~
jections were received, the FAA has re-
evaluated the need for the proposed re-
vision to Amendment 39-129, AD 65-20-
4 and determined that it .should be
adopted.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 803, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (40 U.S.C. 1854(x), 1421, 1423); sec.
6{e) of the Depsrtment of Transportation
Act (49 U.S.C. 1665(¢c)))

In consideration of the foregoing, and
the authority delegated to

the Administrator (14 CFR

§11.89), stnothaoottheMeral
Aviation tions is amended by re-
(b) (2) of Amendment
11169), AD 65-20-4, to

vising
39-120 (30 FR
read as follows:

Barrmsit Ameaarr CORPORATION: Applies to
Viscount Models 744, 745D, and 810 Series
alrplanes.

(b) Pressure Bulkheads—Section 3

- - - - -

(2) Rear, Pressure Bulkhead—Stn. 761
(Models 744 and 745D afrplanes) and Stn.
87171 (Model 810 alrplanes). Compliance re-
qumdummwdmnacmmmo
or BAC PTL 94 Tssue 6, as spplicable, or an
FAA-approved equivalent, except that with
respect to circumferential boundnry mem-
bers compliance is required before the ac-
cumulation of 2500 flights since the inspec-
tion required by AD 71-19—4 and AD T1-20-8,
as ., or within the next 10 flights
after the effective date of thils amendment,
whichever occurs Inter, and thereafter at in-
tervalz not to exceed 2500 flights since the
last inspection.

» - » - »
This ameéndment becomes effective Au-
gust 27, 1975.

Tssued in Washington, D.C. on July 22,
1975.

[FR Doc.75-19432 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 nm|

[Docket No. 12735; Amdt. 30-2278]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
British Aircraft Corporation Model BAC
1-11, 200 and 400 Series Airplanes

Apropowwnmendmeaoo!tbc
mamwmmmcme
airworthiness

D
British Afrcraft Corporation Model BAC
1-11, 200 and 400 Series airplanes was
published in 38 FR 9441,

Interested persons have been afforded
an oppertunity to participate in the
maiking of the amendment. One com-
ment was received which recommended
that the 1000 hour intervals between the
first and second inspection and the sec-
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ond and third inspection be increased to

1050 hours in order that the inspections
could be accomplished at one of the op-
erator’s 360 hour period balance checks.
The FAA agrees and the requirement has
been set accordingly.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1858 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423); sec.
6(c) of the Department of Transportatfon
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c)))

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR § 11.-
89), §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is amended by add-
ing a new airworthiness directive to
read as follows:

BRITISH AmMCRAFT CORPORATION: Applies to
Model BAC 1-11,200 and 400 Series airplanes,

Compliance 1s required as Indlcated.,

To detect and secure loose ring nuts in the
flap primary tranamission system, accomp-
lish the following:

(8) Within the next 1,000 hours' time In
service after the effective date of this AD, un-
iess already accomplished within the last
1,000 hours’ time in service, comply with
paragraph (d) of this AD.

(b) Before the accumulation of 1,050
nours’ time in service after compliance with
paragraph (&), but not before the sccumula-
tion of 800 hours' time in service after com-
pliance with that paragraph—

(1) Inspect, by hand, all ring nuts in the
flap primary transmission system in the land-
ing gear bays and wings for tightness; and

(2) Inspect for broken ring nut lock wires.

(3) If any ring nut is found to be 10ose or
any ring nut lock wire Is found to be broken
during the inspections required by subpara-
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph, before
further flight comply with paragraph (d).

(¢c) Before the accumulation of 1,050
hours' time In service after compliance with
paragraph (b) of this AD but not before the
accumulation of 800 hours' time in service
after compilance with that paragraph—

(1) Inspect all ring nuts in the flap pri-
mary transmission system In the land
gear bays and wings for a correct torque load-
ing of 35 to 45 pound feet, and inspect for
any broken ring nut lock wires; and

(2) Comply with paragraph (d)

(d) Comply with the following
quired by paragraphs (a), (b), and
this AD;

(1) Adjust the torque loading of ali ring
nuts in the flap primary transmission system
in the landing gear bays and wings to 35 to
45 pound feet; and

(2) Double wire lock each ring nut using
two separate pleces of locking wire,

(e) It is requested that, after complying
with paragraphs (b) and (¢) of this AD, re-
ports of any loose ring nuts or broken ring
nut lock wires found be forwarded to the
Chief, Alrcraft Certification Staff, AEU-100,
FAA, ¢/o0 American Embassy, APO New York
00667, Reports should -speolfy the alrcraft
nerull number and location of the ring nuts
involved, (Reporting approved by the Bu-
reau of the Budget under BOB No, 04—
RO174). (British Aircraft Corporation BAC
1-11 Alert Service Bulletin No, 27-A-PM 5065,
dated March 0, 1972, covers this same sub-

Joct.)
becomes effective

as re-
(¢) of

This amendmen
August 27, 1975.
Issued in Washington, D.C. on July 21,

1975,
J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Standards S A

[FR Do¢.76-10434 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

[Docket No. 6729; Amdt, 30-2282]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

British Aircraft Corporation Vickers Vis-
count Models 744, 745D, and 810
Series Airplanes

A proposal to amend § 39.13 of Part
“39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations,
Amendment 39-114 (30 FR 10155), AD
65-18-3, to require repetitive inspections
of support tubes at Intervals of seven
years and to update the reference to the
cuwrrent manufacturer's maintenance
leaflets on British Alrcraft Corporation
Viscount Models 744, 745D, and 810 series
alrplanes was published in 38 FR 11112,

Interested persons haye been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the amendment. The FAA has re-
evaluated the need for the proposed re-
vision to Amendment 39-114, AD 65-18-
3, and determined that it should be
adopted.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, 803, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (40 US.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423); sec.
6(¢c), Department of Transportation Act (40
U.B.C.1855(¢c)))

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR § 11.-
89), £39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations, Amendment 39-
114 (30 FR 10155), AD 65-18-3, Is amend-
ed by revising paragraphs (a), (a)(2),
and (b), and by adding a new paragraph
(c) to read as follows:

- » » - -

(a) Within the next 4.000 hours' time in
service or at next engine overhaul period,
whichever Is the sooner, after the effective
date of this AD, unless already accomplished,
conduct an inspection of the support tubes
in accordance with British Alrcraft Corpora=-
tion Prellminary Technical Leaflet No. 252,
Issue 2, dated May 22, 1971, for the 700 Series
(for 744 and 745D aircraft), and No. 117,
Issue 2, dated May 22, 1071, for the 800/810
Series (for 810 Serles alreraft), to determine
If corrosion exists on the surface of the bore
and, if corrosion exists, to determine Its
depth.

(2) If, on inspection, no corrosion exists
or the depth of existing corrosion does not
exceed 0.030 inch, subject the support tubes
to the dewatering and reprotection scheme
set forth in paragraphs 5.1 and 5.1.2 of the
applicable Preliminary Technical Leaflet,

. - - . .

(b) In addition to the inspection and re-
protection requirements In paragraph (s),
sccomplish the dewatering and reprotection
scheme in paragraphs 5.1 and 5.1.2 of the
applicable Preliminary Technical Leaflet
whenever the engine mount assembly is
broken down for any reason. Accomplish
the dewatering and reprotection after the
end fittings have been assembled,

(c) Within seven years from the date of

with paragraph (a) or before the
accumulation of 500 hours' time i{n service
after the effective date of this amendment,
whichever ocours later, repeat the inspection
and action specified in paragraph (a). There-
after, continue to accomplish the inspection
and actlon specified in paragraph (s) at in-
tervals not to exceed seven years from the
last Inspection.

This amendment becomes effective
August 27, 1975.

31595

" Issued In Washington, D.C. on July 22,
5,

197

‘3. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Doc,75-19430 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Alrworthiness Docket No. 75-WE-35-AD;
Amdt, 39-2278)

P-ART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9 Series
Airplanes, Certificated In All Ca
Including Military C-9A, C-9B and VC~-

9C Airplanes

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697),
an emergency alrworthiness directive
was adopted on May 28, 1975, and made
effective immediately by individual air-
mail letters, dated May 28, 1975, as to all
known United States operators of Me-
Donnell Douglas DC-9 Series Airplanes,
certificated In all categories, including
Military C-9A, C-9B and VC-9C air-
planes, incorporating the nose landing
gear emergency uplock release mecha-
nism pressure can, P/N 9910073-87.

The directive superseded Amendment
39-2215 (40 F.R. 22538), AD 75-11-08.
The AD was adopted on an emergency
basls to provide for an expanded and
more accurate applicability statement,
and authorized an additional and alter-
nate means of compliance, f.e., drilling
an additional ,190/.104 diameter drain
hlole. with a specified repetitive inspec-
tion.

Bince it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice and
public procedure thereon was imprac-
ticable and contrary to the public interest
and good cause existed for making the
airworthiness directive effective imme-
diately as to all known U.S. operators of
McDonnell Douglas DC-9 Series ajr-
planes, certificated in all categories, in-
cluding Military C-9A, C-0B and VC-9C
airplanes, by individual airmail letters
dated May 28, 1975. These conditions
still exist and the airworthiness directive
is hereby published in the Federal Regis-
ter as an amendment to § 39.13 of Part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
to make it effective as to all persons,

McDONNELL Doucras: Applies to all Model
DC-8 Series alrplanes, certificated in all
categories, inciuding Military C-9A, C-9B,
An;d VC-0C. Compliance required ss Indi-
cated,

To prevent possible restriction of operation
of the nose landing gear manual release
system as the result of the accumulation of
liquids and formation of ice in the nose
landing gear emergency uplock release
mechanism pressure can, P/N 9910073-87,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within 12 flight hours time In serv~
lce after the effective date of this AD, unless
already accomplished:

(1) Permanently remove the pressure can
drain plug, P/N 1103-1 (refer to paragraph
(¢) (2) for disposition of plug): and,

(2) Inspect for and draln any lquld.

(b) Thereafter, for those airplanes with the
nutplate retained and the cover not installed:

(1) Check once daily while In service, until
(¢) below is accomplished, to ascertain that
the drainhole {2 clear; or,

(2) Drill a .190/.194 diameter hole in bot-
tom of the can, % inch outboard of center-
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line of and in line with the existing A190/.194
diameter nutplate clearance hole, and inspect
at intervals not to exceed 100 nhours time in
pervice, until (c) below, is accomplished, to
ascertain that the drain hole s clear.

(0) Within the next 1600 hours time In
urvmmmomcﬁvedncoofmbhn.
unless already acomplished:

equivalent means by the Chief, Alr-
craft ng Division, FAA Western Re-
glon.

Nore: 1. The drain plug nutpiate, listed In
8/B 53-91 as an optional rexoval item, must
be tly removed per the require-
ments of this h; or,

2. Incorporate a .190/.194 diameter hole
as outlined in (b)(2), above, in lieu of re-

the nv
(2) Por those that do not have
the nutplste removed after compliance with

(e) (1), above, the draln plug may be rein-
stalled at the operator's discretion, provided
that the drain hole 1s Incorporsted.

Nors: The checks required per this AD may
bopufarmedbynﬂ;hlmmmbcor
other desiguated by the operator.

(d) The requirements of this AD may be
terminated when (c), above, has been ac-
complished.

This supersedes Amendment 30-2215,
40 F.R. 22538, AD 75-11-08.

This amendment is effective August 1,
1975 for all persons except those to whom
it was made effective by alrmall letters
dated May 28, 1975, which contained this
amendment,

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(n), 1421, 1423): sec,
6(c), nt of Transportation Act (49
US.C. 1665(c)))
Roperr H. STANTON,
Director,
FAA Western Region,

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
July 17, 1975.

[FR Doc.76-19420 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am1
[Docket No, 14817; Amdt. 39-2280]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. B4-PC11 Gliders

Afleron control connecting bolts on
Pilatus Afrcraft Ltd. B4-PCll gliders
have been inadvertently fnstalled head
forward on the aileron control differen-
tial bellcrank touching the wing spar
fitting that could result in an aileron
system jam. Since this condition Is likely

the affected Pllatus B4-PC11 gliders.

SMMMnmulmlmmediaw
adoption of this regulation, notice and
public procedure hereon are {mpracti-
aﬂaandcoodmmoumtormkma
this amendment effective in less than
30 days.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(Seca. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (40 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423); sec.
@(e), Department of Transportation Act (40
U.8.0. 1855(c)) )

In conslderation of the foregoing and
pursuant to the suthority to
(14 CFR

me by the Administrator

!ll.BD).lao.ISolParnDoﬂheredeml

Aviation Regulations is amended by add-

lr';t 1me following new airworthiness di-
ve:

Prrarus Amenarr Lro. Applies to B&-PC11
gliders Serial Numbers up to and including
150, certificated in all categories.

Compliance is required aa indicated,

To detect improper alleron control con-
necting bolt installation and to prevent
alleron jamming accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next ten hours’ time In
service after the effective date of this AD,
unless aiready sccomplished, visually inspect
the nileron control connecting bolts on the
alleron control differential bellorank to en-
sure the bolts are orlented correctly in ae-
cordance with Pllatus B4-PC11 Operating
Manunl, Figure 1, Page 20, or an FAA-ap-
proved equivalent,

(b) Within 25 hours’ time in service after
the effective date of this AD, unless already
accompllshed, shorten all bolts P/N
116.95.11.070 used on alleron control differ-
ential bellcranks and airbrake control bell-
cranks, in sccordance with the accomplish-
ment instructions contalned in Pllatus Alr-
craft Ltd, Service Bulletin No. 1003 dated
June 1974, or an FAA-approved equivalent, or
replace with modified or replacement bolts
supplied by manufacturer or with equivalent
FAA-approved bolts,

This amendment becomes effective
July 28, 19765.

: ;lasued {n Washington, D.C. on July 22,
975.
J. A. PERRARESE,
j Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

|FR Do 75-19431 Filed T-25-75,8:45 am ]

- -

[Docket No. 755079; Amdt. 39-2272]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Piper Model PA-28-151 Series Airplanes

There have been reports of over-travel
and binding of the carburetor air box
valves on PA-28-151 airplanes that could
result in the loss of engine power due to
lJoss of capability to control carburetor
afr. Since this condition is likely to exist
or develop in other airplanes of the same
type design, an airworthiness directive is
being issued to require modifieation of
the carburetor air box on PA-28-151 air-

nes.

Since a situation exists that requires
framediate adoption of this regulation, it
is found that notice and public proce-
dure hereon are impracticable and good

.cause exists for making this amendment.

effective in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 F'R. 13697,
§39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations is amended by adding
gm following new airworthiness direc-

ve:

Pren Amcuarr CORPORATION. Applies to
PA-28-151 afrplanes serinl numbers 28~

7415001 through 28-75156425; certificated In
all categories,

Compliance required within the next 50
hours’ time In service or at the next sched-
uled Inspection, whichever occurs first, after
the effective date of this AD, uniess already
accomplished,

To prevent over-travel of the carburetor air
box valve, sccomplish the following or ac-
complish an alternate jon method
approved by Chlef, Engineering and Manu-
facturing Branch, Southern Region.

(1) Remove lower nose cowl and metal
:gztom panel for access to the carburetor alr

by N

(2) Tecosen clamps sttaching carburetor
heat and induction alr hoses to alr box. Re-
move hoses from alr box.

(3) Remove control cable from bracket
and lever on air box, Retaln all hardware ex-
cept cotter pin for reinstallation.

(3) Remove alr box bottom and walve by
romoving (12) #6 scrows, nuts, and washers
around the bottom of the alr box. Retain the
alr box bottom and valve and attaching hard-
ware for reinstallation.

(6) RMemove safety wire securing (4)
MS20074-04-04 bolts which mount air box
to carburetor. Remove the bolts and
ANO38A416 washers. Remove alr box from
carburetor. Remove and discard old 73451-07
gasket, but retain mounting hardware for re-
installation.

(6) Install (2) plates, Piper Part Number
35646002, to top stiffener, secured with 8 (4
each plate) MS2B470AL3-4 (Piper P/N 420-
201) rivets, Installation must prevent valve
over-travel.

(7) Install new gasket Piper P/N 73451-07,
and reworked air box on carburetor using (4)
MB20874-04-04 bolts and AND3GA416 washers.
Safety wire bolts.

(B) Reinstall bottom and valve nssembly
to air box using (12) #8 screws, nuts, and
waahers previously removed, Insure lever on
valve is on the same side of box as control
cable bracket.

(0) Reinstall control cable. Tighten the
swivel fitting nut to draw the core wire into
the recess 15 its dlameter,

(10) Reinstall carburetor heat and in-
duction alr hoses on alr box and secure with

clamps.
{11) Replace cowling and metal bottom
panel.

Piper Service Bulletin 474 also pertains
to this same subject,

This amendment becomes effective
July 30, 1975.
(Secs. 313(n), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (40 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1433); sec.
6(c), Department of Transportation Act (40
U.S.C. 16586(c))) , -

Issued in FEast Point, Georgia, on
July 186, 1975,

Lonxme D. PARRISH,
Acting Director,
Southern Region,

[PR Doc.75-19438 Piled 7-25-75:8:46 am)

[Docket No. 14341; Amdt. 39-2281}
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Rolls Royce Model RB-211 Series Engines

A to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an airworthiness directive requiring
modification of the ofl tank filler cap and
housing on Rolls Royce Model RB-211
serles engines was published in the Fed-
eral on March 10, 1975 (40
FR 11003).
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Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the Amendment. No objections
were recelved. Consistent with the re-
quirements of the AD, in view of the
effective date of this amendment, the
time for compliance has been deferred
until September 1, 1975.

This amendment is made under the au-
thority of sections 313(a), 601, and 603
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1858 (49
US.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423) and of
section 6(c) of the Department of Trans-
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR § 11.-
89), §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is amended by add-
ing the following new alrworthiness
directive:

Rowr Rovce (1971) Lasmaren, Applles to
Rolls Royoe RBS 211 serles engines, serial
numbers 10479 and prior,

Compliance required before September 1,
1975, unless already accomplizhed.

‘To prevent engine loss of oll and possible
Inflight engine shutdown, modify the HS
external gearbox ofl tank filler cap and hous-
ing In accordance with Rolls Royce (1971)
Limited Service Bulletin RB211-72-3533,
dated August 12, 1074, or an FAA-approved
equivalent,

This amendment becomes effective Au-
gust 27, 1975,

Issued in Washington, D.C., on July 22,
1975,

J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

|FR Doc.75-19433 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 14816; Amdt. 30-2270]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Soclete Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(Sud Aviation) Alouette Helicopters

There have been reports of out-of-tol-
erance screw threads installed on the tail
rotor pitch change control shaft on So-
clete Natlonale Industrielle Aerospatiale
(B.N.LAS., formerly Sud Aviation) Alo-
uette II, Alouette-Astazou, and Alouette
IIT helicopters equipped with certain tail
rotor gearboxes that could result in jam-
ming of the tail rotor directional con-
trol. Since this condition is likely to exist
or develop in other helicopters of the
same type design, an airworthiness di-
rective is being issued which requires a
one-time Inspection of the screw threads
to determine that the screw width is cor-
rect, and to modify, as necessary, certain
8.N.IAS, Alouette II, Alouette-Astazou,
and Alouette IIT helicopters.

Since this situation requires Immedi-
ate adoption of this regulation, notlce
and public procedure hereon are imprac-
ticable and good cause exists for making
this amendment effective in less than 30
days.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1058 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423); mec.

6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

RULES AND REGULATIONS

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR
§11.89), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is amended by add-
ing the following new airworthiness di-
rective:
.

SocreTe NATIONALE INDUSTRIELLE AXNOSPATI-
ALx (SNIAS, formerly SUD AVIATION).
Applies to Alouette Helicopters SE3130, SE-
3138, SA3158, SE3160, SA316B, SA3180, SA-
8188, SA318C, and SA310B equipped with tail
rotor gearbox, P/Ns 31308.66.20,000, 31308.-
66.30.000, 3130.68.40.000, 31308.66.50.000, 31-
308.66.60.000, or 31308.66.70.000 without mod-
ifioation AM 1004, or P/Ns 31808.66.00.000 or
J1805.66,10.000 without modification AM
1582.

Compllance is required within the next 10
hours' time in service after the effective date
of this AD, unless already accomplished in
nooordance with Lama Service Bulletin No.
01.03 for Model SA316B or Alouette Service
Bulletin No. 01,20 for the other designated
models,

To prevent possible Jamming of the tall
rotor directional control, accomplish the fol-
lowing:

(a) Determine the width of the top of the
square thread at each end of screws P/N
31308.66.23.002 or 31308.86.50,018, If the
width 15 between 1.5 and 2.0 mm, the as-
sembly msy be refustalled without further
work.

Norx: Access to the screws ls galned by
removing the tail rotor pitch change control
shaft,

(b) If the thread width Is not within 1.5
and 20 mm, rework the extreme end of the
thread and reinstall the tall rotor pitch
change assembly in accordance with Aero-
spatiale Service Bullotin No. 01.20 dated No-
vember 10, 1071 (except iale Service
Bulletin No, 01.08 dated November 10, 1071
for Model SA315B), or an equivalent ap-
proved by the Chlef, Aircraft Certification
Stalf, FAA, Europe, Africa, and Middle East
Reglon, ¢/o0 American Embassy, APO New
York, N.Y. 00667.

This amendment becomes effective
July 28, 1975,

9.Ill:usued in Washington, D.C. on July 21,
5.
J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Doc.75-10435 Plled 7-25-75:8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. 75-80-65]

PART 71-—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
m&rl.gb AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Alteration of Coerln Zone and Transition
a

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the Elizabeth City, NC,
control zone and transition area.

The Elizabeth City control zone is de-
scribed in § 71171 (40 P.R. 354) and the
Elizabeth City transition area is de-
scribed in § 71.181 (40 F.R. 441). The
present VOR-RWY-1 Instrument Ap-
proach Procedure serving Elizabeth City
CGAS has been revised to preclude flight
within Restricted Area R-5302, which
necessitates an alteration of the control
zone and transition area descriptions.

”
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The NDB-A Instrument Approach Pro-
cedure final approach course has been
realigned by one degree, which also
necessitates a change in the transition
aren description. Since these amend-
ments are less restrictive In nature,
notice and public procedure hereon gre
unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
T1 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective immediately, as here-
inafter set forth.

In § 71.171 (40 F.R. 354), the Elizabeth
City, N.C., control zone is amended as
follows: “* * * within 3 miles each side
of Elizabeth City VOR 195° radial, ex~
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to
85 miles south of the VOR; * * *" is
deleted and “* * * within 3 miles each
side of Elizabeth City VOR 188* radial,
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to
10 miles south of the VOR; * * *” is
substituted therefor,

In § 71.181 (40 P.R. 441), the Elizabeth
City, N.C., transition area is amended
to read:

Evxzameryt Crry, N.C,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile
radius of CGAS Elizabeth City (latitude 36*
15°35°" N, longitude 76"10°20” W.): within
3 mlles each side of the 128° bearing from
Weeksville RBN, extending from the 8.5-mile
radius area to 85 miles southeast of the
EBN: within 5 miles east and 3 miles west of
Ellzabeth City VOR 188° radial, extending
from the 8.5-mile radius ares to 125 miles
south of the VOR; within 3 miles each side
of Elizabeth Clity VOR 357° radial, extending
from the 8.5-mile radius area to 85 miles
north of the VOR.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1858 (49

US.C. 1348(n)): sec. 6(c), Depariment of
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(e)))

Issued In East Point, Ga., on June 18,
1975,
Loxnie D. Parrisw,
Acting Director,
Southern Region.

IFR Doo.75-10437 Plled 7-25-75;8:46 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. 76 WE-4]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Alteration of Jet Route

On May 30, 1975, a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making (NPRM) was published in
the Federal Register (40 F.R. 23475)
stating that the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration (FPAA) was considering an
amendment to Part 75 of the Pederal
Aviation Regulations that would realign
4 segment of J-88 from Los Angeles,
Calif., to Santa Barbara, Calif.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the pro-
posed rule making through the submis-
sion of comments. All comments received
were favorable.

In consideration of the forezoing, Part
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
Is amended, effective 0901 GMT, Oc-
tober 9, 1975, as hereinnfter set forth.

In § 75.100 (40 F.R. 705) Jet Route No.
88 is amended to read as follows:

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




31598

Jet Route No. 88 From Los Angeles, Callf,
via Santa Barbara, Calif; Salinas, Calif,;
INT of the Salinas 310* and the Osakland,
Callf., 170" raciials; to Oakland.

(See, 307(n), Federal Aviatlon Act of 1038

(40 U.S.C. 1348(a) ); sec. 6(c) Department of
Transportation Act (48 US.C. 1656(¢)))

Issued in Washington, D.C. on July 22,
1975.
Wittianm E. BROADWATER,
Acting Chief, Afrspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doo756-19438 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

Title 29—Labor

CHAPTER XVII—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY
AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION, DE-
PARTMENT OF LABOR

PART 1910—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY
AND HEALTH STANDARDS

Industrial Slings
Correction

In FR Doc. 75-16221 appearing at page
27368 in the issue of Friday, June 27,
1975, on page 27372 words were dropped
and added and type styles set incorrectly
in §19010.184(e) (9 (i) The words now
reading ‘“Alloy steel chain slings. o)
Worn or damaged formed master links,"
should read “Alloy steel chain slings with
cracked or deformed master links,”.

CHAPTER XXV—OFFICE OF EMPLOYEE
BENE;ITS SECURITY, DEPARTMENT OF

PART 2555—INTERPRETIVE BULLETINS
glEuL?;lNG TO FIDUCIARY RESPONSI-

Employee Retirement Income Security

In order to provide a concise and ready
reference to its interpretations of the
provisions of Part 4 of Title I of the

loyee Retirement Income Security
Act of 1974 relating to fiduclary respon-
aibilities, the Department of Labor will
hereafter publish its interpretive bul-
letins pertaining to fiduciary responsi=-
bilities in the Rules and Regulations sec-
tion of the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Interpretive bulletins IB~75-1 through
75-5, which are published in.this issue
of the FEDERAL REGISTER And are now in-
cluded in Part 25655, were previously is-
sued to the public by the Department of
Labor.

Copiles of the various interpretive bul-
letins may be obtained from the Labor=
Management Services Administration-
Information Office, Rm. N-5641, New
Department of Labor Building, 200 Con=-
stitution Avenue, NW,, Washington, D.C.
20210,

Accordingly, 20 CFR Chapter XXV is
amended by adding & new Part 2555, In-
terpretive Bulletins Relating to Fiduciary
Responsibility.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 21st
day of July, 1975,
James D, HUTCHINSON,
Administrator of Pension and
Welfare Benefit Programs,
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Sec.

2555.75-1 Interpretive Bulletin Relating to
Section 414(c) (4) of the Em-~
ployee Retirement Security Act
of 1074,

25656.16-2 Interpretive Bulletin Relating to
Prohibited Transactions,

2585.75-3 Interpretive Bulletin Relating to
Investments by Employee Bene-
fit Plans In SBecurities of Regis-
tered Investment Companies,

2665.75-4 Interpretive Bulletin Relating to
Indemnification of Fiduclariés,

2555.75-6 Questions and Answers Relating

to Piduciary Responsibility,

AurTnonrrry: Sec. 414(c) (4), Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1874,

2555.75~1 Interpretive bulletin relat-
ing o scetion 414(c)(4) of the
Employee Retirement Income Secu-
rity Act of 1974, ;

On December 31, 1974, the Departmeont of
Labor tssued an interpretive bulletin, ERISA
1B 75-1, outlining and clarifying the scope of
section 414(c)(4) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974. That
section provides that section 408 and 407(a)
of the Act (relating to prohibited transac-
tions) shall not apply to the provision of
certaln services before June 30, 1077, be-
tween a plan and a party in interest if the
three requirements contained in section 414
(c)(4) are met. The Department of Labor
emphasized that section 414(c) (4) does not
delay the spplicability of any of the other
fiduciary responsibility provislons of Part 4
of Title I of the Act,

The first requirement contained in section
414(c) (4) 1s that such services must be pro-
vided either (1) under a binding contract
in effect on July 1, 1874 (or pursuant to re-
newals of such contract), or (2) by a party
n interest who ordinarily and customarily
furnished such services on June 30, 1974,

The second requirement is that at all times
the services be provided on terms at least as
favorable to the plan as would be terms
nowly negotiated in a cwrrent arm’s-length
transaction with an unrelated party.

The third requirement is that the pro-
vislon of services must not be or have been,
at the time of such provision, a prohibited
transaction within the meaning of section
503(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954
or the corresponding provisions of prior in-
ternal revenue laws.

If the three requirements of sectlon 414
(c) (4) are met, section 406 of the Act will
not apply to services proyided before June 80,
1077, to customers to whom such services
were being provided on June 30, 1974, as well
as to new customers.

To the extent section 4068 would apply to
the receipt of compensation for services
rendered, seotion 406 shall not apply to the
recelpt of compensation for such services
provided before June 30, 1977, if the three
requirements of section 414(c) (4) are met.

To the extent section 406 would spply to
the providing of multiple services to a plan,
section 406 will not apply to the providing of
sorvices to the plan before June 30, 1077, ir
the three requirements of section 414(c) (4)
are met.

Thus, if the three reguirements of section
414(c) (4) are met, a person sorving as
ndwmwapmmnmdymolmmu-

Similarly, until June 30, 1977, for example,
a plan consultant who may be a fiduciary
because of the nature of the consultative and
administrative services being provided may,
if the three requirements of section 414(c)
(4) are met, continue to cause the sale of in-
surance to the plan and continue to receive
commisstons for such sales from the insur-
ance company writing the policy.

Similarly, if the three requirements of
soection 414(c)(4) nre met, a securities
broker-dealer who renders investment ad-
vice to a plan for & fee, thereby becoming a
fiduciary, may furnish other services to the
plan, such as brokerage services, and recelve
compensation therefor. Also, If a registered
represontative of such a broker-dealer were
a fiduciary, the registered representative may
receive ocompensation,. including commis-
slons, for brokerange servicesperformed be-
fore June 30, 1977,

§ 2555.75-2 Interpretive bullctin relat-
ing to prohibited transactions.

On February 6, 1075, the Department of
Labor issued an interpretive bulletin, ERISA
IB 75-2, with respect to whether a party in
interest has engaged in o prohibited transac-
tion with an employee benefit plan where the
party in interest has engaged In a transac-
tion with @& corporation or partnership
(within the meaning of section 7701 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954) in which
the plan has investoed.

Generally, investment by a plan in secu-
rities (within the meaning of section 8{20)
of the Employee Retirement Income Seourity
Act of 1974) of a corporation or partnership
will not, solely by reason of such investment,
be considered to be an Investment in the
underiylng assets of such corporation or
partnership 8o as to make such assets of the
entity “plan assets" and thereby make n
subsequent transaction between the party
in interest and the corporation or partner-
ship & prohibited transaction under section
406 of the Act.,

For example, if an insurance company
jssues @ contract or policy of Insurance to
& plan and places the consideration for such
contract or policy In its general asset mac-
count, the assets in such sccount shall not
be considered to be plan assets, Therefore, &
subsequent transaction involving the goneral
assot account between a party In interest and
the insurance company will not, solely be-
onuse the plan has been issued such a con-
tract or policy of insurance, be n prohibited
transaction.

Simllarly, for example, where & plan ac-
quires & security of a corporation or a limited

p interest in a partnership, a sub-
sequont lense or sale of properiy betweon
such corporation or partnership and a party
in interest will not be a prohiblted transac-
tion solely by reason of the plan's invest-
ment in the corporation or partnership.

This general proposition, as applied to cor«

tions and partnerships, is consistent with
‘section 401(b) (1) of the Act, relating to plan
fnvestments in investment companies reg-
{stered under the Investment Company Act
of 1040, Under section 401(b) (1), an invest-
ment by s plan in securities of such an in-
vestment company may be made without
eausing, solely by reason of such investment,
any of the assets of the investment company
to bo considered to be assets of the plan.

However, the preceding paragraphs do not

muntbltmlnnnmmtolpnnmum
& security of s corporation or partnership
may not be s prohibited transaction. For
example, section 406(a) (1) (D) prohibits the
direct or indirect transfer to, or use by or for
the benefit of, a party in interest of any as-
sets of the plan and section 406(b) (1) pro-
hibits & fiduciary from dealing with the
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assets of the plan in his own Interest or for
his own account.

Thus, for example, If there 1s an arrange-
ment under which a plan invests {n, or re-
tains {ts investment In, an investment com-
pauy and as part of the arrangement It is
expected that the Investment company will
purchase securities from a party In Interest,
such arrangement Is a prohibited trans-
action.

Similarly, the purchase by a plan of an in-
surance policy pursusnt to an arrangement
under which it {8 expected that the Insurance
company will make a loan to a party In inter-
est 1s a prohibited transaction.

Moreover, notwithstanding the foregoing,
if a transaction belween a party in interest
and a plan would be & prohibited transaction,
then such a transaction between a party in
interest and such tion or partnership
will ordinarily be a prohibited transaction if
the plan may, by itself, require the corpora-
tion or partnership to engage In such
transaction.

Similarly, if & transaction between a party
in interest and a plan would be a prohib-
ited transaction, then such a transaction
between o party In Interest and such cor-
poration or partnership will ordinarily be
A prohibited transaction if such party In
interest, together with one or more per-
sons who are parties In Interest by reason
of such persons’ relationship (within the
meaning of section 3(14) (E) through (I)) to
such party in interest may, with the ald of
the plan but without the ald of any other
persons, require the corporation or partner-
ship to engage in such a transaction. How-
ever, the preceding sentence does not apply
if the parties In interest engaging in the
transaction, together with one or more per-
sons who are parties in interest by reason
of such persons' relationship (within the
meaning of section 3(14) (E) through (I)) to
such party in interest, may, by themselves,
require the

tio

Further, the Department of Labor empha-
slzes that it would consider a fiduciary who
makes or rotains an Investment In a eor-
poration or partnership for the purpose of
avolding the application of the fiduciary re-
sponsibility provislons of the Act to be In
contravention of the provisions of section

404(n) of the Act.

§ 2555.75-3 Interpretive bulletin relat-
ing to investments by employee bene-
fit plans in securities of registored
investment compuanies.

On March 12, 1075, the Department of
Labor issued an interpretive bulletin, ERISA

IB 75-8, with to its Interpretation of
section 3(21)(B) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income ty Aot of 1974. That sec-

tion provides that an investment by an em-
pioyee benefit plan in securities issued by an
investment company registered under the
Investment Company Act of 1940 shall not
by Itself cause the investment company, its
investment adviser or prineipal underwriter
tobodeemodwbonﬂduehryorpaﬂym
interest “excopt Insofar as such Investment
company or its investment adviser or prin-
clpal underwriter acts in connection with an
employes benefit plan covering employees of
tho Investment company, the Investment ad-
viser, or Its principal underwriter.”

The Department of Labor interprets this
section as an elaboration of the principlo set
forth In section 401(b)(1) of the Act and
ERISA IB 756-2 (issued February 8, 1975) that
the assets of an investment company shall
notbodeemodwbeunuofnpuauomy
by reason of an {nvestment by such plan in
the shares of such Investment ocompany, Con-
sistent with this principle, the Department
of Labor interprets this section to mean that

RULES AND REGULATIONS

A person who is connected with an Invest-
ment company, such as the {nvestment com-
pany itself, its investment adviser or Its prin-
cipal underwriter, is not to be deemed to be a
fiduciary of or party in interest with respoct
to & plan solely because the plan has Invested
in the Investment company's shares.

This principle applies, for example, to &
pian covering omployees of an investment ad-
viser to an Investmont company where the
plan invests in the securities of the invest-
ment company. In such a case the investment
company or its principal underwriter is not
to be deemed to be a fiduciary of or party
In interest with respect to_ the plan solely
because of such {nvestment.

On the other hand, the exception clause
In section 8(21) emphasizes that If an in-
vestment company, its Investment adviser
or 1ts principal underwriter is a fiduclary or
party in interest for a reason other than the
investment in the securities of the Invest-
ment company, such a person remains a party
in Interest or iduclary. Thus, in the preced-
ing example, since an employer s a party In
interest, the Investment adviser remains &
party In interest with respect to a plan cov-
ering its employees,

The Department of Labor emphasized that
an investment adviser, principal underwriter
or Investment company which s a fdueclary
by virtue of section 3(21) (A) of the Act is
subject to the fiduciary responsibility provi-
slons of Part 4 of Title I of the Act, including
those relating to fiduciary duties under sec-
tion 404.

§ 2555.75-4 Interpretive bulletin relat-
ing 1o indemnification of fiduciaries.

On June 4, 1875, the Department of Labor
issued an interpretive bulletin, ERISA IB
75-4, announcing the Department’s interpre-
tatlon of section 410(a) of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, In-
sofar as that section relates to indemnifica-
tion of fiduciaries. Section 410(a) states, in
relevant part, that “any provision in an
agreement or instrument which purports to
relleve a fiduciary from responsibliity or lia-
bility for any responsibility, obligation, or
duty under this part shall be vold as against

public policy.”

The Department of Labor Interprets this
section to permit indemnification agreements
which do not relleve a fiduciary of responsi-
bility or lability under Part 4 of Title I. In-
demnification provisions which leave the
fiduciary fully responsible and Uable, but
merely permit another party to satisfy any
lUabliity fncurred by the fductary in the
same manner as insurance purchased under
section 410(b) (3), are therefore not vold un-
der section 410(a).

Examples of such indemnification provi-
slons are:

(1) Indemnification of & plan fiduciary by
(n) an employer, any of whose employees aro
covered by the plan, or an afilinte (as defined
In section 407(d)(7) of the Act) of such
employer, or (b) an employee organization,
any of whose members are covered by the
plan; and

(2) Indemnification by a plan fiduclary of
the fiduciary's employoes who actually per-
form the fiduciary services,

The Department of Labor interprets sec-
tion 410(a) as rendering vold any arrange-
ment for indemnification of a fiduciary of
an employee benefit plan by the plan. Such
an arrangement would have the same result
as an exculpatory clause, in that it would, in
effect, relieve the Aduclary of responaibility
and labllity to the plan by abrogating the
plan’s right to recovery from the Aduciary for
breaches of fiduclary obligations.

While Indemnification arrangements do not
contravene the provisions of section 410(n),
parties entering Into an indemnification
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agreement should oonsider whether the
Agreement complies with the other provisions
of Part 4 of Title I of the Act and with
other applicable laws.

§ 2555.75=5 Questions and answers re-
lating 10 fiduciary responsihility,

On June 25, 1975, the Department of
Labor issued an interpretive bulletin, ERISA
IB 76-5, contalning questions and answers
relating to certaln aspects of the recently en-
acted Employee Retirement Income Security
Act of 1674 (the “Act"),

Pending the issuance of regulations or
other guldelines, persons may rely on the
answers to these questions In order to re-
solve the issues that are specifically con-
sidered. No inferences should be drawn re-
garding Issues not ralsed which may be sug-
gested by & particular question and answer
or as to why certain questions, and not others,
are included. Purthermore, in applying the
questions and answers, the effect of subse-
quent legislation, regulations, court decl-
slons, and Interpretative bulletins must be
considered. To the extent that plans utilize
or rely on these answers and the requirements
of regulations subsequently adopted vary
from the answers relled on, such plans may
have to be amended,

An index of the questions and answers,
relating them to the appropriate sections ot
the Act, 13 also provided,

INoEx
KEY TO QUESTION PREFIXES
D~—Refers to Definitions,
FR—Refers to Fiduciary Responsibility,
Section No. Question No,
3(21)
3(38) FR-8, FR-T
402(a) FR~1, FR-2, FR-3
402(b) (1) FR-4, FR-5
402(c) (3) FR-8, FR-T
404(a) FR-10
405(a) (3) FR~10
405(b) (1) (A) FR~10
406(a) FR-9
409(n) FR-10
412(a) FR-8, FR-9

D-1 Q: Is an attorney, accountant, actu=~
Ary or consuitant who renders legal, account-
Ing, actuarial or consulting services to an
employce benefit plan (other than an invest-
ment adviser to the plan) a fiduciary to the
plan solely by virtue of the rendering of such
services, absent a showing that such consult-
ant (n) exercises Aiscretionary authority or
discretionary control respecting the manage-
ment of the plan, (b) exercises authority or
control respecting management or dispost-
tion of the plan's assets, (c) renders invest-
ment advice for a fee, direct or Indirect, with
mpocttotbeamuofthcphn.othnmy
authority or responsibility to do so, or (d4)
has any discretionary authority or discre-
tionary responsibility In the administration
of the plan?

A: No. However, while Attorneys, account-
ants, actuaries and consultants performing
thelr usual professional functions will ordi-
narily not be considered fAductaries, if the
factual situation In a particular case falls
within one of the categories described In
clauses (a) through (d) of this question,
such persons would be constdered to be
fiduciaries within the meaning of section
3(21) of the Act. The Internal Revenue Sery-
ice notes that such persons would also be
considered to be fiduciaries within the mean-
Ing of section 4075(e)(8) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1054,

FR-1 Q: If an Instrument establishing an
employeo benefit plan provides that the
plan committee shall contro! and manage
the operation and administration of the
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plan and specifies who shall constitute the
plan committee (either by position or by
naming individuals to the committee), does
such provision adequately satis{y the re-
quirement in section 402(a) that a "named
fiductary” be provided for in a plan Instru-
ment?

A: Yes. While the botter practice would
be to state explicitly that the plan commit-
tee t5 the “named fiduclary™ for purposes of
the Act, clear identification of one or more
persons, by name or title, combined with a
gtatement that such person or persons have
authority to control and manage the opera-
tion and administration of the plan, satis-
fles the "“named fiduclary” requirement of
section 402(a). The purpose of this require-
ment 1s to enable employees and other inter-
ested persons to ascertain who is responsibls
for operating the plan. The instrument In
the above example, which provides that “the
plan committee shall control and manage
the operation and sdministration of the
plan”, and specifies, by name or position,
who shall constitute the committee, fulfills
this requirement.

FR-2 Q: In a union negotiated employee
benefit plan, the instrument establishing the
plan provides that a joint board on which
employees and employers are equally repre-
pented shall control and manage the opera-
tion and administration of the plan. Does
this provision adequately satisfy the require-
ment in section 402(a) that a “named fi-
duoiary” be provided for in a plan instru-
ment?

A: Yes, for the reasons stated In response
to question FR-1. The joint board s clearly
{dentified as the entity which has authority
to control and manage the operation and ad-
ministration of the plan, and the persons
designated to be members of such joint board
would be named fiduciaries under section
402(n).

FR-3 Q: May an employee benefit plan

fgnate the cOrpors
duciary” for purposes
of the Act?

A: Yes, it may. Section 402(a)(2) of the
Act states that a "named fiduclary" is &
fiduclary elther named in the plan instru-
ment or designated according to n procedure
set forth in the plan instrument. A fiduciary
is a “person” falling within the definition
of fiduciary set forth in section 3(21) (A) of
the Act. A “"person” may be a corporation
under the definition of person contalned In
section 3(9) of the Act, While such designn-
tion satisfies the requirement of enabling ém-
ployees and other interested persons to as-
certain the person or persons responsible for
operating the plan, a plan instrument which
designates n corporation as “named fidu-
clary” should provide for designation by the
corporation of specified individuals or other

ns to carry out specified fiduclary re-
sponsaibilities under the plan, in accordance
with section 405(¢) (1)(B) of the Act,

FR-4 Q: A defined benefit pension plan‘s

ure for establishing and carrylng out
a funding policy provides that the plan's
trustees shall, at a meeting duly called for
the purpose, establlah a funding policy and
method which satisfies the.requirements of
Part 3 of Title I of the Act, and shall meet
wnuﬂlynamtodwnoo!themrwn-
view such funding policy and method. It
further provides that all actions taken with
respect to such funding policy and method
and the reasons therefor shall be recorded in
the minutes of the trustees’ meetings. Does
this procedure comply with section 402(b)
(1) of the Act?

A: Yes, The above procedure specifies who
{8 to establish the funding policy and method
for the plan, and provides for & written rec-

of section 402(a) (1)
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ord of the notions taken with respect to such
funding policy and method, including the
reasons for such actions. The purpose of the
funding policy requirement set forth in
section 402(b) (1) is to enable plan partici-
pants and beneficiaries to ascertain that the
plan has & funding policy that meets the
requirements of Part 8 of Title I of the Act.
The procedure set forth above meets that
requirement.

FR-5 Q: Must a welfare plan in which the
benefits are pald out of the general assels
of the employer have a procedure for estab-
lishing and carrying out a funding policy
got forth in the plan instrument?

A: No. Section 402(b) (1) requires that the
plan provide for such s procedure “consistent
with the objectives of the plan" and require-
ments of Title I of the Act. In situations in
which a plan is unfunded and Title I of the
Aot does not require the plan to be funded,
there is no neod to provide for such a pro-
cedure. If the welfare plan were funded, o
procedure consistent with the objeotives of
the plan would have to be established.

FR-6 Q: May an Investment adviser which
s neither & bank nor an insurance company,
and which is not registered under the In-
vestment Advisers Act of 1940 in rellance
upon an exemption from registration pro-
vided in that Act, be appointed an invest-
ment manager under section 402(c) (3) of the
Act?

A: No. The only persons who may be ap-
pointed an Investment manager under sec-
tion 402(c)(3) of the Act are persons who
meet the reouirements of section 3(38) of
the Act—namely, banks (as defined in the
Investment Advisers Act of 1040), insurance
companies ousalified under the laws of more
than one state to manage, acquire and dis-
pose of plan assets, or persons registered as
investment advisers under the Investment
Advisers Act of 1940.

FR-7 @: May an investment adviser that
has & registration application pending under
the Investment Advisers Act of 19040 funec-
tion as an Investment manager under the
Act prior to the effective date of registration
under the Investment Advisers Act?

A: No, for the reasons stated in the answer
to FR-6 above.

FR-8 Q: Under the temporary bonding
regulation set forth in 29 CFR § 2550 412-1,
must a person who renders investment advice
to & plan for a fee or other tion,
direct or indirect, but who does not exercise
or have the right to exercise discretionary
authority with respect to the assets of the
plan, be bonded solely by reason of the pro-
viston of such investment advice?

A: No. A person who renders investment
advice, but who does not exercise or have the
right to exercise discretionary authority with
respocttoplmumu.unotnqunedwbo
bonded solely by reason of the provision of
such investment adyice. Such a person is not
considered to be “handling” funds within the
meaning of the temporary bonding reguln-
tion set forth in 20 CFR § 2650.412-1, which
incorporates by reference 29 CFR § 404.7. For
purposes of the temporary bonding regula-
tion, only those fiduciaries who handle funds
must be bonded. If, in addition to the rendor-
ing of investment advice, such person per-
forms any sdditional function which con-
stitutes the handling of plan funds under
20 OFR § 464.7, the person would have to be
bonded.

FR-0 Q: May an employee benefit plan
purchase & bond covering plan officials?

A: Yes. The bonding requirement, which
applies, with certain exceptions, to every
plan official under section 412(n) of the
Act, 1s for the protection of the plan and
does not benefit any plan official or relleve

any plan officlal of any obligation to the
plan. The purchase of such bond by a plan
will not, therefore, be considered to be In
contravention of sections 406(n) or (b) of
the Act. ’

FR-10 Q: An employee benefit plan Is
considering the construction of & bullding
to house the administration of the plan.
One trustee has proposed that the bullding
be constructed on a cost plus basis by o par-
ticular contractor without competitive bid-
ding. When the trustee was questioned by
another trustee as to the basls of cholce of
the contraotor, the impact of the bullding
on the plan’s adminlstrative costs, whether
6 cost plus contrget would yleld a better
price to the plan than a fixed price basls,
and why a negotiated contract would be
better than letting the contract for compet-
itive bldding, no satisfactory answers wore
provided, Beveral of the trustees have ar-
gued that Jetting such a contract would
be & violation of thelr general fiduciary re-
sponsibllities. Desplte thelr arguments, a
majority of the trustees appear to bo roady
to vote to construct the building as pro-
posed. What should the minority trustees
do to protect themselves from liabllity under
section 400(n) of the Act and section 405
(b) (1) (A) of the Act?

A: Here, where a majority of trustees ap-
pear ready to take action which would clearly
be contrary to the prudence requirement of
section 404(a) (1) (B) of the Act, it is Incum-
bent on the minority trustees to take all rea-
ponable and legal steps to prevent the action.
Such steps might include preparations to
obtaln an injunction from a Federal District
court under section 502(a) (3) of the Act, to
notify the Labor Department, or to publicize
the vote if the declsion is to proceed as
proposed. If, having taken all reasonable and
legal steps to prevent the imprudent action,
the minority trustces have not succeaded,
they will not Incur liability for the action of
the majority., Mere resignation, however,
without taking steps to prevent the impru-
dent action, will not suffice to avold Hability
for the minority trustees once they have
knowledgo that the imprudent action is un-
der consideration.

More generally, trustees should take great
care to doocument adequately all meeotings
where actions are taken with respect to man-
agement and control of plan assets. Writ-
ton minutes of all actions taken should be
kept describing the action taken, and stat-
ing how each trustee voted on each matter.
If, a8 In the case above, trustees object to a
proposed action on the grounds of possiblo
violation of the fiduciary responsibliity pro-
visions of the Act, the trustees so objecting
should insist that thelr objections and the
responses to such objections be included in
the record of the meeting. It should be noted
that, where a trustee belleves that o co-
trustee hns already committed a breach,
resignation by the trustee as a protest against
such breach will not generally be consid-
ered sufciont to discharge the trustee's post-
tive duty under section 405(a)(8) to make
reasonable efforts under the olrcumstances
to remedy the breach.

Coples of these interpretative bulletins
or other ERISA interpretative bulletins
may be obtained from the Labor-Man-
agement Services Administration Infor-
mation Office, Rm. N-5641, New Depart-
ment of Labor Building, 200 Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 21210.
DDated: July 21, 1975, Washington,
C. .

|FR Doc,75-19451 Filed 7-26-75,8:45 am]
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Title 32—National Defense
CHAPTER VI—-DS:OYRTMENT OF THE

PART 706—NAVIGATIONAL LIGHT
WAIVERS

Amendments of Ship Nomenciature

Pursuant to the authority vested in
the Secretary of the Navy by the provi-
sions of 33 U.S.C. §§ 360 and 1052, the
TABLE ONE in 32 CF.R. §7062 is
amended as follows to reflect nonsub-
stantive revisions of ship nomenclature
which were promulgated by the Secre-
tary of the Navy effective July 1, 1975:

a. Under the category “CRUISERS" in
the *"Vessel class or type” column:

(1) Delete “CG(N) (Guided Missile
Cruiser)” and substitute “CGN-9
(Gulded Missile Cruiser Nuclear Pow-
ered)”; no change in other columns.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(2) Delete “CLG (Guided Missile Light
Cruiser)” and substitute “CG—4 (Guided
Missile Cruiser)"; no change in other
columns,

(3) Add “CGN (Guided Missile Cruiser
Nuclear Powered) except 9 class”; in col-
umn 1, “18 or less"; in column 2, “3 or
less"; in column 3, “0.9 or greater to 1”;
and in column 4, “17 or greater".

(4) Add "CG (Guided Missile Cruiser)
except 4 class”, in column 1, “18 or less":
in column 2, “3 or less”; in column 3,
“0.9 or greater to 1”; and in column 4,
“17 or greater”,

b. Under the category “DESTROY-
ERS" in the “Vessel class or type” col-
umn: Delete “DLG (Guided Missile Frig-
ate) .

c. Under the category of “PATROL
VESSELS" in the “Vessel class or type”

TanLe 1
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column: Delete “DE (Escort Vessel)”,
and substitute “FF (Frigate) and AGFF
(Frigate, research ship)”; no change in
other columns,

Additionally, TABLE ONE in 32 CFR.
§706.2 Is amended by substituting the
letters “MSC” for the letters “MSTS"
in the “T-AKV" line under the category
“Alrcraft Carriers” in the “Vessel class
or type"” column, in order to reflect the
redesignation of the “Military Sea Trans-
portation Service” as the "Military Sea-
lift Command”,

The table with the foregoing changes
incorporated is reprinted below.

Dated: July 17, 1975.

H. B. ROBERTSON, Jr.
Rear Admiral, JAGC, U.S.
Navy, Judge Advocate Gen-
eral,

Distance In fset of the for-

Vessal class or type

ward ot white light
below minimum required
beight (based

monts of

rule 2(a)(11)

moum  required  vertical
separation between and
after 20-polnt white lights
(based on requiremeonts of
International rude 2(a) (i)

Distance In feet bolow"mini- Ratio of horizontal to veetl- Minimum

o:zgl'm-‘nmmllo{ltl of lilhoh :
nt  whits [ 4
(based on International
rule 2(a) (1) which ro-
quilres mtio of 3 o 1)

Crulsers:

CA (heavy cruisery)
CAG mizsile heavy cruiser). .
CL (light eruiser)

CGN
exoopt 9 cluss.
CG (guided missile eruisor) axcopt 4 elass
M"mwm:sc i ship)
- ) suxiliary D) ottt
LPH }mphlbloua asssult sh!p). SRR
g\:A sttack alroraft oarrler)

cea
carrier).
AGMR-2 (major communiestions relay ship con-
verted from aireraft carrier).
AVT (auxillary siroeaft transport). ... .o.oeernoen.
Aunxilinrion:

ADG (degnussing vessel)...._..........

ship).

ATB (self-propelid barracks ship) -
ARSD (salvage Hfting vessel)

AKS
AN (not laying -m?

APD (high speed transport). ..

IFS (inshore fire su t ship)

LD (dock landing :;nlp)

L8T (tank landing ship)

LEM (mediam landing ship)..........

LEMR (landing ship medium rocket) .
Patrol vessels:

FF (frig

(i escort)
PC(H) (hydrofoil patrol oraft). ..
PHM (patrol hydrofoll missile shi
PGM (motor gun boa
Mine vessels:
MHC (minelmnter constal) .
MSF (minesweeper fleet) .. ..
ME0 (minesweeper ooean). .
MBSS (minesweeper special)
Y uvmt!:n lightor, self-
» solf-pro SERTEES
YV ((ﬁu- alroraft catapult control eraft) .
Belf. m:ﬂnd crane (no hull classification) .

ry ] ¥
NR-1 (noolear powered research vehlele) . . .co..:

A T O R S s L S S Ay R AN 07 orgreaterto 1. ..

2orgrenter to l.........

20 or greater,

17 or greater,

cerees 20 OF greater,

«eee-30 OF greater.

Jorgresterto)........... =

After white light nelther re-  After white Mght nalther re- Aftor whits Hlght neither ro-
quired nor carriod, quired noc earried od.

quired nor oarrd

[PR Doc.75-19367 Pilod 7-25-75;8:45 am|
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Title 39—Postal Service
CHAPTER |—U.S. POSTAL SERVICE
PART 111—GENERAL INFORMATION ON
POSTAL SERVICE

Postal Service Manual; Miscellaneous
Amendments

Chapter I of the Postal Service Man-
ual, which has been incorporated by
reference in the FPrpEsal REGISTER (see
39 CFR 111.1) has been amended by the
jssuance of Post Office Services (Domes-
tic) Transmittal Letter 37, Issue 108,
dated June 30, 1975.

In accordance with 39 CFR 111.3 notice
of these changes is hereby published in
the Feperar Recistss as an amendment
to that section and the text of the
changes is filed with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register. Subscribers to
the Manual will receive these amend-

ments automatically from the Govern-
ment Printing Office. (For other avail-
abllity of Chapter I of the Postal Service
Manual, see 39 CFR 111.2.)

Description of these amendments to
Chapter I of the Postal Service Manual
follows:

PART 112—DoMzsTic MAIL SErvice

1. A cross-reference In the footnote is
corrected.

PART 124—NonMarLiaLy MATTER—ARTICLES
AND SupsTANCES; Serciat MAILING RULes

2. A new seotion 124,155 is added to provide
information on the number of customs dec-
Jarations required on parcels mailed to the
Canal Zone.

PART 126—MAIL ADDRESSED TO MILITARY
Post OFFICEs OVERSEAS

3, SBection 126,12 is nmended to clarify the
requirements pertaining to packsging and
to require & sealed waterproof container
around the absorbent cushioning material
used in the packaging of liquids,

4. Sectlon 126,161 is amended to include
a specific flash point for fiammable liguids
and listing of polsons in reference to Part
124 In the general restrictions,

5. Seotion 126.163 {s amended to provide

{rements for the importation of firearms
by military personnel from overseas Military
Post Offices in scvordance with Internal Rey~
enue Service procedures.

6. New section 126.164 is added to recom-
mend that restricted articles, which are sent
to overseas military post offices, should also
meet the requirements for international alr
shipment, since they may be shipped by alr
when gpace Is avallabie or when ndequate
gurface transportation is not available.

7. Section 31202 is amended to add and
delete the numbers of various military post
offices overseas and to amend the restrictions
on mall addreased to those post offices.

Pary 131—Pmsr CLASS

8, New sectlons 121.213 and 131214 are
added to define treatment for postage pur-
poses on mallings of more than one firm or
individual maliled under a gingle cover. Re-
numbered old sections 131213 and 131.214
as 131215 and 131.216,

Part 184—Tump Crass

0. New section 134.112 ix added to permit
fourth-class rates to be applied when
are lower than the single plece third-class
rate for identical matter within the third-
class welght category,

FEDERAL
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Panr 148—PREPAYMENT AND PosTAGE DUE

10, Section 146.11a is amended to include
metered reply mall, which has been inadver-
tently deposited in the mall without meter
stamps, as an exception to the general re-
quirement for prepayment of postage,

11. Now section 146,122 is added to provide
for forwarding metered reply mall, which has
been inadvertently deposited in the mall
without meter stamps, for collection from
the addressee of the short pald postage plus
the applicable business reply fee, Renum-
bered remaining sections.

Panr 1564—-CoNDITIONS OF DELIVERY

12. Section 154.63 iz amended to include
the number of the form that allows delivery
to hotel and apartment house employees and
the change in instructions for delivery of
restricted delivery mail

In consideration of the foregoing, 39
CFR 111.3 is amended as follows:

§111.3 Amendments to Chapter T of
the Postal Service Manual.

Amendments lo Postal Service Manual

FEDERAL
RecmsTEe
publieation

Tranemittal letter Date

Totter 37, lssue 108 ... June 30,1075 40 F.R. ...

These amendments effective

immediately.
(5 US.C. 552(a), 39 USC. 401)

Lovuis A, Cox,
General Counsel.

|FR Doe,75-10442 Flled 7-25-75;8:456 am]

are

Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER |—ENVIRCNMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

|FRL 405-7; PP 5F1003,/RA48]

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP-
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI-
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW
AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

4-Aminopyridine

On April 23, 1975, notice was glven
(40 FR 17872) that the Avitrol Corpora-
tion, 7644 E. 46th St, PO Box 45141,
Tulsa OK 74145, had filed a pesticide
petition (PP 5F1603) with the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA). This
petition proposed the establishment of a
tolerance for residues of the bird repel-
lent 4-aminopyridine in or on the raw
agricultural commodities sweet corn and
popcorn at 0.1 part per million.

The data submitted in the petition and
other relevant material have been eval-
uated, and the pesticide is considered to
be useful for the purpose for which the
tolerance is sought. There is no reason-
able expectation of residues of the pesti-
cide in eggs, meat, milk, and poultry and
Section 180.6(a) (3) applies. The toler-
ance established by amending Section
180.312 of the regulations will protect the
public health, and it is, therefore, con-
cluded that the tolerance should be
established as set forth below.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may, on or before August 27,

1975, file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 401 M Street, SW, Eas
Tower, Room 1019, Washington 'DC
20460. Such objections should be sub-
mitted in quintuplicate and should spec~
ify both the provisions of the regula-
tion deemed to be objectionable and the
grounds for the objections. If a hearing
is requested, the objections must state
the issues for the hearing. A hearing
will be granted if the objections are sup-
ported by grounds legally sufficient to
justify the relief sought.

Effective on July 28, 1975, Part 180,
Subpart C, is amended by revising Sec-
tion 180,312 as set forth below.

AurtHORrry: Sec. 408(d) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act [21
US.C346a(d) 1.

Dated: July 23, 1975.

Eowin L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
Jor Pesticide Programs.

£ 180.312 4-Aminopyridine;

for residues.

A tolerance of 0.1 part per million is
established for negligible residues of the
bird repellent 4-aminopyridine in or on
the raw agricultural commodities corn
fodder and forage, corn grain (including
popcorn grain), fresh corn (including
sweet corn kernels plus cob with husks
removed), and sunflower seeds.

[FR Doc.75-19563 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am|

tolerances

Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER X—COMMUNITY SERVICES AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART 1061—CHARACTER AND SCOPE OF
‘s;;s&gc COMMUNITY ACTION PRO-

Emergency Energy Conservation Program

Section 222(a) of the Community Serv-
ices Act of 1974 includes & new subsec-
tion (12) that authorizes:

A program to be known as Emergency
Energy Conseryation Services to enable low-
income individuals and families, Including
the elderly and the near poor to participate in
energy conservation programs designed to
lessen the impact of the high cost of energy
on such individunls and familles, including
the elderly and the near poor to participste
in energy conservation programs designed to
lessen the ct of the high cost of energy
on such individuals and families and to re-
duce Individual and family energy consump-

tiom,

The Director of the Community Serv-
ices Administration proposes to establish
the rules, regulations and grant applica-
tion procedures set forth below relative
to the Emergency Energy Conservation
Program authorized under section 222(a)
(12) of the Community Services Act of
1974 and funded under H.R. 5899 passed
on June 12, 1975 which makes avaflable
for this program 16.5 million dollars of
FY 75 funds for use through Seplem-
ber 30, 1975.
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Consultations that only concluded on
July 14, 1975 were held between CSA and
FEA regarding the development of these
regulations. Consequently, this subpart is
made effective as of this date as an in-
terim regulation which will serve as the
basis for initiating the grant application
process. Interested persons are invited to
submit comments by August 27, 1975, to
Richard M. Saul, Office of Operations,
Community Services Administration,
1200-19th Street, N.-W., Washington, D.C.
20506.

This subpart discusses the purposes of
the program, conditions of the program,
funding policies, programs eligible for
funding, application submission offices
and required application documents,

Effective date: July 28, 1975,

BerT A. GALLEGOS,
Director,
Bec.

1061.20-1
1061.20-2
1061.20-3
1061.20-4
1061.20-5
1061.20-6
1061 .20-7
1061.20-8

Applicabllity,

Purpose, =
Purpose of the Speclal Program.
Eligible Participants,
Eligible Applicants.

Eligible for Punding.

Program Policy.
Fund)

Dg.
1061.20-9 Application Requirements,
1061.20-10 Additional Requirements.

Avrionrry: Sec. 602, 78 Stat, 530; 42 US.C.
2042,

§ 1061.20-1 Applicability.

This subpart Is applicable to grantees
funded under Title IT and Title VII of the
Community Services Act of 1974.

§ 1061.20-2 Purpose.

The purpose of this subpart is to (a)
inform eligible grantees of a new provi-
sion in the CSA legislation which pro-
wides for funding of energy conservation
programs; and (b) provide funding guid-
ance to prospective grantees.

§ 1061.20~3 Purposes of the Speeial
Program.

The major assumption underlying this
program is that the problems of the low-
income created by the energy crisis have
severely limited their ability to maintain
minimum living conditions and in some
cases, to survive, While the long-range
goal is to conserve energy and lessen the
impact of the high cost of fuel for poor
people, particularly through programs to
increase the thermal efliciency of their
dwellings, there are or will be in many
communities emergency cases calling for
programs of crisis intervention to re-
store utility service or prevent cutoff,
provide emergency fuel deliveries or sup-
port other activities to assist those suf-

fering serlous hardships which er
thelr health especially if there are fur-
ther increases in energy prices.

§ 1061.20-14  Eligible Participants,
Low-income individuals and families,
Including the elderly and near poor are
eligible to participate in programs
funded under this section of the Act. For
this program, the near poor are those
persons in families or unrelated indi-
viduals whose Incomes are between 100%

RULES AND REGULATIONS

and 125% of the poverty thresholds as
established in CSA’s current Poverty
Guidelines,

§ 1061.20-5 Eligible Applicants,

CAAs, SEOOs, and non-profit CDCs and
other public and/or private non-profit
organizations and agencles that meet
CSA eligibility criteria may apply.

§ 1061.20-6 Programs Eligible
Funding.

Major emphases of programs eligible
for funding include:

(a) Winterizing: making home repairs
and retrofitting dwellings to minimize
heat loss and improve thermal efficiency.
Components include first, repairing of
broken windows, patehing of roofs and
walls, and caulking of cracks and joints
to reduce or prevent infiltration; second,
insulating of attic, floors, walls, weather-
stripping of doors and windows, and
foundation banking; third, the lessening
of inflitration problems may necessitate
such measures as replacement of heating
sources, replacement of furnace filters,
minor adjustments and repair of heating
systems or replacement of dangerous
heating sources to assure that health
hazards are not created due to mal-
functioning heating sources. Such costs
should be supported by funds from other
sources, such as FmHA 504 loans or HUD
funds, in any case where costs for mini-
mum corrective action would require ex-
penditures in excess of the maximum
amounts as specified in § 1061.20-7(b)
ity

(b) Emergency Assistance: interven-
tion to prevent hardship or danger to
health due to utility shut-off or lack of
fuel. Components may include grants,
loans, or payment guarantees: mediation
with utility company or fuel supplier and
financial counseling; and maintenance
of emergency fuel supplies, warm cloth-
ing, and blankets.

(¢) Other support activities as author-
ized by section 222(a) (12), e.g. technical
assistance, assessment studies, alternate
energy supplies, outreach activities, dem-
onstration of innovative and new tech-
nlques and solutions.

§ 1061.20-7 Program Policy.

(a) Winterization. (1) The Office of
Operations, CSA, Headquarters, will is-
sue a Community Action Guide to Win-
terizing which, In addition to reviewing
techniques and available materials, will
provide indicators for optimal combina-
tions of energy conservation techniques
for different climatic conditions and fuel
costs, based on studies of the National
Bureau of Standards.

(2) Funded projects shall provide
either In the proposal or in accordance
with a Speclal Condition that in the
case of winterization programs each ad-
ministering agency shall on the basis
of these indicators establish program
standards including an optimal com-
bination of energy conservation tech-
niques to be attained by the program.
The standards shall include a require-
ment that adequate repairs to stop in-
filtration shall be made in conjunction

for
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with the insulation of any building, and
shall establish a model of optimal win-
terization standards for a dwelling of
1200 square feet of ground floor space.
Where the administering agency is other
than the grantee, the grantee may re-
quire that the standards be subject to its
approval.

(3) For each building to be winterized
there shall be a Building Winterization
Plan described on a standard form to be
supplied by CSA, For each building the
Plan will include a description of the
buildings, a description of the exist-
ing level of insulation, a description
of the optimal combination of energy
conservation techniques to be achieved,
& description of the amount of work ac-
complished toward the optimal level in
the first program year, and the amount
of work which will remain to be accom-
plished in succeeding program years, The
Plan will also Include a description of the
need for the itemized cost of repairs to
be made to prevent infiltration.

(b) Program Advisory Committees, (1)
Funded projects shall provide that each
administering agency shall establish a
Project Advisory Committee, made up of
at least 51% poor persons and including
representatives of the local governments
and other resource agencies within the
community served as well as & repre-
sentative or representatives of the local
public utility and local fuel dealers.

(2) In the case of winterization pro-
grams the Project Advisory Committee
shall establish policies for the selection
and approval of dwellings to be win-
terized, and shall approve the pro-
gram standards described in § 1061.20-
7(a) including optimal winterization
standards.

(3) In view of the limitations on fund-
ing under current appropriations, In any
case where a Building Winterization
Plan calls for expenditures during the
first program year of more than two hun-
dred and fifty dollars on any building in
a program funded in Federal Region IV,
VI, or IX, or more than three hundred
and fifty dollars in a program funded in
Region I, II, III, V, VII, VIII, or X
the expenditure must be justified in writ-
ing and approved by the Project Advisory
Committee. Documentation of such jus-
tification and approval shall be made
available to CSA upon request.

(¢) Planning and Assessment of Need.
A major goal of all funded programs will
be a more accurate assessment of the im-
pact on the poor of energy shortages and
price increases, and the development of
& local planning capability involving ma-
Jor community resources to deal with
both emergencies and long range impli-
cations of energy cost and availability,
An important part of the impact assess-
ment will be participation by all grantees
in & program of information retrieval.
(See § 1061.20-10(c) ).

§ 1061.20-8 Funding,
(a) Source. HR. 5899 is the appropri-
ation source for the Emergency Energy

;J:’;lsservatlon Program of Filscal Year

(b) Funding Offices. CSA Regional Of-
fices will recelve grant applications for
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P local in nature. CSA, Wash-
ington, D.C. will receive grant proposals
that are national or demonstration in
character. Grants will be made on & one-
time basis out of FY 1975 funds with pri-
ority consideration to CAAs, SEOOs, and
CDCs

(c) Non-Federal Share, (1) The non-
Federal share requirement is waived for
demonstration and direct financial
assistance programs.

(2) The non-Federal share required
for programs funded with FY 1975 funds
shall be 20%: for programs funded with
FY 1976 funds it shall be 30% except in
the case of CAAs with 221 and 222(a)
funding of less than $300,000 per annum
where It shall be 25%.

§ 1061.20-9 Application Requirements.

(a) Documents Required. Applications
shall include at a minimum the

following:

(1) OEO Forms 394 and 419. (Re-
quired for all applications).

(2) CAP Forms 25 and 25a should be
on file with the grantee,

(3) CAP Forms 5 and 84 (Required for
uncapped areas except for CDCs funded
under Title VIL)

(4). Narrative proposal (See § 1061.20~
9(b) of this subpart).

(5) Evaluation component
§ 1061.20-10 of this subpart).

(6) OEO Form 301 and CAP Form 3.
(For new grantees only).

(b) Contents of Narrative Proposal.
The narrative proposal should include a
brief narrative of each energy project in
terms of:

(1) Description of problem addressed
and the number affected.

(2) Past efforts in this project area
and capacity to expand those efforts.

(3) Given your local community prior-
ities, why this proposed solution is both
feasible and most relevant.

(4) Non-CSA resource opportunities
available for this project; maximum co-
ordination should be sought from other
agencles, such as FmHA 504 and 515;
CETA: AOA; RSVP; the Emergency As-
sistance for Families AFDC in HEW.
Mobilization of State and local resources
{s eritical to the success of this program
in achieving its goals of conservation and
the avoidance of hardship. :

(5) Projected results for each project
effort with a unit cost estimate. (See
§ 1061.20-7 of this subpart).

(6) Evaluation design based on the
performance standards and appropriate
criteria. (See § 1061.20-10).

§ 1061.20-10  Additional Requirements.

(a) Administrative Cosis. In the case
of winterization programs at least ninety
percent of the funds provided under Sec~
tion 222(n)(12) shall be expended for
materials.

(b) Evaluation, (1) It is anticipated
that the evaluation of energy programs
will be twofold in nature. The first will
be self-evaluation by the funded
grantees; the design should be included

(See
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in the proposal. The design should in-
clude program goals and provisions for
data collection sufficient to assess prog-
ress toward those goals. The effectiveness
standards (CSA Instruction 7850-1a)
should be useful in developing evaluation
criterin and Instruments.

(2) The second will be & Regional and
National effort involving coordination
with the Federal Energy Administration,
the National Bureau of Standards and
other appropriate agencles.

(¢) Injormation, The Regional and Na-
tional evaluation effort will be based on
data collected on the Energy Data Form
which will be sent to grantees once they
are funded.

|FR Doc.75-10456 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am}

Title 46—Shipping

CHAPTER |1—COAST GUARD,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[CGD 75-111]
PART 4—MARINE INVESTIGATION
REGULATIONS

PART 5—SUSPENSION AND
REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS

Testimony of Co&5t Guard Witnesses in
Litigation Between Private Parties

The purpose of these amendments to
Title 46, Code of Federal Regulations, is
to resolve a conflict in regulations con-
cerning testimony of Coast Guard wit-
nesses in litigation between private
parties.

The procedures set forth in subparts
4.15 and 5.60 of Title 46, Code of Federal
Regulations, have been superseded by
newer regulations in 49 CFR 9.9, which
set forth Department of Transportation
procedures, and in 33 CFR 1.20-1, which
set forth Coast Guard procedures. The
two subparts deleted were substantively
{dentienl and imposed requirements be-
yond those contained in the newer regu-
Iations.

Since these amendments only concern
rules of agency procedure, notice of pro-
posed rulemaking under 5 U.SC. 553(b)
is not required.

In consideration of the foregoing, 46
CFR Chapter I is amended as follows:

PART 4—MARINE INVESTIGATION
REGULATIONS

1. Subpart 4.15 is deleted and reserved.
PART 5—SUSPENSION AND
REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS

2. Subpart 5.60 is deleted and reserved.

(14 U.S.C. 633; 80 Stat. 537 (40 US.C. 1655(D)
(1) }; 40 CFR 1.46(b) ).
Effective Date: These amendments be-
come effective on August 27, 1975.
Dated: July 21, 1975.
O, W. Sivver,

Admiral U.S. Coast Guard,
Commandant,

[FR Doec.75-10485 Filed T-25-75,8:456 am|

Title 47—Telecommunication

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
{Do, 19661; FCC 75-842)

PART 74—EXPERIMENTAL, AUXILIARY,
AND SPECIAL BROADCAST, AND OTHER
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONAL SERVICES

Slide and Voice Announcements; FM and
UHF Translator Stations

In the matter of amendment of
§ 74.7314f) and 74.1231(f) of the rules
pertaining to local originations of slide
and voice announcements at UHF tele-
vislon translator stations and voice an-
nouncements at FM translator stations.

1. The Commission here cousiders the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making in this
docket, adopted December 14, 1972 (37
Fed. Reg. 28306) , which proposed amend-
ment of the rules governing UHF tele-
vision broadcast translator stations and
FM broadcast translator stations.

2. As mentioned in the Notice, Section
74.731(f) of the rules presently permits
UHF television broadcast translator sta-
tions to transmit locally generated sig-
nals to a limited extent. Under the pro-
visions of that section, such stations are
allowed to transmit still photographs,
slides and recorded announcements for
a period not to exceed 20 seconds at in-
tervals of no less than one hour. In is-
suing the Notice we recognized the con-
tention of the National Translator Asso-
ciation (NTA) that the 20-second
limitation had proved unworkable. This
was 50, NTA stated, because although at
the time the rule was adopted television
stations (the signals of which were re-
broadcast by the translators) were using
20-second announcements, the general
practice thereafter changed fo the use
of 30-second announcements. Thus, ac-~
cording to NTA, when a franslator sta-
tion originates its own 20-second an-
nouncements there is a 10-second resid-
ual announcement from the primary sta-
tion that appears on the receivers of the
translator viewers—a situation that
NTA alleged Is confusing to the viewers.

3. The Notice mentioned that Section
74.1231¢0) of the rules permits the use of
locally generated voice announcements
on FM broadcast translator stations un-
der the same general conditions as Sec-
tion 74.731(f) permits the local genera-
tion of television plctures and sound. In
view of this, In the interest of consist-
ency we proposed to change the 20-sec-
ond limit on locally originated voice an-
nouncements by an FM translator to 30
seconds,

4. Comments in favor of the proposal
were filed by Television Technology Cor-
poration * and by UP.T.V, Systems, Inc,
No opposing comments were filed.

5. We are of the view that the pro-
posed amendment of Section 74.731(1)
should be adopted since it will serve fo

1 The commenis of this party contained
severa! suggestions for other modifieations
of the §74731(f) which are outside the
scope of thls proceeding.
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eliminate the viewer confusion men-
tioned above and will enhance the ability
of UHF television broadcast translator
stations to obtain financial

casting functions. We do not believe that
permitting the additional 10 seconds of
origination conflicts with the spirit of
Section 318 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, for the 10-second
increase is de minimis and does not alter
the rebroadcast nature of the translator.
In making this amendment, we point out
that the additional 10 seconds shall be
used in the same manner now permitted
by the rules.

6. In the interest of gcnaisten',c‘yi:;l?x
similarly amending on <
by changing the 20-second limitation to
30-seconds for locally originated voice
announcements of FM broadcast trans-
lator stations.

7. In view of the foregoing, It is or-
dered, That effective August 29, 1975, the
rule amendments contained in the at-
tached Appendix, ARE ADOPTED,

8. Authority for this action may be
found in Sections 4(1), 303, and 307(b)
of the Communications Act of 1034, as
amended,

9. It is further ordered, That this pro-
ceeding is terminated.

Secs, 4, 5, 308, 307, 48 Stat. as amended,
1066, 1068, 1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 155, 303,
207

Adopted: July 16, 1975.
Released: July 23, 1975.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMISSION,
VinceENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

1. Section 74.731(1) is revised to read
as follows:

§ 74731 Purpose and permissible sery-
ice.

(I) A locally generated radio fre-
quency signal similar to that of a TV
broadcast station and modulated with
visual and aural information may be
connected to the input terminals of a
UHF television broadcast translator for
the purpose of transmitting still photo-
graphs, slides and recorded voice an-
nouncements. The radio frequency sig-
nals shall be on the same channel as the
normally used off-the-air signal being
rebroadcast and the duration of such

ons shall not exceed 30 sec-
onds at intervals of no less than 1 hour,
Connection of the locally generated sig-
nals shall be made automatically either
by means of a time-switch or upon re-
station being rebroadcast designed to ac-
tuate the switching circuit. The switching
device shall be so designed that the
transiator input circult will be re-
turned to the off-the-air signal within
30 seconds. The apparatus used o
generate the local signal which is
used to modulate the UHF trans-
lator must be capable of producing
8 visual or aural signal or both which
will provide acceptable reception on tele-
vislon recelvers designed for the trans-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Boaot S T o Y
broadcast stations, ore commencing
originations authorized in this para-
graph, the licensee of the translator shall
furnish to the Commission a complete
description of the apparatus proposed to
be used for such local originations. The
visual and aural materials so transmit-
ted shall be limited to secking or ac-
knowledging financial support deemed

toward defrayal of the costs of install-
ing, operating and maintaining the trans-
lator or acknowledgements of financial
support for those purposes. Such
acknowledgements may include identi-
fication of the contributors, the size or
nature of the contributions and adver-
tising messages of contributors.

2. Section 74.1231(1) Is amended to
read as follows:

§ 74.1231 Purpose and permissible sery-
ice,

(1> A locally generated radio fre-
quency signal similar to that of an
FM broadcast station and modulated
with aural information may be con-
nected to the input terminals of an

on the same channel as the normally
used off-the-air signal being rebroadcast
transmissions

and the duration of such
shall not exceed 30 seconds at intervals
of no less than one hour. Connection of
the locally generated signals shall be
by means of a time-
switch. The switching device shall be so
designed that the translator input cir-
cuit will be returned to the off-the-air
signal within 30 seconds. The apparatus
used to generate the local signal that is
used to modulate the FM translator
must be capable of producing an aural
signal which will provide acceptable re-
ception on FM receivers designed for the
transmission standards employed by FM
broadcast stations. Before commencing
originations authorized in this para-
graph, the licensee of the translator
shall furnish to the Commission a state-
ment identifying the type-accepted
transmitting apparatus proposed to be
used for such local originations.

» - - » -

[FR Doc.75-19500 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am]

Title 49—Transportation

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

[OST Docket No. 1; Amadt. 1-111)

PART 1—ORGANIZATION AND
DELEGATION OF POWERS AND DUTIES

Delegation to Chief Counsel, U.S. Coast
Guard

® The purpose of this amendment is to
delegate to the Chief Counsel! of the U.S.
Coast Guard authority under the Uniform

Frepezar

In consideration of the foregoing, in
Appendix A to Part 1 of Title 49, Code of
Federal Regulations, the Delegation of
Certain Military Justice Authority to the

hief Counsel, Coast Guard, is amended
by adding to paragraph (a), a subpara-
graph (1), to read as follows:
APFENDIX A—DELECATIONS AND Reverrcarions

UY SECRETARIAL OFricexs

- - - - -
CHIZY COUNSXL, COAST GUARD

DELECATION OF CERTAIN MILITARY JUSTICE
AUTHORITY

(‘) L

(7) The Authority to cortify counsel as
competent to perform the dutles of trial
counsel and defense counsel of a goneral
court-martial under 10 U.S.0. 827(b), Art,
27(b) UCMJ. ®

- L » - -
Effective date: This amendment is ef-
{ective July 28, 1975.

(Sec. 9(e), Department of Transportation
Aoct, 40 US.C. 1857(e).)

’ Issued In Washington, D.C,, on July 22,
975,

JouN Hazr Evy,
General Counsel,

[PR Doc.75-19472 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

Title 21—Food and Drugs

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

[ Docket No, T6N-0001)

Administrative Practices and Procedures;
Stay of Regulations

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
Is staying until August 4, 1975, the reg-
ulations on administrative practices and
procedures published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER of May 27, 1975 (40 FR 22050) ,

On July 23, 1975, the American College
of Neuropsychophannacology brought
suit in the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia seeking to
invalidate the regulations on the ground
that they were issued without notice of
rulemaking. A temporary restraining or-
der was sought against the agency to
prevent the regulations from becoming
effective on July 28, 1075, as announced.

At a hearing before the Honorable
John H. Pratt, United States District
Judge, the Food and Drug Administra-
tion, agreed, pursuant to request of the
Court, to delay the effectiveness of the
regulations pending a decision by the
Court on the plaintiff’s motion for a
preliminary injunction, A hearing on the
plaintifi’s request for preliminary in-
Junction is scheduled for July 30, 1975,
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For the reasons stated, therefore,
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (sec. 201 et seq., 52 Stat. 1040;
21 U.S.C. 321 et seq.), the Public Health
Service Act (sec. 1 et seq., 58 Stat, 682, as
amended: 42 U.S.C. 201 et seq), the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Preyention
and Control Act of 1970 (sec. 4, 84 Stat.
1241; 42 U.S.C. 257(a), the Controlled
Substances Act (sec. 301 et seq., 84 Stat.
1253: 21 U.S.C. 821 et seq.), the Federal
Meat Inspection Act (sec. 409(b), 81 Stat.
600: 21 US.C. 679(b)), the Poultry
Products Inspection Act (sec. 24(b), 82
Stat. 807; 21 U.S8.C. 467((b)), the Egg
Products Inspection Act (sec. 2 et seq., 84
Stat. 1620; 21 U.S.C. 1031 et seq.), the
Federal Import Milk Act (44 Stat. 1101;
2] U.B.C. 141 et seq.), the Tea Importa-
tion Act (21 U.S.C. 41 et seq.), the Fed-
eral Caustic Polson Act (44 Stat. 1406;
15 U.S.C. 401-411 notes), the Fair Pack-
aging and Labeling Act (80 Stat. 1296;
15 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.), and all other
statutory authority delegated to him (21
CFR 2.120), the Commissioner is hereby
staying the effectiveness of the regula-
tions until August 4, 1975, on which date
they shall take effect unless the Court
has ordered otherwise.

Dated: July 25, 1975,

Sax D, FINE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

|FR Doc.75-19705 Filed 7-25-75;10:48 am ]

|DOCKET NO. 76N-0006]
PART 701—COSMETIC LABELING

Hypoallergenic Cosmetic Products; Stay of
Effective Date of Regulation Concerning
Labeling
The Commissioner of Food and Drugs

is staying, pending judicial review, the

RULES AND REGULATIONS

effective date of §701.100(a) through
) (21 CFR 701.100(a) through (i)),
which concerns th e conditions under
which & cosmetic may be labeled as
“hypoallergenic.”

The Commissioner, in & notice pub-
lished in the Fepera. RecisTER of
June 6, 1975 (40 FR 24442), issued a reg-
ulation establishing the conditions under
which & cosmetic may be designated in
its labeling by words that state or imply
that the product or any ingredient there-
of is hypoallergenic. The regulation re-
quires dermatological testing to confirm
the validity of such a claim. Paragraph
(h) of §701.100 requires that any cos-
metic product that is designated in label-
ing as hypoallergenic or for which claims
are made that one or more ingredients
are hypoallergenic or for which hypo-
allergenicity is implied through the use
of other terms shall comply with the
requirements of the regulation before
such claims are made if it was not in
commercial distribution on June 6, 1975,
and shall comply by June 6, 1977 if it
was in commercial distribution on June 6,
1975.

McMurray and Pendergast, as attor-
neys for Clinique Laboratories, Inc., and
Almay, Inc., have petitioned the Com-
missioner to stay the regulation pending
the outcome of litigation, which those
compantes have instituted in the United
States District Court for the District of
Columbia to challenge the validity of
the regulation, (Almay, Ime. V. Wein-
berger, Civil Action No. 75-1135.)

In accordance with the criteria in 21
CFR 2.9, published in the FEDERAL REG-
15TER of May 27, 1875 (40 FR 22980), the
Commissioner has determined
§701.100 (a) through should be
stayed during the pendency of this 1t
gation. Paragraph (k) of the section
simply codifies longstanding policy, as

that

expressed in Trade Correspondence No.
10, August 2, 1939, and therefore is not

stayed.

This stay is granted on the basis of
the representation by petitioners that
they will take all steps necessary to en-
sure a prompt judicial determination.
Since the record on the basis of which
the regulation is to be reviewed consists
exclusively on the record compiled in
the rule making proceeding before the
agency, expeditious disposition of this
litigation should be possible. See Nation-
al Petroleum Refiners Ass'n, v, Federal
f;’tzxg)e Comm'n., 392 F. Supp. 1052 (D.D.C.

The Commissioner notes that this stay
does not affect the dates established in
$701.100(h). If the regulation is sus-
tained, products initially marketed
after June 6, 1975, with a claim of hypo-
allergeniclity could no longer be marketed
upon termination of the stay. The final
date of June 6, 1977, for compietion of
testing is also unaffected, Petitions to
amend the regulation are required to be
submitted pursuant to 21 CFR 2.7 (40 FR
22988),

Therefore, under provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec,
201(n), 602(a), 701(a), 52 Stat. 1041,
1054, 1055, as amended (21 U.8.C. 321(n),
862(a), 371(a))) and under the authority
delegated t0 the Commissioner (21 CFR
5.1), the provisions of 21 CFR 701.100(a)
through (j) are hereby stayed until fur-
ther notice.

Dated: July 23, 1875,

Sam D, FIng,
Associate Commissioner for
Compliance,

{FR Doc.75-19610 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am)
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to
mmbeImmmomnympnm

the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of
cipate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
[7 CFR Part 52]
STANDARDS FOR GRADES OF ORANGE
JUICE

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given that the United
States Department of Agriculture is con-
sldering an amendment of the United
States Standards for Grades of Orange
Juice." These grade standards are issued
under the authority of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 (Sec. 205, 60 Stat.
1090, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1624) which
provides for the issuance of official U.S,
grades to designate different marketing
!evelsotquamytormevoltmtaryuseby
producers, buyers, and consumers. Of-
ficlal grading services are also provided
under this act upon request and upon
payment of a fee to cover cost of such
services.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten views, data, or arguments for con-
sideration in connection with the pro-
posed amendment should file the same in
duplicate, not later than August 27, 1975,
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Room 112, Administra-
tion Building, Washington, D.C. 20250.
All written submissions made under this
notice will be available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular business hours (7 CFR
127(b)).

Statement of Consideration Leading to
the Proposed Amendment. The Florida
Canners Association has requested the
USDA to amend the U.S. Standards for

orange juice. The association further re-
quested the USDA to adjust the minf-
mum color requirements for the Grade
A classifications for

and the State of Florida, Department of
Citrus, Florida Citrus Commission have
endorsed the position taken by the
Florida Canners Assoctation.

The current U.S. Standards for Grades
of Orange Juice provide for determina-
tion of color with the USDA Orange
Juice Color Standards. These color
standards are six plastic tubes ranging
in color from yellow-orange to yellow,

! Compliance with the provisions of these
standards shall not excuse faflure to compiy
with the provisions of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, or with applicable
State laws and regulations,

designated as OJ 1,0J2,0J3,0J4,0J5
and OJ 6. The plastic tubes are compared
visually to an egual quantity of orange
Julce and a color score is assigned to the
orange juice based upon the plastic tube
which most closely matches the color of
the orange juice. These color measure-
ments are somewhat subjective, It is not
always possible to select a plastic tube
which completely matches the color of
the orange juice. Too, often the color of
the orange juice will range between the
color of two plastic tubes and fail to
match either tube. In these situations, it
is difficult to assign a color score.

Due to the lmitations which visual
color determinations offered, the Florida
citrus Industry commissioned and fi-
nanced research to develop an instru-
ment with the capability of d
the color for orange juice through photo-
electric measurements. These efforts
produced the citrus colorimeter, The
colorimeter was first designated by the
Florida Citrus Commission as the exclu-
sive method for determining the color
for concentrated orange juice for manu-
facturing which is traded on the citrus
futures market, It was later designated
by the Commission to be used exclusively
to determine the color scores for frozen
concentrated orange juice, canned con-
centrated orange juice, pasteurized
orange juice and orange juice from con-
centrate. It is considered an equivalent
method by the Commission for determin-
ing the color score for canned orange
Juice. After several years of successful
use In the Florida cltrus industry, the
citrus colorimeter has provided the in-
dustry with an accurate means of deter-
mining color,

The USDA proposes to adopt the

tric measurement of orange
juice as an equivalent method to the
present plastic color tubes for determin-
ing color in orange juice. The plastic
color tubes shall be retained as an official

‘method for those persons who do not

have the citrus colorimeter available for
their use.

According to the Florida Canners As-
sociation, early-maturing varieties of
oranges present many problems for the
Florida citrus industry. These varieties
are often affected by variations in cl-
matic and growing conditions and do not
develop the yellow-orange color which
is typical of the late maturing varieties.
Hm.tbenavm-qmlmeeouhewbr

orange julce, canned juice and in other
products by concentrating the juice and
then blending 1t with the juice from late

maturing oranges. Blending produces an
acceptable color for the orange juice. If
the early season juice is marketed as
pasteurized orange juice or orange jujce
from concentrate, without blending with
other varieties, it frequently faifls the
minimum Grade A color requirements.
If the early season orange julce is con-
centrated and held for blending with late
maturing varieties, additional storage
costs are incurred. Too, pasteurized
orange julce must be manufactured for
orange juice which is not concentrated.
The Food and Drug Standards of Tden-
tity permit the addition, within Hmits,
of juice from hybrids and oranges of the
mandarin group to juice from oranges of
the sweet orange group. The mandarins
are typically yellow-orange in color.
Mandarins may be used to enhance the
color of orange juice from the early ma-
turing varieties, however, an overall loss
in flavor qualities may result. If the Flor-
ida citrus industry does not wish to add
mandarin julce to pasteurized orange
juice or orange juice from concentrate to
improve color at the expense of fiavor,
it may be forced to market the julce at

levels other than Grade A, the early
turing oranges might be used in other
orange juice products and would not be
avannblw the public as pasteurized

approximately halfway bet
tic color tubes OJ 5 and
rent standards require
equal to OJ 5 which
color than OJ 6. The halfway

caslly defined with the citrus colorimeter
which is the exclusive method for deter-
mining color for pasteurized orange juice
and orignge Juice from concentrate proc-

of v

Requirements for flavor would remain
unchanged.
The proposed amendment s as follows
Section 52.1557 is amended by revising
paragraph (d) and adding a sentence to
paragraph (e) as set forth below:

§ 52,1557 Color.
» - » - -
(d) (4) Classi Canned orange
Jmthnhuncoodeolwmuheum
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a score of 36 to 40 points. “Good color"
means a bright yellow to yellow-orange
color, typical of orange juice color.
Canned orange juice that meets this cri-
terion may be assigned score points in
accordance with the following schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score points
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2.... 40
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 3.... 39
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 4.... 38
Equal to or better than USDA OJ b...- 37
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 6.... 86

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Juice Color
Standards, .

(e) (C) Classification. * * *

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Julce Color
Standards.

Section 52,1587 Is amended by revising
paragraph (d) and adding a new sen-
rence to paragraph (e) as set forth be-
ows

§ 52.1587

(d) (A) Classification. Frozen concens
trated orange juice of which the recon-
stituted juice possesses a very good color
may be given a score of 36 to 40 points.
“YVery good color” means a very good yel-
low to yellow-orange color that is bright
and typical of rich-colored fresh orange
juice. Frozen concentrated orange Julce
that meets this criterion may be assigned
score points in accordance with the fol-
lowing schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Color.
-

Score

points
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2.... 40

Equal to or better than USDA OJ 8...- 39
Much better than USDA OF 4. v evvun a8
Equal to or slightly better than USDA

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Juice Color
Standards.

(e) (B) Classification. * * *

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Juice Color
Standards,

Section 52.2226 is amended by revising
paragraph (d) and adding a sentence to
paragraph (e) as set forth below:

§ 52,2226 Color.
-

(d) (A Mfg.) Classification. Concen-
trated orange juice for manufacturing of
which the reconstituted juice possesses
a reasonably good color may be given a
score of 36 to 40 points. “Reasonably
good color” means & reasonably good
yellow to yellow-orange color, typlcal
of properly processed and properly con-
centrated orange juice and reasonably

PROPOSED RULES

free from browning due to scorching, oxi-
dation, caramelization, or other causes.
Concentrated orange juice for manu-
facturing that meets this criterion may
be assigned score points in accordance
with the following schedule: .
As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:
Seoore
points
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2.... 40
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 3...2 89
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 4.... 88
Equsl to or better than USDA OJ 6.... 37
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 6.... 36

Color may be determined by colori-
meter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

(e) (C Mfg) Classification. * * *

Color may be determined by colori-
meter with any method which glves
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

Section 52.2257 is amended by revising
paragraph (a) and adding a sentence to
paragraph (e) as set forth below:

§ 52.2257 Color.

(d) (A) Classification. Canned con-
centrated orange juice of which the re-
constituted juice possesses a very good
color may be given a score of 36 to 40
points. “Very good color” means a very
good yellow to yellow-orange color that
is bright and typical of rich-colored
orange Jjuice. Canned concentrated
orange juice that meets this criterion
may be assigned score points in accord-
ance with the following schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score

poinia

Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2.... 40

Equal to or better than USDA OJ 3. 39

Much better than USDA OJ 4e - 38
Equal to or siightly better than USDA

OF §iciciniainonscnnnnmernnessanee a7

Equal to or better than USDA OJ 6.... 36

Color may be determined by colorim-
eter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

(e) (C) Classification. * * *

Color may be determined by colorim-
eter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Julce
Color Standards.

» » » » »
Section 52.2085 is amended by revising

paragraph (a) and adding a sentence to
paragraph (b) as set forth below:

§52.2985 Color.

(a) (4) Classification. Dehydrated or-
ange juice of which the reconstituted
julce possesses & very good color may be
given a score of 34 to 40 points. “Very
good color” means & very good yellow
to yellow-orange color that is bright and
typical of fresh orange juice.

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score

points

Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2. 40
Equel to or better than USDA OJ 8..... 39
Much better than USDA OJ 4. .- 38

Equal to or slightly better than USDA

OJ € ccssdiicnannasnrendsnnansee e an
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 38
Much better than USDA OJ 6. v 35
Equal 0 USDA OJ Bucvcmcncaanans 34

Color may be determined by color-
fmeter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

(b) (B) Classification. * * *

Color may be determined by color-
fmeter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Julce
Color Standards,

Section 52.5647 is amended by revising
g:ramphs (d) and (e) as set forth
low:

§52.5647 Color.
» » - » -
(d) (4) Classification. Pasteurized

orange juice that has a very good color
may be given a score of 36 to 40 points.
“Very good color” means a very good
vellow to yellow-orange color that is
bright and typlcal of fresh orange julce.
Pasteurized orange juice that meets this
eriterion may be assigned score points in
accordance with the following schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score points
Equal to or botter than USDA (o} [ BRSE 40
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 8..... 30
Much better than USDA OJ 4. cevevenn 38

lqg;l‘to or slightly better than USDA
Much better than USDA OJ 6cmereeeov 36

Color may be determined by color-
{meter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

(e) (B) Classification. If the juice has
a good color, a score of 32 to 35 points
may be given. Pasteurized orange Julce
that falls into this classification shall not
be graded above U.S. Grade B, regardless
of the total score for the product (this is
a limiting rule). “Good color” means
that the color is the yellow to yellow-
orange color typical of fresh orange juice
which may be dull but is not off color
for any reason. Pasteurized orange juice
that meets this criterion may be assigned
score points In accordance with the fol-
lowing schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score points
Equal 0 USDA OF 6. e ovemnannan 85 or 34
Not as good 85 USDA OJ 6.ceeemoo 33 or 32

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Juice Color
Standards.

Paragraphs (d) and (e) of § 52.5687
are revised as set forth below:
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§ 52.5687 Color.

(d) (A) Classification. Orange juice
from concentrate that has a very good
color may be given a score of 36 to 40
points. “Very good color" means a very
good yellow to yellow-orange color that
is bright and typical of fresh orange
Julce. Orange juice from concentrate
that meets this criterion may be assigned
score points in accordance with the fol-
lowing schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards:

Score points
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 2_____ 40
Equal to or better than USDA OJ 3.____ 39
Much better than USDAOJ 4. _________ 38

Color may be determined by colorime-
ter with any method which gives values
equal to the USDA Orange Juice Color
Standards.

(e) (B) Classification, If the juice pos-
sesses a good color, a score of 32 to 35
points may be given. Orange julce from
concentrate that falls into this classifi-
cation shall not be graded above U.S.
Grade B, regardless of the total score for
the product tthis is a limiting rule).
“Good color" means that the color is the
yellow to yellow-orange color typical of
fresh orange juice which may be dull but
is not off color for any reason. Orange
julce from concentrate that meets this
criterion may be assigned score points
in accordance with the following
schedule:

As compared with USDA Orange Julce
Color Standards:

Secore points
Equal to USDAOJ 6...... ... ___ 35 or 34
Not as good as USDA OJ 6. ... 33 or 32

Color may be determined by color-
imeter with any method which gives
values equal to the USDA Orange Juice
Color Standards.

- - - - -

Dated: July 23, 1975.

Wittiam H. WaLker III,
Deputy Administrator,
Program Operations.

[FR Doc.75-10518 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am)

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation
Service

[7CFRPart719]

RECONSTITUTION OF FARMS AND
ALLOTMENTS

Revision

Pursuant to the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act of 1938, as amended (7 US.C.
1281, et seq.), it is proposed that Part
719 of Title 7 of the Code of Federal
Regulations be revised and reissued for
various purposes. These include (1)
clarification of the intention of the De-
partment In regard to the right of an
agency to exercise its eminent domain
authority to acquire agricultural land
and retain the commodity allotments
attributable to the land, (2) removal of

PROPOSED RULES

the prohibition on program participation
on commodities produced on land
owned by the Federal government which
are leased to producers with restric-
tions on the production of surplus crops,
and (3) change of the term “feed grain
base" to “feed grain allotment” in con-
formity with the Agriculture and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-
86).

Questions have arisen as to the intent
of subparagraph 719.11 (g) (1) in regard
to eminent domain acquisitions, It is pro-
posed that this subparagraph be revised
to show that it is the intention of the
Department that an acquiring agency, in
order to retain applicable allotments,
must have the legal authority to acquire
land through the exercise of the right of
eminent domain for the sole purpose of
continued production of allotted crops
and that the acquisition must have been
for that sole purpose. Both conditions
must be met before a farmer whose land
is taken is deprived of the right to have
the allotments pooled for his benefit for
transfer to other land he owns.

On July 29, 1974, the Director, Office
of Management and Budget, notified the
heads of all Executive Departments and
Agencies that the President had sus-
pended the provision of a Presidential
Memorandum of May 21, 1956, which re-
stricted production of surplus crops on
government-owned land leased to farm-
ers. In view of this, it is proposed that
Section 719.15 prohibiting program
participation and the extension of price
support on commodities produced on
federally-owned land under leases with
such restrictions be deleted, and the
eligibllity of federally-owned land for
participation in programs be governed
by individual program regulations. How-
ever, federally-owned land (other than
land acquired by an agency having the
right of eminent domain and leased back
to the former owner with uninterrupted
possession) would be constituted sepa-
rately from other land. This would allow
prompt application of the prohibition
should it again be Imposed. Section 719.3
(b) (3) would be revised and Section
719.3¢(d) (6) would be deleted to reflect
these changes.

The Agriculture and Consumer Pro-
tection Act of 1973 uses the terminology
“feed grain allotment” instead of “feed
grain base.” This reissuance will reflect
the change in terminology.

Comments on these proposals may be
submitted in writing to the Director,
Program Operations Division, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Conservation
Service, US. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than
August 27, 1975, All written submissions
made pursuant to this notice will be
made available for public inspection
between 8:15 am,, and 4:45 p.m., Mon-
day through Friday, at the Office of
the Director, Room 3629, South Bullding,
14th and Independence Avenue, Wash-
ington, D.C. It is proposed that the
heading, table of contents and text of 7
l(:l”l!. Part 719 be revised to read as fol-

OWS:
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PART 719—RECONSTITUTION OF FARMS
AND ALLOTMENTS

Sec.

719.1  Applicability,

7192 Definitions.

7193 Farm constitution.

7194 Guides for determining the land con-
stituting o farm.

71956 County committee mction to recon-
stitute & farm.

Ti96 Farm corporations and trusts,

719/7 Reconstitution of farm allotments
and history acreage.

Ti98 Rules for determining allotments
where reconstitution is made by
division,

7199 Rules for determining farm allot-
ments and history where
reconstitution is by combination.

710.10 Preservation of cropland and allot-
ment acreage.

T19.11 Eminent domain acquisitions.

719.12 Exempting Federal prison farms and
Federal wildlife refuges.

71013 Supervisory asuthority of State ASC
committee,

719.14 Transfer of allotments—State public
lands,

AvrmoniTy: Secs. 375, 378, 379, 52 Stat. 66,
as amended, 72 Stat, 995, as amended, 79 Stat,
1211, 7 U.8.0. 1375, 1378, 1379; sccs, 601, 602,
706, 79 Stat. 1200, as amended, 1210, 7 U.8.C.
1801 note, 1838, 1305; sec. 105, 84 Stat. 1368,
87 Stat. 230, 7 U.S.C. 1441 note.

§ 719.1  Applicability.

The provisions of this part apply to re-
constitution of farms and allotments for
1975 and subsequent years under any Ppro-
gram administered by the Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation Service
through State and county committees.
The provisions of §§ 719.1 to 719.15 (36
FR 11271, 36 FR 11802, 37 FR 5481, 37 FR
19340, and 38 FR 7564) are superseded.

§719.2  Definitions.

In ‘determining the meaning of the
provisions of this part, unless the context
Indicates otherwise, words importing the
singular include and apply to several
persons or things, words importing the
plural include the singular, words import-
ing the masculine gender Include the
feminine as well, and words used in the
present tense include the future as well
as the present. The following terms shall
have the following meanings:

(a) Allotment. Acreage allocated to a
farm for a year for cotton, peanuts, rice,
tobacco, corn, grain sorghum, barley
(when designated by the Secretary), or
wheat, pursuant to the Agricultural Ad-
Justment Act of 1938, as amended. and
the Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended.

(b) Combination. Consolidation of two
or more farms or parts of farms into one
farm.

(¢) Committees—(1) Community com-
mittee. Persons elected within a com-
munity as the community committee un-
der the regulations governing the selec-
tion and functions of Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation county
and community committees in Part 7 of
Subtitle A of this title.

(2) County committee. Persons elected
within a county as the county committee
under the regulations governing the se-
lection and functions of Agricultural Sta-
bilization and Conservation county and
community committees in Part 7 of Sub-
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title A of this title, except that for Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands, the Carib-
bean Area Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Committee shall, insofar as
applicable, perform the functions of the
county committee.

(3) State committee. Persons in @
State designated by the Secretary as the
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion State committee under section 8(b)
of the Soil Conservation and Domestic
Allotment Act, as amended, except that
for Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands,
the Caribbean Area Agricultural Stabili-
zation and Conservation Committee shall,
insofar as applicable, perform the func-
tions of the State committee.

(d) County. County or parish of a
State except that for Alaska, Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands, county shall
be an area designated by the State com-
mittee with the concurrence of the
Deputy Administrator,

(e) County Executive Director. Person
employed by the county committee to
execute the policies of the county com-
mittee and be responsible for day-to-day
operations of the ASCS county office or
the person acting in such capacity.

(f) Cropland. Land which the county
committee determines meets any of the
following conditions:

(1) Is currently being tilled for the
production of a crop for harvest.

(2) Has been tilled and is currently
devoted to legumes or grasses which were
established by a producer.

(3) Is suitable for crop production and
although not currently tilled it can be
established that the land has been tilled
in a prior year.

(4) Has been tilled and is currently
devoted to vineyards, orchards, or one-
row shelter belt planting (excluding
abandoned orchards or vineyards),

(5) Is preserved as cropland under
§ 719.10. Land classified as cropland shall
be removed from such classification upon
a determination by the county committee
that the land (1) is removed from agri-
cultural production: (i) is no longer
suitable for production of crops; (i) Is
devoted to trees (other than orchards or
one-row shelter belt plantings) which
were planted In the preceding year except
thatlmdplnnwdwtreulnthetanor
the preceding year will retain its crop-
Jand classification for the succeeding
vear; or (iv) Is no longer preserved as
cropland under the provisions of § 718.10
and does not meet the conditions in sub-
paragraphs (1) through (4 of this

paragraph.

(g) Current year. Calendar year for
which the applicable allotment, base
acreage, history acreage, ylelds, market-
ing quota penalties, or other program
determinations are established or con-
sidered. :

(h) Department. U.S, Department of
Agriculture.

() Deputy Administrator. Deputy Ad-
ministrator, or acting Deputy Adminis~
trator, Programs, Agricultural Stabili-
zation and Conservation Service, US.
Department of Agriculture.

(§) Division. Dividing & farm into two
or more farms or parts of farms.

PROPOSED RULES

(k) Farm number. Serial number as-
signed to a farm by the county commit-
tee for the purpose of identification.

() Federally owned land. Land owned
byuwPederalGovemmentoranyde-
or agency thereof, or
any corporation whose stock is wholly
owned by the Federal Government.

(m) Landlord. A person who rents or
leases farmland to another person.

(n) OGC representative. Appropriate
Regional Attorney or Attorney-in-
Charge, Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, or other
authorized representative of the Office
of the General Counsel.

(o) Operator. Person who is in general
control of the farming operations on the
{farm during the program year.

(p) Owner. A person who has legal
ownership of farmland, including a per-
son who is buying farmland under a pur-
chase agreement.

(q) Person. Individual, partnership, as-
sociation, corporation, estate or trust, or
other business enterprise or other legal
entity and, whenever applicable, a State,
a political subdivision of a State, or any
agency thereof.

(r) Preceding year. Calendar year im-
mediately preceding the current year.

(s) Producer. Person who as OWner,
landlord, tenant or sharecropper, is en-
titled to share in the crops available for
marketing from the farm or in the pro-
ceeds thereof.

(1) Reconstitution. Change in the land
constituting a farm as a result of com-
bination or division.

(u) Representative of the State com~
mittee. Member of the State committee
or any employee of the State commitiee.

(v) Secretary. Secretary of Agriculture
of the United States, or any officer or-
employee of the Department to whom
authority is delegated to act in his stead.

(w) Shareeropper. A producer who per-
forms work in connection with the pro-
duction of a crop under the supervision
of the operator and who receives a share
of such crop for his labor.

(x) State erecutive director. Person
employed by the State committee to ex-
ecute the policies of the State committee
and to be responsible for the day-to-day
operations of the State ASCS office, or
the person acting in such capacity.

(y) Tenant. (1) A person usually called
@ “cash tenant” “fixed-rent tenant," or
“standing-rent tenant,” who rents land
from another for a fixed amount of cash
or a fixed amount of a commodity to be
paid s rent; or (2) a person, other than
a sharecropper, usually called a “share
tenant,” who rents land from another
person and pays as rent a share of the
crops or proceeds therefrom.

(z) Representative of the county com-
mittee. A member of the county com-
mittee or any employee of the county
committee.

§ 719.3 Farm constitution.

(&) Farms constituted under prior
erly constituted under prior regulations
shall remain so constituted until a re-
constitution is required under paragraph
(@) of this section.

(b) Farms constituted for the first
time or reconstituted hereafter. With re-
spect to the constitution and identifica-
tion of land as a farm for the first time
or the reconstitution of farms made here-
after, a farm shall include all land op-
erated by one person as a single farming
unit except that it shall not include land
under any of the following conditions:

(1) Land under separate ownership
unless the owners agree in writing;

(2) Field-rented tracts under a short-
term agreement of 1 year or less (such
tracts shall remain with the farm of
which they are a part) ;

(3). Federally owned land except land
acquired by an agency having the right
of eminent domain and leased back to
the former owner with uninterrupted

on.

(4) Federal- and State-owned wildlife
land unless the former owner has pos-
gession of the lJand under a leasing agree-
ment.

(5) Land covered by a whole farm
cropland conversion program agreement
unless all the other land included in the
farm is also covered by a whole farm
cropland conversion program agree-
ment;

(6) Land covered by a cropland ad-
justment or cropland conversion program
agreement unless (1) the specific com-
modity diverted under the agreement is
also diverted under a cropland adjust-
ment or cropland conversion program
agreement covering the other land and
having the same expiration date, or (i)
the other land does not have an allot-
ment of the same commodity or (iii) the
farm operator agrees to & zero permitted
acreage for the commodity under agree-

ment.

(7) Land constituting a farm which is
declared ineligible to participate in a pro-
gram under the regulations governing the

program.

(¢) Location of farm for administra-
tive purposes, (1) I all land In the farm
is located in one county, the farm shall
be administratively located in such coun-

ty.

~ (2) If the land in the farm is located
in more than one county, the farm shall
be administratively located in either of
such counties as the county committee
of the receiving county and the farm op-
erator agree. The receiving county is the
county in which the farm operator re-
qmmnmelumbehuwd.nno
agreement can be reached, the farm shall
be administratively located in the county
(i) where the principal dwelling is situ-
ated, or (ii) where the major portion of
the farm is located, if there is no dwell-

ing.

(37 Notwithstanding the provisions of
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this para-
gmph.umelandlnmelarmispartof
an Indian reseryation and is operated by
a grazing association, the farm may he
administratively located in the county
where such grazing association has its
headquarters if the county committees
involved and the farm eperator agree (o
such location, provided the persons using
the land do not reside thereon and the
geographic features are such that ad-
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ministrative access would be more prac«
tical,

(d) Required reconstitutions. A recon=
stitution of a farm either by division or
by combination shall be required when-
ever:

(1) A change has occurred in the op~
eration of the land after the last con-
stitution or reconstitution and as a result
of such change the farm does not meet
the conditions for constitution of a farm
as set forth in paragraph (b) of this
section: Provided, That no reconstitu-
tion shall be made if the county commit-
tee determines that the primary purpose
of the change in operation is to establish
eligibility to transfer allotmentis subject
to sale or lease;

(2) The farm was not properly con-
stituted under the applicable regulations
in effect at the time of the last constitu-
tion or reconstitution;

(3) An owner requests in writing that
his land no longer be Included in a farm
which is composed of tracts under sep-
arate ownership;

(4) The county committee determines
that the farm was reconstituted on the
basls of false information furnished by
the owner or farm operator; or

(8) The county committee determines
that the tracts of land included in a
farm are not being operated as a single
farming unit.

§ 7194 Guides for determining the land
constituting a farm.

(a) General. In determining the con-
stitution of a farm, consideration shall be
glven to provisions such as ownership and
operation. A brief explanation of these
provisions is outlined in this section to
assist committees in properly determin-
ing what land is to be included in & farm.

(b) Ownership. The county commit-
tee shall require specific proof where
there is doubt as to ownership,

(¢c) Family members. Land owned by
different members of an immediate
family living in the same household and
operated as a single farming unit shall
be considered as being under the same
ownership in determining a farm.

(d) Parent corporations and subsidi-
aries. All land which is operated as a
single farming unit and which is owned
and operated by a parent corporation and
subsidiary corporations of which the
parent corporation owns more than 50
percent of the value of the outstanding
stock (or which is owned and operated
by such subsidiary corporations) shall be
constituted as one farm.

(e) Single farming unit. Land which
the committee determines is being oper-
ated by one person with cropping prac-
tices, equipment, labor, accounting sys-
tem, and management substantially sep-
arate from that of any other unit shall
be considered to constitute a single farm-
ing unit.

(1) Operation. In determining the con=
stitution of a farm, the county commit-
tee shall satisfy itself that the operator
will be in general control of the farm-
Ing operations on the farm for the pro-
gram year.

PROPOSED RULES

§ 719.5 County committee action to re-
constitute a farm.

Action to reconstitute a farm may be
initiated by the county committee, the
farm owner, or the operator of the farm.
Any request for a farm reconstitution
shall be filed with the county committee.
The county committee shall act on each
proposed reconstitution. All interested
operators shall be notified of the action
taken by the county committee, All in-
terested owners shall also be notified
provided the State committee determines
such notification is desirable and this
policy is applicable to all counties in the
State, If the proposed reconstitution is
approved, the notcie shall show the pro-
gram year in which the reconstitution
will become effective for each allotment
and program,

§ 719.6 Farm corporations and trusts.

Notwithstanding any other provision
of this part, whenever the county com-
mittee has reason to believe a farm cor-
poration(s) or trust(s) is formed primar-
ily for the purpose of obtaining addition-
al program benefits under this Title 7,
the farm or farms shall not remain as
presently constituted, or be reconstitut-
ed, when owned and operated, by cor-
porations or trusts listed below without
approval of the State committee and con-
currence by the Deputy Administrator:
(a) Corporations in which more than 50
percent of the shares of stock is owned
by members of the same family living in
the same household; (b) corporations in
which more than 50 percent of the shares
of stock is owned by stockholders com-
mon to more than one of the corpora-
tion; (¢) trusts in which the beneficiar-
les and the trustee are family members
living in same household.

§ 719.7 Reconstitution of farm allot-
ments, and history acreage.

(a) When to reconstitute. Farms shall
be reconstituted as soon as it is deter-
mined that the land areas are not prop-
erly constituted and, to the extent prac-
ticable, shall be based on the facts and
conditions existing at the time the
change requiring the reconstitution oc-
curred. For each farm reconstituted, the
farm allotments and history acreages
shall also be reconstituted in accord-
ance with the provisions of this part.
County office records shall be corrected
a5 necessary to reflect properly the basic
data for each farm as reconstituted.

(b) Eflective date of reconstitutions.
The effective date of the reconstitution
shall be as follows:

(1) Allotment crops. (1) The recon-
stitution shall be effective for an allot-
ment crop for the current program year
if such reconstitution is Initiated before
such crop s or would have been planted.

(1) The reconstitution may be made
effective for the current program year
after the crop has been or would have
been planted if the county committee
determines that no adverse effect to the
program will result and the farm
owner(s) and operator(s) agree to make
the reconstitution effective for such year,
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(2) Cropland Conversion and Crop-
land Adjustment Programs. The recon-
stitution shall be effective for purposes
of the Cropland Conversion and Crop-
land Adjustment Program (CCP and
CAP) for the current program year un-
less the reconstitution would cause non-
compliance with the contract or
agreement.,

(8) Agricultural Conservation Pro-
gram. The reconstitution shall not be
effective for purposes of the Agricul-
tural Conservation Program (ACP) for
the current program year if the county
committee has approved cost-sharing for
a4 producer on the farm for the current
program year unless (1) the parent farm
on which cost-sharing was approved was
not properly constituted at the time of
approval, or (if) the county committee
determines that some producer on the
farm would not be eligible to partici-
pate in the ACP if the reconstitution is
not made effective,

(4) Misrepresentation. Notwithstand-
ing any other provision of this section,
if the county committee determines that
the farm was or was not reconstituted
because of a misrepresentation by a
producer, the farm shall be properly re-
constituted, and the effective date of
such reconstitution for all purposes shall
be retroactive to the date the farm was
improperly constituted.

(¢) Maximum and minimum pro-
visions, adjustments, and release and re-
apportionment, Allotments for recon-
stituted farms resulting from the divi-
sions or combinations of parent farms In
accordance with this part are subject to
maximum and minimum allotment pro-
visions and to adjustments from allot-
ment reserves for the commodity and re-
leased farm allotments as provided In the
regulations governing the determina-
tion of allotments for the commodity.

(d) Continuous application. Where a
farm reconstitution for the current year
Is made before the current year's allot-
ments are determined, the history
acreages and other baslc data for the re-
constituted farms shall be used to estab-
lish the current year's allotments: Pro-
vided, That where the current year’s pre-
liminary allotment on one or more
parent farms involved in a proposed
combination would be reduced for under-
planting, the allotment shall be deter-
mined as follows: (1) The current year's
allotment for each parent farm shall be
established separately, and then (2) the
current year's allotment for the com-
bined farm shall be determined by add-
ing the allotments established for the
parent farm.

§719.8 Rules for determining  allot-
ments where reconstitution is made
by division.

The methods for dividing allotments
in order of precedence are estate, desig-
nation by landowner, contribution (in-
cluding contribution-cropland and con-
tribution-history), eropland, and history,

(a) Estate method. The estate method
is the proration of the allotments for a
parent farm among the heirs in settling
an estate. If the estate sells a tract of
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land before the farm is divided among
the heirs, the allotments for the tract
shall be determined by using one of the
methods provided in paragraphs (b)
through (f) of this section. The allot~
ments shall be divided among the heirs
in settling an estate as follows:

(1) In accordance with a will by the
testator if the county committee deter-
mines that the terms of the will are such
that a division can reasonably be made
on this basis.

(2) If the provisions of subparagraph
(1) of this paragraph are not applicable,
the allotments shall be apportioned in the
manner agreed to in writing by all inter-
ested helrs. An agreement by the admin-
istrator or executor shall not be accepted
in lleu of an agreement by the heirs.

(3) If the provisions of subparagraphs
(1) and (2) of this paregraph do not
apply, the allotments shall be divided
pursuant to paragraphs (¢) through (1)
of this section, as applicable.

(b) Designation of allotments by land-
owner. If the ownership of a tract of land
is transferred from a parent farm, the
county committee shall at the request
of the transferring owner divide the al-
Jotments between the parent farm and
the transferred tract, or between the ap-
pnosblemtsutheenure!umtssold
to two or more purchasers, in the manner
designated by the owner of the parent
farm subject to conditions set forth in
this . If the county commit~
tee determines that the allotments can-
not be divided in the manner designated
by the owner because of the conditions
set forth in this paragraph, the owner
shall be notified and permitted to revise

fgnation does not meet the conditions
of this paragraph, the county committee
shall make the proration of allotments in
accordance with paragraphs (c) through
() of this section. If a parent farm'is
composed of tracts under separate owner-
ship, each separately owned tract belng
transferred in part shall be considered &
separats farm and shall be constituted
separately from the parent farm using
the rules in paragraphs (¢) through (1)
of this section, as applicable, prior to ap-
plication of the provisions of this para-
graph. The eligibility conditions that
shall be complied with for applying this
method of division are:

(1) The interested owners (seller and
purchaser) shall file a memorandum of
understanding of the designation with
the county committee. The helrs of an
mwmayuuthhmemodwdeeunate
the allotments for allocation to a tract
of Jand sold prior to dividing the parent
farm among the heirs in settling an
estate: Provided, however, That designa~
tion by the administrator or executor
shall not be accepted in leu of designa-
tion by the helrs.

(2) Where the land of the parent farm
is subject to s deed of trust, lien, or
mortgage, the holder of the deed of trust,
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mortgage, or lien must agree to the @ivi-
sion of allotments.

(3) Neither the tract transferred from
the parent farm nor the remaining por-
tion of the parent farm shall recelve
allotments in excess of allotments for
similar farms in the same area having al-
lotments of the commodity or commocdi-
ties involved and such allotments shall
be consistent with good land use.

(4) Where the part of the farm from
which the ownership is being transfer-
red was owned for a period of less than 3
years, the provisions of this paragraph
shall not be applicable to such transfer
unless the State committee finds that the
primary purpose of the ownership trans-
fer was not to retain or sell an allotment.
In the absence of such a finding, and if
the farm contains land which has been
owned for a period less than 3 years, that
which has been owned for less than 3
years shall be considered as a separate
farm and the allotments shall be as-
signed to that part using the rules in
paragraphs (c) through (f) of this sec-
tion, as applicable. Such apportionment
shall be made prior to any designation of
allotments with respect to the part which
has been owned for 3 years or more.

(5) This method is not applicable to
Burley tobacco.

(6) The land for which ownership is
being transferred to a Federal, State, or
other agency was not or could not have
been acquired under the right of eminent
domain. If eminent domain is applicable,
the provizions of § 719.11 shall apply.

(¢) Contribution method. The con-
tribution method for dividing allotments
is the proration of the parent farm’s al-
lotments to each identical tract separated
from the parent farm in the same pro-
portion that each tract contributed to
the allotments at the time of combina~-
tion. Unless the provisions of paragraph
(a) or (b) of this section are applicable
this method shall be used to divide allot-
ments for a farm which resulted from a
combination that became effective dur-
ing the 6-year period immediately prior
to the current year, This method for
dividing allotments shall be used beyond
the 6-year period if records are available
to show the contribution of the separate
tracts at the time of combination unless
the county committee determines with
the concurrence of a representative of the
State committee that the use of the con-
tribution method would not result in an
equitable distribution of the allotments
considering available land, cultural op-
erations, and changes in type of farm-
ing, The contribution method shall not
be used in cases involving the division for
any commeodity for which there was no
allotment established at the time of com-
bination, and a parent farm, in the case
of rice, which includes one or more
tracts on which an established crop rota-
tion system was being carried out at the
time of the combination.

(d) Contribution-Cropland or Con~
tribution-History method. In cases where
the allotments are divided by the con-
tribution method pursuant to paragraph
() of this section and a further division

of an identical tract is required, the al-
lotments shall first be apportioned to the
identical tracts and then apportioned
among the parts of the identical tracts
by the cropland or history method pur-
suant to parsgraph (e) or (f) of this
section, as applicable.

. (@) Cropland method. The cropland
method for dividing allotments i5 the
proration of allotments to the tracts be-
ing separated from the parent farm in
the same proportion that the cropland
acreage for each such tract bears to the
cropland for the parent farm. For rice,
the acreage of cropland that is avail-
able for the production of rice shall be
used to make the proration. The county
committee shall verify or redetermine,
if considered necessary, the cropland on
each of the tracts of the parent farm
prior to making the proration. This
method shall be used if the provisions of
paragraphs (a) through (c) of this sec-
tion are not applicable unless the county
committee determines that a division by
the history method would result in al-
lotments more representative of the op-
eration normally carried out on each
tract during the respective base period
for the commodities. Notwithstanding
any other provision of this paragraph,
the allotments shall be apportioned on
the basis of the cropland avallable for
and adapted to the production of the al-
lotment crop on each tract when the
owners file with the county office a writ-
ten agreement as to the amount of avail-
able and adapted cropland and the coun-
ty committee approves such agreement.

(fy History method. The history
method of division of allotments is the
proration of allotments to the tracts be-
ing separated from the parent farm on
the basis of the acreage determined to be
representative of the operations normal-
lymrriedoutonmhtxutdminzme
respective base period for the commodi-
ties. The history method shall be used
when the county committee determines
that division by the cropland method
should not be used.

(g) Variation in reconstituted allot-
ments, Allotments apportioned among
the divided tracts, pursuant to para-
graphs (¢) through (f) of this section,
may be increased or decreased by as
much as 10 percent of the allotment or
base established for the parent farm if
(1) the interested owners agree in writ-
ing, and (2) the county committee deter-
mines that the method used did not pro-
vide an equitable distribution concern-
ing available land, cultural operations
and changes in type of farming. Any in-
crease in an allotment on a tract pur-
suant to this paragraph shall be offset by
a corresponding decrease on the other
tract and all variations between tracts
must be compensating.

(h) Adjustments in conserving bases.
Conserving bases for farms divided pur-
suant to paragraphs (¢) through (f) of
this section, and apportioned among the
tracts, may be adjusted by the county
committee taking into consideration the
physical loeation of conserving use acre-
ages, the allotments apportioned to the
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reconstituted farms, and changes in type
of farming. Any decrease in the consery-
ing base on a tract must be offset by a
corresponding inorease on the other tract
and sll conserving base adjustments
must be compensating,

() Divided history acreage and other
data. The history acreage and other basic
data, except commodity yields and mini-
mum allotments, for divided farms shall
be determined by using the same per-
centage figure as was used to apportion
the allotment crop for the respective
commodity. For commodity yields and
minfmum allotments applicable com-
modity regulations shall apply.

§ 7199 Rules for determining farm al-
lotments and history acreages where
reconstitution is by combination.

I two or more farms or tracts are com-
bined for the current year, the current
year's allotments, history acreages,
planted acreages, and acreages con-
sidered planted for the years in the base
period for the respective commodities for
the reconstituted farm shall be the sum
of the allotments, history Acreages,
planted acreages, and acreages consid-
ered planted for each of the tracts com-
prising the combination, subject to the
provisions of § 719.7(c).

§719.10 Preservation of cropland and
allotment ncreage.

(a) Definitions. Notwithstanding the
definitions in § 719.2, for the purposes of
this section, the following terms shall
have the following meanings: .

(1) Final acreage. The actual crop
acreage, plus any additional acreage con-
sidered planted to the crop under appli-
cable commodity regulations.

(2) Underplanted acreage. The acre-
age by which the allotment for a com-
modity exceeds the final acrenge of the
commodi

ty.

(b) Preservation of cropland and acre-
age available for diversion credit—(1)
CAP, CCP, CRP, GPCP, . Crop-
land screage established and main-
talned In vegetative cover under the
Cropland Adjustment Program, Crop-

d Conversion Program, Conservation
Program, and Regional Conservation

shall retain its cropland clas-
sification for the period of time the
contract or agreement is in effect plus
the period of time thereafter that the
cover is maintained. Cropland acreage
eshhushedlatreesunderoneoﬂheproo
grams listed in this section shall retain
its cropland classification for the period
of time the contract or agreement is in
effect plus an equal period thereafter
provided the practice is maintained. All
acreage under this subparagraph shall be
available for diversion credit to the ex-
tent of the ted acreage of an
allotment crop where needed to protect
the history for such crop,

(2) RECP-REAP-ACP and comparable
practices carried out without Federal
cost-sharing. Cropland acreage estab-
lished and maintained in vegetative cover
(excluding trees) under the Rural Envi-
ronmental Conservation Program, the

Assistance Pro-
gram, the Agricultural Conservation Pro-

PROPOSED RULES

gram, or compareble practices carried out
without Federal cost-sharing including
approved volunteer cover shall retain its
cropland classification for the period of
time that the cover is maintained. To
qualify for diversion credit under this

ph (2), the following condi-
tions shall be met:

() Acreage must be In excess of the
sum of the conserving base and set-aside
acreage requirements under other ad-
Jjustment programs.

(1) The practice must have been es-
tablished and carried out In accordance
with good farming practices.

(1i1) The producer must report the con-
serving crop acreage each year preser-
vation credit is desired by a date ap-
proved by the Deputy Administrator.

(¢) Termination of diversion credit.
Acreage shall cease to be svaflable for
diversion credit when:

(1) The approved vegetation is de-
stroyed or not properly maintained.

(2) The additional period of protection
in the case of trees established under a
conservation program listed in paragraph
(b) of this section expires or the trees
are destroyed,

(d) Diversion credit for divided farms.
When a parent farm is reconstituted by
division, future diversion credit shall ac-
crue to the farm or tract on which the
vegetative cover is physically located.

(e) Use of diversion credit. The diver-
sion credit determined under the provi-
slons of this section for each under-
planted allotment crop shall be consid-
ered as acreage devoted to the crop and
shall be utilized in the establishment of
future State, county, and fsrm
allotments.

§ 719.11 Eminent domain acquisitions.

(8) Commodities covered. This section
provided a uniform method for handling
farm allotments for extra long staple cot~
ton, upland cotton, peanuts, rice in farm
States, tobacco, wheat, corn, grain sor-
ghums and barley (when designated by
the Secretary) on land involved in an
eminent domain acquisition. If eligible
for pooling under this section, such allot-
ments are pooled for the benefit of the
owner who is displaced from his farm by
an eminent domain acquisition. Such
pooling is for a 3-year period from the
date of displacement and during such pe-
riod the owner so displaced may request
transfers of allotments from the pool to
other farms in the United States owned
by him.

(b) Eminent domain acquisition. An
eminent domain acquisition is a taking
of title to land, or the taking of an im-
poundment easement to impound water
on the land, or the taking of a flowage
easement to intermittently flood the land,
consumated with respect to land which
Is, or could be, so taken under the power
of eminent domain by a Federal, State,
or other agency. Such acquisition may
be by court to condemn the
land or by negotiation between the
agency and the owner. Any acquisition
by an agency with respect to land not
subject to the agency’s power of eminent
domain shall not be an eminent domain
acquisition for purposes of this section.
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All land acquired by an agency for the
intended project, including surrounding
land not needed for the project but
acquired as a package acquisition, shall
be considered to be in the eminent do-
main acquisition if the agency expended
funds for the package acquisition on the
basis of its power of eminent domain.
For example, & governmental agency
acquires 150 acres of land from an owner
as a package acquisition and requires
130 acres for the public purpose but sup-
ports the expenditure of funds for the
unneeded 20 acres on the grounds that
noadditional cost resulted, or that avoid-
ance of condemmnation proceedings war-
ranted the package acquisition.

(c) Owner. For purposes of this sec-
tion, owner means the person, or persons
in a joint ownership, having title to the
land for a period of at least 12 months
immediately prior to the date of transfer
of title or grant of impoundment or
flowage easement under the eminent
domain acquisition. If such person or
persons have owned the land for less
than such 12-month period, they may,
nevertheless, be considered the owner if
the State committee determines that
such person or persons acquired the land
for the purpose of carrying out farming
operations and not for the purpose of
obtaining status as an owner under this
section. However, no person shall be
considered the owner if he acquired
the land subject to an eminent domain
acquisition under an outstanding con-
tract to an agency or an option by an
agency or subject to pending condem-
nation proceedings, In any case where
the current titleholders cannot be con-
sidered the owner for the purposes of
this section, the State committee shall
determine the person or persons who
previously had title to the land and who
qualify for status as the owner under the
criteria in this paragraph.

(d) Displacement. The owner shall be
considered displaced from a farm coyv-
ered by an eminent domain acquisition
on the date (1) the right to produce an
allotment crop is relinquished voluntarily
even though the owner is not required to
give up possession of the land: ar (2) in
the case of a flowage easement the owner
determines it is no longer practical to
conduct farming operations on the land;
or (3) the owner loses possession of the
land as owner or as lessee under a lease
from the agency or its designee if the
lease provided unbroken possession to
the owner from the date of acquisition
to the end of the lease or extensions of
the lease. In cases where the agency and
the owner have executed a binding con-
tract for acquisition of the farm, the
owner may be considered displaced prior
to completion of the acquisition if he
wishes to plant the commodity on other
land he owns or buys.

(e) Notice of displacement. The owrier
shall notify the county commitiee in
writing of the eminent domain acquisi-
tion and furnish the date of displace-
ment as soon as possible so that the allot-
ments may be pooled in accordance with
this section. Faflure to so notify the
county committee shall not operate to
extend the 3-year period of the pool.
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(f) Pool. Whenever the county com-
mittee determines, by notice from the
owner or otherwise, that an owner has
been displaced, the county committee
shall establish in a pool for a 3-year pe-
riod. beginning on the date of displace-
ment. the allotments eligible for pooling
under this section. Pooled allotments
shall be considered fully planted and for
each year in the pool, shall be established
{n accordance with applicable commodity
regulations,

(g) Cases where pooling not permitted
or required—(1) Agency has authorily
to continue crop production. If the
county committee determines that an
agency has authority under its eminent
domain powers to acquire & farm for the
continued production of an allotment
crop and does so acquire a farm only for
such purpose and files a written notice
with the county committee of the county
in which the farm is located within 30
days after the date of acquisition desig-
nating the allotment crops to be pro-
duced on the farm, there shall be no
pooling for such crops, but farm allot-
ments shall be established in accordance
with applicable commodity regulations.

(2) Owner waives right to have pool-
ing. 1f the owner files written notice with
the county committee of intention to
waive his right to have all the allot-
ments. or any part thereof, pooled and
the county committee determines that
the owner fully understands his right
to have allotments pooled and has not
been coerced to waive his right, the al-
lotments shall be retained on the agency
acquired land.

(3) Less than 15 percent of cropland
acquired. If an agency acquires partof a
farm for nonfarming purposes and the
cropland on the land so acquired repre-
sents less than 15 percent of the total
cropland on the farm, the allotments
shall be retained on the portion of the
{farm not acquired by the agency and
shall not be pooled.

(4) 15 percent or more of cropland ac-
quired. If an agency acquires part of a
farm for nonfarming purposes and the
cropland on the land so acquired repre-
sents 15 percent or more of the total
cropiand on the farm, the allotments at-
tributable to the acquired land shall be
retained on the portion of the farm not
acquired by the agency if the owner files
a written request with the county com-
mittee for such retention. However, only
such amounts of allotments may be re-
tained as can be supported on the avall-
able cropland and which will not exceed
the allotments established on similar
farms in the area, taking into consldera-
tion the land, labor, and equipment
available for the production of the com-
modity, crop rotation practices and other
physical factors affecting production.
Allotments not retained shall be pooled.

(5) In-county transfer upon displace-
ment. If, prior to pooling, an owner files
a request to transfer-the allotments to
other farms which he owns in the same
county, the county committee may ap-
prove a direct transfer without formal
establishment in the pool. Such transfer
shall be subject to the requirements of

paragraph (J) of this section.
- FEDERAL
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(h) Release of pooled allotments.
Pooled allotments may be released on an
annual basis by the owner to the county
committee during any year for which the
allotments are pooled and not otherwise
transferred from the pool. The county
committes may reapportion such released
allotments to other farms in the same
county having allotments for such com-
modity, Pooled allotments shall not be
released on a permanent basis or sur-
rendered after release to the State com-
mittee for reapportionment in other
counties. Reapportionment shall be on
the basis of past acreage of the commod-
ity, Jand, labor, and equipment avallable
for the production of the commodity,
crop rotation practices and sofl and other
physical facilities affecting the produc-
tion of the commodity. Released pooled
allotments shall be regarded as fully
planted in the pool and not on the farm
receiving reapportionment. This para-
graph shall govern the release and reap-
portionment of pooled allotments not-
withstanding other procedures contained
{n applicable commodity regulations.

) Sale, lease, and owner transjers.
Pooled allotments for which there is stat-
utory authority implemented in the ap-
plicable commodity regulations for trans-
fer of allotments on a permanent or tem-
porary basis by sale, lease, or by owner
(within the meaning of owner for such
purposes) may be transferred per-
manently from the pool by the owner
or temporarily for the life of the pooled
allotment, subject to the terms and con-
ditions in the applicable commodity reg-
ulations for such transfers,

(j) Regular transfers from pool—(1)
General rule. The owner may request
transfer of all or part of the pooled allot-
ments to any farm in the United States
of which he is the bona fide owner: Pro-
vided, That there are farms in the re-
ceiving county with allotments for the
particular commodity, or if there are no
such farms, the county committee deter-
mines that farms in the receiving county
are suitable for the production of the
commodity. For purposes of this para-

graph:

(1) Receiving farm means the farm to
which transfer from the pool is to be
made:

(i) Receiving State and county com-
mittees mean those committees for the
State and county in which the receiving
farm is located; and

(iif) Transferring State and county
committees mean those committees for
the State and county in which the agency
acquired farm is located.

(2) Application for {transfer. The
owner shall file with the recelving county
committee written application for trans-
fer of allotment from the pool within 3
years after the date of displacement. The
application shall contain a certification
by the owner that he has made no side
agreement with any person for the pur-
pose of obtaining an allotment from the
pool for a person other than himself, The
owner shall attach to the application all
pertinent documents pertaining to his
ownership or purchase of land and any
leasing arrangements as for example, the
deed of trust or mortgage, warranty
deed, note sales agreement, and lease.

(3) Action by receiving county com-
mittee. The recelving county committee
shall consider each application and de-
termine whether the transfer from the
pool shall be approved. Before an appli-
cation is acted upon by the receiving
county committee, the owner shall per-
sonally appear before the receiving coun-
ty committee after reasonable notice,
bring any additional pertinent docu-
ments as may be requested for examina-
tion by the receiving county committee,
and answer all pertinent questions bear-
ing on the proposed transfer: Provided,
That the personal appearance require-
ment may be waived if the receiving
county committee determines from facts
presented to it on behalf of the owner
that such personal appearance would un-
duly inconvenience the owner on account
of illness or other good cause and such
personal appearance would serve no use-
ful purpose. Any action by the receiving
county committee shall be subject to the
approval required under subparagraph
(5) of this paragraph.

(4) Elements of bona fide ownership.
The receiving county committee shall ap-
prove the transfer from the pool only
where the documents and other evidence
presented by the owner show conclusively
that the owner has made a normal ac-
quisition of the receiving farm for the
purpose of bona fide ownership to re-
establish his farming operations. The ele-
ments of such an acquisition shall in-
clude, but are not limited to, the follow-
ing conditions:

(i) Appropriate legal documents must
establish title to the receiving farm;

(ii) If the owner was the operator of
the acquired farm at the date of dis-
placement, such owner shall personally
operate and be the operator of the re-
ceiving farm for the first year that the
allotment is transferred;

(iif) If the owner was not the operator
of the acquired farm at the date of dis-
placement and he was not a producer
because the leasing or rental sgreement
provided for cash, fixed rent, or standing-
rent payment, such owner shall not be
required to personally operate and be the
operator of the recelying farm but at
least 75 percent of the allotment for the
recelving farm shall be planted on the
receiving farm for the first year;

(iv) If the owner was not the operator
of the acquired farm at the date of dis-
placement but he was a producer on the
acquired farm at the date of displace-
ment by virtue of receiving a share of
the crops produced on the acquired farm,
such owner shall not be required to be the
operator of the receiving farm but he
shall be a producer on the receiving farm
the first year that an allotment is trans-
ferred;

(v) The contractual arrangements be-~
tween the owner and the seller of the
receiving farm shall not contain a re-
quirement that the receiving farm be
leased to the seller or a person desig-
nated by or subject to the control of the
seller nor shall the seller or a person
designated by or subject to the control
of the seller lease the recefving farm for
the first year the allotment is transferred
even though such contractual arrange-
ments are silent as to any lease; and
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(vi) Contractual arrangements under
which the receiving farm was purchased
or leased are customary in the commu-
nity where the receiving farm is located
with respect to purchase price, size of
payments due, time when payments are
due, and size of rental payments, if any.

(5) Action of recetving State Commit-
tee. The approval of a transfer from the
pool under this paragraph by the re-
celving county committee shall be effec~
tive upon concurrence by the receiving
State committee. Notwithstanding any
other provision of this section, the re-
celving State committee may authorize a
transfer from the pool in any case where
the owner presents evidence satisfactory
to the recelving State committee that the
eligibility requirements of subparagraph
(4) (D, (i), or (v) of this paragraph
cannot be met without creating a hard-
ship because of illness, old age, multiple
farm ownership, or lack of a dwelling on
the farm to which allotment is to be
transferred. Notwithstanding any other
provisions of this section and particularly
subparagraph (4) (v) of this paragraph,
the recelving State committee may au-
thorize a transfer from the pool in any
case where the owner presents evidence
satisfactory to the receiving State com-
mittee that the owner has made a normal
wequisition of the receiving farm for the
purpose of bona fide ownership to rees-
tablish his farming operations although
the farm is leased to the seller of the
farm for the first year the allotment is
transferred.

(6) Amount of allotment available for
transfer. Upon completion of all neces-
sary approvals under this paragraph, the
receiving county committee shall issue
an appropriate allotment notice under
the applicable commodity regulations,
taking into consideration the land, labor,
and equipment available for the produc-
tion of the commodity, crop rotation
practices, and the sofl and other physical
factors affecting the production of the
commodity. For purposes of d
the amount of allotment available for
transfer, the receiving county committee
shall consider the receiving tract as a
separate farm when such tract is in com-
bination with land under separate own-
ership. The acreage transferred from the
pool shall not exceed the allotment most
recently established for the acquired
farm and placed in the pool. When all or
part of the allotment placed in the pool
is transferred and used to establish or
increase the allotment for other farms
owned or purchased by the owner, all or
the proportionate part of the past acre-
age history for the acquired farm shall
be transferred to and considered for
purposes of future allotments to have
been planted on the receiving farm for
which an allotment is established or in-
creased under this section. If only a part
of the available allotment is transferred
from the pool, the remaining part of the
allotment and past acreage history shall
remain in the pool for transfer to other
farms of the owner until all such allot-
ment acreage has been transferred or un-
til the period of eligibllity for establish-
ing or increasing allotments under this
section has expired.
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(7) Cancellation of transfers. I{ any
allotment Is transferred under this para-
graph and it is later determined by the
receiving county or State committee, or
the Deputy Administrator, that the
transfer was obtained by misrepresenta~
tion by or on behalf of the owner, or the
conditions applicable under subpara-
graph (4) of this paragraph are not met,
the allotment for the receiving farm
shall be reduced for each year the
transfer purportedly was in effect by the
amount attributable to the acreage
transferred from the pool; and if the
time for withdrawal from the pool has
not expired, the amount of acreage
initially transferred from the pool shall
be returned to the pool after the period
of time has expired in which the pro-
ducer could exercise his rights of review
and court action. Any cancellation of
transfer of allotment by the receiving
county committee shall be subject to ap-
proval by the receiving State committee.
The receiving county committee shall is-
sue any notice of marketing quota and
penalty as may be required in accord-
ance with applicable commodity regula-
tions

(8) Eflect of release of pooled allot-
ment, Notwithstanding the provisions
prescribed in this paragraph, if the dis-
placed owner files a request for the
transfer of a pooled allotment within the
prescribed period for filing such request
but his request for transfer is filed dur-
ing a year in which all or a part of the
pooled allotment was released to the
transferring county committee pursuant
to paragraph (h) of this section, the
application for transfer will be processed
in the usual manner but the amount of
the commodity released shall not be
effective on the recelving farm until the
succeeding year. When a request for
transfer of a pooled allotment involves
a transfer from one State to another
the recelving State committee shall ob-
tain Information from the transferring
State committee as to whether any part
of the allotment for which the transfer
is requested has been released to the
transferring county committee for the
current year.

(k) Constitution of acquired land. (1)
Where the owner leases part but not
all of the agency acquired Jand, such
part shall be constituted as a separate
farm on the date of his displacement
from the land not so leased.

(2) If a parent farm consists of sepa-
rate ownership tracts, each such tract
being acquired in whole or In part shall
be considered as a separate farm for
purposes of paragraphs (g) (3) and (4)
of this section.

(3) If part of a farm is acquired by an
agency and the owner is displaced there-
from, such part shall be constituted as a
separate farm on the date of displace-
ment unless the allotments are retained
on the part not acquired as provided in
paragraphs (g) (3) and (4) of this sec~
tlon, in which case the farm shall not
be reconstituted but the farmland and
cropland data shall be corrected on all
appropriate records for the parent farm.

(1) Successors in interest—(1) Desig-
nation of beneficiary, The owner may

negotiate a lease with the agency or its
designee and exercise the regular transfer
rights with respect to farms owned hy
such beneficiary and may also exerclse
the release and sale, lease and owner
transfer rights under this section.

(2) Cases where no beneficiary desig-
nated, If the owner does not file a desig-
nation of beneficiary under subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph and the
owner dies before displacement or after
pooling occurs, the following persons
shall be considered the beneficlary with
the rights as provided under subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph:

(1) The surviving joint owner of the
farm where two persons own the farm
as joint tenants with right of survivor-
ship under which title passes to the
survivor;

(i) The person(s) who succeed to the
deceased owner's interest under a will or
by intestate succession. However, in the
case of intestate succession, such per-
sonfs) shall be limited to surviving
spouse, mother, father, brothers, sisters,
or children of the deceased owner. In the
settlement of the estate of the deceased
owner, the helrs may file a written agree-
ment with the county committee for the
division of the deceased owner's rights
under this section.

(m) Limitations on transfers from
pool. (1) No transfer from the pool un-
der paragraph (h), (), ar () of this sec-
tion shall be approved if there remains
unpaid any marketing quota penalty due
with respect to the marketing of the com-
modity from the acquired farm or by the
displaced owner: or if any of the com-
modity produced on the acquired farm
has not been accounted for as required
under applicable commodity regulations.

(2) 1 the tobacco or peanut allotment
for an acquired farm next established af-
ter the date of displacement would have
been reduced because of false or Improper
identification of the commodity produced
on or marketed from the farm or due to
a false acreage report, the allotment shall
be reduced in the pool in aecordance with
the applicable regulations.

§719.12 Ex ting  Federal  prisan
farms and Federal wildlife refuges.

No marketing penalty shall be assessed
or entered on the county or State offlce
debt record for excess acreage of any
commodity which may be produced on a
Federal prison farm or Pederal wildlife
refuge: Provided, however, That this ex-
ception does not apply to penalties in-
curred by an individual who has a sep-
arate interest in a crop which s subject
to marketing quotas and which was pro-
duced on such Federal prison farms and
Federal wildlife refuges.

§ 719.13  Supervisory authority of State
ASC committee,

The State committee may take any

action required by these regulations
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which has not been taken by the county
committee. The State committee may
also (a) correct, or require a county com-
mittee to correct any action taken by
such county committee which is not in
accordance with the regulations of this
part, or (b) require a county committee
to withhold taking any action which is
not in accordance with the regulations
of this part.

§719.14  Transfer of allotments—State
public lands,

(a) General authority. Section 706 of
the Food and Agriculture Act of 1965
(79 Stat. 1210, 7 U.S.C. 1305) enacted
November 3, 1965, authorizes the Secre-
tary to permit transfers of allotments be-
tween farms in the same county where
both farms are composed of public lands
of the State. Such transfers shall be per-
mitted in accordance with the conditions
prescribed by this section.

(b) Applications jor transfer. An ap-
plication in writing requesting the trans-
fer of one or more of the allotments on
a farm entirely composed of public lands
of a State shall be filed with the county
committee by the agency of the State
charged with the administration of the
land in such farms, The application shall
identify the farms as being within the
same county, show that each farm is en-
tirely composed of public lands of the
State, and list the acreages requested to
be transferred. Additional information as
to the present operations on the farms,
including all leasing arrangements, shall
also be set forth in the application.

(¢) Closing date for filing applications.
The State committee shall establish the
closing date for filing applications under
paragraph (b) of this section for each
year which shall be no later than the
date when planting of the commodity in-
volved in the transfer becomes general In
the county.

(d) Productivity adjustments in allot-
ments, and history acreages. Each trans-
fer of allotment under this section shall
be adjusted for differences in farm pro-
ductivity if the yield (projected for the
year the transfer is to take effect) for
the farm to which transfer is made ex-
ceeds the yield (projected for the year
the transfer is to take effect) for the
farm from which transfer is made by
more than 10 percent. The county com-
mittee shall determine the amount of al-
lotment to be transferred where produc-
tivity adjustment s required by dividing
(1) the product of the yield for the farm
from which transfer is made and the
acreage to be transferred from such
farm, by (2) the yield for the farm to
which transfer is made. History acreage
for the farm recelving allotment shall be
adjus by the same percentage as the
allotment being transferred is adjusted.
The amount of allotment and related
farm history acreage transferred from
the farm from which the transfer is made
with respect to that farm shall be the full
amount but the amount of allotment and
related farm history acreage for the farm
to which the transfer is made shall be
the adjusted amount, The county acreage
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history, if applicable, shall be reduced to
correspond with the adjusted history
transferred to the farm. The history re-
maining unassigned to the county as a
result of such productivity adjustments
shall be tabulated by the State commlit-
tee and included with the sum of county
history acreages for purposes of deter-
mining the State history acreage.

(e) Limitation on acreages to be trans-
jerred. The amount of allotment on &
farm after a transfer under this section
is- made shall not exceed the average
amount of allotment of at least three
but not more than five farms with acre-
ages of cropland similar to the farm re-
ceiving the transfer in the community
having the applicable allotment on these
farms.

(f) Permanent vegetative cover re-
quirement. Each transfer of any allot-
ment shall be subject to the condition
that an acreage equal to the allotment
transferred (before any productivity ad-
justment) shall be devoted to and main-
tained in permanent vegetative cover on
the farm from which the transfer 1Is
made,

(g) County committee action. The
county committee shall approve transfer
under this section only if it determines
that a timely filed application has been
received, that the conditions of this sec-
tion have been met, and a representative
of the State committee has approved the
transfer. The county committee shall
{ssue revised notices of allotments for
each farm affected by the transfer. If a
county committee obtains evidence that
the conditions applicable to any trans-
fer under this section have not been met,
a report of the facts shall be made to the
State committee. The State committee
shall determine whether such conditions
have been met and if not met, shall re-
quire that the transfer be cancelled and
retransferred to the original farm, Where
cancellation and retransfer is required,
the county committee shall issue revised
notices of allotment showing the reasons
for cancellation of the transfer,

Signed at Washington, D.C,, on July 21,
1975.

E. J. PERSON,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

|PR Doc.75-10467 Flled 7-25-756,8:45 am]

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
[9CFR Part 381 ]

TRANSPORTATION OF INEDIBLE
MATERIAL

Poultry

Pursuant to the authority contained
in the Poultry Products Inspection Act
(21 US.C. 451 et seq), the Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service is pro-
posing an amendment to section 381,193
of the poultry products inspection regu-
lations (9 CFR Part 381) to allow for the
movement of certain undenatured poul-
try and poultry parts not intended for
human food under prescribed conditions.

Statement of Considerations: Control
of inedible poultry products, and those
poultry products not intended for human
food, is a vital concern of the Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service's
Meat and Poultry Inspection Program.
Such control is presently exercised by re-
quiring that sll poultry products not
passed for human food and so identified
pbe destroyed or denatured as specified in
§ 381.95 of the poultry products inspec-
tion regulations.

Increasing volumes of inedible poultry
products are being utilized by the pet
food industry. The methods allowed for
denaturing poultry, as prescribed in the
poultry products inspection regulations,
either adversely affect or destroy entirely
their usefulness as ingredients of pet
foods. The meat inspection regulations
allow shipment of inedible meat prod-
ucts except those condemned for disease,
without denaturing under predetermined
conditions and controls (see 9 CFR
325.11(1) )., The Department's experience
with the prescribed procedure for the
handling of inedible meat products has
been generally favorable, The regula-
tions have provided controls adequate to
eliminate unnecessary handling restric-
tions for the inedible meat products and
still insure their proper disposition. In
doing so, the materials are much more
attractive as pet food ingredients, since
they are available in increased amounts
and are less costly to process when free
of denaturants. Users of these pet foods
enjoy the benefits of products with a
wider range of ingredients from which
to choose for purchase and that are more
likely to be competitively priced.

Protein base pet food ingredients are
increasingly more scarce. Poultry prod-
ucts are excellent ingredients for the
various kinds of pet foods. To allow for
the more diversified use of certain in-
edible poultry products, with controls
adequate to insure their proper disposi-
tion as is now the case with inedible
meat products, it appears regulations
should be proposed to allow for their
transportation under certain conditions
of handling and identification. To main-
tain assurances against dissemination of
disease, this change will not apply to
poultry products condemned for disease.

Therefore, the Department proposes
to amend the poultry products inspec-
tion regulations to provide for such
transportation. The regulations would
be amended as set forth below:

1. Section 381.175 would be amended
by adding a new subparagraph (2) to
paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§ 381.175 Records required 10 be kept.

(b) . "

(2) A record of seal numbers required
to be kept by consignees of inedible prod-
ucts shipped under unofficial seals under
§381.193(b) of this Part, and a record
of new consignees of inedible products
diverted under § 381.193(b) of this Part.

2. Bection 381,193 would be amended
by designating the present introductory
language as paragraph (a) and by adding
a new paragraph (b) to read as follows:

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




§ 381.193 Pouliry carcasses, ete., not in.
ten for human food: transporta-
tion; permit required.

(a) L )

(b) Inedible products, except those
which were condemned for disease,
which were prepared at any official
establishment, or at any State inspected
establishment in any State not listed
in § 381,221 of this Part, and which have
the physical characteristics of a product
fit for human food, may be transported
from an official establishment or in com-
merce, without denaturing as required
by §381.193(a), If the following condi-
tions are met;

(1) The shipper must have obtained a
numbered permit for such activity. Such
permit may be obtained upon written ap-
plication to ‘the appropriate Regional
Director (as identified in § 301.2 of this
chapter) and his determination that the
proposed transportation would be au-
thorized under this paragraph (b), The
application shall state the name and ad-

of the applicant, a description of
the type of his business operations, and
the purpose of making such application.

(2) Such inedible products may be
transported under this paragraph (b)
only if consigned to a manufacturer in
the United States of articles other than
for human food and if the product is for
use solely by the consignee for manufac-
turing articles not for human food. Such
products may not be transported in com-
merce to any consignee other than the
one to which they were originally
shipped unless prior notice of the diver-
slon is given to the appropriate Regional
Director and a record identifying the new
consignee is maintained by the shipper
as required by § 381.175 of this Part.

(3) When transported from an official
establishment or in commerce under
this paragraph (b), the outside container
of such Inedible products shall be marked
conspicuously with the words “Inedible—
Not Intended for Human Food” in let-
ters not less than 2 inches high, in the
case of containers such as cartons,
drums, tierces, barrels, and half barrels;
and not less than 4 inches high in the
case of tank car and trucks used to trans-
port such products not in other con-
tainers. y

(4) Such inedible products shall be
transported from an official establish-
ment or In commerce under this para-
graph (b) only in railroad cars, trucks,
or containers which bear unofficial seals
applied by the shipper, which shall in-
clude the identification number assigned
to the permit holder and an individual
seal serial number assigned by the
shipper; and the product so transported
shall be accompanied by an invoice or
bill of lading specifying the permit
holder’s identification number. The con-
signee In the United States must retain a
record of the identification and serial
numbers shown on the seals in his rec-
gx:;. as prescribed in Subpart Q of this

(5) The Administrator may revoke
any permit for shipment of inedible
poultry or poultry products under this
section, if he determines that there has
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been a failure to comply with any provi-
sion of this section or any diversion or
effort to divert undenatured, inedible
product contrary to the provisions of
this section. Upon request, any such per-
mit holder will be afforded opportunity
for a hearing with respect to the merits
or validity of any such revocation action
involving his permit.

(6) All such articles, If intended for
animal food, are subject to the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act,

3. In the Table of Contents, the sec-
tion heading of §381.193 would be re-
vised to read as follows:

Beo,

381193 Poultry carcasses, ete., not Intended
for human food; transportation;
permit required.

Any person wishing to submit written
data, views, or arguments concerning the
proposed amendment may do so by filing
them, in duplicate, with the Hearing
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, or if the ma-
terial is deemed to be confidential with
the Inspection Standards and Regula-
tions Staff, Technical Services, Meat and
Poultry Inspection Program, Animal and
Plan Health Inspection Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250, by September 26, 1975.

Any person desiring opportunity for
oral presentation of views should address
such request to the Staff identified in
the preceding paragraph, so that ar-
rangements may be made for such views
to be presented prior to the date speci-
fied in the preceding paragraph. A rec-
ord will be made of all views orally pre-
sented,

All written submissions and records of
oral views made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion in the Office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular hours of business, unless
the person makes the submission to the
Stafl ldentified In the preceding para-
graph and requests that it be held con-
fidential. A determination will be made
whether a proper showing in support of
the request has been made on grounds
that its disclosure could adversely affect
any person by disclosing information in
the nature of trade secrets or commer-
clal or financial information obtained
from any person and privileged or con-
fidential, If it is determined that a
proper showing has been made in sup-
port of the request, the material will be
held confidential; otherwise, notice will
be given of denial of such request and
an opportunity afforded for withdrawal
of the submission. Requests for confl-
dential treatment will be held confiden-
tial (7T CFR 1.27(c)).

Comments on the proposal should bear
a reference to the date and page number
of this issue of the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., on: July
22, 1975.
Harry C. MUusSsSMAN,
Acting Administrator, Animal
and Plant Health Inspection
Service,

IFR Doc.75-10464 Plled 7-25-75:8:45 nm)
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of Education
[45CFR Part 148

MODERN FOREIGN LANGUAGE
TRAINING AND AREA STUDIES

Proposed Rulemaking

In accordance with section 503 of the
Education Amendments of 1972 (P.L. 92~
318) and pursuant to the authority con-
tained in section 102(b) (8) of the Mutual
Educational and Cultural Exchange Act
of 1961, 22 U.8.C. 2452(b)(6), the Com-~
missioner of Education, with the approval
of the Secretary of Heaith, Education,
and Weifare, proposes to amend Title 45
of the Code of Federal Regulations by
adding & new Part 148, with accompany-
ing guldelines, to read as set forth below.

The proposed regulations contain all
mandatory requirements for the pro-
gram. The guidelines contain material in
the nature of suggestions and recom-
mendations for program management
and operation.

1. Program purpose—Section 102(bh)
(6) of the Mutual Educational and Cul-
tural Exchange Act of 1961 provides for
programs to promofe modern foreign
language training and area studies in
educational institutions in the United
States through visits and study of Ameri-
can scholars abroad and foreign scholars
in the United States.

2. Section 503 procedures and eflect.—
Section 503 of the Education Amend-
ments of 1972 requires the Commis-
sloner to study all rules, regulations,
guidelines, or other published interpreta-
tions or orders issued by him or by the
Secretary after June 30, 1965, in con-
nection with, or affecting the administra-
tion of Office of Education programs; to
report to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare of the Senate and the
Committee on Education and Labor of
the House of Representatives concern-
ing such study: and to publish in the
FeneRAL RecisTer such rules, regulations,
guldelines, interpretations, and orders,
with an opportunity for public hearing on
the matters so published. The regulations
and guidelines proposed below reflect the
results of this study as it pertains to pro-
grams authorized by section 102(b) (6)
of the Mutual Educational and Cultural
Exchange Act of 1881, Part 148 and the
guidelines will be published in final form
after comments and hearings. Thirty
days after such publication, all preceding
rules, guidelines, or other published in-
terpretations and orders issued in con-
nection with or affecting section 102(b)
(8) (except the Office of Education gen-
eral provisions regulations) will be super-
seded.

3. Effect of Office of Education Gen-
eral Provisions Regulations.— Provisions
relating to general fiscal and adminis-
trative matters are covered under the
overall Office of Education general pro-
visions regulations, published in the Fen-
ERAL REeGISTER on November 6, 1973 (38
F.R. 30654), In connection with the same
study under section 503 of the Educa-
tion Amendments of 1972 of which this
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publication is a part. Reference is made
in particular to the provisions of Par
100a of Title 45, Code of Federal Regula~
tions, containing general provisions for
discretionary programs, which are appli-
cable to programs authorized by section
102(b) (6} of the Mutual Educational and
Cultural Exchange Act of 1961,

4. Program changes in the proposed
regulations and guidelines.—The regula-
tions in large part formalize existing
practices under the program.

5. Citations of legal authority —As re-
quired by section 431(a) of the General
Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 1232
(a)) and section 503 of the Education
Amendments of 1972, a citation of statu-
tory or other legal authority for each
section of the regulations and guidelines
has been placed in parentheses on the
line following the text of the section.

6. Opportunity for public hearing.—
Pursuant to section 503(c) of the Educa-
tion Amendments of 1972, the Commis-
sioner will provide interested parties op-
portunity for a public hearing on these
regulations and guidelines, as follows:

A hearing will take place at the U.S.
Office of Education in the auditorium of
Regional Office Building Three (ROB-3)
located at Seventh and D Streets, S W.,
Washington, D.C. at 10 a.m. on Septem-
ber 3, 1975.

Parties interested in attending the
hearing should notify the Office of Edu-
cation, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.,
Room 2085 Washington, D.C. 20202, At-
tention: Chalirman, Office of Education
Task Force on Section 503, and are urged
to submit a written copy of their com-
ments with such notification. Each party
planning to make oral comments at the
hearing is urged to limit his presentation
to & maximum of fifteen minutes.

Written comments and’ recommenda-

tions may also be sent to the above ad-
dress. All relevant material received
prior to the date of the hearing will be
considered. Comments and suggestions
submitted in writing will be available for
review in the above office between the
hours of 9 am. and 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday of each week.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Nos.
13438 (Faculty Research Abroad), 13.439
(Foreign Curriculum Consultants), 13.440
(Group Projects Abroad), and 13441 (Doc-
toral Dissertation Research Abroad))

Dated: June 21, 1975.

T. H. Bery,
U.S. Commissioner of Education.

Approved: July 17, 1975.

CasrArR W. WEINBERGER,
Secretary of Health,
Education and Welfare. )
PART 148-—HIGHER EDUCATION PRO-
GRAMS IN MODERN FOREIGN

focusing on  certaln

Definitions,

Projects
countries,

Selection factors considered by Board
of Foreign Scholarships.
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Subpart B—Doctoral Dissertation Research
Abroad

Sec.

148.11
148.12
148,13
148,14
148.156
148.16
14817

Subpart C—Facuity Research Abroad

Scope.
Applications

14821
14822
148.23
14824
148.25
14826
14827

Scope.

Applications.

Eligible faculty members,
Evaluation criteria.

Selection procedures,

Award provisions.
Responsibilities of the fellow,

Subpart D—Group Projects Abroad

148.31
14832
148.33
14834
14835

Scope.

Applications,

Eligible participants,
Evaluation criteria.
Seiection procedures,
14836 Award provisions,
14837 Grantee responsibllities,

Subpart E—Foreign Curriculum Consultants

148.41 Scope.

14842 Applications,

14843 Evaluation criteria.

14844 Selection of consultanta,

14845 Forelgn Curriculum  Consultant
qualifications.

Award provisions.

Subpart F—Special Provisions

Pinancial reports and refunds.,

Cost limitations.

Equipment.

Conduct abroad of individual par-
ticipants,

International travel.

Payment procedures for grants pay-
able In foreign currencles,

Avpuxorx: Guidellnes.

AvtHOoRiry: Sec, 102(b)(6) of PL. 87-
256, as amended, 75 Stat. 527 (22 USC,

2452(b) (6) ), and Executive Order No. 11034,
uniess otherwise noted.

Subpart A—General Provisions

§ 148.1 Scope.

(a) The regulations in this part
govern the provision of Federal financial
assistance by the United States Commis-
sioner of Education, under

148,46

148.61
148.52
148.53
148.564

148.55
148.58

Section
102(h) (6) of the Mutual Educational

and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961, to

language train-
ing and area studles in United States
schools, colleges, and universities by sup-
porting programs of research, study, and
training in foreign countries by teachers
and prospective teachers in such schools,
colleges, and universities for the purpose
of improving their skills in Janguages and
their knowledge of the culture of the peo-
pleo!ﬂmseconntﬂes.andbynnamlm
visits by educational specialists from
those countries to the United States for
the purpose of participating in forelgn

versities.

istration of this program has been dele-
gated to the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare by

ject to applicable provisions contained
in subchapter A of this chapter (relat-

ing to fiscal, administrative, property
management, and other matters).

(¢) In the selection of American cit-
{zens for participation In programs
under this part, preference shall be
given to those who have served in the
Armed Forces of the United States, and
due consideration shall be given to ap-
plicants from all geographical areas of
the United States.

(22 U.S.C. 2452(b) (6), 2456(a) (2), Execu-
tive Order No. 11034, 20 U.S.C. 1232¢)

£ 148.2 Delinitions.

As used in this part—

“Academic year” means a period of
time, usually eight or nine months, con-
sisting of two semesters, two trimesters,
three quarters, or the equivalent.

“Binational commission™ means an ed-
ucational and eultural foundation estab-
lished through an agreement between the
United States and efther a foreign gov-
ernment or an international organiza-
tion to carry out functions in connection
with programs covered by this part.

“Board of Foreign Scholarships”
means the Presidentially appointed board
of 12 members which is responsible for
supervision of the programs covered by
this part,

“Dependent” means any of the follow-
ing individuals who accompany the pro-
gram participant to his research or train-
ing site:

(a) spouse of the program participant;

(b) children unmarried and under 21
years of age; and

(¢) mother or father of either the pro-
gram participant or his or her spouse
if incapable of self-support.

“Foreign currencies™ means currencies
of foreign countries, which currencies
are owned by the United States In
amounts in excess of probable require-
ments of the United States as determined

grams covered by this part.

“Institution of higher education™
means an educational institution in any
State which (1) admits as regular stu-
dents only persons having & certificate
of graduation from & school providing
secondary education, or the recognized
equivalent of such a certificate, (2) is le-
gally authorized within such State to pro-
vide a program of education beyond sec-
ondary education, (3) provides an edu-
cational program for which it awards a
bachelor's degree or provides not less
than & two-year which is ac-
ceptable for full credit toward such a de-
gree, and (4) is a publi¢ or other non-
profit institution.

“Local school system” means a local
board of education or other legally con-
stituted local school authority having ad-
ministrative control and direction of
public elementary or secondary schools
in a city, county, township, school dis-
trict or other political subdivision of &
State, or any other public Institution or
agency having administrative control and
direction of a public elementary or sec-
ondary school.
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“State"” means the several States of the
Union, the Commonwealth of Puerto Ri-
co, the District of Columbia, Guam, Am-
erican Samoa, the Virgin Islands, and
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

“State department of education”
means the State board of education or
other agency or officer primarily respon-
sible for the supervision of public ele-~
mentary and secondary schools in a
State, or, if there is no such officer or
agency, an officer or agency designated
by the Governor or by State law.

(22 U.8.0. 2452(Db) (0), 2456)

§ 1183 Projects focusing on
countries.

Assistance under this part is not avail-
able for projects focusing primarily on
Western Europe or for research in coun-
tries where the United States has no dip-
lomatic representation.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8))

§ 148.4  Selection factors considered by
Board of Foreign Scholarships.

With respect to the Doctoral Disserta-
tion Research Abroad and Faculty Re-
search Abroad programs, the Board of
Foreign Scholarships will consider, in its
selection procedures, professional and
personal references for individual appli-
cants and the employment or other rec-
ords for individual applicants which are
readily avallable from other governmen-
tal agencies, including law enforcement
agencies.

(22 U.8.C. 2452(Db) (8), 2456)
Subpart B—Doctoral Dissertation Research
Abroad

certain

§ 148.11 Seope.

Graduate students at eligible institu-
tions may receive fellowships for periods
of 6 to 12 months for doctoral disserta-
tion research abroad in the flelds of mod-
ern foreign languages and area studies.

(22 US.0. 2452(b) (6))
§ 148.12 Applications.

(a) Each fiscal year eligible institu-
tions may forward applications to the
Commissioner for recommended grad-
uate students for fellowship assistance
under this subpart. Each application
shall include information as to the stu-
dents’ personal and academic back-
grounds and proposed research projects.
Students must also arrange with ap-
propriate persons to have three refer-
ence forms (Form OE 7628-3) submitted
through their eligible institution to the
Commissioner on their behalf, The dead-
line date for receipt of proposals by the
Commissioner shall be announced annu-
ally in the FEDERAL RECISTER.

(b) Eligible institutions are respon-
sible for accepting, screening, and for-
warding to the Commissioner those ap-
plications which meet the institution’s
technical and academic criteria.

(¢) An “eligible institution,” for the
purpose of this subpart, means an insti-
tution of higher education in any State
which is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion and which offers a doctoral program
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in the fields of foreign languages and
area studies.

(d) Requests for information shall be
sent to the Division of International Ed-
ucation, Office of Education, Washington,
D.C. 20202,

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8) )

§ 148.13  Eligible students.

To be eligible to receive a fellowship
under this subpart, a student must:

(a) Be a citizen or national of the
United States or be an alien in the
United States having immigration status
and personal plans indicating that he is
in the United States for other than a
temporary purpose:

(b) plan a teaching career at the col-
lege level in the United States:

(c) be enrolled at an eligible institu-
tion and have been admitted to candi-
dacy for a doctoral degree in modern
foreign languages or area studies:

(d) provide evidence of adequate lan-
guage skills for effectively carrying out
the proposed research:

(e) present a project for which re-
search can reasonably be expected to be
completed within the time limits of the
award and which is otherwise feasible:

(1) submit his application to his eli-
gible institution and, if he is proposing
to conduct research in the USSR., si-
multaneously submit an application to
the International Research and Ex-
change Board (IREX) ; (only citizens of
the United States are eligible to conduct
research in the U.SS.R, under this pro-
gram,)

(g) have no more than a total of 48
months’ fellowship support (including
the time period of the grant applied for
urnder this subpart) under Title VI of the
National Defense Education Act and sec-
tion 102(b) (8) of the Mutual Educa-
tional and Cultural Exchange Act.

(22 UB.0. 2452(b) (8) )

§ 148.14  Evaluation criteria.

Doctoral dissertation research pro-
posals will be evaluated by the Commis-
sloner in accordance with the criteria
contained In 45 CFR 100a.26(b) and
148.1(¢c) as well as program priorities as
annually determined and announced by
the Commissioner. Preference will be
given to modern foreign languages and
areas that are critical to the national in-
terest, for which adequate instruction
has not been widely available in the
United States, and for which there exists
a shortage of trained personnel .

(22US.C. 2452(b) (6), 2456(n) (2) )
§148.15 Selection procedures.

The Commissioner will make the pre-
liminary selection of doctoral fellows
with the advice of (a) a panel of US.
academic specialists in foreign languages
and area studies and (b) binational com-
missions and U.S. diplomatic missions in
the proposed countries of research. All
selections by the Commissioner are sub-
Ject to review and final approval by the
Board of Foreign Scholarships in accord-
ance with “The Policy Statements of the
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Board of Forelgn Scholar liips,” Decem-
ber, 1972,

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8), 2456)
§ 148.16 Award provisions.

(a) Grants under this subpart will be
made to an eligible institution which
will be responsible for administering the
grant, except insofar as the grant is
made in foreign currencies, according to
its own fiscal procedures and the terms
specified in the official grant agreement.

(b) The grantee is responsible for dis-
bursing the funds for allowances au-
thorized by the grant with the exception
of those allocated to insurance and those
pald in foreign currencies,

(¢c) The grantee will receive an ad-
ministrative allowance of $100 for each
fellowship listed in the grant agreement.

(d) Each fellowship will provide the
following benefits:

(1) A partial maintenance stipend
based on the Standard Government
Travel Regulations, Amounts equal to
living allowances received by the fellow
from other than personal sources which
duplicate benefits under this award will
be deducted from the total stipend, with
the exception of veterans’ benefits re-
(c:coldved under Title 38, United States

e;

(2) an allowance for accompanying
dependents based on the cost of living in
the approved country of research:

(3) round-trip travel, for the fellow
only, from the airport closest to his cur-
rent or permanent address to his over-
seas destination and return to the point
of orlgin;

(4) an excess baggage allowance, for
the fellow only, not to exceed 50 pounds
each way; :

(5) tuition at a foreign Institution.
when necessary to facilitate the satis-
factory completion of the project;

(6) a project allowance of up to $500
for the purchase of expendable materials
and supplies during the award period:

() a local travel allowance for nec-
essary project-related transportation
within the approved country(ies) of re-
search, exclusive of the purchase of
transportation equipment, and

(8) health and accident insurance, for
the fellow only, under the terms of a U.S.
Government-contracted group insurance
policy.

(e) Payments will begin for all bene-
fits other than International travel and
baggage allowances upon the fellow's
arrival in the host country or upon the
beginning of his research (whichever is
later) and will end either upon departure
from the host country (upon early ter-
mination or completion of the approved
project) or upon revocation of the
fellowship,

(1) In the event of early departure
from the host country, premature termi-
nation of the grant, or early completion
of the approved project, maintenance
and dependency benefits will be prorated
according to the policy of the grantee.

(32 US.0, 2452(b) (8), 2464(e) (1))
§ 148.17 Swudent responsibilities.

(a) To avold forfeiting his award, a
fellow must leave the United States for
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his approved destination on or after the
date of the grant to his institution but
no later than December 31 of the fiscal
year after that in which the grant is
made, unless an extension of this dead-
line is obtained from the Commissioner.
(b) A fellow must submit to the Com-
missioner two program reports:

(1) An interim report at the half-way
point of his research containing infor-
mation on such matters as project ac-
complishments to that date, research
conditions, living conditions, assistance
received from U.S. officials and bi-
national commissions, visa requirements
for research, genersl recommendations
for improving program arrangements,
and any additional information which
might benefit future fellows;

(2) a final report on completion of the
research updating the interim report de-
seribed above and containing such addi-
tional information as the estimated total
cost of the project, sources of funding,
present occupation and long-range
career plans, final title of dissertation,
effectiveness of the fellowship In increas-
ing the fellow's store of knowledge and
improving his skills, present utilization
of information or skills acquired, and the
impact of the fellowship on the body of
knowledge available In the fellow’s par-
ticular field of study.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (6))
Subpart C—Faculty Research Abroad
§ 148,21 Scope.

(a) Faculty members at eligible insti-
tutions may receive fellowships for
periods of 3 to 12 months for research
abroad in modern foreign languages and
area studles.

(b) Awards will be granted only for
research that could not be conducted in
the United States or for which a foreign
country or region provides significantly
superlor research facilities and materials,

(¢) Awards under this subpart will not
support dissertation research for the
doctoral degree.

(22 US.C. 2452 (b) (0))
§ 148.22 Applications.

(a) Each fiscal year cligible institu-
tions may forward applications to the
Commissioner for recommended faculty
members for assistance under this sub-
part. Each application shall include in-
formation as to the faculty member’s
personal and academic background and
proposed research project. The deadline
date for receipt of proposals shall be an-

nounced annually by the Commissioner

in the FEnERAL REGISTER.

() Eligible institutions are responsi-
ble for accepting, screening, and for-
warding to the Commissioner those ap-
plications which meet the institution’s
technical and academic criterin.

() An "eligible institution” for the
purpose of this subpart means an insti-
tution of higher education in any State
which is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion.

(d) Requests for information shall be
sent to the Division of International Ed-
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ucation, Office of Education, Washington,
D.C. 20202,

(22 US.C. 2452(D) (6))
§ 148.23 Eligible faculty members.

To be eligible to receive a fellowship
under this subpart, a faculty member
must:

(a) Be a citizen or national of the
United States with whom an eligible
institution has or anticipates having &
continuing long-term employment rela-
tionship (Faculty members in visiting
status are not eligible.) |

(b) be an educator experienced in
modern foreign languages or area studies
(A faculty member must have been en-
gaged in at least hall-time teaching or
research relevant to his foreign lIanguage
or area specialization during the two
years preceding the date of the award) ;

(c) possess adequate skills in the lan-
guage of the country or in & language
germane to the region where the project
would be undertaken;

(d) present a project for which re-
search can reasonably be expected to be
completed within the time Ilimits of the
award and which is otherwise feasible;

(e) present a statement from his em-
ploying institution describing how the
project will contribute to the Institu-
tion’s plans for developing its programs
in modern foreign languages or area
studles;

(f) submit his application to his eligi-
ble institution and, if he is proposing to
conduct research in the USSR., simul-
taneously submit an application to the
International Research and Exchange
Board (JREX) .

(22 US.C.2452(b) (6))
£ 148.24 Evaluation criteria.

Faculty research proposals will be
evaluated by the Commissioner in ac-
cordance with the following criteria:

(a) Relevance of the project to the in-
stitution’s educational goals and to its
plans for developing programs in modern
foreign languages and area studies;

{b) the project’s potential impact on
modern foreign languages and area
studies in American education;

(¢) relevance of the project to con-
temporary issues and problems signifi-
cantly related to the national interest; -

(d) scholarly qualifications of the can-
didate and his previous opportunities for
research abroad;

(¢) the extent to which direct experi-
ence abroad is necessary to conduct the
project and the effectiveness with which
host country resources would be utilized;
and

(f) the criteria contained In 45 CFR
100a.26(b) and 148.1(¢).

(22 U.8.C. 2452(D) (8), 2456(a) (2))
§ 148.25 Selection procedures.

The Commissioner will make the
preliminary selection of faculty research
fellows with the advice of ‘(a) & panel
of U.S. academic specialists in modern
forelgn languages and area studies and

binational commissions and U.S.
diplomatic misslons in the proposed
countries of research. All selections by

the Commissioner are subject to review
and final approval by the Board of For-
eign Scholarships in accordance with
“The Policy Statements of the Board of
Foreign Scholarships,” December, 1972.

(22U.S.0. 2452(b) (6) , 2456)

§ 148.26 Award provisions.

(a) A grant under this subpart will be
made to an eligible institution which will
be responsible for administering the
grant, except insofar as the grant is made
in foreign currencies, according to its
own fiscal procedures to the extent con-
sistent with the terms specified in the
official grant agreement.

(b) The grantee is responsible for dis-
bursing the funds for allowances author-
{zed by the grant with the exception of
those paid in forelgn currencies. All grant
payments by a grantee must be made on
or after the effective date of the grant.

(¢) Benefits available for faculty re-
search awards will be determined and
announced annually by the Commis-
sioner and based in part upon the Stand-
ard Government Travel Regulations.

(d) Payments will begin for all bene-
fits other than international travel and
baggage allowances upon the fellow's
arrival in the country of research or upon
the beginning of his research (whichever
is later) and will end either upon depart-
ure from the country of research (upon
early termination or completion of the
approved project) or upon revocation of
the grant,

(e) In the event of early departure
from the country of research, termina-
tion of the grant prior to the expiration
date set forth in the grant award docu-
ment, or early completion of the ap-
proved project, award benefits will be
prorated sccording to the poliey of the
grantee.

(22 US.C. 2452(D) (8), 2454 (e) (1))
§ 148.27 Responsibilities of the fellow.

(a) To avold forfelting his award, a
fellow must leave the United States for
his approved destination on or after the
date of the grant to his Institution but
no later than December 31 of the fiscal
year after that In which the grant Is
made, unless an extension of this dead-
line is obtained from the Commissioner.

(b) A fellow must submit to the Com-
missioner a final report upon completion
of the research containing information
on such matters as project accomplish-
ments, research conditions, living condi-
tions, assistance received from U.S. offi-
cinls and binational commissions, present
occupation, impact of the fellowship on
the body of knowledge available in the
fellow’s field of specialization, titles of
any publications resulting from the fel-
lowship, and other matters as to which
additional information might be of bene-
fit to future fellows.

(22 U.B.C.2452(b) (6)) %
Subpart D—Group Projects Abroad
§ 14831 Scope.

(a) An eligible institution may receive
a grant to help improve its programs in
modern foreign languages and area
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studies through overseas projects In re-
search, training, or curriculum develop-
ment.

(b) Projects involving construction of
facilities or purchase of real property are
not eligible for support,

(22 US.C. 24562(b) (6) )
§ 148.32  Applications.

(a) Each fiscal year eligible institu-
tions may forward proposals to the Com-~
missioner for assistance under this sub-
part, The deadline date for receipt of ap-
plications shall be announced annually
by the Commissioner in the Feperar
REGISTER,

(b) An “eligible institution™ for the
purpose of this subpart means:

(1) An institution of higher education
which is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion;

(2) a State department of education:

(3) a private non-profit educational
organization; or

(4) a consortium of institutions de-
scribed In (1), (2), or (3) above,

(¢) Requests for information shall be
sent to the Division of International
Education, Office of Education, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20202,

(d) Before an application under this
subpart is approved, the Commissioner
may require the submission of biograph-
ical data concerning the proposed proj-
ect director,

(22 UB.0. 2452(b) (8))
§ 148.33  Eligible participants,

To be eligible to participate in a Group
Project Abroad, a person must:

(@) be a citizen or national of the
United States; and

(b) be (1) a faculty member in
modern forelgn or areas
studies; (2) an experienced educator
responsible for planning, conducting, or
supervising programs in modern foreign
languages or area studies at the elemen-
tary, secondary, or community college
level; or (3) a graduate student or a
Junior or senlor at the undergraduate
level who plans a teaching career in
modern foreign languages or areas
studies,

(22 U8.0. 2452(b) (6))
§ 148.34 Evaluation eriteria.

Group Projects Abroad proposals will
be evaluated by the Commissioner in ac-
cordance with the criteria contained in
45 CFR 100a.28(b) and 148.1(¢) as well
as the following criteria:

(a) the potential impact of the proj-
ect on the development of modern for-
elgn languages and area studies pro-
grams in American education;

(b) the project's relevance to the ap-
plicant institution’s educational goals
and its relationship to the institution’s
program development in modern foreign
languages and area studies;

(c) the extent to which direct experi-
ence abroad Is necessary to achieve the
project’s objectives and the effectiveness
with which relevant host country re-
sources would be utilized; and
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(d) program priorities as annuany de-
termined and announced by the Commis-
sioner,

(22 US,C. 2452(b) (8), 2456(s) (2))
§ 148.35 Selection procedures.

The Commissioner will make the pre-
liminary selection of Group Projects with
the advice of (a) a panel of U.S. academ-
ie specialists in modern foreign languages
and area studies and (b) binational com-
missions and U.S. diplomatic missions in
the proposed countries of study. All selec-
tions by the Commissioner are subject to
review and final approval by the Board
of Foreign Scholarships in accordance
with “The Policy Statements of the
Board of Foreign Scholarships,” Decem-
ber, 1972.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (6), 2456)
§ 148.36  Award provisions.

(a) Group Projects Abroad is a cost-
sharing program. The grantee institu-
tion, individual project participants, or
other sources must bear expenses not
covered by the grant and all project-re-
lated expenses within the United States.

(b) Grant funds under this subpart
may be used only on or after the effective
date of the grant and only for the follow-
ing as budgeted, subject to transfer as
authorized in 45 CFR § 100a,29(b) :

(1) A partial maintenance stipend
based on the Standard Government
Travel Regulations:

(2) round-trip international travel:

(3) a local travel allowance for neces-
sary project-related transportation with-
in the country of study, exclusive of the
purchase of transportation equipment:

(4) purchase of project-related arti-
facts, books, and other teaching materi-
als in the country of study:

(5) rent for instructional facilities in
the country of study:

(6) clerical and professional services
performed by resident instructional per-
sonnel in the country of study: and

(7) other expenses in the country of
study, if necessary for the project’s suc-
cess and approved in advance by the
Commissioner.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (0), 2464(e) (1))
§ 148.37 Grantee responsibilities.

Upon completion of a project, the
grantee must submit the following re-
ports to the Commissioner:

(1) A report listing the project par-
ticipants, including name, title, home in-
stitution, and address; and

(2) a report analyzing the educational
significance of the project and assessing
the degree to which the objectives stated
In the project have been achieved.

(22 U.8.C. 2452(b) (6))
Subpart E—Foreign Curriculum
Consultants

§ 148.41 Secope.

(a) Eligible institutions may receive
grants to bring consultants from other
countries to the United States for an
academic year to assist in planning and
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developing curriculums in modern for-
elgn languages and area studies.

(b) Consultants from Western Euro-
pean countries may be approved only if
they are to develop curriculums in area
studies with an emphasis on modemn po-
litical, economic, or social developments.
Grants will not be made to institutions
seeking consultants from these coun-
tries. primarily to develop language
programs,

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (6) )

§ 148.42 Applications.

(a) Each fiscal year eligible institu-
tlons may forward proposals to the Com-
missioner for asistance under this sub-
part.

(b) An “eligible institution” for the
purpose of this subpart means:

(1) An institution of higher education
which is aceredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion;

(2) a State department of education;

(3) a local public school system:

(4) a private non-profit educational
organization; or

(5) a consortium of institutions de-
sceribed in (1), (2), (3), or (4) above.

(¢) Requests for information shall be
sent to the Division of International Edu-
cation, Office of Education, Washington,
D.C, 20202.

(d) The deadline date for receipt of
applications shall be announced annual-
ly by the Commissioner in the FepErav
REeGISTER,

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8))
§ 148.43  Evaluation eriteria.

Proposals for Foreign Curriculum
Consultants will be evaluated by the
Commissioner in accordance with the
criteria contained In 45 CFR § 100a.26
(b) as well as the following criteria:

(a) potential impact on the applicant
institution’s plans for developing its mod-
ern foreign language and area studies

programs;

(b) potential effective use of the results
of the consultant's work following the
completion of the project;

(¢) appropriateness of the consultant's
duties and the allocation of time among
the dutles;

(d) number of faculty, students, and
members of the relevant community who
are expected to be affected by the con-
sultant’s activities;

(e) likelihood that educational insti-
tutions other than the grantee will share
the consultant's services and the extent
to which such institutions have partici-
pated in helping define the nature of
these services;

(1) adequacy of the arrangements
made for coordinating the consultant’s
work under the supervision of a project
director; and

(g) If the proposal s for curriculum
development In area studies, focus on
area studies in which the applicant insti-
tution lacks adequate instructional ma-
terials and trained personnel.

(22U.8.C. 2452(b) (0))
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§ 148.44  Selection of consultants.

(a) The Commissioner will make the
preliminary selection from among the
Foreign Curriculum Consultant proposals
with the advice of a panel of academic
specialists. All selections by the Commis-
sioner are subject to review and final ap-
proval by the Board of Foreign Scholar-
ships in accordance with “The Policy
Statements of the Board of Foreign
Scholarships,” December, 1972.

(b) The Commissioner will forward
the approved proposals through the De-
partment of State to the appropriate bi-
national commission or U.S. diplomatic
mission abroad for recruitment of con-
sultant candidates who meet the qualifi-
cations set forth in § 148.45 of this part.

(¢) The Commissioner will forward
the names of approved consultant candi-
dates to the applicant institution for its
selection of a preferred individual.

(22 U.8.C.2452(Db) (6) , 2456)

§ 148.45 Foreign Curriculum Consult-
ant qualifications.

A forelgn curriculum consultant must:

(a) Have at least five years of experi-
ence as an educator in modern foreign
languages or area studies and appropri-
ate related experience In curriculum
planning and development, preparation
of teaching materials, and training of
teachers; ;

(b) speak English fluently;

(¢) be willing to apply for and receive
an exchange visitor visa; and

(d) possess any special qualifications
set forth in the applicant {nstitution's
proposal.
(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8))
§ 148.46 Award provisions.

(a) Grant funds under this part will
be used only on or after the effective date
of the grant and only for the following:

(1) round-trip international travel by
economy air, for the consultant only,
from the consultant’s home country to
the location of his assignment via Wash-
ington, D.C, to be arranged by the
grantee institution;

(2) unaccompanied baggage allowance
for a total of 300 pounds per round-trip
from the consultant’s home country to
the location of his assignment;

(3) health and accident insurance, for
the consultant only, under a U.S, Govern-
‘ment contracted group insurance policy,
to be arranged by the grantee institution;

(4) a $500 per month maintenance al-
lJowance; and

(5) an allowance for accompanying.

dependents provided at the rate of $150
per month for the first accompanying
dependent and $50 per month for each
additional accompanying dependent.

(b) The Foreign Curriculum Consult-
ant Program is a cost-sharing program.
The grantee institution will be responsi-
ble for providing for the consultant from
other than grant funds:

(1) a $500 per month maintenance
allowance;

(2) travel costs within the United
States incurred by the consultant in con-
nection with his assignment; and
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(3) any other financial or other as-
sistance which the consultant may need,
due to unusual circumstances, in order
to maintain a reasonable standard of
living during his assignment.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8), 2464 (e) (1))

Subpart F—Special Provisions
§ 148.51 Financial reports and refunds,

(a) Within 90 days after the expira-
tion of a grant under this part, a grantee
must submit a final financial report to
the Commissioner reflecting the budget,
budget adjustments, expenditures, and
unexpended balance of funds with re-
spect to each item of expenditure as
listed in the grant agreement.

(b) United States dollar grant funds
which are not expended as of the date
of the final financial report must be re-
turned by & check made payable to the
United States Office of Education and
shall be forwarded with a copy of the
final financial report.

(¢) Foreign currency grant funds
which are not expended as of the date of
the final financial report shall be re-
turned either in cash or by check to the
appropriate United States embassy or
consulate abroad. Evidence of refunds
made to embassies or consulates must
be included with the final financial re-
port submitted to the Commissioner,

(20 US.C. 1232¢)
§ 148.52 Cost limitations.

(a) Maintenance allowances may not
be provided in excess of the amount
shown in the grant agreement budget or
the maximum maintenance rates and
allowances as determined by the Com-
missioner, whichever is lower.

(b) Foreign currency funds budgeted
for international travel and baggage may
not be transferred to any other use.

(20 US.C, 1232¢)
§148.53 Equipment.

Equipment may not be purchased with
funds granted under this part unless au-
thorized by the grant agreement or ap-
proved or directed by the Commissioner
in writing through an amendment to the
grant agreement.

(20 US.C. 1232¢, 22 US.C. 2452(b) (8))

§148.54 Conduct abroad of individual
participants,
ta) All U.S. participants going abroad
under a grant authorized under this part
will be furnished a statement prepared
by the Board of Foreign Scholarships
which sets forth the rights and obliga~
tions of American grantees and partici-
pants. Such participants shall be ex-
pected to adhere to the standards set
forth therein and to comply with the
legal and moral standards of the host
country. Failure to do so may result in
the revocation or termination of benefits
under the grant.
(b) Revocation or termination of a
grant may be made for misconduct in-
cluding, but not limited to, the follow-

(1) Violation of the laws of the United
States or the host country;

(2) acts which give offense to the host
country; or

(3) work producing income unauthor-
ized by the host country.

(¢) Revocation or termination of grant
benefits shall be accomplished through
action of the Commissioner with the con-
currence of the Board of Forelgn Scholar-
ships.

(20 U.S.0. 1232¢, 22 US.C. 2456)
§ 1148.55 _International travel,

(a) All international travel under pro-
grams covered by this subpart must be
specifically approved by the Commission-
er. At least six weeks in advance of &
departure for a foreign country, a grantee
must furnish the Commissioner with the
name of the traveler, his itinerary, and
the name of the air carrier to be used.

(b) A traveler shall not depart for a
foreign country without the appropriate
visas for carrying out his proposed
project.

(¢) After travel has been approved by
the Commissioner, a grantee or its au-
thorized representative will make all ar-
rangements for travel including obtaining
airline tickets.

(d) International travel costs may not
exceed jet economy airfare via the most
direct route for the approved itinerary.
All travelers must use United States flag
alrlines if available,

(20 US.C. 1232¢, 22 UB.C. 2452(b) (6))

§ 148.56 Payment procedures for grants
payable in foreign currencies,

For grants payable in foreign curren-
cies, a grantee's designated representa-
tive will be authorized to receive funds
from the United States embassy or con-
sulate in the host country and will have
the responsibility for accounting for and
reporting the use of all funds to the
embassy or consulate and the grantee. A
designated representative shall receive
foreign currency funds at the prevailing
rate of exchange available to the embas-
sy or consulate on the date of payment
in the equivalent of the U.S. dollar
amount specified in the grant agreement,

(20 US.C. 1232¢)
APPENDIX
GUIDELINES

Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange
Act of 1961 Section 102(b) (6)

Highor Education Programs in Modern
Foreign Languago and Area Studies

Table of Contents
Chapter I—Introduction
Part 1—Scope of Guidelines
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Abroad and Faculty Research Abroad
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Part 3—Applications

3.1 Application procedures.
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Part 4—Project Review

Sec,
41 Sensitive topics.
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Faculty Research Abroad applicants,
Part 6--Insurance

Faculty Research Abroad fellows.
Chapter ITI—Group Projects Abroad
Part 7—Types of Eligible Projects

Summer seminars,

Currlculum development teams,
Group research or study.

Summer Intensive language pro-

grams.
Academic year Intensive language pro-

Brams.
Bummer seminars related to domestic
ethnlc heritage programs.

Part 8—Applications
Application procedures.
Part 0—Insurance
Health and asccident insurance.

Chapter IV—Forelgn Curriculum
Consultants

Part 10—Types of Activities
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Part 11=Applications
Application procedures.
Part 12—Reports

Institutional report.
Consultant reports,

Chapter I—Introduction
Part 1—Scope of Quidelines
§1.1 Scope of guidelines,

(a) The guldelines contained In this docu-
ment are recommendations and suggestions
for meeting the legal requirements which ap-
ply to assistance under the Mutual Educs-
ttonal dand Cultural Exchange Act of 1061,
section 102(b)(6). The legal requirements
include the Act itself (22 U.5.0. 3451-68) and
the regulations (45 CFR 148). The guldelines
are not to be construed as requirements,
However, where the guldelines set forth per-
missible means of meeting a legal require-
ment, the guldelines may be relled upon.
(22 US.C, 2451; 113 Cong. Rec. 5938, 5039
(dally ed. May 23, 1967); Unifed States v. Jef-
Jerson County Board of Education, 372 F. 24
836, B57 (5th Clr., 1966) )

(b) Where a guideline is {ssued in connec-
tion with or affecting a provision of the regu~
lations, the pertinent regulation will be cited
after the citation of the logal authority for
the guideline in the parentheses following the
guideline, For example, 1f the legal authority
for the guideline i=z section 102(b) (6) of the
Act (22 US.0, 2452(b) (6), and the guideline
aftects § 14833 of the regulations (45 CFR
148.33), the following ecitation will be placed
on the line immediately following the guide-
line: (22 U.8.C. 2462 (b)6); 45 CFR 148.33).
If no particular section of the regulations is
affectad, no citation to the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) will be made (20 US.C.
1232(n))

Chapter II—Doctoral Dissertation Research
Abroad and Faculty Research Abroad

Part 2—Institutional Program
Administration

¥2.1 Designation of institution representa-
tive,

51

(a) The Initial step for an eligible inati-
tiutlon which intends to apply for Doctoral
Dissertation Research Abroad or Faculty Re-
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search Abroad fellowships should be the des-
ignation by the institution of an official to
serve as institution representative,

(b) The representative should be the dean
of the graduate school or a faculty member
who possesses a broad knowledge of the flelds

of modern forelgn Ianguages or area studies.
(22 US.C, 2452(b) (8); 45 OFR 148.12, 148.18,
148.22, 148.28)

§22 Responsibilities of
representative.

The Institution representative should as-
sume responsibility for:

(1) requesting individual application
packets from the Division of International
Education, Office of Education, Washington,
D.C. 20202, .

(2) Informing potentially eligible students
and faculty members about the programs;

(3) distributing application packets to po-
tentially eligible students and faculty
members;

(4) setting o campus deadline for recelpt
of Individual applications;

(5) screening the applications In acoord-
ance with program eligibility reguirementa
as well as technleal and academlo standards
seot by the Institution;

(8) signing all recommended applications
on behalf of the institution;

(7) submitting recommended applications
to the Office of Education;

(8) administering the grant after the
award 1s made.

(22 U.8.C. 2452(b) (8); 45 CFR 148.12, 148.16,
148.22, 148.26)

Part 3—applications

§3.1 Application procedures.

(n) Individual applications should be pre-
pared according to materinls available from
the Division of International Eduoatfon. No
overall [nstitutional proposal is required.

(b) If an institution forwards applications
for more than one candidate, any preference
A3 to priority should be Indicated. Any rank-
ing procedure should be summarized in a
memorandum of transmittal accompanying
the submission of the recommeonded applica-
tions.

(c) To facilitate negotintions between tho
institution and the Commissioner, esch in-
dividual application should contatn the
(22 U.S.0. 2452(b) (6); 45 CFR 148.12, 148.22)
name, address, and telephone number of the
Institution representative and of the con-
tracting official of the institution.

Part 4—Project Review

F4.1 Sensitive toplcs.

Awards are not made for research toplos
which are determined to be politically sen-
sitive In the host country. If an individual
candidate anticipates any problem with the
political acceptability of the proposed proj-
ect or of the techniques required to carry it
out, at least one alternative project outline
should be submitted with the original appli~
cation. If a candidate presents only one tople
which s subsequently determined to ba
politically sensitive, time may not permit the
development of an acceptable substitute.
(22 UB.C. 2452(b) (8); 45 CFR 148.14, 148.15,
14824, 148.25)

Part 5—Personal References

1 5.1 Faculty Research Abroad applicants,

Each individual facuity applicant should
obtain from his dean or other qualtfied uni-
veraity official a personal reference and proj-
ect endorsement to provide Judgments on
the following:

(n) applicant's professional competence;

(b) applicant’s emotional stabllity, per-
sonality, and maturity;

{¢) relevance of the applicant’s project to
the Institution’s plana for developing its

the institution
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modern foreign language and area studies
program;

(d) method by which the Institution will
utilize applicant’s experience after his re-
turn, and;

(¢) feasibllity of applicant’s project based
on his capabilities and avallability for an
award.

(22 U.S.0. 2452(b) (6); 45 CPR 148.24)
Part 6—Insurance

§6.1 PFaculty Research Abroad fellows,

Each Institution should ensure that ita
Faculty Research Abrond fellows will be cov-
ered by health and accident insurance while
taking part in their projects. They may enroll
under the U.S, Government-contracted group
insurance poliey.

(22 U.5.0. 2452(b) (6); 45 CFR 148.26)

Chapter IIT—Group Projects Abroad
Part 7T—Types of Eligible Profects

171 Summer seminars.

(a) Summer seminars for faculty and/or
students may be designed to help integrate
International studies Into an Institution’s
general curriculum. Seminars may focus on
a comprehensive study of a culture or par-
ticular aspects of the culture,

(b) Seminar plans may include travel
within a country of study where needed to
supplement formal instruction at the prin-
cipal project site In such country.

(€) A, US, Institution may enter Into ar-
rangments with forelgn Institutions for the
use of such institutions’ instructional facili-
tles and for other forms of assistance.

(d) Seminars of less than 6 weeks' dura~
tion will seldom be approved.

(22 US.C. 2452(D) (6): 45 CFR 14831, 148.34)

§ 7.2 Curriculum development teams.

Teamn composed of several faculty mem-~
bers (who may be sccompanled by selected
gradunte students) may spend a period of
time, normally 2 to 12 montha, in a forelgn
country or region to acquire resource mate-
rlals for curriculum development in the
foreign language and area studies programs
of their US, {nstitution. Such materials may
include arfifacts, books, documents, educa-
tional films, museum reproductions, record-
ings, and other instructional materials. Pro-
possls should Indicate plans for the &y8-
tematic utilization and dissemination of the
materials in the United States.

(22 U.S.C. 2452(b) (6); 45 CFR 148.31, 148.34)

$73 Group research or study.

(n) Group research or study may be under-
taken in a forelgn country or region for a
period, normally 2 to 12 months, by scholars
and advanced graduate students selected by
A U.S, Institution. The US. institution should
make arrangements for guldance, training,
and maintenance abroad as well as for any
clearances or afitations necessary for con-
ducting such research or study in the host
country.

(b) Proposals to carry out research should
provide evidence that participants possess
the requisite language proficlency to conduct
the research and that the disciplinary com-
petance of the participants s correlated with
thelr research topics,

(c) Participants {n projects of n semester
or more should have completed a mintmum
of one full pemester of Intensive Adanguage
training and at least one course In area
studles relevant to the project,

(22 US.C. 2452(Db) (6); 45 CPR 148.31, 14833,
148.36)

§74 Summer intensive language programas,
(#) Summer programs in non-Western Jan-

guages may normally be assisted for a period
of 8 to 12 weeks,
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{b) Languages taught Iin such programs
must be indigenous to the host country.
While cultural orientation programs may be
utilized as part of the language training,
such activities should be clearly subordi-
nated to intensive Instruction in the
language.

(¢) Programs administersd by university
consortiums which serve students recruited
on & nation-wide basis will receive prefergnce.

(d) Students participating in such pro-
grams should be prepared to enter language
courses at the advanced level.

(e) Maximum use should be made of the
host country's instructional personnel, Par-
ticipation of U.8. academic personnel should
be limited essentially to administrative and
professional planning functions such as
those inherent In the role of s program
director,

(22 U.S.C.2452(b) (6); 45 CFR 148.31, 148.34)
§7.5 Academic year intensive language
programa,

(8) Academic year intensive language pro-
grams may be asslsted, normally for 9 to 12
months, in such critteal non-Western lan-
guages ns Chinese and Japanese,

(b) Programs administered by university
consortiums which serve students recrulted
nation-wide will receive preference.

(c) At least 90 percent of the Instruec-
tional time in such a program should be
spent in language training,

(d) Program participants should have a
minimum language proficlency equivalent to
that normally achleved after 2 years' lan-
guage study at the collego level.

(22 U.S.C. 2452(b) (6): 456 CFR 148.31, 148.33,
148.34)

§ 7.8 Summer seminars related to domestic
ethnic herilage programs.

() Summer seminars and workshops
abroad related to domestic ethnle heritage
P which focus on the overseas origins
of ethnic groups {n the United States may be
assisted, normally for periods of 8 to 12
weeks,

(b) Participants should be primarily ele-
mentary and secondary school teachers and
curriculum supervisors engaged in conduct-
ing or planning ethnic studles programs,

(¢) Participants from school systems con-
taining & large concentration of students
from the ethnic groups whose geographical
origins are to be studied are encouraged to
apply.

(d) Projects submitted by school systems
should be planned cooperatively with US.
colleges or universities having programs of
established excellence In international and/
or intercultural studies,

(22 U.S.C. 2452(Db) (6): 46 CFR 14831, 14833,
148.54)

Part B—Applications
§ 8.1 Appplication procedures.

Project proposals should be prepared *ac-
cording to materials available from the Di-
vision of International Education, Office of
Education, Washington, D.C, 20202,

{22 UB.C. 2452(b) (6); 45 CFR 148.32)
Part 9—Ingurance
§9.1 Health and accident insurance.

Each institution should ensure that its
Group Projects Abroad participants will be
covered by health and accident insurance
while they are taking part in thelr project.
They masy enroll under s US. Government-
contracted group insurance policy.

(22 US.C. 2452(b) (8): 456 CFR 148.36)
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Chapter IV—Foreign Curriculum
Consultants

Part 10—Types of Actlivities

§10.1 Duties of a consultant,

() A Forelgn Curriculum Consultant
may provide an institution with a wide vari~
ety of services. These may include:

(1) review of textbooks and other edu-
cational materials;

(2) evaluation of Ilibrary boldings and
recommendations for new acquisitions;

(8) preparation of new instructional msa-
terials for use in the classroom;

(4) development of new units of study;

(5) conduct of demonstration classes snd
workshops for teachers;
mﬁ!) speaking at community functions;

(7) teaching (normally not to exceed one
regular classroom course per semester).

(b) The particular needs of each appli-
eant determine the types of activitles to
be performed by the consultant. These needs
should be stated explicitly and fully in the
application,

(22 UB.C, 2452(b) (8);
148.42)

45 CFR 14841,

Part 11—Applications
§ 11.1  Application procedures.

Formal proposals should be prepared in
accordance with materinls available from
the Division of International Education, Of-
fice of Education, Washington, D.C. 20202,
(22 US.C. 2452(b) (6); 45 OFR 148.42)

Part 12—Reports
§12.1 Institutional report.

Each grantee should submit a final pro-
gram report which specifically describes the
consultant’s contribution to the improve-
ment of modern forelgn language and ares
studies at the institution. Matters such as
the following should be discussed or included
in the report:

(1) the degree to which the objectives
stated in the project proposal have been
nchieved;

{2) the formal program or workload of the
consultant;

(3) specific objectives set for the con-
sultant to strengthen the sector of the edu~
cational program with which the consultant
was primarily concerned;

(4) concrete evidence of the value of the
consultant's contribution;

(5) description of a typlcal day or week
of the consultant's activity;

(8) evidence of any stimulus to learning
among students to whom the consultant was
oxposed;

(7) acknowledgement of the worth of the
consultant's endeavors from teachers, su-
pervisors, community leaders, ete]

(8) examples of correction of misconcep-
tions among students with regard to the
consultant's own country or region;

(9) evidence of strengthened. language
capability or classroom instruction;

(10) examples of new teaching materials
that the consultant produced or helped to
produce;

(11) significant quotes by the consultant
or Americans concerning the consultant’s
activities; and

(12) photographs of the consultant at
work or engaged in community affalrs.

(22 U.S.C. 2452(b) (6): 45 CFR 14841)
§ 122 Consultant reports.

Consultants are normally asked to make
two progress reports on thelr activities.

The reports should be submitted in Decem-
ber and March of the academic year, The
types of materials that might be included v
these reports are those listed in items (2)
through (10) of §12.1 above.

(22 U.S.C. 2452(b) (6): 45 OFR 14841)
[FR Doc.75-10400 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
[14CFRPart39]
[Docket No. 11354
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Britten Norman BN-2 and 3N-2A Series
AIn')‘!'_anes; Withdrawal of Proposed Rule-
making

Rulemaking

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an airworthiness directive requiring in-
spection and rework as necessary of the
Jo-bolts in the engine mounting frame
brackets of Britten Norman BN-2 and
l::l-gA airplanes was published In 36 FR

512.

Upon further consideration, the FAA
has determined that loose Jo-bolts In
the engine mounting frame brackets do
not exist to the extent originally believed.
Therefore the AD is not required at this
time since there has been no service ex-
perience to warrant such action.

Withdrawal of this Notice of Proposed
Rule Making constitutes only such ac-
tion, and does not preclude the agency
from issuing another Notice in the fu-
ture, or commit the agency to any course
of action in the future.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
purusant to the authority delegated to me
by the Administrator (14 CFR Part 11),
the proposed alrworthiness directive pub~
lished in the Federal Register on Sep-
tember 1, 1973 (36 FR 17512), is hereby
withdrawn,

mlssuedm in Washington, D.C. on July 22,
; J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Do0c.75-19430 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am)]

[l4CFRPart39]
|Docket No. 14815]

ROLLS-ROYCE DART ENGINES
Notice of Proposed Rule-Making

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an airworthiness directive applicable to
Rolls-Royce Dart engines. There have
been instances in service where fallure
of the flame tube suspension system in
Rolls-Royce ‘Dart engines has caused
overheating of the turbine rotors result-
ing in uncontained rotor disc failures.
Since this condition is likely to exist or

develop in other engines of the same type
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design, the proposed airworthiness di-
rective would require that affected Dart
engines be periodically inspected for
flame tube suspension wear in the liner
and pins and that excessively worn parts
be replaced with serviceable parts before
further flight.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
docket number and be submitted in du-
plicate to the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Office of the Chief Counsel, At~
tention: Rules Docket, 800 Independence
Avenue, S\ W. Washington, D.C. 20591.
All communications received on or before
August 27, 1975, will be considered by the
Administrator before taking action upon
the proposed rule. The proposals con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received. All com-
ments will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Rules Docket for examination by In-
terested persons. .

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of Sections 313(a), 601, and
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 US.C. 1364(a), 1421, and 1423), and
of Section 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(¢c)).
In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add-
ing the following new airworthiness
directive: \

Rowrs-Roycx (1971) Limrren. Applies to Dart
engines Series 528, 520, 532, and variants
featuring Modifications 748, 1243, 1244,
1432, 1448, or 1607 used on but not
limited to Fokker F-27 Marks 200, 400,
600; Fairchild P-27A, P-27P, F-271G, P-
27J, P-27M, FH-227, FH-227B, FH-2270C,
FH-227D, FH-227E; Hawker Siddeloy
HS. 748 Series 2A; and Grumman G-159
alroraft,

Compliance {s required within the next 500
houra engine time in service after the offec-
tive dato of this AD, unless already accom-
plished in the previous 1000 hours, and there~
after as indicated.

To prevent excessive wear In flame tube
Iners and suspension pins that may result in
loss of flame tube support causing overheat-
ing of turbine rotors and uncontained rotor
dise fallures, accomplish the following:

(a) Inspect the flame tube liner and sus-
pension pin for wear in accordance with the
instructions contained In ph 4D of
Rolls-Royce Dart Alert Service Bulletin Da
T2-A413, dated May 2, 1075, (hereafter Rolls-
Royce Bulletin 72-A413), or an equiyalent
approved by the Chief, Aircraft Certifioation
Btaff, FAA, Europe, Africa & Middle Esst
Region, ¢/o American Embassy, APO New
York, N.Y. 00667,

(8) If, a8 o result of an inspection required
by this AD, flame tube lner or suspension
pin wear is found to exceed the limits given
in parasgraph 4A2 of Rolis-Royce Bulletin
72-A413, or an FAA-approved equivalent,
before further flight, except that the alroraft
may be flown In accordance with FAR
£3 21,107 and 21.169 to a base where the work
can be performed, replace the affected part
with a serviceable part and reinspect in ac-
cordance with elther paragraph (c) or (d)
of this AD,

(o) If, as a result of an inspection required
by this AD, suspension pin and flame tube
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liner wear 15 In excess of 0.030 inches on any
one fiame tube of an engine in the fleet, de-
termine the flame tube running time since
the engine was new or overhauled and es-
tablish a fleet reinspection time-interval in
accordance with the instructions In parne
graph 4A3 and 4A.4 of Rolls-Royoce Bulletin
T2-A413, or an FAA equivalent approved as in
paragraph (a) of this AD.

(d) If as & result of an inspection required
by this AD, suspension pin and flame tube
lner wear on all engines in the fleet is within
the limits given in Rolls-Royce Bulletin 72-
A413, relnspect in accordance with paragraph
(&) of this AD at intervals not to exceed 1500
engine hours time {n service from the last

inspoction.,

Issued In Washington, D.C. on July 21,
1975.
J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Doc.756-19440 Filed 7-26-75;8:45 am)|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[47CFRPart73]
[Docket No. 20650; FOC 75-849)

EMPLOYMENT POLICIES AND
PRACTICES OF BROADCAST LICENSEES

Nondiscrimination

1. Notice of Inquiry and Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking is hereby given in the
above-captioned matter, relating to the
Commission’s policles concerning non-
discrimination in the employment poli-
cles and practices of broadcast applicants
subject to the provisions of Sections
73.125, 73.301, 73.599, 73.680, and 73.793
of our rules.

2. The Commission has conducted a
thorough review of its rules, policies and
compliance review procedures as they
relate to non-discrimination in the em-
ployment policies and practices of broad-
cast licensees and permittees. Our pre-
liminary findings indicate that our
non-discrimination rules are fairly com-
prehensive and, thus, need little—if
any—modification. We are also of the
opinion, however, that our Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Program guide-
lines as embodied In Section VI of our
varfous broadcast application forms fafl
to adequately describe and exemplify the
measures which broadeasters should
undertake to promote the full realization
of equal opportunity in employment for
all qualified individuals. Our purposes in
initiating this proceeding are, therefore,
threefold:

First, to give further assurance to
broadcasters and the public that we re-
gard equal employment opportunity as
an important aspect of our regulatory
function to see that broadcast stations
operate in the public interest:

Second, to propose changes in our rules
and procedures which will make enforce~
ment more effective without unneces-
sarily increasing the record keeping and
reporting burdens on licensees: and

Third, to clarify our policy that equal
employment programs must be active
and afirmative, not merely passive or
nondiscriminatory.
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BACKGROUND

3. To place this proceeding in proper
perspective, a brief review of the develop-
ment of our non-discrimination rules
may prove helpful. On July 3, 1968, we
set forth our view that discriminatory
employment practices by broadcasters
are incompatible with operation in the
public interest. Nondiscrimination in
Employment Practices of Broadcast Li-
censees, 13 FCC 2d 766 (1068) . We, there-
fore, announced our intentlon to act
upon substantial complaints of diserimi-
nation, either directly or indirvectly. Id.
at 772, We also instituted a rulemaking
proceeding to explore the questions of:
(1) whether our basic nondiscrimination
policy should be embodied in a rule; and
(ii) whether a showing of compliance
should mandatorily be posted in employ-
ment offices and placed on employment
application forms. Id. at 773.

4. Thereafter, on June 4, 1969, we
adopted rules not only forbidding dis-
crimination on the basis of race, color,
religion or national origin but, also, re-
quiring that “, . . equal opportunity in
employment . . . be afforded by all li-
censees or permittees . . . to all qualified
persons.” Nondiscrimination Employ-
ment Practices of Broadcast Licensees,
18 FCC 2d 240 (1969). In this respect,
equal opportunity was to be assured by
the development of a program of specific
practices designed to assure equal op-
portunity in every aspect of station em-
ployment policy and practice. Pursuant
to the terms of the program, each broad-
caster was required to:

(2) Place responsibility at manage-
ment levels and establish review pro-
cedures as to managerial and supervisory
performance;

(b) Let employees and employee orga-
nizations know of the program and en-
list their cooperation;

(¢) Communicate the program and
employment needs to sources of quali-
fled applicants and solicit thelr recruit-
ment assistance;

(d) Continuously campaign to ex-
clude employment discrimination from
personnel policy, personnel practices and
working conditions; and,

(e) Continuously review job structure
and practices and actively recruit and
train as needed to insure full participa-
tion in organizational units, occupations
and levels of responsibility.

5. We also Issued a Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking. Id. at 249. In this
Further Notice we requested comments
with respect to & proposed annual em-
ployment reporting requirement, We also
requested comments concerning a pro-
posed requirement for the preparation of
written equal employment opportunity
programs to be furnished in applications
for construction permits, assignments or
transfers, and renewals of licenses, These
proposals were to be applied to broad-
casters with five or more full time em-~
ployees and were designed to provide
statistical data on the employment pro-
file of each station to Insure that sta-
tions focus on the best method of assur-
ing effective equal opportunity practices,
taking due account of such factors as
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station size and location as well as the
demographic makeup of the area.

6. Thereafter, on May 20, 1970, we
adopted n rule requiring each licensee
and permittee of a commercially or non-
commercially operated AM, FM, TV or
international broadcast station with five
or more full time employees to file with
the Commission, on or before May 31 of
each year, an annual employment report,
(FCC Form 885), setting forth a statisti-
cal breakdown of minority employees
(Blacks, Orientals, American Indian,
Spanish Surmnamed Americans) in nine
job categories. Nondiscrimination Em-
ployment Practices of Broadcast Li-
censees, 23 FCC 2d 430 (1970). We also
adopted a rule requiring such stations to
file with the Commission a written equal
employment opportunity program. In
this respect, we set forth various guide-
lines for stations to follow in developing
such a program through the adoption of
a supplement (Section VI) to our appli-
cation forms—FCC Forms 301, 303, 309,
311, 314, 315, 340 and 342,

7. In our May, 1870 action we also
added “sex™ to the impermissible bases of
discrimination already contained in our
rules. Moreover, the annual employment
report was revised to show male-female
breakdowns among the nine job categor-
fes and the designated racial minorities
which we believed were in most need of
assistance in achieving equal employ-
ment. We declined at that time to add
details on female employment to the
equal employment opportunity program
reporting requirement. Some eighteen
months later, however, we did amend
Section VI to require broadcasters to de-
velop equal employment opportunity
programs for women as well as minor-
ities. Equal Employment Program, 32
FOC 24 709 (1971); Equal Employment
Program, 32 FCC 24 831 (1971),

8. Initially, our review activity focused
on an evaluation of each broadcaster's
equal employment opportunity program
to determine whether it addressed itself
to specific practices to assure nondis-
crimination in recruitment, selection and
hiring, placement and promotion, and in
other areas of employment practices in
accord with the guidelines set forth in
Section VI of our forms. By mid-1972,
however, broadcasters had filed two an-
nual employment reports, permitting
some tentative comparisons of the pro-
files of stations between 1971 and 1972.
Under a processing standard developed
in 1972, and based on review of the an-
nual employment reports, we began di-
recting letters of inquiry to stations re-
questing further information concerning
their employment policies and practices
if: () they employed no women, or
showed a decline in the number of
women employees from one annual em-
ployment report to the next; or (D
being located in areas with five percent or
maore of & minority population, they em-
ployed no minorities or showed a decline
in minority employees between reporting
periods. This standard has been applied
only to stations with more than ten em-
ployees. Moreover, this standard was de-
veloped to determine whether further ac-
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tion would be necessary to effectuate
equal employment opportunity for mi-
norities and women. Equal Employment

Inguiry, 36 FCC 2d 515
(1972).

9. Based on our compliance review ac-
tivities we have observed that a high
annual rate of job turnover is exhibited
by many of the stations receiving letters
of further inquiry. Further, our inquir-
ies also revealed that relatively poor mi-
nority and female employment profiles
sometimes persisted even where a sub-
stantial number of vacancies occurred
annually.

10. Moreover, we have observed that
many stations apparently have a faulty
understanding of what is meant by a
“positiye continuing program of specific
practices™—le, an affirmative action
program. Some broadcasters, in this re-
spect, seem to believe that a relatively
passive policy of merely avoiding overt
discrimination is sufficient. E.g., Employ-
ment Policies and Practices—Florida, 44
FCC 24 735 at 736-7 (1074) . Apparently,
we have not made it clear that an equal
employment opportunity program must
be active and affirmative. Practices and
procedures neutral on their face “cannot
be maintained if they operate to freeze
the status quo or perpetuate prior dis-
criminatory employment practices.”
Griggs v. Duke Power Co,, 401 U.S, 424
(1971).

*11. In a series of orders, we have at-
tempted to clarlfy the nature of a broad-
caster’s duty with regard to equal em-~
ployment opportunity. Examples of these
orders are as follows: Leflore Broadeast-
ing Co., Inc. 46 FCC 2d 930 (1974) i-
cense renewals set for hearing, In part,
on employment issues) ; Inquiry Into the
Employment Policies and Practices of
Certain Broadcast Stations Located in
Florida, 44 FCC 2d 735 (1974) (condl-
tionally renewing a host of licenses sub-
ject to stringent reporting requirements
on affirmative action program Imple-
mentation) ; Bob Jones University, Inc.,
42 FCC 2d 522 (1973) (granting short
term renewal and imposing reporting re-
quirements). We have also imposed de-
talled reporting requirements where, on
the basis of the data before us, we could
not be certain that a program complied
with our rules. See, e.g., License Renew-
als for Philadelphia, Pa,, FCC 75-508 (re~
leased May 186, 1975}

1 Such reporting requirements. have in-
cluded:

A lst of all persons promoted in the Iast
twelve (12) months, indicating race and sex,
the job title formerly hold and the job titie
of the present position. y

Coples of the (a) job requisition form, if
used, (b) appliestion form, (c¢) perform-
ance evaluation form, and (d) position
descriptions for at least three full time and
two part time positions.

A detailed description of the station’s of-
forts to broaden the pool of applicants so
that qualified women and minorities will
have an oqual ¢hance to be considered for
employment and promotion.

A narrative statement describing the sta-
tion's continuing review and analysis of all
personnel policies and practices, 50 as to as-
suro the ™. .. equality of opportunity to

12. An accumulation of such remedial

orders, representing ad hoc responses to
specific grievances, might eventually
make clear what we expect of broadcast-
ers in developing programs of specific
practices designed to assure equal em-
ployment opportunities for minorities
and women. We cannot afford, however,
to prolong the current confusion in the
industry or to exacerbate the frustra-
tions felt by many women and minority
groups. Since past fallures of compliance
may be partly the fault of the Commis-
sion by not completely clarifying its in-
tent, we prefer to submit this statement
for general comment.

Poricy CLARIFICATION

13, The United States Commission on
Civil Rights, in a recent report, entitled
The Federal Civil Rights Enforcement
Eflort—1974, noted that the Commission
was the “* * * only regulatory agency
to act to eliminate employment discrimi-
nation by its * * *" regulatees. That
Commission also noted, however: ’

The FCC’s guidelines defining the ele-
ments of the aflirmative actlon programs
required of * * * [its broadcast regu-
Iatees] lack specificity and are not re-
sult oriented.

14. As noted above, the Commission's
rules embody two concepts: nondiscri-
mination and affirmative action. Nondis-
cerimination applies to all persons. Thus,
no person may be denied employment or
related benefits on grounds of race, color,
religion, national origin or sex. Afirma-
tive action, however, requires more than
mere employment neutrality. It calls
upon broadeasters to make additional ef-
forts—to engage in a positive, continuing
program of specific practices—to assure
equal employment opportunity with re-
gard to recruiting, hiring, training, pro-
motion and other personnel actions.

15. In its simplest terms, therefore, an
affirmative action plan is a set of specific
and result oriented procedures which
broadcasters must follow to assure that
minorities and women are given equal
and full consideration for job opportuni-
ties. The essential elements of such a
program are embodied in Sections 73.125,
73.301, 73.599, 73.680 and 73.793 of our
rules, all of which read identically. Sub-
section (a) of these rules provides, in
substance, that each broadcaster shall
provide equal opportunity in employ-
ment to all qualified individuals, and that
no person shall be diseriminated against
in employment because of race, color,

_ = -

participate fully In all organizational units,
oocupations and levols of responsibflity™
called for by Sections 73.125(b) (5), 73.301(b)
(5) and 73.820(b) () of the Commission's
Rules.

A job structure analysis, set forth as a
st of all position titles within each FCO
Form 395 Job category (eg., Officlals and
Managers, Professionals, Technlicians, ete))
and, under the applicable FCC Form 305
catogory, listing each Job title, ranked from
the highest pald to the lowest pald and
fdentifying the number of inocumbents by
race and sex.

A st of nll persons hired during the last
twelve (12) nths indicating thelr job title,
date of hire, race and sex.
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religion, national origin or sex. A basic
element, and the starting point for de-
veloping an effective employment pro-
gram, therefore, is a reaffirmation of
each broadcaster's equal employment op-
portunity policy with respect to recruit-
ment, evaluation, selection, promotion,
compensation, training and termination.
Therefore, each broadecaster's program
should set forth at the outset its policy
and commitment with respect to the na-
tional goal of eliminating discrimination
and fostering equal employment oppor-
tunity.

16, In developing a positive, continu-
ing program of specific practices to as-
sure equal opportunity in employvment,
subsection (b) (1) of our rules requires
each broadcaster to “[dlefine the respon-
sibility of each level of management to
insure a positive application and vigorous
enforcement of * * * [its] policy of
equal opportunity, and establish a pro-
cedure to review and control managerial
and supervisory performance.” Accord-
ingly, the second element in developing
an Equal Opportunity Program consist-
ent with our rules is identification of the
individual(s) responsible for administra-
tion and implementation of the broad-
caster's policy. Where several individ-
uals may make employment decisions,
the broadcasters must also develop a
procedure to insure that their employ-
ment decisions are not based on discrim-
inatory factors, no matter how inad-
vertent,

17. Subsection (bl (3) provides that
each broadcaster should make reasonable
efforts to “[clommunicate the station’s
equal employment opportunity policy and
program and its employment needs to
sources of qualified applicants without
regard to race, color, religion, national
origin or sex, and solicit their recruitment
assistance on a continuing basis.” Accord~
ingly, an objective of any equal employ-
ment opportunity policy and program
should be to assure that employees and
prospective employees are aware that the
broadcaster is an equal opportunity em-
ployer and does not discriminate against
any individual because of his or her race,
color, religion, or national origin. Each
broadcaster’s program should therefore,
in some manner, describe its efforts to
communicate its policy to employees and
prospective employees. In addition to
other outreach techniques described
herein, this requires the posting of no-
tices advising employees and applicants
of the broadcaster's policy and of their
employment rights if they believe they
have been the victims of discrimination.

18. In addition to the major objective
of broadening a station's pool of appli-
cants so that qualified minorities and
women have an equal chance to be con-
sidered for employment, a broadcaster's
equal employment program must be de-
signed to assure that such persons are
placed and promoted in a nondiscrimina-
tory manner. In this regard, each broad-
caster's equal employment program
should set forth the outreach techniques
it uses to solicit for consideration minor-
ity and women applicants, To assure
that minorities and women are given due
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consideration for promotional oppor-
tunities, the broadcaster’s program must
also contain a description of any efforts
undertaken to foster the advancement
of minorities and women In the organi-
zational structure. Closely connected
with this aspect of the broadcaster’s
policy are the training efforts—both
internal and external—which may be
undertaken to qualify minorities and wo-
men for jobs. A broadcaster’'s equal em-
ployment opportunity program should,
therefore, also contain a description of
any training it has undertaken to up-
grade the skills of minorities and women.
We expect that the scope of the pro-
gram will vary with the size of the sta-
tion, the nature of the community and
the composition of the work force.

19. Subsection (b) (4) of our rules pro-
vides that each broadcaster should
“[clonduct a continuing campaign to ex-
clude every form of prejudice or dis-
crimination based upon race, color, re-
liglon, national origin or sex, from the
station’s personnel policies and practices
and working conditions.” The broad-
caster’s total employment system and
each major element of the personnel
process must be analyzed to assure that
none of the policies and procedures relat-
ing thereto, regardless of how neutral
they appear, have an unreasonable, ad-
verse effect on minorities and women.
For example, an applicant should ex-
amine the effectiveness of its recruitment
sources to determine whether suflicient
qualified minority and female applicants
are being referred. Those sources which
are not providing the needed service
should be eliminated and new sources
developed. In this regard, there are nu-
merous out-reach techniques which can
be used to Increase minority and female
applicants. Some of the least expensive
and more productive measures broad-
casters may choose to follow are:

(a) Establish and maintain contact
with counselors and principals of schools
in the local area, particularly schools
with large minority and/or female en-
rollment. Make known the kind of edu-
cation and training needed to qualify for
broadcast jobs and encourage students
to take courses to qualify for these jobs.

(b) Investigate possibilities for part-
time work study programs and summer
job programs which can provide moti-
vated, qualified employees.

(¢) Utilize minority .and female em-
ployees as interviewers and staff in the
personnel function, on recruitment visits
to schools and colleges, as participants
in “Career Days,”" Job Fairs and other
community contacts.

(d) Build an image through advertis-
ing that the broadcasting station pro-
vides various jobs with futures for ail
qualified applicants.

(e) Maintain a file of minority and
female applicants not hired who are po-
tential candidates for future openings:
contact these candidates when an open-
ing occurs.

20, Subsection (b)(5) provides fur-
ther that each broadecaster must “[¢lon-
duct [a] continuing review of job struc-
ture and employment practices and
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adopt positive recruitment, training, job
design, and other measures needed in
order to ensure genuine equality of op-
portunity to participate fully in all or-
ganizational units, occupations, and
levels of responsibility in the station.”
In other words, the broadcaster must de~
termine whether gualified minorities and
women are employed on Its work force in
some reasonablé relationship to the num-
bers in the local labor market’ Thus,
each broadcaster’s equal employment op-
portunity program should set forth data
on the percentages of minorities and
women in the local work force (or, in the
alternative, in the Jocal population if
work force data is not available) and
updated Information relative to the
broadcaster’s own employment profile. In
this latter respect, we are of the tenta-
tive conclusion that each station with
less than 50 full-time employees (or per~
haps 25) should submit an updated An-
nual Employment Report with its appli-
cation if there has been a change in its
employment profile since the filing of its
last Report. For stations with 50 or more
full-time employees, we believe that their
work force survey should consist of an
exhibit showing a list of all job titles
within each FCC Form 395 category and
showing the number of incumbents who
are male, female, Black, Spanish-sur-
named American, American Indian and
Oriental. Based on these data, the
broadcaster should compare the number
of minorities and women on its own
work force to their numbers in the local
labor market to determine whether such
persons are reasonably represented in its
employment system. If there is a sub-
stantial incongruence in the proportion
of minorities and women In the station’s
work force and their availability In the
local labor pool area, then each broad-
caster should in its equal employment
opportunity program describe the meas-
ures or steps it will follow to assure equal
employment opportunity.

21. Attached Is a sample program
which includes the elements which we

feel are necessary to develop and carry

* Generally speaking, where a station is
located in o Standard Metropolitan Statisti-
cal Area, we will consider the BM.S.A, as the
labor market. In this situation, the necessary
data may be obtained from state employ~
ment agencles' “Manpower Information for
Aflirmative Action Programs,"” which is avall-
able In most localitles, The specific figures
generally shown in Tables I and II In those
releases can be used In the analysis of popu-
lation and work force avallability. Where a
station Is not in a S.M.8.A,, city or county
figures will suffice. The publications “Gen-
eral Population Characteristics” and "Gen-
eral Social and Economie Characteristics"
should provide the required information.
Thoy are In the PO(1)~B and PC(1)-C series
of State reporta of the U.S. Bureau of Cen-
sus' U.S, Census of Population: 1570, obtain-
able from any Department of Commerce Pleld
om.

oe.

"1t 15 possible, of course, that & disparity
may result from factors other than discrim-
ination. The Heenseo should explain any
special circumstances in his equal employ-
ment opportunity program which is filsd
with the Commission.
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out an effective Equal Employment Op-
portunity Program in accordance with
Sections 73.125, 73.301, 73.589, 73.680 and
73793 of our rules. Comments are in-
vited on this program and whether it
should be adopted as an amendment to
or rather in lieu of Section VI of FCC
Forms 301, 303,309, 311, 314, 315, 340
and 342. Additionally, in view of the
Commission’s limited resources, and in
view of the limited number of job oppor-
tunities available at smaller stations, we
are of the tentative view that the most
feasible course of action for the Com-
mission to follow is to focus our efforts
on stations which provide the greatest
number of employment opportunities.
We, therefore, request comments on
whether our rules should be amended to
provide that only broadcasters with ten
(or perhaps fifteen) fulltime employees
need submit a written equal employment
opportunity plan. While the number of
stations exempted from filing will be in-
creased under our proposal, all stations
are required to adhere to the principals
of non-discrimination. We propose to re-
tain the prerogative, therefore, to require
any exempted station in appropriate in-
stances to develop and submit equal em-
ployment opportunity plans.

ENFORCEMENT AND MONITORING

22. Generaly speaking, we will recog-
nize that the development of an Equal
Employment Opportunity Program con-
taining the foregoing elements manifests
an intent to comply with our rules, The
adequacy of such programs will, of
course, be subjected to review by the
Commission to determine whether each
broadcaster is following personnel poli-
cles and practices designed to promote
the full realization of equal opportunity
in employment for minorities and
women. ey

23. Both the Commission and the
courts have recognized that non-propor-
tionate minority and femsle employ-
ment—standing alone—does not neces-
sarily evidence discrimination requiring
administrative action. Thus, in Stone v.
F.C.C., 466 F. 2d 316, rehearing denied,
466 F. 2d 331 (1971), the court noted
that disproportionate minority employ-
ment was in a zone of reasonableness in
light of the licensee’s affirmative recruit-
ment practices. Conversely, “* * * a dis-
parity that is reasonable in light of a
recruitment policy might not be reason-
able in its absence.” Bilingual Bicultural
Coalition of Mass Media, Inc. v. F.CC,
492 F. 2d 656 (D.C. Cir. 1974) . In this re-
gard; it should be noted that such a
“zone" is not static and that continued
operation of an affirmative action plan
should result in additional employment
opportunities for minorities and women.

24. Thus, to demonstrate that its em-
ployment profile is within a zone of rea-
sonableness, each broadcaster’s Equal
Employment Opportunity Program must
show that it has and will continue to fol-
low personnel policies and practices de-
slgned to assure that all quslified in-
dividuals, including minorities and

‘, women, are being given full considera-
tlon for avaiflable Jjob opportunities,
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Where there is a disparity in minority
and female employment that is reason-
able in light of the broadcaster's Equal
Employment Opportunity Program
further administrative action by way of
an evidentiary hearing or otherwise
would appear unwarranted. A substan-
tial disparity in minority or female em-
ployment calls into question whether the
broadcast stations is being operated in
the public interest. Where it appears
that the broadcaster has followed dis-
criminatory employment practices, we
will not hesitate to order a hearing to
resolve any substantial and material
questions of fact relating to the broad-
caster’s employment policies and prac-
tices. We trust that most cases will not
proceed to such extremes. We expect, in
this regard, that most deficiencies will be
traceable to faulty Equal Employment
Opportunity Programs and that these
dgficiencies can be corrected by remedial
orders. Since we have given licensees
considerable guidance in preparing their
equal employment opportunity pro-
grams, we feel constrained to caution
licensees that they should be circumspect
regarding the representations made in
these programs. These are promises
made to the Commission and any subse-
quent indication of deliberate deception
may raise serious questions of misrepre-
‘sentation or lack of candor.

25. Where it appears that a broad-
caster's equal employment program Is
not achieving the desired results or that
certain elements of its employment sys-
tem are questionable, we may—as a re-
medial step—request more specific data
by race and sex on applicant flow, hires,
promotions and terminations.' In cases
where there is a significant factual dis-
pute, it is possible that a field investiga-
tion may be ordered. Additionally, 1t may
be necessary in some cases to require &
station to file hiring and promotion goals
and timetables. A “goal” is & numerical
employment objective—a target—which
should be fixed realistically in terms of
the number of job opportunities expected
and the number of qualified minorities
and women in the local labor market. A
“timetable”, on the other hand, is a pe-
riod during which employment goals
should be obtained.

268. A major objective of any equal em-
ployment program is to broaden a sta-
tion's pool of applicants so that minori-
ties and women have an equal chance
to be considered for employment and
promotion. Absent discrimination one
would expect that in time minorities and
women will be employed in some reason-
able relationship to their numbers in the
area. It has been recognized that factors
other than discrimination may account
for disparities between a station’s minor-
fty and female work force and their
avallability., If, however, an extremely
Jow rate of minority and female employ-
ment persists In a station’s work force,
or if it is apparent that a station's affirm-
ative action programs is not having
practical effects, such stations may be
required to establish employment goals

+ See 0.3, Tootnote 1, supra.

and timetables to increase minority and
female participation on their work force.*
In this regard, the corrective action pro-
grams we may require would call for the
establishment of minority and/or female
employment goals for each year of the
license term.® When such a correclive
action program is ordered the fixing of
the goals and timetables would inltially
be left to the licensee. This is not only
a virtual necessity for a realistic frame-
work of goals and timetables, it is also
consistent with the twin underpinnings
of the entire broadcast regulatory
scheme: licensee discretion and respon-
sibility. However, it is our belief that
projected hiring and promotion goals
should be the maximum that can be real-
istically achieved during each year of the
Jlicense term. The success of a corrective
action program depends, in Jarge meas-
ure, on setting realistic goals in terms of
the number of minorities and women that
can actually be hired, trained or pro-
moted over a given period of time on
taking positive, continuing steps to
achieve those goals, Our assessment, in
this respect, will be based on whether the
licensee established meaningful goals and
made substantial efforts to achieve those
goals.
- COMPLAINTS

27. The final remaining question re-
lates to individual complaints of dis-
crimination. As indicated above, in our
July, 1968 statement on non-discrimina-
tion we announced our intention to act
on substantial complaints of discrimina-
tion, either directly or indirectly. We
propose to proceed much in the same
manner. Thus, if & discrimination com-
plaint s filed against a broadcaster who
falls within the jurisdiction of a local,
state or other federal agency which has
primary jurisdiction over the matter,
we will continue to refer those com-
plaints to such agencies. Such complaints
may, in particular cases, suggest the
need far a comprehensive review of the
station’s overall equal opportunity per-
formance by this Commission. Further,
if the complaint falls outside the juris-
diction of a local, state or other federal
agency, we propose to consider the sub-
stance of the complaint. In this regard,
we propose to amend our rules to require
that the complaint be filed while the
alleged act of discrimination is continu-
ing or within 180 days from the time of
the alleged discrimination, Additionally,
we propose to amend our rules to require
that the complaint include:

% In establishing goals there Is no require-
ment that employees be displaced or that
unneeded persons be hired, Purther, as noted
below many localized factors may distort
the resemblance between minority/female

nt percentages and minority/fe-
male labor market tages, even in the
absence of discriminstory employment bar-
riers. These factors must be consldered if
the goals established are to be realistio and
attainable, Accordingly, the lcensee would
be required to develop realistic goals and
apply every good faith effort to mect those
goals. Our rules prohibit preferential troat-
ment on the basis of race, color, religion, sex
or national origin.
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(a) The name and the address of the
complainant; as amended, comments are
invited on the matters discussed above
which may be incorporated in whole or
in part into our rules.

31. In accordance with the procedures
set forth in Section 1.415 of the Com-
mission’s rules, interested persons may
file comments on or before September 11,
1975, and reply comments on or before
October 1, 1975. It is hoped that com-
ments, elther formal or informal, will
be submitted by interested parties from
ell segments of the public, the communi-
cations bar, national and state broad-
casting associations, and individual l-
censees. All relevant and timely com-
ments and reply comments will be con-
sidered by the Commission before final
action is taken in this proceeding.

32. In accordance with the provisions
of Section 1415 of the Commission's
rules, an original and 14 coples of all
statements, briefs, and comments flled
shall be furnished to the Commission.
However, in an effort to obtain the widest
possible response in this proceeding from
licensees and members of the public,
informal comments (without extra
copies) will be accepted. Copies of all
pleadings flled in this matter will be
avallable for public Inspection during
regular business hours in the Commis-
sion Public Reference Room at its head-
quarters in Washington, D.C.

Adopted: July 16, 1975.
Released: July 25, 1975,
FedERAL COMMUNICATIONS

Commissron,”
[sEAL] Vincent J. MunLins,
Seecretary.
EQuAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
PRrROGRAM

I General Policy

1t is our policy to provide equal em-
ployment opportunity to all qualified in-
dividuals without regard to thelir race,
color, religion, national origin or sex in
all personnel actions including recruit-
ment, evaluation, selection, promotion,
compensation, training and termination.

It is also our policy to promote the
realization of equal employment oppor-
funity through s positive, continuing
program of specific practices designed to
ensure that the full realization of equal

*It has been recognized that factors other
than discrimination may account for dis-
parities, e.g., avatlabllity of particular skills
among women or minority groups, the em-
ployer's capacity for special job training or
recrulting, eto, Also, the rate of turnover and
anticipated expansion will have a benring on
the length of time it will take to correct any
significant disparity, But, whatever the basio
poeriod of measurement chosen, n review of
& licensee’s goals and timetables will provide
« basis for comparing predicted progress with
actual achlovements.

T See attached statements of Commissioners
Reld, Hooks and Quello,
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employment opportunity without regard
to race, color, religion, national origin or
Sex.

To make this policy effective, and to
ensure conformance with the Rules and
Regulations of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission, we have developed
an Equal Employment Opportunity Pro-
gram which includes the following ele-
ments.

II Responsibility for Implementation
NAme IS ),
is responsible for the administration and
implementation of our Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Program. It is also
the responsibility of all persons making
employment decislons with respect to
recruitment, evaluation, selection, pro-
motion, compensation, training and
termination of employees to ensure that
the our policy and program is adhered
to and that no person is discriminated
against In employment because of race,
color, religion, national origin or sex.

I Policy Dissemination

To assure that all members of the
stall are cognizant of our equal em-
ployment opportunity policy and their
individual responsibilities in carrying
out this policy, the following communi-
cation efforts are made:

( ) The station’s employment ap-
plication form contains a notice inform-
ing prospective employees that discrim-
ination because of race, color, religion,
national origin or sex is prohibited and
that they may notify the appropriate
local, state, or federal agency, includ-
ing the Federal Communications Com-
mission, if they belleve they have been
the vietims of discrimination.

( ) Appropriate notices are posted
informing applicants and employees
that the station is an Equal Opportunity
Employer and of their right to notify
and appropriate local, state, or federal
agency if they believe they have been
the victim of discrimination. |

{ ) Other (specify)

IV Recruitment

To ensure nondiscrimination in rela-
tion to minorities and women, and to
foster their full consideration in filling
Job vacancies, we utilize the following
recruitment procedures:

{ ) We attempt to maintain system-
atic communication, both orally and
in writing, with a variety of minority
and women organizations to encourage
the referral of qualified minority and
female applicants. Examples of such
organizations contacted during the past
twelve months are;

e —

—————— o

e C—
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( ) In addition to the organizations
noted above, which speclalize in minority
and women candidates, we deal only
with employment services, including state
employment agencies, which refer job
candidates without regard to their race,
color, religion, national origin or sex.
Examples of these employment referral
services contacted during the past twelve
months are as follows:

( ) When we recruit prospective em-
ployees from educational institutions
such recruitment efforts include area
schools and colleges with significant mi-
nority and female enrollments. Educa-
tional institutions contacted for recruit-
ing purposes during the past twelve
months are as follows:

e S i S D i S - S $S

PR by 54,0 o 4 S S . Y e S

( ) When utilizing advertising media
for recruitment purposes, help-wanted
advertisements always include a notice
that we are an Equal Opportunity Em-
ployer and contain no indication, either
explicit or implied, of a preference for
one sex over another.

( ) When we place employment ad-
vertisements in printed media some of
such advertisements are placed in media
which have significant circulation or are
of particular {nterest to minorities and
women. Examples of publications utilized
during the past twelve months are-

L —— —rem e . —————

( ) We encourage present employees,
particularly minority and female em-
ployees, to refer qualified minority and
female candidates for existing and fu-
ture job openings.

V  Training

¢ ) We provide on-the-job training
to-upgrade the skills of employees. Tan-
gible benefits of such training to mi-
nority and women employees during the
past twelve months may be briefly de-
scribed as follows:

( ) We provide assistance to second-
ary schools or colleges in programs de-
signed to enable minority and women
graduates to compete In the employment
market on an equitable basis:

Schools Form of Assistance

VI Availability Survey

Based on information derived from
o, the respective minority and
female population and workforce in the
station’s recruitment area is as follows:
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Blacks Orfental

Ametican
Iudisn

Spanisi-
surnamed

Tercentage in the population...........

—————————— £ S AR . e L. S b

Yorcentage In 1he Workforee ... ..coivanirnmmnseserenscsses

Note—The shove information Is for: () SALS.AL ( ) elty; ( ) county; ( ) other (speelly)i...........

VII Current Employment Survey

A. To be completed by stations with
less than 50 full time employees

( ) There has been no change in our
employment profile since the filing of our
most recent Annual Employment Report.

( ) There has been a change in our
employment profile since the filing of
our last Annual Employment Report, At-
tached Is an updated report identifying
the incumbents under each FCC Form
395 job category for the two week period
beginning and ending -

B. To be completed by stations with 50
or more full time employees

( ) Attached as Exhibit No. VII B is
a survey of our workforce showing a list
of all job titles within each FCC Form
305 category and showing the number
incumbents who are male, female, Black,
Spanish-Surnamed American, Oriental,
and American Indian.

VIII Job Hires

During the twelve month period begin-
ning (Month—Day—Year) and ending
(Month—Day—Year), we hired a total
of ( ) persons of whom ( ) were
minorities and ( ) were women.

( ) An analysis of our recruitment
techniques and new hires suggests that &
sufficient number of qualified minorities
and women (are) (are not) applying for
available positions.

( ) We are expanding our recruit-
ment sources to include:

IX Promotion

It is our policy to provide promotions
on & nondiscriminatory basis. Further,
to assure that minorities and women are
given due consideration for promotional
opportunities, special effort is taken to
encourage minorities and women to
qualify and apply for advancement. Dur-
ing the past twelve months our policy
has had the following results:

X Effectiveness of Afirmative Action
Plan

['This section should contain a brief
narrative discussion of the effectiveness
of the station’s efforts to ensure Equal
Employment Opportunity, For example,
the licensee might compare the percent-
age of minority employees In its own
workforce with the percentage of minor-
fty persons in the lcensee's labor
market, also setting forth information
which suggests that discrepancies
which may exist are not unreason-
able. The licensee may also explain
any difficulties it has experienced in im-
plementing its affirmative action plan,
together with any specific steps it pro-
poses to take to surmount these difficul-
ties in the future,.]

SEPARATE STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONER

Cranvorre T. R
Re: EEO

The Commission’s Notice of Inquiry and

Proposed Rulemaking affords me an oppor-

tunity to comment briefly on the expanding
role of women in the broadcasting industry
snd the concomitant need for further ex-
pansion and upgrading of this role. I belfeve
our commitment to this goal Is amply dem-
onstrated in this documefit which I fully
support.

Since 1871, FOC figures Indicate that em-
ployment of women in full-time jobs bhas
increased from 235% to 253% (In 1974).
While the raw number of women employed
in broadossting is not so Impressive (30,244
out of o total of 119,588), 1t is noteworthy
that 10,007 or 38% are in the upper-four
job categories. Probably the most significant
increases have been In the ares of sales
where women now account for 13.9% of all
sales workers as compared to 8.5% in 1971,
Additionally, female officials and managers
have risen from 89% In 1071 to 144% in
19742

As I have stated repeatedly in speeches
and articles in the past few months?® these
statistics represont solid gains by women
across the board. Many broadcasters have
apparently “seen the light" in giving quali-
fied women equal opportunity for positions.

But all i not peaches and eream, I con-
tinuo to receive complaints that women are
belng deposited in dead-end jobs or given
positions that amount to little more than
glorified clerks with quasi-impressive titles,
I also hear grumblings of overt favoritism
toward men In hiring and promotions, and,
occaslonslly, regarding salary. Sex-typing
likowise appears commonplace, especially in
smallor and medium market stations. The
oft-encountered term “trafe-girl" did not
arise by accident,

I fervently hope that the guldelines put
forth for comment today will serve to further
impress broadcasters with thelr obligations
to afford equal opportunities in hiring, pro-
motions, and salary to qualified * women &as
well as minorities. I belleve our affirmative
outreach techniques should ald the broad-
caster in finding and advancing women into
responsible, meaningful positions that are
not simply window-d! Jjobs to mollify
women's groups. I will continue to do my
best to monitor lcensee performance in this
important facet of & full equal employment
program.

“I reject the monstrous theory that while a
man may redeom the past a woman never
can."+

3 Interestingly, the proportion of all full-
time women employees cla. sified as clerical
workers at commercial television stations has
declined from 77% In 1971 to 635 In 1074
nccording to figures compiled by the Office
of Communication United Church of Christ.

:See, for example, my article concerning
women In broadcasting in the March 31, 1875
1ssue of Television/Radio Age.

2T stress the word “qualified"” for good rea-
son. I ngree that this word should not be con-
strued as an ‘escape hatch,” ns Commissioner
Hooks has observed. But neither is this a
command to hire women (and/or minorities)
to merely beef-up numerical profiles. Em~
ployers should satisfy themselves that all
persons hired are qualified, applying the same
objective criteria to each determination.

« Caine, The Eternal City, Part VI, Chapter
18.

CONCURRING STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONER
Licensees

In Re: Nondiscrimination in the Employ-
ment Policies and Practices of Broadeast
Licenses

The Commission {8 to be commended for
issuing this Notice of Inquiry and Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking regarding nondiscrim-
ination In the ecmployment practices of
broadeast licensces and for setting forth its
view that Equal Employment Opportunity is
an important aspect of our regulatory func-
tions, Furthermore, and as noted by the US,
Commuission on Civil Rights, the FCC is the
only federal regulatory agency to issue Equal
Employment Opportunity rules and gulde-
lnes to {ts regulatees' I, therefore, am
pleased that the Commission has taken tho
leadership role among the federal regulatory
pgencies in this most important effort, In ad-
dition, the Commisaion’s effort {n issuing the
attached Notioo is an attempt to meet some
of the criticisms ralsed by the Civil Rights
Commission in that report,

I wish to point out that this Notice of
Inquiry and Notloe of Proposed Rulemaking
15 not to be confused with a Pinal Report and
Ordor which will be {ssued after receipt and
review of comments from the public and In-
dustry and various federal agencies and
which will set forth In final form our policies
and procedures with regard to implementing
our EEO rules.

Although I concur with the Commission's
action in Issuing the attached Proposed No-
tices, I do belleve in and support a broader
and more definitive set of EEO guldelines
on affirmative action for our licensees,

In Federal EEO law, there are two basic
approaches: an afMrmative actlon program
established pursuant to Revised Order No.
4 (41 CF.R. 60-2.1—602.32) to comply with
Executive Order 11246, as amended, (30 Fed.
Reg. 12319 (1965)):; and an afirmative ac-
tion program estabilshed pursuant to Title
VII of the 1064 Civil Rights Act, as amended,
42 US.C,2000(e), et seq.-

A principal difference between Title VII
and the Executive Order 11246 approach is
that the latter imposes upon Federal con-
tractors the duty to make a self-determina-
tion as to the need for afirmative action,
without resort to a judicial or agency de-
termination. Thus, the keystone of the “af-
firmative action plans"” which Federal con-
tractors are required to adopt is the “self
analysis” performed by the contractor, This
self analysls requirement appears in regula-
tions promulgated by the Office of Federal
Contract Compliance (OFCC) of the United
States Department of Labor (41 C.F.R. 60,
supra) and requires an analysis of all major
job classifications with explanation if mi-
norities or women are currently being under-
utilized. Underutilization is defined to mean
“having fewer minorities or women in a par-
tloular job classification that would rea-
sonably be expected by thelr avallability™ (41
CF.R. 60-2.11(a)).

Under Title VII, the EEOC has jurisdic-
tion to investigate complaints, conolliate,
and recommend the initiation of elvil action.
In cases under Title VII, the EEOC can
recommend specific afirmative action as part
of concillation agroements between a charg~
ing party and respondent to remedy dis-
crimination. In addition, when a court action
has been brought charging violation of an
indiyvidual’s employment rights under Title
VII, & court may order such affirmative ac-
tion as may be appropriate (See Title VII,
supra, Section 708(g) ).

The Commission has determined to take a
“Title VII” approach to its EEO programs

1 The Federal Civil Rights Enforcement Bf«
Jort—1574, Volume 1.
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regarding the kind of program or require-

pronch is basically a “remedial” as opposed
to the “self-analysls” approach of the Ex-
eoutilve Order. I would have preferred the
Executive Order type of pmlbn::‘our
licensees in terms of the kind of tive
action program requirements we would im-

pose,

I support that approach for two baslc rea-
sons;

Pirst, the Commission, {tself indicated the
parallel between the federal contract situa-
tion and the granting of a broadcast license
in 1968 during the inltisl consideration of
our EEO rules:

* * *IInthis ect—a mass medis service
to the public which !s based entirely on a
Federal license under a publie Interest stand-
ard—the situation clearly parallels the Fed-
eral policy In contract awards. (13 FCO 2d
766, 769 (1868)),

Second, I believe that we should allow the
lcensee to sot his own program, determine
his own deficlencles, if any, and establish his
own goals and timetables, and then let this
Commission determine If the lcensee I
within a “zone of reasonableness” based upon
Its geographical location and the composi-
tion of his work force. The goals and time-
tables would then becoms s measuring line
for achlsvement and complinnce, or, o “prom-
1se versus nee" mechanism. Since
Ucensee accountability and responsibllity is
the touchstone of our regulatory schome,
this s the best alternative.

* In addition, the solf-analysis, Executive
Order type program is, in my view, what I
more consistent with Sections 73.125(b) (5):
73.801(b) (5): 73.568(b) (5): 73.680(b)(5)
and 73.793(b) (5) of our EEO rules which
require licensees (n thelr EEO programs to:

Conduct continuing review of job struc-
ture and employment practices and adopt
positive recruitment, training, job design
and other measures needed in order to in-
sure genuine equality of opportunity to par-
ticipate fully In all organizational units,
ocoupations, and Jevels of responaibility in
the station,

The Commission’s specific notlons over the
past several months have taken on & “reme-
am " since we were requiring
liconsees to provide information and report
on specific data where thelr EEO profiles
were poor. Such data and Information is set

forth in the Proposed Notices and have
Ancluded :
A Mzt of all ns promoted in the last

perso
twelve (12) months, . Indicating race and
sex, the job title formerly held and the Job
title of the present position; and,

A list of all persons hired during the last
twelve (12) months indicating thelr Job
title, dnte of hire, race and sex; and,
!blt\ojgbmtunmnymntmrmun
Form 395 job category (eg., OMeclals and

Profi

Job category, lsting each job title, ranked
from the highest paild to the lowest paid
and identifylng the number of incumbents
by race and sex.

Alth these measures were needed, I
believe that 1f llcensees, of their own volle
tion, maintained such data in their own
files, and reviewed and updated such in-
formation on a regular basis, they would
then bLe able to make their own seif-anal-
munodcﬂnhaoh-lnlhﬂrmom-
grams. Therefore, the Commission has been
merely requiring, as a remedial measure-
ment, data and Information which, in my
view, licensees should be compiling on their
own in order to have a meaningful affirma-
tive action program. In essence, we have
Heen requiring remedial measures which

all position titles within each FCC °
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should have been a part of licensee programs
from the beginning based upon our rules as
they presently exist. I belleve that the Ex-
ecutive Order—across the board self-anal-
ysls—provides the best approach for lcens-
ces. In addition, such an approach would
lessen expenses of llconsees, since, when
such data s required by the Commission as
o remedy, licensees often must pay legal
fees to have it prepared, organized and
submitted.

Since the Commission has opted for the
“remedial approach™ in terms of enforcing
our EEO rules, I would lke to provide
soveral suggestions above and beyond what
the Commission i3 recommending in the
aftached Notices and hope that the public
and the Industry would comment on my
views. Although the attached Notices do
“sharpen the tools” avallable to the Com-
mission to monitor and enforce our EEO
rules, I bellove that the Commission could
have gone a bit further, even with regard to
the remedial approach.

First, I would prefer that the filing re-
quirement for the recommended EEO pro-
gram remain for five or more full time em-
ployees rather than be changed to 10 (or
perbaps 15) full time employees as is being
propased, Although I understand the Com-
mission’s view that there‘are fower job turn«
overs at the smaller stations, it must be re-
membered that a 10 or more full time em-
ployee level cut-off requirement would
provide coverage of only 84% of the industry,
If this were raised to 15 or more full time
employees, that coverage would shrink to
only 22% of the Industry, Hence, I would
favor retalning our present five or more full
time level for filing EEO programs, It must
be remembersed that when we deal with
brondcasters, with thelr great impact on the
public through programming, that a small
broadeaster's EEO policles are just as im-
portant in many ways as those of larger 1i-
consees. As the Court of Appeals for the D.C.
Clreult has sald:

We have specifically recognized the respon-
aibility of the FCC to guard agalnst racially
disoriminatory programming. . . . The FCC
has reached the conclusion that a broad-
castor’s programming will inevitably fail
fairly to reflect the tastes and viewpolnts of
minorities If those minorities are systemati-
cally excluded from the broadcaster's employ.
National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People v. Federal Power Commiission,
2 EPD, para. 9017 at 6800,

The Commission is also proposing to re-
quire all licensees with 50 (or perhaps 25) or
more full Ume employees to submit in thelr
EEO programs a list of all.-job titles within
each PCC Form 395 job category “showing”
the numbers of Incumbents by sex and race,
This data is critically important since I have
become increasingly concerned over reports
I have been recelving from women and
minorities that there are licensees who hire
women and minorities snd do not provide
them with responsibie positions which they
are capabie of performing, Too often, such
practices lead to improvements in statistical
profiles without any concomitant improve-
ment in the responsibilities of such persons,
This 1s the so-called “jobs without respon-
sibility" syndrome, Therefore, I would recom-
mend and favor that this data be supplied
by all licensces with 25 or more full time
employees,

In this way, we would bo able to make a
better determination as to the true posture
of women and minorities st stations with 25
or more full time employees. Even where
women and minorities are being employed
and utilized, there are growing concerns and
complalnts that they are facing extreme dif-
ficulties in some quarters in terms of thelr
effective utflization in the most productive
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manner a5 would be the case with their male
or nonwhite counterparts.,

In addition, such data will allow the Com-
mission to determine if women and minori-
tles are being concentrated in low paying
Jobs at any particular station.

As 1 stated initially, I favor the “self-
analysis' approgch of developing an affirma-
tive notion program. In such u program, goals
and timetables are established by the lcensee
after |t dotermines that there is under-
utilization of women or minorities in various
Job classifications within the Form 385 job
catogories. I firmly support the concept of
using goals and timetables to remedy under-
utilization of women or minorities or thelr
concentration in low paying jobs. I bellevo
that the licenseo's establishment of its own
goals and timetables 1s the betier alternative,
both for the Commission and the licenses,

Goals and timetables are nothing new.
There is & Federal Pollcy Statement on goals
and timetables which was sent to all U.S,
Attorneys and to fleld represontatives of the
EEOC, OFCO, and Civil Service Commission
setiing forth the main definitiona and ob-
Jectives of gonls and timetables. Briefly, the
statement summarized goals and timetables
s follows:

+ + » that goals and timetables are in ap-
propriate circumstances a proper means for
helping to implement the nation's commit-
ments to squal employment opportunities . . .

++ - that goals and timetables are ap-
propriato as a device to help measure prog-
ress In remedylng discrimination; and, . . .

««» that a goal is & numerical objective,
fixed realistically in terms of the number of
vacancles expected. . . . CCH Employment
Practices, Par. 37765.

Although the Statement at that time ai-
rectly concerned state and loocal govern-
ments, It was, and remains squally applicable
to private contractors and subcontractors,
In addition, Pederal Courls, in Implement-
ing Title VII, have ordered comprehensive
aflirmative action, Including the use of
numeriecal hiring and promotion goals where
necessary to compensate for the effects of
past discrimination. United States v. Iron
Workers Local 86, 443 F, 2d (0th Cir.) cert.
den. 404 US, 948 (1971): Contractors As-
soclation of Fastern Pennsylvania v, Hodg-
yon, 442 P, 24 189 (3rd Cir.), cert, den, 404
U.S. 854 (1971).

Therefore, the concept of goals and time-
tables is firmly entrenched In EEO law and
regulations and I believe that it will pro-
vide licensees with the best toal for mnking
thelr own analysls and determination.

Regarding the area of complaints of dis-
crimination filed against a lconsee for al-
leged discriminatory hiring practices the
majority has stated that such complaints
“may" trigger a review of the lcensee's EEO
program. T firmly support such a review.

Furthermore, I believe that this Commis-
sion should give substantial welght to any
findings of state, local or federnl EEQ
agencies that there is reasonable cause to
believe that a lcensee has discriminatory
hiring practices or has discriminated on the
basts of race, sex, national origin, religion,
or color. In addition, where such findings
are rondered, or where any federal, state or
local court of competent jurlsdiction makes
a final determination that a licensee is dis-
criminating, this Commission should develop
prooedures to review that licensee's EEO
policles and make ita own public interest

R.

As the Commission has previously stated:
. + .« the Commission should take into ac~
count allegations raising substantial ques-
tions whether the applicant has violated or
is In violation of, the Civil Rights Act or a
pertinent stato law in this field. If a viola-
tion has been established, this clearly ralses
& question as to the applicant’s qualifica-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




31632

tions to Be a broadeast lcensee—a matter
which under our established practice would
be evalusted on the facts of ench case.” Non-
disorimination in the Employment Practices
of Broadcast Licensees, 13 FCC 2d 766, 769
(1968),

Also;

“. .. even where no violation of a specific
statute ls established or alleged, specific al-
logations may ralse serious public interest
I=sues warranting a full hearing.” Id.

Henoe, T am hopeful that the Commlission,
in its Final Order on this subject, will ad-
dress this aspect of the issue of diserimina~
tion complalnts. We can no longer afford to
make complainants wait for several months
for the EEOC or a state or local agency 0
make n determination before we review the
employment program profiles of o particular
lcensee.

Another area which I feel strongly about is
that of the “on-site” investigation of a li-
censee who has consistently had a poor EEO
profile, or sgalnst whom there have been
goveral complaints of discrimination, or, the
licensec’s program indicates recalcitrance or
bad faith. In this regard I am pleased that
the proposed Notices addreas this issue. This
mechanism will enhance our reviews and de-
termination procedures on petitions to deny
which ralse substantial EEO lssues.

Regarding the concept of “zone of reason-
ableness,” I wish to reemphasize that the
concept is not statie, but rather, Is dynamio.
I trust that our licensees will realize that the
vgone” 15 not to be construed as a ceding.
In this regard, the Commission has stated:

‘.. . we would expect that the continued

eration of an afirmative ‘action program
would result in additional employment and
promotion of minorities.” Chapman Televi-
sion of Tuscaloosa, Inc. PCC T6-148 at note
21 (released February 19, 1878), 50 FCO 2d
— at mote 21 (1875).

Finally, I wish to comment on the term
“qualified” as It appears in our rules and in
the Notices. I do not wish to see
the term "qualified™ used as a “escape hateh™
for any licensee who chooses not to hire, or
to train & womsn or minority who Is qualifi-
able for a job merely because that person
does not all of the rudiments of the
“perfect” or “super” applicant. We are all
aware of how friendships, nepotiam, and
word of mouth are utilized in the hiring
process. Therefore, qualification should be
viewed in context—it ia not an exclusionary
term. I realizo that licensees, or any employ-
ors, are entitled to employees who can best
perform the job. This should take into ac-
count A person’s ability to be tralned for @
Job or to learn the job,

Unfortunately, women and minorities were
often told that they were “not qualified” to_
take & job or be promoted, but they were
then told to instruct a non-minority or a
male on the specifics of how to do the very
job that they were told they could not do.

In many instences, it seems that women o?
minorities cannot win for losing, They are
either “not qualified,” ‘‘underqualified,” or
“oper qualified” Where does the “buck
stop”? Common sense dictates the answer.
Employers know If a person can do the job,
or be tralned for the job. The question be-
comes, “If the applicant were a white male,
would I bring up the “qualifications” issue?"

I urge ltcensees, in implementing EEO pro-
grams, to eliminate all unnecessary, arbitrary,
and discriminatory practices and barriers In
every lovel of thelr work force. The result
will not only be & better work force, a more
result-oriented work force, and a more pro-
ductive work force in terms of morale and
output, but the result will also be & better
brondeasting industry to serve as a model for
other industries and facets of that industry
iteelf (for example, commercial networks, the

‘within this Commission for p
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Public Broadcasting System and the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadoasting).

Let us moye on toward implementation of
the national policy prohibiting disorimina~-
tlon in employment. Eleven years have
passed since enactment of Title VII and we
are still discussing procedures and the merits
of the terms and conditions of affording EEO
to women and minorities, Enough time has
been wasted—and enough falent!!

CONOURRING STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONER
James H. QueLio

Re: Nondiscrimination in the employ"mcm
policies and practices of broadoast
Heensees .

A statement of Commission policy regard-
ing equal employment opportunities in
brosdeasting is, I believe, appropriate and de-
sirable. However, I question whether the
Commission’s approach produces the clarity
and certainty that would facilitate compll-
ance and maximive implementation,

Firat, the Commission’s procedures for
dealing with specific complaints from the
public are—and remain—woefully inade-
quate, We simply defer to other jurisdictions
whenever possible and avold any direct Com-
mission response which could be character-
ized as timely or expeditious, The result, of
course, 1s that complaining parties tend to
lose faith in our ability to address thelr
problems through the simple complaint proc-
ess with the predictable result that other,
indirect, costly awnd time-consuming ap-
proaches are employed; f.e., petitions to deny
license renewals, I believe tho Commission
should consider the following:

1) BEstablishment of simple, clear-cut pro-
cedures for receiving and expeditiously proc-
essing discrimination complaints

2) Establishment and enunciation of a
threshold standard for evaluation of com-
plaints

3) Prescription of a simple, straightfor-
ward response procedure for licensees

4) Establishment of liaison with EEOC for
the purpose of expediting the resolution of
complaints where EEOC involvement is
necessary or desirable.

Secondly, I would hope that this Commis-
sion will, at the earliest possible moment,
develop and enunciate s recognizable “zone
of reasonableness” standard which will spell
out na clearly and stralghtforwardly as pos-
sible exactly what we expect of licensees in
this area, Any Internal standard developed

rocessing equal
employment opportunity matters should also
be widely known and understood by the pub-
lic at large and by the Industry concerned. I
fall to understand where any constructive
purpose is served by continuing to apply some
sort of amorphous rule of thumb to these
matters.

I am heartened that the Commission is
finally coming to grips with what it conceives
to be its obligations regarding equal em-
ployment opportunities In broadcasting.
However, I am concerned that so much time
has passed between concept and substance
and that more thorough oconsideration was
not given to the two issues I have mentioned,

Therefore, I conour,

[FR Do0.75-10502 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am])

[47CFRPart73]
|Docket No, 205648; FOC 756-840]
MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP OF STANDARD,

FM, AND TELEVISION BROADCAST
STATIONS

Proposed Amendment
In the Matter of Amendment of Sec-
tions 73.35, 73.240 and 73.636 of the Com-
mission Rules Relating to Multiple

Ownership of Standard, FM, and Televi-
sion Broadcast Stations.

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed
rule making in the above entitled matter.

2, Sections 73.35, 73.240, and 73.638 of
the Commission’s Ruleés, commonly
known as the Multiple Ownership Rules,
“are intended to preserve and augment
the opportunities for effective competi-
tion in the broadecast industry and to
implement the Commission’s policy in
favor of maximizing diversification of
program and service viewpoints,” Notice
of Proposed Rule Making in Docket No.
14711, FCC 62-747, 27 Fed. Reg. 6846
(1962). The authority and need for our
Multiple Ownership Rules spring direct-
Iy from the Communications Act which
was adopted “under the spur of a wide-
spread fear that in the absence of gov-
ernmental control the public interest
might be subordinated to monopolistic
domination in the broadcast field."” FCC
v. Pottsville Broadcasting Co., 309 US.
134, 137 (1940). It is well established
that “[R]}ight conclusions are more like-
1y to be gathered out of a multitude of
tongues, than through any kind of au-
thoritative selection.” Associated Press v.
United States, 52 Fed, Supp, 362 Afld. 326
U.S. 1 (1845).

3. The Commisslon has been con-
cerned with the potential abuses of mul-
tiple ownership since March 1938 when
it issued Order No. 37 initiating an in-
vestigation “to determine what special
regulations applicable to radio stations
engaged in chain or other broadcasting
are required in the public interest, con-
venience and necessity.” Issue No. 13 of
g;tth Order sought information concern-

e

Extont and offects of concentration of con-
trol of stations locally, regionally, or nation-
ally in the same or afiiated interests, by
means of chain or network contracts or agree-
ments, management contracts or agreements,
common ownership or other means or devices
partioularly Insofar as the same tends toward
or results In restraint of trade or monopoly.

4. Since that first investigation, the
Commission has, through the years,
adopted regulations concerning various
aspects of multiple ownership, to wit,
the duopoly and one-to-a-market rules,
the seven-station rule, the newspaper-
broadcast cross-ownership rule, and the
regional concentration rule. The rule
making proposed herein concerns the
regional concentration rule.

5. Under our present policy, an appli-
cant seeking to acquire a broadcast fa-
cility near to, or in the midst of, several
of its commonly-owned broadcast sta-
tions, is asked to submit a compelling
showing disproving the possibility that a
grant of its application might result in a
regional concentration of control. This
process requires an evaluation of a ple-
thora of factors, such as the number
of competing media, other signals avail-
able, population, areas to be served and
distances between stations, which fac-
tors have no exact measurable signifi-
cance, and which tend to give only an
apparent precision to our
Dealing with this issue on a case-by-
case basis has tended to submerge the
Commission’s policy in this area. The
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cluster situations which have been al-

lowed to develop can give one a grasp of

the magnitude of the matter, and of the

ineffectiveness of the present policy and

the need for fixed rules governing con-
» centration.

6. Fixed standards are not a new con-
cept in the regulation of multitude own-
ership, In adopting a fixed standard by
which to measure undesirable overiap
in duopoly situations,' Report and Order
in Docket No. 14711, 45 FCC 1476
(1964), the Commission stated:

The fact of undesirable ownership be-
comes, {n case by case adjudication, but one
of a large number of evidentiary submis-
sions considered to be of declslonal signifi-
cance. . , . The existence of overlapping sery-
1ce contours between commonly owned sta-
tions simply does not carry the same welight,
when viewed In terms of a single case, as
it does when viewed as part of a national
pattern. A review of all cases declded under
the present duopoly rules has convinced us
that the pattern of grants which has de-
veloped through pflecemeal litigation does
not represent a desirable reallzation of our
national multiple ownership policy. We feel,
therefore, that the most effective way to
implement our policy against duopoly is to
emphasize the overriding decisionnl signifi-
cance of the problem through adoption of
8 fixed standard. (at 1479)

Chalrman E, William Henry, in his con-
curring opinion, even more forcefully re-
Jected the case-by-case basis in favor
of a fixed standard.

The history of this agency's treatment of
the overlap question demonstrates that when
overlap 15 considered solely on a case-by-
case hasls, as one of a long list of differ-
ing though relevant items, the overwhelming
tendency is to downgrade 1t—if not to ignore
it entirely. (at 1489)

7. By 1970, the conception of regional
media control had grown to include re-
strictions on the common ownership of
nearby stations operating in different
services. In the “‘one-to-a-market” rules,
First Report and Order in Docket No.
18110, 22 FCC 2d 306 (1970), the Com-
mission attempted to Improve broad-
casts competition and diversity by pro-
scribing acquisitions which would result
in common ownership of more than one
station in any single market* Again the
Commission determined to adopt a fixed
standard in this multiple ownership rule.
We stated then, in a comment appropri-
ate to the scope of this rule making no-
tice, that

[Clentralization of control over the media
of mass communication is, like monopoliza«
tlon of eoconomic power, per se undesir-
able. . . . It Is accordingly firmly established
that In lcensing the use of the radio
spectrum for broadcasting, we are to be

'The term “duopoly" refers to prohibited
overlap of signals of commonly ‘“owned,
operated, or controlled” stations in the same
service,

* Nevertheless, tho one-to-a-market rule
specifically allows the acquisition of AM-
FM combinations in the same city of -
cense, Acquisition of UHP television facill-
ties, which would otherwise come under tho
rule, are handled case-by-case under public
interest considerations.
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gulded by the sound public policy of plac-
ing into many, rather than a few hands the
control of this powerful medium of public
communications. . . . [T]he governing con-
sideration here is power, and power can be
realistically tempered on a structural basis.
It is therefore no answer to the problem to
Insist upon s finding of some specific {m-
proper conduct or practice. The effects of
Jolnt ownership are likely in any event to be
§0 Intangibie as not to be susceptible of pre-
cise definition. The law is clear that specific
findings of improper harmful conduct are
not a necessary element in Commission action
in this area, and that remedial action need
not awalt the feared result, (st 310-311)

8. The multiple ownership regulation
which we propose herein is not a monop-
oly or antitrust rule, but rather one de-
signed to prevent the development of
multiple ownership situations which,
while perbaps short of monopoly, never-
theless are Inconsistent with the maxi-
mum utilization of the spectrum in the
public interest. It is obviously undesirable
and contrary to the Congressional pur-
pose to have the limited spectrum con-
centrated In a relatively few hands. Our
proposal is designed to inhibit the emer-
gence of oligopolistic patterns in the
broadeast fleld, and is thus in full accord
with the underlying national philosophy
of free and extensive competition.

9. We believe the Commission should
move away from its current policy in the
area of regional concentration, which re-
quires extensive showings and deter-
minations, toward a policy employing
hard-and-fast rules, as is now the case in
the other multiple ownership rules. The
policy which we propose would be based
upon traditional diversification concepts.
It is our view that the limited allocations
avallable within an area should be dis-
tributed so as to prevent too many nearby
allocations from coming under the con-
trol of a single private person or entity,
The new rules would bring about a di-
versity of voices and programming, the
dual goals of the present regional con-
centration policy, but would provide more
certainty of prediction of Commission ac-
ton, which should be of benefit to all
prospective applicants.

10. To this end, we invite comments
as to whether the Commission should
prohibit the acquisition of a fifth com-
monly-owned broadeast facility within
any single state. Comments may also be
addressed to the issue of whether a figure
less or greater than four commonly-
owned facilities within one state should
be allowed. We propose to use state lines,
rather than other area measures, because
they are definite, known area boundaries
with political significance, and because
we believe that state concept is basic to
our system of government. While we
recognize that the several states do vary
greatly in size, there is no correlation
whatever between the geographical size
of a state and its population. The Com-
mission’s authority to place limits on the
number of broadcast stations a single li-
censee may hold * was upheld in United

*8eo Report and Order in Docket No. 8967,
18 FCC 283 (1953), where we sald that,
“the Commission will consider the ownership,
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States v. Storer Broadcasting Co., 351
U.S. 192 (1956) in connection with the
seven-station rule.*

11. We believe that the proposed four-
stations-per-state rule will complement
our duopoly and one-to-a-market rules
preventing, in most cases, the develop-
ment of regional concentration situa-
tions. Under our proposal, commonly-
owned stations would be able to lay down
tangential primary service contours.! We
Invite comment on whether the Commis-
sion should require some separation of
such contours, or whether our proposal is
adequate in dealing with potential con-
centration situations. Separation of pri-
mary service contours by 5, 10, or even
25 miles would have the effect of further
separating the commonly-owned stations
while taking into account the disparities
in power of station signals. We seek com-
ment whether such contour separation,
rather than separation of commonly~
owned stations based on distance be-
tween cities of license, would be more
equitable,

12. The present delegations of author-
ity to the Chief, Broadcast Bureau (Sec-
tion 0.281 of our rules, as interpreted),
provide that where a party owns, oper-
ates or controls two broadcast stations
within 100 miles of one another (meas-
ured eity-to-city), the Commission itself
must pass on the regional concentration
aspects of any application filed by such

operation or control directly or Indirectly
ofmorethun'lA&(_OP'MorBTmeudc&st
stations by any person to constitute a con-
centration of control contrary to the publie
interest, . . . One of the basic underlying
considerations in the enactment of the Com-
munications Act was the desire to effectuate
the . policy against the monopolization of
broadcast facilitles and the preservation of
our broadcasting system on n free compett-
tive basls. See Federal Communications Com-
mission v. Sanders Brotheras Radio Station,
309 US. 470. This Commission has consist-
ently adhered to the principle of “diverst-
ficatlon™ in order to implement the Con-
grossional polioy against monopoly and in
order to preserve competition, That principle
requires a limitation on the number of
broadeast stations which may be licensed to
Any person or persons under common con-
trol. It 15 our view that the operation of
broadcast stations by a large group of diversi-
fied licensees will better serve the publie
Interest than the operation of brondcast sta-
tions by a small and limited group of licens-

‘ees.” (at 201) (Our Rules presently allow

Any person, or persons under common cone
trol, directly or Indirectly, to own, operate or
control up to seven stations In each broad-
cast service,)

‘On remand, the United States District
Court held the rules were not unreasonable,
99 US. App, D.C. 369, 240 F. 2d 85 (D.C. Cir-
1956), “Our attention has not been drawn
o any matters whioh outweight this Judg-
ment based upon ‘accumulating Insight.*
Federal Communications Commission v,
R.C.A. Communications, Inc., 1053, 346 U.S.
86. Hence 1t may not be upset,”

*The term “primary servics contour re-
fers to the predioted or measured 0.5 mV/m
contour for AM stations, the predicted 1.0
mV/m for FM stations, and the predicted
Grade B contour for TV stations, computed
in sccordance with Sections T73.183, 73.186,
73.313 or 73.684.
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party seeking consent to acquire “a third
broadeast station within 100 miles of &
presently owned station.” We seek com-
ment whether, as an alternative to our
proposal, a rule barring such acquisition
of a third station, which could not now
be granted by delegated authority, should
be adopted. We contemplate, however,
that such a rule, if adopted, would be
accompanied by the four-stations-per-
state (or other numerical figure) provi-
sion discussed above.

13. Under the four-stations-per-state
provision of the new proposal, we pro-
pose to count AM-FM combinations Ii-
censed to the same community as one
station. Further, because of the unique
situation of UHF television, which is
still very much in & growth process, we
would exempt applications concerning
UHF facilities from our proposed rule,
but would continue to treat such applica~-
tions on a case-by-case basis. Satellite
television stations whether UHF or VHF
would also be treated on a case-by-case
basis,

14. We recognize that while we propose
a fixed standard herein, the public in-
terest will on occasion justify the grant-
ing of & waiver where extraordinary cir-
cumstances are shown. As we said in
Notice of Proposed Rule Making in Dock-
et No. 14711, supra,

Prom experience In both the licensing and
transfer and assignment fields, we have
found that with some significant exceptions
there is no dearth of applicants for avallable
broadeast facllities; on the contrary, we are
faced with too many applying for too fow
avallable frequencies. In such clrcumstances,
there is no need to tolerate overlap or con-
centration situations inconsistent with the

t public interest consideration we
have here set forth. Further, in those rare
circumstances where much needed service to
the public is not being provided and there are
no applicants other than the licensee of
existing stations in the sreas, we would have
ample flexibility, through the granting of
waivers, to authorize such service, in spite
of the explicit provisions of the muitiple
ownership rules, where the authorization
would be in the public interest.

15. Additionally, we believe & rulemak-
ing proceeding in this area would be the
proper forum for the adoption of rules
concerning the extent of minority stock
ownership to be allowed under our mul-
tiple ownership rules. We feel that our
duopoly, one-to-a-market, and reglonal
concentration rules should be governed
by the same standard concerning minor-
ity ownership. Here we believe, once
again, that a hard-and-fast rule would
be preferable to continuing the practice
of accepting extensive showings attempt-
ing to disprove control, influence, or
privity. We propose to disallow any re-
portable® stock interest whatsoever in

# A "reportable” stock Interest ia any stock
interest whatever In corporations having fif-
ty or fewer stockholders. In the case of cor-
porations having more than fifty stockhold-
ers, the stock Interest of those sharcholders
holding 1% or more of the voting or non-
voting stock must be reported. The Commis~
sion has issued a Notice of Pro Rule
Making (Docket No. 20521) which would
change the reporting benchmark with regard
to widely-held corporations. (see footnote
7).

FEDERAL

PROPOSED RULES

licensees of stations which could not be
commonly owned, except upon submis-
sion of a disclaimer of any intention to
control or operate the stations. A pariy
filing such disclaimer would be allowed
to hold up to ten percent of each such
licensee’s stock, but would be barred
from participation in the operation or
control of such licensee or station.” Our
concern with the difficulties of measuring
the degree of influence or control a mi-
nority owner may exert on a licensee was
clearly stated in Report and Order in
Dacket No. 8967, 18 FCC 288, 293 (1953) :

While the holder of a small interest in
many instances may have slight influence
on tho operation of the station in question,
it 15 also true such & person can exert con-
siderable influence—to an extent clearly
within the objectives and purview of tho
described diversification policy. Several fac-
tors should be noted here:

(1) there may not be a correlation between
the size of the minority holding and the
extent of the Influence wielded; (2) It is -
possible to determine on the face of the
spplication what the Influence of the multl-
ple owner will be; Indeed, it may be diffioult
or incapable of definite ascertainment even
in n subsequent hearing; and (3) in the case
of the holder who has interested himself in
numerous stations, there Is a good proba-
bility that because he I8 s0 actively engaged
in tihe broadeast fleld, his Influence will tend
to be & positive or substantial one.

16. We recognize that the proposals
set forth in this document represent a
departure from precedent in our han-
dling of regional concentration matters.
However, the Commission is not bound
“ .., to deal with all cases at all times
as it has dealt with some that seem com-
parable.” Federal Communications Com-
mission . WOKO, Inc., 329 US, 223, 228
(1946) . If the Commission, upon a review
of its policy, believes such review justifies
a change in policy, it may alter its past
rules and policies.

17. Our proposals herein would be pros-
pective only, and thus would require no
divestiture of existing interests, Trans-
fer of control of an existing cluster in-
consistent with the proposed rules, how-
ever, would not be permitted.

18. We have determined, in the inter-
est of fairness, not to adopt any new in-
terim policy during the pendency of this
rule making. Therefore, applications
ralsing concentration of control issues

T This proposal should not be construed to
have any effect on our “seven-station” rule,
which sets absolute limits on broadcast facil-
ity ownership without regard to whether such
ownership s of a minority or controlling
nature, nor does it relate to the pending pro-
ceeding in which the Commission proposes
rule changes that would allow certain pas-
sive institutional holders to own up to 5 per-
cent of the stock of several llcensees, where
such holdings would otherwise violate the
seven-station rule. Notice of Proposed Rule
Making In Docket No. 20520, FCC 75-709, Re-
lensed Juno 23, 1975, See alro Notice of
Proposed Rule Making in Docket No. 20521,
FCC 76-710, Released June 23, 1975, relating
to reporting for widely-held corporate -
censocs, where the Commision proposes to
replace the “over 50™ stockholder reporting
standard, which Is the basls for administer-
ing the multiple ownership rules, with o new
annual reporting standard for those corpora=
tions with “500 or more" stockholders.

will, for the time being, be treated as
at present and be subject to the same
criteria,

19. Accordingly, the Commission in-
vites comments on the matters set forth
herein.

20. Authority for the institution of this
proceeding and the adoption of rules
concerning the matters invoived, is con-
tained In Sections 4(1) and 303 of the
Communications Act of 1934, =as
amended.

21. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set out in Section 1.415 of the Commis-
sion’s Rules and Regulations, interested
parties may file comments on or before
August 29, 1975, and reply comments on
or before September 9, 1975. All relevant
and timely comments and reply com-
ments will be considered by the Commis-
slon before final action is taken in this
proceeding. In reaching its decision in
this proceeding, the Commission may also
take into account other relevant infor-
mation before it in addition to the com-
ments invited by this Notice.

22. In accordance with the provisions
of Section 1.419 of the Rules and Regu-
lations, an original and 14 coples of all
comments, replies, pleadings, briefs, and
other documents shall be furnished the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended.
ceeding will be avalilable for examination
by interested parties during business
hours in the Commission’s Public Refer-
ence Room at its headquarters, 1919 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

Adopted: July 16, 1975.
Released : July 23, 1975.

FepenAl COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VixcenT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Do0e.75-19501 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[18CFRPart 260 ]
{Docket No. R-308)

TOTAL GAS SUPPLY OF NATURAL GAS
PIPELINE COMPANIES

Annual Report FPC Form No. 15

Jury 18, 1975.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 US.C.
& 553, and the Natural Gas Act, Sections
8, 10, 14, 16 and 16 (52 Stat. 825, 826,
828, 820, 830; 15 US.C. T17g, 7174, T17m,
717n, 7170) that the Federal Power Com-
mission (Commission) proposes 1o
amend FPC Form No. 15, Annual Re-
port of Gas Supply For Certain Natural
Gas Pipelines.! The proposed modifica-
tion would provide information to re-
flect (a) the fact of gas reserves filings
with other Federal Government agencies,
and (b) reconciliation of such filings
with the Form No. 15 if they include

[sEAL]

118 CFR 2060.7; Added by Order No. 279,
Docket No. R-230, 31 FPC 760 (10€4); as
cmcndedbyOtderNo.ss‘l.Docmxo.E-
808, 37 FPC 327 (1967); Order No, 809, Dacket
No. R-308, 43 FPC 663 (1970); Order
No. 476, Docket No, R-308, 49 FPC 602 (1973).
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data differing from that filed with the
Commission via Form No. 15.

The proposed modification would add
A new page to be included in the pipe-
lines” annual Form No. 15 filings in the
form of Attachment A hereto. The pro-
posed page would require the reporting
of public filings concerning gas supplies
made with other Federal governmental
agencies by the pipeline respondent, its
parent or affiliate, subsequent to the fil-
ing of the respondent’s Form No. 15 for
the proceeding report year.® A reconcilia-
tion between the data filed with the other
Federal agency and the Commission
would be required only if the gas supply
data included in such other filing in-
cluded a gas supply different from that
in the pipeline’s current report year Form
No. 15 filing.

The proposed addition to Form No. 15
would alert the Commission to any in-
stances of possible inconsistent reporting
among Federal agencies and would pro-
vide a means of obtaining the pipeline’s
explanation for any such differences. We
find this consistent with our stated pur-
pose of engaging in a continuing review
of gas reserves and deliverability of juris-
dictional pipeline companies in the most
accurate manner possible. In addition,
greater coordination between Federal
agencies requiring gas reserve reporting
should be facilitated and the aim of
achieving natlonal energy policies should
be advanced.

Inasmuch as the Securities and Ex-
change Commission now requires re-
serves reported In prospectuses to iden-
tify any differences from those reported
in the most recently filed Form No. 15,
we will be alerted in advance to potential
changes in Form No. 15 data. However,
we believe it unnecessary to require up-
dates of the Form No. 15 at greater than
annual intervals to reflect changes in gas

supply which may appear in such pro- .

spectuses, To do so would destroy the
present system of having all pipelines
report on a consistent basis at regular
intervals,* We think that an annual re-

* For the purpose of the proposed modifica~-
tion, afliates are companies or persons that
directly or indirectly through one or more
intermediaries, control, or are controlled by,
or are under common control with the re-
spondent company, “Control" (Including the
terms “controlling”, “controlled by", and
“under common control with”) as that term
15 used here 1s defined in Definition 5(B) of
the Uniform System of Accounts prescribed
for Natural Gas Companies.

¥ SEC Securitles Act Release No, 5504 (June
14, 1974).

¢ Not all jurisdictional pipelines are sube
Ject to direct SEC reporting obligations,
Those that do report, do so only at Irregulsr
intervals.

PROPOSED RULES

conciliation of differences s sufficlent for
the purposes of obtaining an accurate
picture of jurisdictional pipelines' gas
supplies,

Any interested person may submit to
the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 20426, not later than August 15,
1975, data, views, and comments or sug-
gestions in writing concerning the pro-
posed form modification. Written sub-
mittals will be placed in the Commission’s
public files and will be availabe for pubic
inspection at the Commission’s Office
of Pubic Information, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Wahisngton, D.C. 20426,
during regular business hours. The Com-
mission will consider all such written
submittals before acting on the matters
herein proposed. An original and 14 con-
formed copies should be filed with the
Secretary of the Commission. Submis-
sions to the Commission should indicate
the name, title, and maliling address of
the person to whom correspondence with
regard to the proposal should be ad-
dressed and whether the person filing
submissions requests a conference with
the Staff of the Federal Power Commis-
sion to discuss the proposed form. The
Stafl, in its discretion, may grant or deny
requests for conference.

The proposed amendments to Part 260
of the Commission's Statements and Re-
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15 would be made pursuant to the au-
thority granted the Commission by the
Natural Gas Act, as amended, particu-
larly Sections 8, 10, 14, 15, and 16 (52
Stat. 825, 826, 828, 829, 830: 15 U.S.C.
T17g, 7171, T1Tm, T17n, 7170).
Accordingly, the Commission proposes
to amend Part 260, Statements and Re-
ports (Schedules), in Subchapter G—
Approved Forms, Natural Gas Act,
Chapter I, Title 18 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, by adding a new § 260.7(d)
prescribing a revision to FPC Form No.
15, Annual report of gas supply for cer-
tain natural gas pipelines, in the form
set forth in Attachment A hereto. Sec-
tion 260.7(d) would read as follows:
§260.7 Form 15, Annual report of gas
supply for certain natural gas pipelines,
(d) Each reporting natural gas com-
pany shall file in addition to the require-
ments of paragraph (b) of this section
on or before April 1, 1976 and each year
thereafter a Disclosure Of Other Gas
Supply Filings With Other Federal Agen-
cles designated as page 0046 of FPC Form
15.
The Secretary shall cause prompt pub-~
lication of this notice to be made in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By direction of the Commission,
Kenners F. PLums,

ports (Schedules) and to FPC Form No. Secretary.
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FEDERAL SERVICE IMPASSES
PANEL

[ 5 CFR Parts 2470, 2471 ]
FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Pursuant to sections 5 and 17 of E.O.
11491, 3 CFR 1969 Comp., p. 191, 34 FR
17605; as amended by E.O. 11616, 3 CFR
1971 Comp., p. 202, 36 FR 17319; E.O.
11636, 3 CFR 1971 Comp., p. 232, 36 FR
24901; and E.O. 11838, 40 FR 5743 and
7391, notice is hereby given that the Fed-
eral Service Impasses Panel proposes to
revise Parts 2470 and 2471, Subchapter
C, of Chapter XIV of Title 5§ of the Code
of Federal Regulations as set forth below.

These parts set forth procedures
utilized by the Federal Service Impasses
Panel In the resolution of negotiation
impasses when the parties negotiating a
labor agreement have failed to reach a
settlement by mediation or other volun-
tary arrangements.,

It is now proposed, pursuani to sec-
tions 5 and 17 of E.O. 11491, as amended,
to amend Panel procedures reiating to
service, Initial procedures, content of the
factfinder’s report, and labor agreement
provisions inconsistent with sections &
and 17 of E.O. 11491, as amended, and to
adopt new procedures, set forth below,
providing for parties to receive and com-
ment on the factfinder’s report.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions, or ob-
jections regarding the proposed amend-
ments and new procedures to Mr, Howard
W. Solomon, Executive Secretary, Fed-
eral Service Impasses Panel, 1900 E
Street NW., Washington, D.C, 20415, on
or before August 18, 1975,

It is proposed that 5 CFR Parts 2470
and 2471 be revised as set forth below:

PART 2470—GENERAL

s Subpart A—Purpose
2470.1 Purpose.
Subpart B—Delinitions

24702 Definitions.

Avtnomrry: § US.C. 8301, 7301: B.O, 11491,
3 CFR 1969 Comp., p. 191, 34 FR 17605; us
amoended by E.O, 11616, 3 CFR 1871 Comp.,
P, 202, 38 FR 17319, E.O. 11636, 8 CFR 1971
Comp., p. 232, 36 FR 24901; and E.O, 11838,
40 FR 5743 and 7391,

Subpart A—Purpose
£ 2470.1 Purpose.

The regulations contained in this sub-
chapter are intended to implement the
provisions of sections 5 and 17 of Execu-
tive Order 11491 of October 29, 1969, as
amended, entitled “Labor-Management
Relations in the Federal Service,” They
prescribe procedures and methods which
the Federal Service Impasses Panel uti-
lizes in the resolution of negotiation im-
passes when the parties negotiating a
labor agreement have failed to reach a
full settlement by mediation or other
voluntary arrangements,

Subpart B—Definitions
§ 2470.2 Definitions.

(a) The following definitions are used -

in this subchapter:

(1) “Executive Secretary” means the
Executive Secretary of thé Panel,

(2) “Factfinder(s)” means a desig-
nated representative of the Panel acting
in its behalf in the capacity of a hearing
official charged with the responsibility of
assembling the facts and positions of the
parties to an impasse. The factfinder may
be a Panel Member, a staff member, or
other individual designated by the Panel,

(3) “Impasse” means that point in the
negotiation of a Iabor agreement at
which the parties are unable to reach full
agreement, notwithstanding their having
made earnest efforts to reach agreement
by direct negotiations and by the use of
mediation or other voluntary arrange-
ments for settiement,

(4) “Order” means Executive Order
11491 of October 29, 1969, as amended,
entitled “Labor-Management Relations
in the Federal Service."

(5) “Panel” means the Federal Serv-
ice Impasses Panel or & quorum thereof.

(6) “Party” means the Federal agen-
¢y, establishment or activity, or the labor
organization, as defined in sections 2 (a)
and (e) of the order, participating in the
negotintion of a Iabor agreement.

(7)) “Quorum”™ means three or more
members of the Panel.

(8) “Voluntary arrangements” means
those methods adopted by the parties for
the purpose of assisting them in their
negotiation of a labor agreement, which
include utilization of (1) the services of
the Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service; or (i) other third-party media-
tion assistance; or (iil) joint factfinding
committees without recommendations;
or (iy) referral to a higher authority
within the agency and/or the labor or-
ganization; or (v) any other method
which the parties deem appropriate ex-
cept third-party factfinding with recom-
mendations, or arbitration, unless said
factfinding or arbitration is expressly au-
thorized or directed by the Panel.

(b) Terms defined in the order are
used in this part with the meaning at-
tached to them in the order.

PART 2471—PROCEDURES OF THE-
PANEL

Sec.

24711  Who may initiate,

24712 What to file.

24713 Request form.

24714 Where to file.

24715 Coples and service,

24716 Initial procedures of the Panel,

24717 Negotiabllity questions,

24718 Use of third-party factfinding with
recommendsations, or arbitration.

24718 Factfinding determination by the
Panel; notice of prehearing con-
ference and formal hearing,

247110 Prehearing conference,

2471.11 Authority of factfinder(s).

247112 Avallablility of hearing transcript.

247113 Report of the factfinder(s) and ac-
tion by the Panel,

2471.14 Dutles of each party.

247115 Bettlement action by the Panel,

247116 Inconsistent labor agreement pro-

visions,
Avrronrrry: b US.C, 3301, 7301; E.O. 11401,
3 CFR 1069 Comp., p. 101, 34 PR 17605; as
amended by E.O, 11616, 3 OFR 1671 Comp.,
p. 202, 36 PR 17319; E.O. 11636, 8 CFR 1071

Comp,, p. 232, 38 PR 24001; and E.O. 11838,
40 FR 5743 and 7301,

§ 2471.1 Who may initiate.

(a) When an impasse occurs during
the course of labor agreement negotia-
tions, either party, or the parties jointly,
may request the Panel to consider the
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matter by filing a request as hereinafter
provided.

(b) The Panel may, upon the request
of the Federal Mediation and Concilia-
tion Service, undertake the considera-
tion of an impasse when such media-
tion assistance has failed and neither
Panel’s

(¢) The Panel may, upon the request
of the Executive Secretary, undertake
the consideration of a matter which has
reached impasse and where neither
party has requested the Panel's
consideration.

§ 24712 What 1o file.

A request from a party or parties to
the Panel for consideration of an im-
passe must be in writing and include
the following essential information:

(a) Identification of the parties and
person(s) authorized to initiate the
request;

(b) ‘Statement that an impasse has
been reached;

(c) Statement of issuels) at Impasse
and the position(s) of the inftiating
party or partles with respect to those
issues; and

(d) The nasture and extent of all
voluntary arrangements utilized.

§ 24713 Request form.

FSIP Form 1 has been prepared for use
by the parties In filing a request to the
Panel for consideration of an impasse.
Coples are avilable upon request to the
Office of the Executive Secretary.

§ 2471.4 Where to file.

Requests to the Panel provided for in
this part, and inquiries or correspond-
ence on the status of impasse or other
related matters, should be directed to
the Executive Secretary, Federal Service
Impasses Panel, 1900 E Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20415.

§ 2471.5 Copies and service.

Any party submitting a request for
Panel consideration and any party sub-
mitting & response to such request shall
serve a copy simultaneously on the other
party to the dispute and on any medi-
ation facility which may have been
utilized and shall file a statement of such
service with the Executive Secretary.
When the Panel acts on its own motion,
it will notify the parties to the dispute
and any mediation facility which may
have been utilized.

§ 2471.6 Initial procedures of the Panel.

(a) Upon receipt of a request for con-
sideration of an impasse, the Panel will
initiate an informal inquiry covering the
Issue(s) and the positions of the parties
thereon, and will consult when neces-
sary with the parties and the mediation
facility utilized, if any, and then deter-
mine whether to:

(1) Dismiss the request; or

(2) Direct that negotiations be re-
sumed; or

(3) Direct that negotiations be re-
sumed with mediation assistance: or

(4> Authorize other voluntary ar-
rangements for settlement; or
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(5) Direct the impasse to factfinding;
or

(6) Take any other actlon it deems
appropriate.

(b) The parties will be promptly ad-
vised in writing of the Panel'’s initial
determination.

§ 24717 Negotiability questions.

(a) I, in connection with the consid-
eération of an impasse, & contention has
been made that a proposal is contrary
to law, regulation, controlling agreement,
or the order and therefore is not nego-
tiable, the Panel may in its discretion
take any of the following actions at any
stage of its procedures with respect to
said proposal, while the merits of the re-
maining proposals, if any, may be con-
sidered by the Panel:

(1) Request the parties to resolve a
question involving interpretation of a
controlling agreement at & higher agency
level under the procedures of the con-
trolling agreement or, if no such proce-
dures exist, under appropriate agency
regulations; or

(2) Request the parties to refer s
question of negotiability which arose at
a local level to the head of the agency for
determination; or

(3) Refer a question of negotiabflity
to the Federal Labor Relations Council
for decision, or advise the labor organiza-
tion that it may appeal a question of
negotiability to the Council for decision,
when a labor organization (i) disagrees
with an agency head's determination
that a proposal would violate applicable
law, regulation of appropriate authority
outside the agency, or the order, or (i)
contends that an agency's regulations, as
interpreted by the agency head, in its
determination, violate applicable law,
regulation of appropriate authority out-
side the agency, or the order, or are not
otherwise applicable to bar negotiations
under section 11(a) of the order because
they.do not meet the criteria established
in Part 2413 of the Council’s rules or be-
cause they were not issued at the agency
headquarters level or at the level of a
primary national subdivision.

(b) In making a referral to the Council
as described in paragraph (a) (3) ol this
section, the Panel will submit:

(1) The proposal in dispute;

(2) The agency head’s determination
thereon;

(3) The labor organization's request
for an exception if required by section
2411.22(b) of the Council's rules, and the
agency head's denial of that request;

(4) A statement of position with sup-
porting evidence and argument from
each party on the negotiability question;
and

(5) Any other appropriate documents
of record.

(¢) Upon receipt of a decision of the
Council that a proposal is negotiable,
based upon a question of negotiability
referred to the Councfl by the Panel, the
Panel’s report to the parties will include
the Council’s negotiability decision. If
warranted, the Panel may refer the pro-
posal to the parties for negotiations.

(d) Upon recelpt of a decision of the
Council that a proposal is not negotiable,
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based upon a question of negotiability
referred to the Council by the Panel, the
Panel will cease to give any further con-
sideration to the proposal and so inform
the parties.

(e) The Panel will not make any re-
!c;rals to the Council under this section
when:

(1) The negotiability issue is the only
issue at impasse and it arose prior to the
filing of the request to the Panel: or

(2) The labor organization has not
requested the Panel in writing to make
such a referral; or

(3) An agency head determination is
pending or issued prior to the filing of
the request to the Panel: or

(4) A petition for the review of an
agency head determination is pending
before the Council; or

(6) An agency head determination was
Issued after the filing of the request to
the Panel, and the labor organization's
written request to the Panel to refer the
negotiability issue to the Council did not
meet the requirements stated in section
2411.24 of the Council’s rules.

§ 2471.8 Use of third-party factfinding
v;ilh recommendations, or arhitra-
tion.

The parties may resort to third-party
factfinding with recommendations, or
arbitration, to resolve an impasse, only
when authorized or directed by the Panel,
and provided the parties have:

(a) Made a joint request to the Panel
in writing for such authority;

(b) Agreed upon what issue(s) are at
impasse;

{c) Agreed on the method of selecting
the third party;

(d) Agreed upon an arrangement for
paying the cost of the proceedings: and

(e) Used without success any other
arrangement for settlement,

§ 24719 Factfinding determination by
the Panel; notice of £ con-
ference and formal hearing,

() When the Panel determines that
resolution of an impasse requires fact-
finding it will:

(1) Appoint one or more factfinders
to investigate the dispute; and

(2) Issue and serve, upon each of the
parties, a notice of prehearing confer-
ence, when scheduled, and of formal
hearing.

(b) The notice will state:

(1) Names of the parties to the dispute:

(2) Date, time, place, and purpose of
the prehearing conference:

(3) Date, time, and place of the formal

(4 N'nmc(s) of the factfinder(s) ap-
pointed by the Panel; and
(5) Issues to be resolved.

§ 2471.10 Prehenring conferenee,

A prehearing conference may be held
by the factfinder prior to the factfinding
hearing to:

(a) Inform the parties of the purpose
of the hearing and the procedures under
which it will take place:

(b) Explore the possibilities of obtain-
ing stipulations of fact:
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(¢) Clarify the positions of the parties
with respect to the issues to be heard,
including claims concerning negotiabili-
ty, if any; and

(d) Discuss any other relevant matters
which will help achieve the objectives of
the hearing.

§ 2471.11 Authority of factfinder(s).

Factfinder(s), when conducting hear-
ings, shall have the authority to:

(a) Take testimony, including deposi-
tions;

(b) Conduct the hearing in open ses-
sion. The hearing may be conducted in
closed session at the discretion of the
factfinder(s), however, for good cause
shown by elther of the parties;

(¢) Rule on motions, and requests for
appearance of witnesses and the produc-
tion of records;

(d) Designate the date on which post-
hearing briefs, if any, shall be sub-
mitted. An original and two copies of
each brief shall be submitted to the Ex-
ecutive Secretary with a copy to the other
party and a statement of service; and

(e) Determine all procedural matters
of the hearing as to length of sessions,
conduct of persons in attendance, re-
cesses, continuances, and adjournment;
and take any other appropriate action
which, in the factfinder’s judgment, will
promote the purpose and objectives of
the hearing.

§ 2471.12  Availability of hearing tran-
seript.
The parties will make their own ar-
rangements with the reporter for the
of their coples of the official
transcript of a factfinding proceeding, A
copy will be available for examination at
the Office of the Executive Secretary.

§2471.13 Report of the factfinder(s)
and action by the Panel.

(a) The factfinder(s) shall prepare a
report which will not include recommen-
dations for settlement but which will in-
clude, to the extent appropriate:

(1) The history of the current negotia-
tions, including the initial positions of
the parties, and & report of items agreed
to in whole or part;

(2) The positions of the parties with
respect to the unresolved issues and the
efforts made to reach agreement thereon;

(3) The context within which the
negotiations have taken place;

(4) The justification for each proposal
as advanced by the parties;

(5) The prevailing practices, if any,
pertaining to conditions of employment
for other public employees in comparable
work situations;

(8) The status of any claim concern-
ing negotiability; and

(7) Any other matters relevant to the
impasse.

(b) The report of the factfinder(s)
will be submited to the Panel and simul-
taneously to the parties within a period
which normally will not exceed 20 calen-
dar days after receipt of the transcript
or after receipt of briefs, if any. The
parties will have 10 calendar days after
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receipt of the report to file written com-
ments thereon with the Executive Secre-
tary.

(¢) Any party filing written comments
on the report of the factfinder(s) shall
serve a copy simultaneously on the other
party in the dispute and shall file a state-
ment of service with the Executive Secre-

(d) After receipt of the report of the
factfinder(s) and the parties’ written
comments, if any, the Panel will etaluate
the {mpasse and either:

(1) Submit its recommendations for
settlement to the parties; or

(2) Take any other action which it
deems appropriate.

§ 2471.14 Duties of each party.

(a) Within 20 calendar days after re-
ceipt of a Panel Report and Recom-
mendation(s) for Settlement, each party
shall, after conferring with the other,
either:

(1) Accept the Panel’s recommenda-
tions and so notify the Executive Secre-
tary: or .

(2) Reach a settlement of all unre-
solved issues and submit a written settle-
ment statement to the Executive Secre-
tary: or

(3) Submit a written statemernt to the
Executive Secretary setting forth the
reasons for not accepting the Panel's
recommendations and reaching a settle-
ment of all unresolved issues.

(b) A reasonable extension of the 20-
day pericd may be authorized by the
Executive Secretary for good cause
shown when requested in writing by
either party prior to the expiration of
the 20-day period.

(¢) Any party submitting a notifica-
tion, statement, or request to the Execu-
tive Secretary under this section shall
serve a copy simultaneously on the other
party to the dispute and shall file a
statement of such service with the Ex-
ecutive Secretary. :

§ 247115
Panel.
In the event there remain any unre-
solved issues at the end of the aforesaid
20-day period or any extension thereof,
the Panel, after due consideration of the
responses of the parties, will take what-
ever action it deems necessary to bring

the dispute to settlement.

§ 2471.16 Inconsistent labor agreement
provisions.

Any provisions of the parties’ labor
agreements relating to impasse resolu-
tion which are inconsistent with the pro-
vistons of either sections 5 and 17 of the
order or the procedures of the Panel
shall be deemed to be superseded by the
order and the procedures herein, unless
such provisions are permitted under sec~
tion 24 of the order,

For the Panel.

Howarp W, SOLOMON,
Ezecutive Secretary.

[FR Doo.75-19471 Piled 7-25-76,8:45 am]

Settlement  action by the

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Office of Employee Benefits Security
[ 29 CFR Parts 2510, 2520 ]
EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME
SECURITY ACT OF 1974
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking; Correction

In FR Doc. 75-14821 appearing at page
24642 et seq. in the FeorrAL ReGISTER 0f
Monday, June 9, 1975, the following
changes should be made:

1. On page 24642, the second line of
the last paragraph of the second column

. i8 corrected by changing the words “illus-

trated the principal” to “illustrate the
principle."

2. One page 24642, the eighth line from
the bottom of the second column is cor-
rected by changing “(§ 2510.303(e))" to
(§2510.3-3(e)) ™.

3. On page 24643, lines 25 and 26 of
the third full paragraph in the first col-
umn are corrected by deleting “or by an
employee organization”,

4. On page 24643, the eighth line from
the bottom of the first column is cor-
rected by changing “$§ 2520.104-1" to
“$ 2520.104b-1",

5. One page 24643, the first sentence
of the last full paragraph in the first
column is corrected by adding another
closing parenthesis before the period.

6. On page 24643, the eighth line of
the second full paragraph in the second
column s corrected by substituting two
dashes for the comma between “(“the
Code™)” and “self-employed".

7. On page 24643, the ninth line of
the second full paragraph in the second
column is corrected by adding two dashes
between the words, “owner-employees”
and “will”.

8. On page 24644, the fifth and sixth
lines of the first full paragraph of the
first column are corrected by deleting the
words, “a select group of management or
highly compensated”, and inserting the
words, “certain selected”, in lleu thereof.

9. On page 24645, the seventh line of
the last paragraph of the third column
is corrected by changing the number
120" to “210".

10. On page 24645, line thirteen of the
last paragraph of the third column, Is
corrected by changing the word “ma-
treial” to “material”,

11. On page 24645, line fourteen of the
last paragraph of the third column is
corrected by changing the word “filing”
to “disclosure”,

12. On page 24647, the last sentence of
the third full paragraph in the second
column is corrected by inserting the
word “initial” between the words, “an”
and “annual”,

13. On page 24647, the third line of
the second full paragraph of the third
column is corrected by changing the
WOM llw'l w llo II.

14. On page 24647, line nineteen of the
gsecond full paragraph of the third
column is corrected by inserting the
words, “or totally insured”, between the
words, “unfunded” and “pension”.

15. On page 24649, lines nine through
thirteen of the first full paragraph of the
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second column is corrected by deleting
the words “has made a request for at
the required employee establishment or
local meeting hall if they can be pro-
vided for examination within two work-
ing days after a participant’”,

16. On page 24649, line three of the
first full paragraph of the third column
is corrected by deleting the words “de-
fine the class of” and inserting the words,
“provide a method of identifying those”,
in lieu thereof.

17. On page 24649, line four of the first
full paragraph of the third column is
corrected by deleting the words, “which
is" and inserting the words, “who are”,
in leu thereof.

18. On page 24651, the seventh line
from the bottom of the first column, is
corrected by inserting the word, “sum-
mary"”, before the word, “plan”,
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19. On page 24655, the seventh line
from the bottom of the second column
is corrected by adding “, do not take
effect until the date on which the first
annual report” between the words, “re-
port” and “is”,

20. On page 24656, paragraph (a) of
§ 2520.104-21 is corrected in line thir-
teen by inserting *, copy of the s
plan description, description” after the
words, “plan description”, and before the
words, “of a material modification.”.

21. On page 24657, paragraph (&) of
§ 2520,104-22 1s corrected in the ninth
line by changing the word, “requirement”
to “requirements”,

22, On page 24657, paragraph (b) (1)
of §2520.104-24 is corrected in line five
byddeletiug the period and adding *,
and”,
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23. On page 24659, paragraph (a) (2)
(1) (A) of §2520.104b-2 is corrected in
line two by inserting the word, “to",
after the word, “subject”, and before the
words, “Part 1”.

24. On page 24660, paragraph (b) (4) of

«§ 2520.104b-2 is corrected in line ten by
changing the words, “plan summary™ to
“summary -

25. On page 24660, paragraph (¢) (1) of
§ 2520.104b-2 is corrected in line eleven
by deleting the word, “participate”, and
Inserting the words, “participants and
beneficiaries”, in lieu thereof.

Dated: July 23, 1975,

James D, HUTCHINSON,
Administrator of Pension
and Welfare Benefit Programs.

[FR Doc.76-19565 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 wm |
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notices

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices
of hearings and investigations, committes meetings, agency decisions and rulings, del
and agency statements of organization and functions are ex jes of d nt:

i L

egations of authority, filing of petitions and applications
ring In this section.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms

CONVICTIONS FOR RECEIPT, SHIPMENT,
OR POSSESSION OF FIREARMS

Granting of Relief From Disabilities

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to 18 U.S.C. Section 925(¢c), the follow-
ing named persons have been granted
rellef from disabilities imposed by Fed-
eral laws with respect to the acquisition;
transfer, receipt, shipment, or posses-
sion of firearms incurred by reason of
their convictions of crimes punishable
by imprisonment for a term exceeding
one year.

It has been established to my satis-
faction that the circumstances regard-
{ng the convictions and each applicant's
record and reputation are such that the
applicants will-not be likely to act in a
manner dangerous to public safety, and
that the granting of the relief will not be
contrary to the public interest.

Anderson, Willlam Gllchrist, 18362 Pratrle,
Detroit, Michigan, convicted on June 19,
1064, in the United States District Court,
Eastern District, Michigan.

Bogart, Peter D., 2338 Bronson Hill Drive,
Los Angeles, California, convicted on or
about July 22, 1965, in the Superior Court
of the State of California, for the County
of Los Angeles,

Brustein, Daniel J., 2652 Bellevue Avenue,
Cincinnati, Ohlo, convicted on February 20,
1969, in the United States District Court,
Southern District of Ohlo,

Clark, Ronald Elbert, 1711 South Mont-
gomery, Sedalia, Missouri, convicted on
January 17, 1067, in the Petils County Cir-
cult Court, Missouri.

Cunningham, Willlsam S, 22 Lorl Lane, Mt.
Juliet, Tennessee, convicted on May 19,
1072, st Criminal Court in Davidson Coun-
ty, Nashville, Tennesseo.

Farmer, John Stmpson, Jr., 182 Martin Ave-
nue, Danville, Virginia, convicted on March
25, 1968, in the Corporation Court, Dan-
ville, Virginia,

PFisher, Steven C., Rt. #3, Linwood Drive,
Paragould, Arkansas, convicted on April 6,
1972, in the United States District Court,
Eastern District, Arkansas,

Fornoff, Willlam E. 205 Headington Court,
Timonium, Maryland, convicted on June 4,
1973, in the United States District Court,
District of Maryland.

Poster, Grover L., 2810 11th Avenue North,
Bessemer, Alabama, convicted on October
14, 1952, In the Bibb County Clroult Court,
Alabama.

Green, Loslle Robert, 727 13th Avenue, South,
St. Cloud, Minnesota, convicted on Janu-
ary 24, 1062, and April 3, 1064, in the Hen-
nepin County District Court, Minnesota;
and on June 8, 1864, in the United States
District Court, Fourth Division, Minnesota.

Jackson, Alton, 18637 Monte Vista, Detrolt,
Michigan, convicted on or about April 21,
1964, in the Wayne County Circuit Court,
Michigan.

Jacobs, Gary L., Six Decatur Street, Burling-
ton, Vermont, convicted on December 3,
1068, In the Vermont Distriot Court, Chit-
tendom Circuit, Burlington, Vermont.

Eane, John G,, 700 Wallgave, Waterloo, Iown,
convicted on March 4, 1971, in the Peck
County District Court, Des Molnes, Iowa.

Klotz, John Melvin, 1406 Clinton Avenue,
Minneapolts, Minnesota, convicted on Oc-
tober 17, 1072, in the United States Dia-
trict Court, Fourth Division, Minnesota,

LaMadrid, Godfrey R,, 1001 NW. 67th, Seattlo,
Washington, convicted on October 29, 1970,
in the United States District Court, West-
ern District of Washington.

Lovell, John Roy, 489 Wagoner Road, Collins-
ville, Virginia, convicted on November 15,
1063, In the Corporation Court, Martins-
ville, Virginias,

Marchese, Gaspere R, 87-10 140 Avenue,
Howard Beach, New York, convicted on De~
cember 11, 1970, In the Supreme Court,
Richmond County, New York.

Masters, Benjamin W., Route 2, Box 285, 8t.
Augustine, Florida, convicted on Febru-
ary 10, 1953, 1o the Recorder's Court, Foay~
etteville, North Carolins; on July 24, 1958,
and on July 25, 1962, in the United States
District_Court, Southern District, Florida.

Miles, Franklin R. 112 East 38th Street,
Minneapolis, Minnesota, convicted on or
about November 15, 1948, In the Ram-
sey County District Court, Minnesota.

Miller, Andy, Blue Diamond, Perry County,
Kentucky, convicted on or about May 12,
1964, in the United States District Court,
Eastern District, Kentucky.

Mullins, Johnnie W, Jr., 5018 16th Street,
Lubbock, Texas: convicted on or about,
November 12, 1970, in the United States
District Court, Northern District of Texas.

Nicholson, Kenneth M., Jr, 8635 Holly
Drive, Plymouth, Michigan, convicted on
February 4, 1959, in the Circult Court of
Wayne County, Michigan.

Richards, Gloyd B, Jr, 19526 East Kern
Road, South Bend, Indianas, convicted on
October 23, 1639, In the Saint Joseph Su-
perior Court, Indiana.

Rosario, Jack Francisco, McKay Apartments,
7th and Union, Seattle, Washington, con-
victed on July 17, 1941, in the King County
Superior Court, Washington.

Sellers, Gustay W., Sr., 8600 Cheyenne, Do-
troit, Michigan, convicted on January 6,
1950, In the Recorder's Court, Detroit,
Michigan.

Shaffer, Jerry Lee, 1621 Nian Way, Modesto,
California, convicted on or about April 25,
1068, and on or about December 10, 1870,
in the Superior Court of California, County
of Stanislaus.

Sokolowskl, EKazimier, 15526 White Road,
Bally, Michigan, convicted on or about Sep+~
tember 9, 1838, in the Oceana County Clr-
cuit Court, Michigan.

Swenson, James L., 18504 104th Avenue, NE,
Pothell, Washington, convicted on June 20,
1072, in the King County Superior Court,
Washington.

Thompson,: Marvin Glen, 4136 South o <o
Btreet, Tacoma, Washington, convicted on
January 18, 1060, in the Lewis County Su-
perior Court, Washington.

Toler, Troney Alan, 1105 8. Jackson, Amn-
rillo, Texas, convicted on July 22, 1971, In
the Potter County District Court, Texas,

Vaughan, Richard L, 2319 South 6th Avenue,
Yakima, Washington, convicted on Sep-
tomber 18, 1051, in the United States Dis-
trict Court, Southern Distriot, Mississippl;
and on February 4, 1053, in the Yakima
County Superior Coury, Washington.

Wilkins, Vernon R., 446 Round Top Avenue,
Petersburg, Virginia, convicted on March
26, 1962, In the Municipal Court of Balti-
more, Maryland; and on December 4, 1062,
in the Criminal Court of Baltimore, Mary-
land,

Willett, Ronald C,, 119 Diamond Street, SE,
Grand Raplds, Michigan, oconvicted on
Avgust 12, 1871, In the Cireuit Court of
Kent County, Michigan,

Wright, Donald Dean, Corey's Trafler Park,
Littleton, New Hampshire, convicted on or
about June 11, 1062, in the Caledonia
County Court, Vermont,

Wright, Phillip A, 314 E. Newark Street,
Ithaca, Michigan, convicted on October 5,
1970, in the Tuscola County Clroult Court,
Michigan,

Signed at Washington, D.C, this 16th
day of July 1975.
Rex D. Davis,
Director, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms.

[FR Doc,75-10452 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary

UNITED STATES AND FEDERAL REPUB-
LIC OF GERMANY DISCUSSIONS ON
ESTATE TAX CONVENTION

Hearing

The Treasury Department announced
today that representatives of the United
States and the Federal Republic of
Germany will meet in Bonn beginning
September 15 to consider entering into
an estate tax convention, The United
States enters into estate tax conventions
in order to avold double taxation of the
estates of U.S. citizens and residents.

There is presently no estate tax con-
vention between the two countries. The
discussions of such a convention will take
into consideration the draft model estate
tax convention published in 1966 by the
Fiscal Committee of the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment (OECD), and the estate tax con-
vention between the United States and
the Netherlands which entered into force
in February 1971. The possibility of ex-
tending any agreement to gift taxes will
also be dlscussed.

Persons wishing to make comments and
suggestions about forthcoming discus-
gions with Germany should submit their
views in writing to Prederic W. Hick-
man, Assistant Secretary of the Treas-
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ury, U.S, Treasury Department, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20220.

The Treasury Department would also
welcome comments with respect to the
advisability of entering Into or revising
estate or gift tax treaties with any other
countries.

Dated: July 16, 1975.

[szavL] ROBERT J. PATRICK, JT.,
International Tax Counsel.

IFR Doc.75-10603 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am)|

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force
USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

Jury 22, 1975.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
ad hoc Reconnaissance Review Group
will hold a meeting on August 12, 1975
from 9 a.m, to 4:30 p.m. at the Pentagon,
Washington, D.C.

The meeting will be closed to the pub-
lic in accordance with Title 5, U.S.C. 552
(b) (1), (4) and (5). The Group will be
briefed on present reconnaissance capa-
bilities and proposals for capabilities of
the future. The Group will hold classified
discussions on the proposals, and formu-
Inte recommendations.

For further information, contact the
Sclentific Advisory Board Secretariat at
202-697-8845.

JaMES L. ELMER,
Major, USAF, Executive,
Directorate of Administration.

[FR Doc.75-10424 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
CRIMINAL JUSTICE STANDARDS AND
GOALS PRIVATE SECURITY TASK

Meeting

Notice is hereby given that an ad hoe
committee of the Private Security Task
Force to the Natlonal Advisory Com-
mittee on Criminal Justice Standards
and Goals will meet Thursday, August 14
through Saturday, August 16, 1975, in
Louisville, Kentucky. The meeting will
convene at 1:00 p.m. August 14, in the
President’s Conference Room, Shelby
Campus, at the University of Louisville.
The meeting is scheduled to run all day
Friday, August 15th, and will adjourn by
noon, Saturday the 16th.

Discussion at the meeting will focus
upon possible recommendations in the
following subject areas: public law en-
forcement/private security relation-
ships; alarm systems; physical security
systems; and environmental security.
The meeting will be open to the public,

For further information, please con-
tact: Mr. John Marshall, Office of Na-
tional Priority LEAA, US.
Department of Justice, 633 Indiana Ave-

NOTICES

nue NW,, Washington, D.C. 20531, 202/
376-3687.
GERALD YAMADA,
Attorney-Advisor,
Office of General Counsel.

[FR Doc.75-10403 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bonneville Power Administration
PACIFIC NORTHWEST POWER SUPPLY
SYSTEM

Notice of Intent To Prepare Draft
Environmental Statement

Notice of intent is hereby given by the
Bonneville Power Administration, P.O.
Box 3621, Portland, Oregon 97208, to
prepare a draft environmental statement
entitled “The Role of BPA in the Pacific
Northwest Power Supply System, Includ-
ing Its Participation in the Hydro-
Thermal Power Program.”

This draft is a revision of, and will re-
place, a draft statement entitled “BPA
Participation in Reglonal Interutility Co-
operation,” which was filed with the
Council on Environmental Quality on
April 1, 1975.

Coples of an outline of this draft state-
ment may be obtained by writing or call-
ing: Environmental Manager, Bonneville
Power Administration, P.O. Box 3621,
Portland, Oregon 97208, phone (503)
234-3361, ext, 5136.

Suggestions and comments are solicited
during this period of draft preparation
for consideration in the environmental
statement.”Comments should be received
no later than August 15, 1975.

Dated: July 17, 1975.
Ray FoLzenw,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc.75-19404 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

Fish and Wildlife Service

ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMITS
Official Action

Notice Is hereby glven that the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service has taken the
following action with regard to permit
applications received under section 10
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
16 U.S.C. 1539. Each permit was issued
only after it was determined that it was
applied for in good faith; that by grant-
Ing the permit it will not be to the dis-
advantage of the endangered species;
and that it will be consistent with the
purposes and policy set forth in the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973,
Norice oF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN “Fxp-

EXAL RegisteR"” Seeremuzz 8, 1974 (39 FR

31926)
APPLICANT

Dr. Thomas G. Scott, Director, Denver Wild-
life Research Center, Fedoral Center,
Bullding 18, Denver, Colorado 80225,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit October 30, 1974, authoriz-
ing annual Importation of brown pelican
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(Pelecanus occidentalis) skins, skulls, frozen
tissues, and eggs, from Mexico, for scientific
research.

NOTICE OF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN "Fro-
ERAL RuGisTer" Novemnez ©, 1974 (30 FR
39208-30200)

APPLICANT

Dr. J. D. Dodd, Professor Range Science,
Texas A&M University, College Station,
Texas 77843,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 3, 1975, to harasé
Attwater's pralrie chickens (Tympanuochus
cupido aftwatert)y, by observation from
blinds and otherwise in the course of the ac~
tivities described in the application, with the
least disturbance possible,

NoTICE OF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN “‘Frp-
ERAL RecisTer" Novemsex 1, 1974 (30 FR
38681-82)

APPLICANT

Noxubee National Wildlife Refuge, Routs 1,
Box 84, Brooksville, Mississippl 39739.
Travis H. McDanfel, Refuge Manager,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 3, 1975, authorizing
permittee to take, possess, and transport any
red-cockaded woodpecker (Dendrocopos bo-
realis), and Southern bald eagle (Haliaeotus
lencocephalus), found dead, or parta, or
nonviable eggs thereof,

NOTICE OF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN “Fro-
ERAL ReGisTER" Novemuxz 1, 1974 (39 FR
38682)

APPFLICANT

Atlanta Zoological Park, 800 Cherokee Ave-
nue, S.E, Atlanta, Georgia 30318. R. How-
ard Hunt, Curator, Herpetology,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 8, 1975, authorizing
export of ten (10) live Morelet's crocodiles
(Crocodylus moreletil), to Professor Z, Vogel,
Director, Herpetologieal Station, 165 00
Prague 6—Suchdol, Olsova 6, Ozechoslo-
vakia,

NoOTICE OF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN “Fep-
ENAL REGISTER" Novemuem 6, 1974 (39 FR
39208)

APPLICANT

Nell J. Reid, Regional Chief Scientist, Rocky
Mountain National Park, National Park
Service, B‘teo Park, Colorado 80517,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 13, 1975, to take
Greenback cutthroat trout ( Salmo clarki
stomias), by electric shocker and transport
by serated tank truck with minimum mor-
tality.

NorTice oF APPLICATION PUmLIsHED 1N "Fep-
ERAL REcisTeR" Drcxmumk 3, 1974 (30 FR
41871-72)

APPLICANT

Dr, Stephen R. Humphrey, Florida State
Museum, University of Florida, Gainesville,
Florida 32611,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 20, 1975, for sclen-
tific research: To capture, harnss, trap and
collect the Indians bat (Myotis sodalis), but
may not kill more than 15,

Notice or APPLICATION PUBLISHED 1N “Fro-

ENAL Recister” Drcemsen 3, 1074 (39 PR

41870-71)
APPLICANT

Mr. Charles Sivells, 41 Westoliff Drive, Dix
Hills, New York 11746,
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OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 20, 1975, authoriz-
ing importation of two (2) pairs of Cabot's
wragopan pheasants (Tragopan cabotf),
through any designated port of entry.

Norice or APrLicaTiON Punnisurp IN “FEd-
AL Recisten” Novesmpex 1, 1874 (39 FR
38684)

APFLICANT

Dr. B. G, Whiteside, Aquatic Station, Biol-
ogy Department, Southwest Texos State
University, San Marcos, Texns 78666.

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit January 30, 1975, to take,
colloct, ns of the fountain darter
(Etheostoma jonticola) Trom the San Marcos
River, Hays County, San Marcos, Texas, and
the Comal River, Comal County, New Braun-
fels, Texas,

NOTICE OF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN “"FEDERAL
RecsTER"”, Ocronsz: 4, 1074 (39 FR 35824)

APPMLICANT

James L. Ruos, 7145 Deer Valley Road, High-
land, Maryland 20777,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit February 6, 1975, to take,
mark, and release falcons (Falco
poregrinus anatum), and (Falco peregrinus
tundrius), at the capture site, Location where
authorized activity may be conducted: States
of Pennsylvania, Delaware, Marylsnd, Vir-
ginta, North Carclina and Florida,

NOTICE OF APPLICATION PUNLISHED 1N “FEDERAL
Rearsrer”, Ocrosexn 2, 1974 (30 FR 356579)

APPLICANT

Dr. David C. Deitz, Department of
University of Florida, Gainesville,
32011,

Florida

OFFICIAL ACTION

search study.

NoTICE oF APPLICATION PUBLISHED IN ""FEDERAL
RrosTes"” Ocrosex 4, 1974 (89 FR 35823)

APPLICANT

Chincoteague Natlonal Wildiife Refuge, Post
Office Box 63, Chincoteague, Virginia 23336,
J. C. Appel, Refuge Manager,

OFFICIAL ACTION

Issued permit February 13, 1075, to trap,
band and release at the capture site, pere-
grine falcons (Faloo peregrinuy), on Chinco~
teague National Wildlife Refuge and Wallops
Island, Virginia.

Each permit Is available for public in-
spection during normal business hours
at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
office in Suite 600, 1612 K Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C.

Dated: July 21, 1975.

Lozex K. PARCHER,
Acting Chief, Division of
Law En/ 2

|FR Doc.75-19418 Filed 7-25-15;8:45 am]

ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT

Receipt of Application
Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing application for a permit is deemed

NOTICES

to have been received under section 10
of the Endangered Species Act of 1873
(P.L, §3-205),

Applicant: Ms, Pamela Parker Cook, Museum
of Comparative Zoology, Harvard Univer-
sity, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138,
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Fish and Wildlife Service, U 8. Department of
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240.

Drar Sm: I would like very much to apply
for a permit to import specimens of Bur-
romys parvus, an endangered Australian
Marsupial for zoological, scientific, and cap-
tive propagational purposes. Enclosed is the
general t application outlined in 1312
() and the additionsl information specified
in 17.23(n).

1. Common and sclenttfic namoes of the

5: Mountaln pigmy possum, Burramys

pareus, two or four animalg, one male, one
female-or two males, two femnmles aged less
than two years.

2. Information from the Australlan Wild-
iife Service is coming separately.

3. Statement of justification for the per-
mit s enclosed.

Pm )9 ME 'ﬂﬁﬂmmmm.u
PARK. OR TO SOME OTHER
FISH Binp WILDLIFE SERORE,

4. Desigmated institution: Museum of
tive Zoology, Harvard University,
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138.

The Muscum has a new wing, the second
ficor of which is oocupied by members of tho
Museum's Department of Vertebrate Paleon-
tology whose research interests lle In the In-
torrelationships between form and function
in Recent and fossil mammals. There are new
animal facilities on the floor with controlled
temperature, humidity, and light conditions.
Tho cinefiucrographic snd cineradiographic
equipment 1s also housed on the floor.

5, At the time of this application the in-
dividusl 8. parrus desired for importation
have been born and have reached maturity

(1) The small size of Burrawgys pervus re-
duces the problems of providing suitable liv-
for them. Each of will

be housed in an 4 x2x2 with n
screened-in top, Inside the possums will be
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provided with a water bottle, ad libidum
food, nesting materials, and a diversity of
objects on which to climb and in which to
find cover. The aquaria will be kept on
wheeled carts so that the units can be easily
moved in and out of the animal rooms with
a minimum of disturbance to the possums.

(i1) Technical expertise available In the
project includes a full-time animal keeper
with several years experience working with
breeding and raising primates, access to vet-
erinary medical personnel with long standing
interest In exotic animals, and close contact
with Prof, J. A. W. Kirsch who has worked
with these animals in Australia during part
of the 1974-1975 field season. I have kept
Bettongia penictllata, brush-tailed rat kan-
garcos, since May 1072 during which time
four animals have expanded into eleven, in-
cluding several young bred at the New York
Zoological Park. It appears to me that most
problems of marsupials can elther be de-
tected early, avolded, or solved relatively
easlly through prolonged daily observation,
close monitoring of individual body weights,
and a varled diet.

(i) I would be willing and extremely
eager to participate in a breeding program,
to maintain and contribute to a studbook.

(iv) If possible the animals will be hand
carried by Prof. J. A. W. Kirsch on a flight
from Perth to New York, Otherwise the an-
imals will be flown from Perth to New York
in a wooden box subdivided into individual
compartments approximately 6" x 6'* x 3'*
contalning nesting material and a fixed dish
containing food and water,

The animals will be met in New York upon
thelr arrival and brought by car to the Mu-
seum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard Uni-
versity, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Sincerely,
Pamera Parxen Cook.

STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION FOR THE
IMPORTATION OF B. PARVUS.

B. parpus Is extremely important in
evolutionary studies of many kinds, for
example Kirsh’s work examining the
blood proteins of B. parvus and Ride’s
studies of the morphology and phylogeny
of fossil B. parvus. I am particularly in-
terested in B. parvus as another mam-
malian lineage to independently evolye a
plagiaulacoid trophic complex similar to
that of several groups of fossil mammals
and one group of Recent mammals, of
which Bettongia penicillata is a member.

The plagiaulacoid dentition of these
mammals is superficially gliriform in ap-
pearance with the paired, enlarged, and
procumbent mandibular ineisors fol-
lowed by a diastema produced by the loss
of the anterior cheek teeth. The striking
and unique feature of this dental type is
the presence of an enlarged, laterally
compressed blade bearing a serrated
cutting edge heading the molar row
which is composed of closely packed
brachyodont molars. It is of great inter-
est how this dentition is used and why
such an elaborate and bizarre adapta-
tion should be evolved independently in
mammals at least seven times. An un-
derstanding of the feeding adaptations
of B. parvus would shed light on the
controversy in the literature of the al-
leged competition among contemporane-
ous plagiaulacoid multituberculates and
primates with the earliest rodents,

NOTICES

Direct observation, feeding trials, cine-
matographic, cinefluoroscopic, and cine~
radiographic studles of ingestion and
mastication in B. penicillatq indicate
that in this species at least, the plagiau-
lacoid dentition is very different from the
rodent trophic apparatus. B. penicillata
does not gnaw in the rodent sense. Soft
food is ingested at the incisor area: hard
or fibrous food is ingested under the pre-
molar blades which do not play an im-
porant role in food trituration. In addi-
tion B. penicillata is perhaps unique ana-
tomically in having a hollow major
portion of the mandibular ramus in
which deep divisions of the external ad-
ductor muscles insert to control jaw re-
traction during the recovery masticatory
stroke and jaw rotation during the power
and preparatory masticatory strokes, Any
hypothesis attempting to equate B. peni-
cillata and any rodent functionally and
hence ecologically is unwarranted. Sim-
ilarly B. parvus should be investigated to
determine its dental function. It is a
much smaller animal than B. penicillata
with a different diet (insects, seeds, etc.),
and a much more exaggerated, rounded
premolar blade. It seems likely that B.
parvus has a different pattern of oral
function than does B. penicillata and
that perhaps the similarity of form of
the plagiaulacoid dental complex does
not entall a concomitant similarity of
function, a point of considerable mor-
phological and evolutionary interest.

The colony of B. penicillata also pro-
vided the opportunity to analyze breed-
ing, growth and development, social
structure and behavior in B. penicillata
and to analyze the énergetics and mech-
anism of Jocomotion in this animal.
Parallel studies of B. parvus would also
be done and thus greatly extend what is
known of marsupial social behavior and
energetics. None of these experimental
techniques including the cineradio-
graphic analysis of mastication require
the use of any surgery, drugs, dietary
deprivation or manipulation, or stress
beyond that of handling the animals
which Is minimal because of the fre-
quent and positively reinforced contact
the possums will have with people. I
would be happy to provide the Fish and
Wildlife Service with reprints, manu-
scripts, and basic data.

Observations of the actlvities of B.
parvus would be made by two observers
untll the schedule of thelr daily activity
was established and confirmed for a three
month period. Categories of behaviour
would be defined such as social, feeding,
reproductive, and locomotory behavior
and explored over this study. Data on
gestation, pouch life, growth and devel-
opment of all young would be kept along
with records of the interactions of the
adults with the young at various ages,

Basal metabolic rates would be deter-
mined by monitoring oxygen consump-
tion of the possums within a closed cham-
ber receiving a known rate of air flow.
Exercise metabolic rates will be deter-
mined using the same method as was
used for the determination of the basal
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metabolic rate with the chamber placed
on & small treadmill and anchored in a
fixed position.

Cineradiographic film taken at 250
frames per second in lateral and dorso-
ventral projection would be analysed to
determine patterns of locomotion and
patterns of ingestion and mastication
and to elucidate the preparatory, power,
and recovery phases during these activi-
ties, the direction, timing, and amplitude
of mandibular movements during the
three phases and to relate these data to
the cycle of hyold movements. The clar-
ity of fiim exposed on the high speed
Siemens focused beam x-ray tube obvi-
ates the use of radioopaque markers or
food and permits the use of very low and
short radiation exposure.

Any animals which die would be dis-
sected and the skeletons would become
part of the osteology collections of the
Museum of Comparative Zoology, Har-
vard University or Peabody Museum,
Yale University.

The animals would ultimately be taken
to the New York Zoological Park where
many of the B. penicillata from my
earlier permit have been taken or to some
other institution designated by the
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife.

Documents and other information sub-
mitted in connection with this applica-
tion are available for public inspection
during normal business hours at the
Service's office In Suite 600, 1612 K
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

Interested persons may comment on
this application by submitting written
data, views, or arguments, preferably in
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post
Office Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036.
All relevant comments recelved on or
before August 27, 1975 will be considered.

Dated: July 18, 1975.

BERTRAM S. FALBAUM,
Acting Chief, Division of Law
Enforcement, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service,

[FR Doc.76-19419 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am|]

ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT
Receipt of Application

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing application for a permit is deemed to
have been received under section 10 of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (P.L.
93-205).

Applicant: Detrott Zoological Park, Post Of-
fice Box 30, Royal Oak, Michigan 45068,
James C, Savoy, D.V.M., Zoo Director.

JUNE 0, 1975,

Director, Bureau of Sport Pisheries and
Wihdlife,

U.S. Department of the Interior,

Washington, D.C. 20240

Dearn Sm: The Detroit Zoological Park
herewith submits application for a permis
to obtaln 2 male and 2 female Cheetah
(Acinonyx jubatus) per Title 50, Part 17,
Section 17.12(b); for educational and presor-
vation purposes,
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(1) Applicant: Dotrolt Zoological Park,
P.0. Box 39, Royal Oak, Michigan 48068,

(1) Specimens: Two (2) male and two (2)
fermale Cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus),

(1)) Purpose: (s) Public display; these
specimens will be avallable for viewing by
visitors at the Zoological Park.

(b) Preservation, Reproduotion; it is the
desire of the Detroit Zoo to make every
elfort to reproduce Cheetah. The herelnafter
described facilities and staff expertise are
felt to be adeguate to anoccomplish this,

() Live Widiife, transit arrangements:
The four animals which this permit repre-
sents are presently located at Lion Country
Safari, Inc., 601 Lion Country Parkway, Grand
Prairie, Texas. They have been declared sur-
plus by Lion Country Safari and for the best
interests of these animals and the remaining
animals they should be moved. These four
animals which this permit represents were
born ot Lion Country Safarl, Grand Pralrie,
Texas U.S.A. and, therefore, are not being Im-
ported but represent captive born animals.
These animals are, therefore, not being im-
ported into the United States but are being
relocated: however, partial trade and partial
financial transactions are being made, there-
fore, since commerce (financial) s involved
this permit 15 necessary. Transit containers
will be provided ans of the size, shape and
construction mutually agreed upon by the
Directors and curators of the Detroit Zoo and
1ion Conntry Safari so the animals will have
ample room to move, proper ventilation and
water availshle, Transportation will be by
alr and the most direct route, circumventing
any stops, layovers, or transfers. The looa-
tion of the animals during translt will be
closely monitored by both shipper and re-
coiver. A qualified 200 representative will seo
the animals on the plane and the Detroit
Zoo will have a curator at the alrport to ob-
serve unloading and to drive the animals to
the zoo. Time In the transit containers is
estimated at four (4) hours. The health rec-
ords and pressnt feeding schedules and type
of food are being sent to the Detrolt Zoo.
Transit containers nre made of wood and are
twice the width of the animml, twice the
height of the animal and twice the length
of the animal: ventilation holes are on
approx. 6’ centers and are placed In the
upper portion of the container and in the
lower portion of the container (summer ship-
ment), Solid type doors are located at the
ends of the container and are seocure as
required for safe alr shipment, Water con-
tatner is provided In the corner of ome end
and has no sharp edges. The container has
no sharp or protruding wood or metal parts.

NOTICES

(0) Address, facilitios: The herein re-
2 male and 2 femule Cheetah will
be kept at the Detroit Zoological Park, P.O.
Royal Oak, Michigan. They will be
located in the African complex Cheetah run.
(See sttached exhiblits “A™ and “B"). Pres-
ently there are one female and one male in
this Iarge enclosure and they have been
successfully kept In this area for several
years. Due to the sge of the male it is no
longer felt he is capable of breeding. The
Cheetah onclosure is located between the
large Zebra, Ostrich, Waterbuck enclosure
and the Eland enclosure, The Cheetah en-
ciosure 1s some 21,000 sguare feet in area,
ranges from 40" acress at the narrowest point
to 100" ncross at the widest point, The area 1s
395 Teet lomg. The run is enclosed with n 7’
chain ¥nk fence with & wire return on top.
There ure throe separate shift pens at the
rear of the unit to scparate males and for
catching animals to examine and vaccinate
them, There is o large In-rock room avall-
able at the far end of the enclosure. This
room can provide seclusion areas for females,
serve as o loafing area, breeding area and can
be heated for winter retreat. In the yard
itself there are two separate hested shelters
located in a secluded area toward the rear
of the yard and ote large shelter (bullt like
an African hut) at the front of the yard,
There are open grassy areas, thick under-
brush areas and semi-shade treed areas. In
this enclosure Cheetah can select any type of
aroa they wish; they can retreat from the
public visitors If they desire and can select
ample distance from the hoof stock on both
gides if they wish, however, the hoof stock-
cheetah intoraction has been no problem.

(vi) Applicant’s qualifications: The Detroit
Zoological Park has been s well established
institution for 53 years. It is one of the
largest zoos In the world and is famous for
its large well-designed animal facilitles. The
staff is well educated and has many years of

in charge of the mammals

combined experlence of some 50 years in the
keeping of wild mammals. A large, fully-
equipped animal

an is located on the
grounds and a full-time veterinarian is on
our staff; the zoo director is also n veterinar-
fan. Diets for the collection are carefully
formulated for each specle of animal. The
Detroit Zoo has approximately 130 full time
employees, an operating budget of around
3.5 milllon dollars and has approximately 2
million visitors annually.

{vll) Contract or arrangements: No formal
contract exists. This will be a fnancial
arrongement (which could include animal
trades and money combined) between Lion
Country Safarl, Grand Pratrie, Texas, and the
Detroit Zoological Park. The animals, ship-
ping rents and transport contalners
have been previously described,

(vill) Certificstion: I hereby certify that
the foregoing Information is complete and
accurate to the best of my knowledge and
belief. I understand that this information
15 submitted for the purpose of obtaining
an exemption from the requirements of the
Endangered Specles Conservation Act of 1060
(83 Siat. 275), and that any false statoment
hereon may be subject to the criminal penal-
ties of 18 U.B.C. 1001,

James C. Savoy, DV,
Zoo Director.

Documents and other information sub-
mitted In connection with this applica-
tion are available for public inspection
during normal business hours at the
Service's office iIn Suite 600, 1612 K
Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

Interested persons may comment on
this application by submitting written
data, views, or arguments, preferably in
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE),
US. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post
Office Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036.
All relevant comments received on or be-
fore August 27, 1975,

Dated: July 21, 1975.
Lorex K. PArcHER,

Acting Chief, Division of Law
Enforcement U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc.75-10420 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|]

ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT
Receipt of Application

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing application for a permit is deemed
to have been received under section 10
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(P.L. 93-205).

Applicant; St. Louls Zoological Park, Foreat
Park, St. Louls, Missourl 63110. Richard D.
Schultz, Director; Charteas H. Hoocssle, Gen-
eral Curator and Deputy Director,
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Juyk 18, 1975.
Mr, LYNN A. OazENwaALY,

. Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Law Enforcement U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, Washington, D.C.

DEar Mg, Grexxwaur: The St, Louis Zoo-
logical Park hereby spplies for an importa-
tion permit under section 10(a) of the En-

Specles Act of 1073. We submit the
foll information pursuant to Sections
13.12 and 17.23 of Volume 39, No. 3, Part III
of the Froenal Recsren,

1. Common  name, Rock-fowl, White-
necked Picathartes gymnocephalus Two (2)
males, two (2) females,

2. These birds are part of & group of white-
nacked rock-fow! Intended as a cooperative
effort among several major American 2zoos,
ithe effort coordinated by the National Zoo-
logical Park, Seo Pederal Register, Volume 40,
No, 113, Wednesday, June 11, 1875 (enclosed) .

3. This importation is intended s & Coop~
erative effort among several major American
zoos and a quarantine operator, One object
iz to Import a substantial nucleus of this
endangered species to attempt to establish
A breeding population In American zoos. It

Q/g.u e/ /,7K X

combines thé efforts of several non-profit
organizations with a non-profit venture by
these importer-quarantiner,

The birds will be housed in an open swamp
in our tropical bird house; a photo and dia-
gram of same fs enclosed. This Zoological
display of compatible troplcal forest species
should be conduelve to the propsgation of
rock-fowl,

Study of tho behavior in courtship and
nesting of all species in this enclosure is in
progress by our Curator of Birds as well as
student researchers from bohavior courses of
Washington Unlversity and 8St. Louls
University.

The birds will bo malintalned at tho St.
Louls Zoological Park for the remainder of
thelr lives. Offspring resulting from success-
ful propagation will be made available to
cooperating institutions to insure future
200 populations without further wild cole
lections. Post Mortem examination of re-
malns will be made by our Veterinary De-
partment and body parts, if desirable, will
be made available to appropriate public
educational facilities,
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4. The St. Louls Zoo 1s located on 83 acres
of Forest Park, St. Louls, Missouri. A cur-
rent zoo album, an annual report and ap-
propriate quarterly mnagasines containing
dlahned descriptions of facllitles are en-
closed.

5. The group of birds were captured from
the wild In Liberia and are now belng held
al Monrovia, Liberia by G. Borglum as per
letter to the Director of the Flsh nnd Wild-
lifo Service from Dr. Reed, Director, Natfonal
Zoo, dated 17 April 1975.

0. To our knowledge there are no Liberian
laws prohibiting the capture of these birds,
but they have not been propagated In this
country. To our knowledge, this is the first
major effort to establish a large oolony for
propagating efforts {n this country.

7. Request is for permit to obtain birds
from National Zoo, who is requesting permit
to import, however, we submit the following
for consideration.

7.1 Photos, diagrams, quarterly magazines,
¥00 albums and annual Treport with descrip-
tions,

741, The curatorial staff, as well as the
knpu:olmobuddepntmanzhn\'onlong
history of success In rearing waterfowl,
pheasants, ratites, as well as various birds
of prey and smaller perching birds. Qreat
expense and efforts have beon invested in
propagating facilities and in improving en-
vironmental conditions which lead to breed-
ing success (see article in Zudus, January,
1995, pp. 10 and 11 (enclosed).) 3

741k The St. Louls Zoo Is Involved in co-
operative breeding programs, studbook data
maintenance, as well as ISIS (Iuternational
Specles Inventory System) In an effort to
enhance captive propagation of all 'zoo spe-
cles, but with emphasis on Rare and En-
dangered specles.

7.1v. Birds will be shipped {n crates similar
and equal to Imternational Atr Transport
Assoclation, Btyle “F*, with 22" x 15" x 10"
compartments, one bird per compartment.
See IAT.A. lve animals regulations, 4th
editions, February 1, 1075, Genevs, Switwer-
land.

Documents and other Informstion in
connection with this application are en-
closed, also a completed form 3-200 and o
check for $50.00 to cover the permit fee.

We hope you ean give all requesta for per-
mita in this most important coordinated of-
fort, conslderation st your earliest conven-
fence.

Sincerely yours,
Cranres H. Hoxsste,
Genéral Curator and Deputy Director.

Documents and other Information sub-
mitted in connection with this applica-
tion are available for public inspection
during normal business hours at the

Service’s office In Suite 600, 1612 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C,

Interested persons may comment on
this application by submitting written
data, views, or arguments, preferably in
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Of-
fice Box 19183, Washington, D.C, 20036.
All releyant comments received on or be-
fore August 27, 1975.

Dated; July 21, 1975.

Loren K. PARCHER,
Acting Chief, Division of Law
Enforcement, US, Fish and
Wildlife Service.

IFR Doc.76-19421 Piled 7-25-75;8.:46 am|]
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the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (P.L.
93-205).

Applicant: San Antonlo Zoological Gardens
& Aquarium, 8008 N, St. Mary's Street, San
Antonlo, Texas 78212. Louis R. DiSabato,
Director.

ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT
Receipt of Application

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing application for a permit is deemed
to have been received under section 10 of

(5) The two animals that are to be ox-
changed are both in captivity and were both
born in captivity.

(6) Net applicable. Both animals were cap-
tive born and will have no adverse effect on
the natural population of snow leopards in
the wild,

% o WU SR,

/.
FEDERAL FISH AND WILDUIFE

1. APPLICATION FON (fndisete anly sea)

Dme—cmm Enﬂur

Y LICENSE/PERMIT APPLICATION

xwwv.m—gmmumwd:ﬂ
esinasa, agency, oc inaitiation ler w0k pocmit lo pegeesieg
San Antonio Zoological Gardens
& Aguarium
3903 N. 5t, Mary's Btreet
San Antonio, TX 78212
(512) 734-7183

T GRICAPTION OF AGTIVITY POR Se REGUEITED LICDN I

male snow leopapd IPaftngRa f°

uncia) captive born at the San
Antonio Zoo for one female snow
leopard (FPanthara uncia) captive
born at the Helsinki Zoo ih ordej
to establish new blood lines in
the snow leopards at both =zoos.

A& W PAPPLICANT™ IS AN INDIVIDUAL, COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING:
LI SR

O Owes. Cuiss O ve
I CEBR AR | COSA ETES

SOCIAL SECUMTY MosmEn

8 P CARPLICANT™ 15 A IUBSER COMOHATION. PUBICAGENCY.
OF BEETLIITION. COWFLETE Tt FOLLOWWG.
~—ERPTAIN TVPE DR VS OF WUBNESS AGORCY, SW WA TaTIon
Zoological gardens and aguarium
devoted to the exhibition, care
& propagation of animals in
captivity. Operated by the San
Antonio Zoological Society for
the City of San Antonio

WY BUSNESS, AGENTY, O NETITUTIOMAL AFFILIATION WA VING
TO 0O WiTH THE WLOLIFE TO BE COVERED 0 Tl

WANE, TITLE, AND PUONE MUMINER OF PRENDONT, PRNCIFAL
orncem, owecton, £, (512) 734-7183
Louis R. DiSabato, Director

TF CAPLICANT 15 A CONPORATION, IMOICATE STATE M S
INCORPGRA TED

Toxas

&mnmmwuwnmwumuwﬁo
San Antonio Zoological Garxdens
& Aquarium, San Antonio, Texas
in exchange .with Helsinki Zoo,

7. DO YOU HELD Any CURMENTLY VALID PECEMAL Fide AND
WILDLIPE LICENSE On FEma T [(xyes Ow
[ yon, Nat Davmaw o promis

comteral
E5-78, ES-61,E5-48, ES-12,
2-8P=320, 2-FR-36S5

Helsinki, Finland

B IF REANED BV AnY STATE OR POREIGN DOVEMWENT, 00 YOU

(17 pon, (it jurind o rinns and type of ducumeniel

N/A

» Cll"lﬂ_ln“otﬂol:' JACEM (1F spplisebie] PAVASLE TO
THE (A P AND RILOU L SUAVICE ENCLOMD o AMOUNT OF

11, DORATION MECDED
90 days from date
issued

1, DEWNED EFFECTIVE
DATE

IMMEDIATELY

&3

SEE ATTACHMENTS

ATTADMERTE THE SRCCFIC INFORMA TION AEQUIRED FOr TIE TYPL OF LCENW PEMAT RESUERTED MTew 3 C7 R 1L7MI WUST e
ATTACHED, 1T CONSTITUTED Al INTEGRAL PANT OF THG APPLICATION, LIFT SELTI0NS OF 59 CF W UnDEN Wuln ATTADMENTS ANC
PROVIOES

IHERERY CORTIFY THAT * MAVE BEAD AND AM FARIL
REGILATIONS AND THE JTHEN APPLICABLE PANRTS i ¢

RATION SUBRITTED I T35 APPLICATION FOR A LICENSE PERAIT 18

[WanaTund i bl

el ol

—
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e, L

CERTIFICATION

TE
L UNDERSTAND THAT ANT FALLE STATERENT HENEIN RAT SIJECT ME TO THE CRlMIKAL PENAL NELOF N 5. 1000,

5\
R, PART 11, OF THE CODE OF FEDERAL
FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE INFOR.
AND BELICF,

BATE

Qe

20, /P23T

wre Louis R. DiSabato
Dmecros, U.S, FisH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE,
Law Enforcement, USDI,

Washington, D.C. 20240.

Dear Sm: Enclosed 15 a permit application
In accordance with paragraph 17.23 Tite 40
CFR for the exchange of one female snow
leopard (Panthera uncia) captive born at the
8an Antonio Zoological Gardens for one fe-
mate snow leopard (Panthera uncia) captive
born st the Helsinki Zoo, Helsinki, Finland.

The following 15 the information required
by paragraph 17.23.

i1} Snow leopard (Panthera uncis), one
female, born June 14, 1974 at the San Antonlo
Zoological Gardens, San Antonio, Texas;
Snow leopard (Panthera uncia), one female,
born 1974 at Helsinkl Zoo,

(2) Enclosed are coples of the correspond«
ence between thoe San Antonio Zoological

4 S LML L S A

Gardens and Mr. Ilkka Koivisto, Director,
Helsinkl Zoo, Helsinkl, Finland, establishing
the agreement under which the animals are
to be exc between the two 200s.

(3) Both zoos have been successful in the

captive propagation of snow leopards. This
permit would allow an exchange of captive
born female snow leopards in order to estab-
1ish new blood 1ines within the snow leopards
being bred at both zoos. These females would
be used for propagational purposes at the two
ZOOS.
(4) The female snow leopard born at the
San Antonto Zoo will be shipped to the Hel-
sinki Zoo, Korkeasaaren Eldintarhu, SF-00570
Helsinkl 57, Pinland.

The female suow leopard born at the Hel-
sinkl Zoo will be shipped to the San Antonlo
Zoological Gardens and Aquarium, 8903 N.
St. Mary's Street, San Antonio, TX 78212

(7) The female snow leopard born at the
San Antonio Zoo is to be exported to Hel-
sink!, Finland, and 15 not an importation,

(1) The female snow leopard born at the
Helsinki Zoo would be an importation from
that Zoo to the San Antonlo Zoological Gar-
dens and Aquarium, It will be housed at the
San Antonlo Zoo in a cage 10 feet wide, 20
feet deép and 14 feet high with a den 7 feet
wide, 4 foot deep and 5 feet high at the rear
of the cage. This is & cage similar to ones In
which the adult breeding snow leopards are
mainfained and in which three zoo born
snow leopards have been raised. There is u
resting platform on top of the den plus sec-
tions of trees for climbing snd scratching.

(41) The Zoo Director, Assistant Director
and Superintendent of Mammals each have
over 20 years experience in the management,
care and handling of wild animals in cap-
tivity. The staff also includes a fulitime resi-
dent veterinarian plus 3 hospital attendants
and 25 animal attendants in the Mammal
Department. Snow leopards have been main-
tained at the San Antonio Zoo since 1970,
and births have ocourred in 1072, 1973 and
1974. In addition this Zoo has also bred
spotted leopards, black leopards, clouded
leopards, jaguars, mountain lions, African
lions, Bengal tigers, Siberian Ilynx, Pallasg'
eats, leopard cats and bobcats, In the last
six years 157 cats of the above namsd species
have been born at this Zoo.

(141) The San Antonio Zoological Gardens
will readily participate {n cooperative breed-
ing programs and In the maintenance of a
studbook on the snow lecpard. The purposo
of this application is, in fact, part of a co-
operative breeding program. In addition, all
snow leéopards in our collection are already
listed In the current studbook for this spe-
cles, and the San Antonlo Zoological Gardens
participates in the maintenance of studbooks
on a number of other animals in its collec-
tion and is well-versed in the format and use
of these important records.

(iv) The animal will be ehipped in a
wooden crate lined with metal 24" wide,
45’ long and 30" high. There {s a double
grill in one end of the crate and a metal-lined
gufllotine door on the other. This door will
allow food and water to be placed In the
crate. In addition, water may be provided
with a hose through the grill,

It is anticipated that the animals will be
shipped alr freight via the port of New York,
and zoo officials at the New York Zoological
Park will be requested to check the.animals
and provide any necessary food and water if
required while the auimal s at New York. It
is planned to ship the San Antonio Zoo
animal to the Helsinki Zoo, and Helsinkl
would ship {ts animal to San Antonio in the
same crate on & return fight.

Sincerely,
Louis R. DiSamaro,
Director, San Antonio Zoological
Gardens and Aquarium,

Mr. Lotis R. DiSanaro,
Zoo Director, San Antonfo Zoological Gar-
dens, 3903 N, St. Mary's St., San Antonio,
Texas 78212

Deax CorrEacux: Today I am coming back
to our talk about the exchange of Snow
ards, I have reserved for you a young
female Snow Leopard of our last year's crop.
This female can be sent to you any time you
wish but I should llke to mention that we
would like to send her aa soon as you have
the import papers ready since we need the
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cage the female occuples very badly. Further,
this female can be eéxchanged for either a fo-
male or male Snow Leopard,

Hoping to hear from you in this matter by
return of mall, I remain with kind regards,

Yours sincerely
Dr. Inxxa Korvisro,

Director,
Dr. Tuxxa Eowvisro,
Director, Helsinki Zoo, Kookeasaaren Elain-
tarha, SF-00570, Helsink{i 57, Finland

DrEAr CoLizacux: Many- thanks for your
lotter of 11 Pebruary 1975 referring to our
conversations concerning the possible ex-
¢hange of a young female snow leopard, born
in our zoo, for one of those which you reared
in the Holsinkl Zoo for the purpose of ox-
changing blood lines,

We are agreeable to this exchange and
welcome It; but before we can do it, our
government requires us to apply for an En-
dangered Specles Permit both to export ours
to you and to acquire one from you. This ap-
plication will take about 80 days to nequire,
unfortunately.

May I please ask you to write a letter to
me explaining your great success In rearing
snow leopard cubs and the reason for our
exchange of offspring so that I-might include
the letter with our applicstion for permit.

After recelving the permit I propose to
ship our female to you; and, then, you can
ship your fomale to us in the same shipping
crate almost within a few days of recelving
our animal. In this manner, I ean apply for
only obe permit to accomplish both things.

I am sorry that it is so complicated, but
this is one of the problems facing us here
for the present,

Please let me receive your correspondence
A5 800N W5 possible ko that I might begin my
process of application.

Sincerely,
Lovuis R. DiSamato.

Mr. Louis R. DiSauaro,

Zoo Director, San Antonlo Zoological Gar-
dens, 3903 N, St. Mary's §t., San Antonio,
Tezas 78212

Dran Corieacur: Thank you very much
for your kind Jettor of February 20, 1975 con-
cerning the exchange of young Snow Leop-

The municipal Helsinki Zoological Gardens
has in the past six years been breeding snow
ieopards with outstanding success, In this
period of time we have ralsed together 22
snow leopards, Iast year alone 8,

In order to widen our present breeding po-
tential, we are now searching for a young
suitable female with the aim to create & new
biood line, =

Therefore I am approaching you with the
question If we could arrange an exchange of
young snow leopard females for the purpose
of establishing new blood lnes,

Hoping to hoar from you {n this matter In
due course and remaining with kind regards.

Yours sincerely,

Dn. Ttxxa Komvisro,
Director,

Documents and other Information sub-
mitted in connection with this applica-
tion are available for public inspection
during normal business hours at the
Service's office in Sulite 600, 1612 K Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.

Interested persons may comment on
this application by submitting written
data, views, or arguments, preferably in
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE),
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Of-
fice Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036.

FEDERAL

NOTICES

All relevant comments recelved on or be-
fore August 27, 1975.

Dated: July 18, 1975.

Bearaam S, FaLsaum,
Acting Chief, Division of Law
Enforcement, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

| FR Doc.75-18422 Filed 7-26-75:8:45 am |

National Park Service

MOUNT McKINLEY DEVELOPMENT
CONCEPT PLAN

Public Workshop

Notice is hereby given that a public
workshop will be held to discuss improve-
ments to the Mount McKinley head-
quarters area, the McKinley Park Hotel
area, and the adjacent railroad station
area, Out of the meetings will come an

environmental assessment of the alter- -

natives for the developments in this area
of the Park.

The first workshop will be held on Au-
gust 27 at 7:30 p.m. in the Endeavor
Room of the Captain Cook Hotel in An-
chorage. A second workshop will be held
on August 28 at 7:30 p.m. in the West
Gold Room of the Travelers Inn in Fair-
banks. A final workshop will be held on
August 29 at 7:30 p.m. in the Park rec-
reation room in the Mount McKinley Na-
tional Park headquarters area.

Additional information on the work-
shops can be obtained by phoning the
Alaska State Office, National Park Serv-
ice, in Anchorage (907-277-8548) or
Mount McKinley National Park (907-
683-2585) .

Dated: July 23, 1975,

Eowano J. Kuirz,
Acting Regional Director,
Pacific Northwest Region.

[FR Doc.75-10567 Plled 7-25-T5;8:45 am|)

Office of the Secretary

ALASKA NATURAL GAS
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Department of the Interior has
prepared a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement on the Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation System. The draft state-
ment analyzes. the environmental fm-
pacts related to the construction, oper-
atlon, and maintenance of a proposed
pipeline to transport natural gas from
the Prudhoe Bay area of Alaska to users
in the lower 48 States. The proposal con-
sidered in the draft statement is that
submitted by the Arctic Gas System
made up of a consortium of 27 com-
panies which constitute the Gas Arctic~
Nor:hweat Project Study Group (Appli-
cant),

The total project, as proposed by the
Applicant, traverses 6,280 miles of land:
a large percentage (2430 miles) is in
Canada. Of lands crossed in the United
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States, 2,883 miles are in private owner-

ship and the balance (967 miles) {s under

the jurisdiction of Federal agencies.
This environmental impact statement

has been prepared in seven parts as

follows:

Part I—Overview (1 Volume).

Part II—Alaskn (3 Volumes),

Part ITI—Canada (8 Volumes),

Part TV—West Coast (4 Volumes) .

Part V-—North Border (3 Volumes),

Part VI—Alternatives (2 Volumes).

Part VII—Consultation and Coordination (i
Volume).

_ The first five parts are geographicslly
oriented and are presented in parallel
format. The following subject groupings
are covered sequentially in each part:

1. Description of the proposal,

2, Description of the environment.

3. The environmental impact of the pro-

posed action,
4. Mitigating measures included in the

proposed action.

5. Any adverse effects which cannot bo
avoided should the proposal be implemented,

6. The relationship between local short-
term uses of man’'s environment and the
maintenance and enhancement of long-
term productivity.,

7. Any frreversible and f{rretrievable com-
mitments of resources which would be In-
volved in the proposed action should it be
implemented,

8. Alternatives to the proposed action.

9. Consultation and coordination with
others.

Part VI, Alternatives and Part VII,
Consultation and Coordination develop
thelr subjects in a different grouping
than the geographic parts.

A reader may elect to pursue his par-
ticular Interest by selecting the parts
to which he refers rather than search
all parts. For example, & reader inter-
ested only in his area, say Montana,
could use Part I for the big plcture and
Part V, North Border for the coverage
of his specific area, In the same man-
ner, a reader interested In ways of
transporting natural gas could refer to
Part VI, Alternatives and satisfy his
needs.

When formal applications were filed
with the Department of the Interior,
they were placed in a public file. The
file contains: all applications, amend-
ments, supplements, environmental
assessments, and reports filed by the
companies; copies of supplemental infor-
mation requests and responses; com-
ments from Interested persons: and
testimony from the information gather-
ing meetings. These materials are avail-
able for public scrutiny and coples of
these files are maintained in Room 1540,
Department of the Interior Bullding, C
Street between 18th and 10th Streets,
N.W., Washington, D.C.

Public hearings are contemplated at
future dates in a number of cities. They
will be announced as Notices in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

The Department will accept written
comments on the adequacy of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for a
period of 90 days subsequent to the date
of this Notice, and will consider any com-
ments received in the preparation of the
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final environmental statement. Written
comments should be addressed to EIS
Task Force, Alaska Natural Gas Trans-
portation System, Bureau of Land Man-
agement (302), U.S. Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240.

The draft environmental impact state-
ment, as well a5 the companies’ applica-
tions, will be available for public review
at the following locations:

EIS Task Force, Alaska Natural Gas Trans-
portation System, Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (302), Room 15640, U.S. PDepartment
of the Interlor, Washington, D.C. 20240.

Bureau of Land Management, Alaska State
OMce, 5655 Cordova Street, Anchorage,
Alaskn 99501,

Bureau of Land Management, Oregon State
Office, 729 N.E. Oregon Street, Portland,
Oregon 97208,

Bureau of Land Management, California
State OfMce, Room E-2841, 2800 Cottage
Way, Sacramento, California 96825,

Bureau of Land Management, Nevada State
OfMoe, Room 3008, 300 Booth Street, Reno,
Nevada 89502,

Bureau of Land Management, Montana Btate
Office, 318 N. 26th Street, Billings, Mon-
tana 59101,

Office of the Special Assistant to Secretary
of the Interior, 32nd Floor, 230 8, Dear-
born Street, Chicago, Illinols 60604

A small supply of the draft statement
is available in the Washington, D.C. office
noted above. Also, the statement may be
purchased from the Superintendent of

Date and time
September 18, 0-4 pm

September 18, 9 am.-8:30 p.m
September 18, 2 p.m
September 18, 2-5 p.m. and 79 pm

September 17-18, 8-5 p.m. (both days)
September 23, 9 am.-H pm
September 19, 93 PMccnnreccmcanmmencss

September 17, §-3 pm
September 26, -3 p.m

September 17, 9:30-3 p.m

September 18, 9:30-8 PMNeaconococamnes -
September 19, 9:30-3 pm
September 18, 10 am-~9 pm.

September 16, 9:30-3 pm

Giannint  Auditorium,

Bonneville

NOTICES

Documents, U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,

Dated: July 23, 1975,

RoysToN C. HUGHES,
Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.

| PR Doc.756-10507 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service 3

FOREST AND RANGELAND RENEWABLE
RESOURCE PLANNING ACT DRAFT AS-
SESSMENT AND PROGRAM

“Public Hearings

JuLy 22, 1975.

In September 1975, the Forest Serv-
ice, USDA, will hold Public Hearings on
the Forest and Rangeland Renewable
Resource Planning Act Draft Assessment
and Program. The draft proposals will
be released to the public August 15, 1975.
Coples will be available at all Forest
Service offices throughout the Country.
Written comments on the draft propos-
als may be mailed by October 15, 1975, |
to Chief, Forest Service, USDA, Wash-
ington, DC 20250. The draft proposals
can be obtained from the Chiel. Formal
publi¢ hearings will be held in the fol-
lowing locations to receive oral and
written comment:

Location

Missouln City County Library, E. Main &

Washington, Missoula, Montana 50801,
Wyer Auditorium, Denver Public Library,

1357 Broadway, Denver, Colorado 80210,
Phoenix Civio Piaza, Rooms 9 and 10, 225 E.

Adams Stredt, Phoenix, Arlzona 85004.

Little Theatre Room, Salt Palace, 100 South-

west Temple, Salt Lake Clty, Utah 84101,
Bank of America
Bullding, 555 California Street, San Fran-
cisco, California 04104.

Auditorium, Bonneville Power
Authority, 1002 Northeast Holladay St

., Portland, Oregon 97232,
Maln Auditorium, Georgla, Power Company,

270 Peachtree Street, NW, Atlanta, Georgla
30303

Holiday Inn—Medical Center, 6701 South

Main Streot, Houston, Texas 77026,

Hilton Inn—Memphis Airport, 2240 Demo-

corat Road, Memphis, Tennessee 38132,

J. W. McCormick Post Office, and Court
House, Rm. 304, Milk & Devonsahire Street,
Boston, Massachusetts 02100,

Federal Bullding, Room 20625, 219 South

Dearborn, Chicago, Illinols 60004,

Federal Bullding, Room 564, (Located in 8t.

Paul), Fort Snelling, Minnesota B5111.

Carpenters Hall, 4th & Denall, Anchorage,

Alaska 99501.

USDA, Becretary’s Conf. Rm. 218-A, 14th &

Independence Ave, SW, Washington, DO
20250,

Joux R. McGUIRE,
Chief, Forest Service,

[FR Doc 75-10322 Filed 7-26-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

MARINE MAMMAL PERMIT
Receipt of Application

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing applicant has applied in due form
for a permit to take and import marine
mammals for scientific research as au-
thorized by the Marine Mammal Protec-
tion Act of 1972 and the Regulations
Governing the Taking and Importing of
Marine Mammals.

Dr. Howard E. Winn, Graduate School
of Oceanography, University of Rhode
Island, Kingston, Rhode Island 02881, to
conduct research on cetaceans in the
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans,

The proposed research will consist of
the following activities:

1. Record the sound, behavior and
numbers of any cetaceans encountered
during a series of cruises in the Atlantic
and Pacific Oceans, including aerial
observations.

2. Obtain 30 skin and blubber samples

from humpback whales (Megaptera no-

vaeangliae), over a period of four years,
for analysls of chromatin material and
pesticides;

3. Conduct underwater observations,
and make underwater movies, of hump-
back whales (Megaptera novaeangliag) |

4. Tmport 20 skin and blubber samples
from humpback whales (Megaptera no-
vaeangliae) taken in the humpback
whale fishery In Bequia, British West
Indies:

5. Collect any dead stranded hump-
back whales (Megaplera novaeangliae)
found within the jurisdiction of the
United States, and import dead hump-
back whales (Megaplera novaeangliae),
or parts thereof, from Bequia, British
West Indies, for anatomical studies.

The observational data obtained dur-
ing the proposed research will provide a
better understanding of the population
levels, migratory behavior and social or-
ganization of the cetacean species en-
countered-during the cruises.

The skin samples from humpback
whales will be used to establish the sex
of the animals from which the samples
are taken, by means of analysis of
chromatin material. The skin samples
{from humpback whales taken in Bequia
will serve as controls from comparison
with the samples from living whales at
sea. Establishing the sex of whales at
sea, in correlation with recordings of
their sounds, provides an opportunity for
assessment of the social organization of
humpback whales, and allows refinement
in an acoustic censuring technique pre-
viously developed.

The blubber samples will be used in
determining the levels of organochlorine
pesticides within the tissues of hump-
back whales,

The skin and blubber samples will be
obtained by means of a small biopsy
dart, mounted either on a hand-thrown
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pole or a modified harpoon gun.
harpoon gun technique was used
cessfully with large cetaceans during a
research cruise in 1972, In either sam-
pling technique, an antibiotic will be
placed on the biopsy dart.

The Applicant has applied for a permit
under the
1973, to include those species of ceta-
ceans subject to that statute.

Documents submitted with this appli-
cation are available for review in the Of-
fice of the Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Washington, D.C.
20235, and the Office of the Regional Di-
rector, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Northeast Region, Federal Building,
14 Elm Street, Gloucester, Massachu-
setts 01830,

Concurrent with publication of this
notice in the FeoeraL Recister, the Sec-
retary of Commerce is forwarding coplies
orthuappucamtotheMMneMam-
mal Commission and the Committee of
Scientific Advisors.

Written views or data, or requests for
& public hearing on this application
should be submitted to the Director, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C.
20235, on or before August 27, 1975. The
holding of such hearing is at the discre-
tion of the Director.

All statements and opinlons contained
in this Notice in support of this appli-
cation are summaries based upon infor-
mation supplied by the Applicant and,
therefore, do not reflect the
views of the National Marine Fisheries
Service

5g

Dated: July 22, 1975,

Roserr W, McVey,
Acting Associate Director for
Resource Management, Na-
ittonal Muarine Fisheries Serv-
ce.

IFR Doc.76-10482 Plled 7-25-75:8:45 amj

MARINE MAMMAL PERMIT
Receipt of Application

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing applicant has applied in due form for
8 permit to take and import marine
mammals for scientific research as au-
thorized by the Marine Mammal Protec-
tion Act of 1972 and the Regulations
Governing the Taking and Importing of
Marine Mammals, :

Northwest Fisheries Center, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 2725 Montlake
Boulevard, North, Seattle, Washington
98112, to take and import specimen ma-
terials from dead cetaceans.

The specimen materials will be taken
from cetaceans which become availzble
to U.8, observers, in the
duties in observing the commercial whal-
ing activities of other nations. Such ob-
servers, placed aboard commercial whal-
ing factoryships or at land whaling sta-
tions, either by appointment by the In-
ternational Whaling Commission (IWC)
or by invitation of the nation conducting
the whaling activity, will be designated
8s agenis of the Applicant for the pur-
poses stated in the application, At pres-
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ent, two IWC appointed U.S. observers
have been placed at Japanese land whal-
ing stations, and one U.S, observer has
been invited aboard an Antarctic fac-
toryship by Japan. i

The specimen materials will be taken
from cetaceans which are: 1) directly
taken In fisheries for such animals, in
countries and situations where such tak-
ing is legal; 2) killed incidental to fish-
ing or other operations; or 3) dead of
natural causes. In no case will agents of
the Applicant kill, or cause to be killed,
any marine mammals in connection with
collecting the requested specimen ma-
terials. Initially, the specimen materials
will be collected by agents of the Appli-
cant located at Japanese land whaling
stations, and aboard a Japanese whaling
factoryship, Additional agents may be
designated as opportunities for observers
expanded to include other whaling ac-
tivities.

The materials to be collected will in-
clude reproductive organs, ear plugs,
teeth, bone, baleen and muscle tissue, and
blood samples whenever possible. These
materials will be analyzed to obtain data
on reproductive capacity, age, distribu-
tion, and population stock identification
and movement,

The Applicant has applied for a per~
mii, under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, to include those species of cetaceans
subject to that legislation.

Documents submitted in connection
with the above application are available
for review in the Office of the Direetor,
National Marine Fisherles Service, De-
partment of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20235, and the Office of the Regional
Director, National Marine Pisheries Sery-
ice, Northwest Region, Lake Union Build-
ing, 1700 Westlake Avenue, North, Seat-
tle, Washington 98109,

Concurrent with the publication of this
notice in the Feoenal Recister, the Sec-
retary of Commerce is forwarding copies
of this application to the Marine Mam-
mal Commission and the Committee of
Scientific Advisors,

Interested parties may submit written
data or views, or requests for a public
hearing on this application to the Direc-
tor, National Marine Fisherles Service,
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20235, on or before August 27, 1975.
The holding of such hearing is at the dis-
eretion of the Director.

Dated: July 18, 1975.

Roperr W. McVey,
Acting Assoctate Director for
Resource Management, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice.

IFR Doc.75-10483 Plled 7-20-75:8:48 am)

Office of the Secretary
PROPOSED PROGRAMS FOR
APPLIANCE EFFICIENCY
Extension of Time for Filing Comments

During the period June 3, 1975,
through July 10, 1975, thirteen separate
Proposed Programs for Appliance Ef-
ficlency were published In the Federal
Register for public comment as detailed
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below. Because of the complexity of the
subject areas covered by these proposed
programs, which bear strongly on both
the technical and economic aspeocts of
appliance manufacture, requests for ex-
tension of the specified comment pe-
riods have been received.

As the Department of Commerce fully
recognizes the complex nature of the
subject areas involved and is concerned
that it recelves well-considered responses
and recommendations concerning the
Proposed Programs, the specified periods
during which interested persons may
submit written comments or suggestions
to the Assistant Secretary for Sclence
and Technology concerning the Pro-
posed Prog wms are extended as follows:

On June 3, 1975 (40 FR 23914), notice
of a Proposed Program for Appliance Ef-
ficiency for Room Air Conditioners af-
forded interested persons until July 3.
1976, to submit comments. That com-
ment period is hereby extended to
July 21, 1975.

On June 23, 1875 (40 FR 26287), no-
tices of four Proposed Programs for Ap-
pliance Efficiency, for Freezers, Refriger-
ators and Combination Refrigerator-
Freezers, Gas Water Heaters, and Elec-
tric Water Heaters, afforded interested
persons until July 14, 1975, to submit
comments. The comment periods for
those four Proposed Programs are hereby
extended to August 1, 1075,

On July 8, 1975 (40 FR 28630), notices
of two Proposed Programs for Appliance
Efficiency, for Color Television Recelvers
and Monochrome Television Receivers,
afforded interested persons until July 28,
1975, to submit comments, The comment
periods for those two Proposed Programs
are hereby extended to August 15, 1975.

On July 9, 1975 (40 FR 28832), notices
of three Proposed Programs for Appli-
ance Efficiency, for Electric Clothes
Dryers, Gas Clothes Dryers, and Electric
Ranges, afforded Interestéd persons until
July 30, 1975, to submit comments. The
comment periods for those three Pro-
posed Programs are hereby extended to
August 15, 1975.

On July 10, 1975 (40 FR 20103) , notices
of three Proposed Programs for Appli-
ance Efficiency, for Clothes Washers, Gas
Ranges, and Dishwashers, afforded In-
terested persons until July 31, 1975, to
submit comments. The comment periods
for those three Proposed Programs are
hereby extended to August 15, 1975,

Issued: July 22, 1975.

Be1sY ANCKER-JOHNSON,
Assistant Seeretary for
Scitence and Technology.

| PR Doc.75-19449 Filed 7-25-76:8:45 am |

|Organtzation Order 20-) |

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES AND
PROCUREMENT OFFICE

Organization Order Series
This order, effective June 11, 1095,
supersedes the material appearing at 39

FR 3302 of January 25, 1974.
Section 1. Purpose.
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01 This order prescribes the func-
tions and organization of the Office of
Administrative Services and Procure-
ment.

02 This revision:

4. Eliminates the Material Manage-
ment and Procurement Policy staffs and
reassigns their functions.

b. Defines the organizational elements
reporting to the Deputy Director for Pro-
gram Development.

o. Establishes the position of Deputy
Director for Procurement and defines the
procurement organization.

d. Creates the Records Mansgement
Division.

e. Generally updates the provisions of
the order.

Section 2. Status and Line of Authority.

The Office of Administrative Services
and Procurement, a Departmental office,
shall be headed by a Director who shall
report and be responsible to the Assist-
ant Secretary for Administration. The
Deputy Director for Operations, provided
for in Section 5 below, shall perform the
functions of the Director during the lat-
ter's absence. During the absence of both
the Director and the Deputy Director for
Operations, the Deputy Director for Pro-
gram Development shall perform the
functions of the Director.

Section 3. Functions. .

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Assistant Secretary for Administration
by Department Organization Order 10-5
and subject to such policies and direc-
tives as the Assistant Secretary for Ad-
ministration may prescribe, the Office of
Administrative Services and Procure-
ment shall:

a, Have Department-wide staff re-
sponsibility for procurement and supply,
library, space, motor vehicle, occupa-
tional safety and health, telecommuni-
cations and mail management, and cer-
tain aspects of records management as
specified in Section 5;

b. Perform procurement for all ele-
ments of the Department, except as
otherwise provided in Department Ad-
ministrative Order 208-2, “Procurement
Authority”; and

¢. Provide services in the functional
areas enumerated in subparagraph a.
above required by the Office of the Secre-
tary and as relevant to elements of op-
erating units located in the Main Com-
merce Bullding.

Section 4. Specified Authority.

In addition to the authority implicit
in and essential to carrying out the func-
tions assigned the Office and related to
the exercise of such functions, the Direc-
tor, Office of Administrative Services and
Procurement:

a. Has been expressly delegated certain
procurement authority in Department
Administrative Order 208-2; and

b. Is hereby designated Claims Officer
and delegated the authority vested in the
Assistant Secretary for Administration
by Department Administrative Order
203-22 to settle and pay claims for dam-
age to, or loss of, personal property in-
cident to his service, under the provi-
sions of 31 U.8.C. 240-243, filed by an
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employee (or his duly authorized repre-
sentative) of the Office of the Secretary.

Section 5. Organization.

Under the direction and supervision of
the Director, the functions of the Office
shinll be organized and carrled out as
provided below.

01 'The Depuly Director for Opera-
tions shall be the Director’s principal as-
sistant for operations and shall super-
vise the following divisions:

a. The Library Division shall provide
library services for the Office of the Sec-
retary and operating units located in the
Main Commerce Building, serve as a ref-
erence source for libraries of operating
units, and exercise Department-wide
staff responsibility for library mannge-
ment,

b. The Communications and Trans-
portation Division shall exercise stafl
responsibility for the development of
Department-wide policies and procedures
in the areas of telecommunications, mail
and motor vehicle management. In addi-
tion, the Division shall provide the fol-
lowing services for the Office of the Sec-
retary and elements of other operating
units in the Main Commerce Bullding,
assigned Commerce annexes, the Re-
glonal Commissions and, upon request,
other outlying and independently op-
erated buildings not regularly serviced
by the Division: local telecommunica-
tions, mail and messenger services, travel
arrangements, office machine repairs, re-
ceiving and shipping services, motor pool
services, imprest fund services, internal
distribution of publications, and forms
inventory for the Department and its
component agenocies.

¢. The Property and Buildings Man-
agement Division shall supervise real
property and space management activi-
ties for operating units nationwide and
shall serve as the principal laison be-
tween operating units and the GSA head-
quarters and regional offices on all real
property and space management matters,
including Federal Bullding Fund trans-
actions. The Division shall also exercise
personal property utilization surveillance
over all operating units nationwide; and
it shall operate an automated personal
property system for the Office of the Sec~-
retary and other designated operating
units, The Division shall be responsible
for preparing the Commerce Telephone
Directory: coordinating postage pay-
ments with the U.S. Postal Service; and
providing labor services and building
Haison services with GSA for all operat-
ing units in the Main Commerce Build-
ing.

d. The Records Management Division
shall exercise staff responsibility for de-
veloping Department-wide policies and
procedures in the following areas of rec-
ords management: (1) forms manage-
ment, (2) files management, (3) records
equipment and supplies management,
and (4) records disposition management.
The Division shall also provide files, rec-
ords disposition, and forms management
services for the Office of the Secretary
and, as approved by the Assistant Sec-
retary for Administration, for designated

operating units headquartered in the
Main Commerce Building. For the four
specific functions enumerated in this
paragraph, the head of the Division shall
serve as Records Management Officer
for the Department and as liaison officer
therefor with the National Archives and
Records Service,

02 ‘The Depuly Director for Program
Development shall be the Director's
principal assistant for the development,
coordination, and supervision of De-
partment-wide procedures for functional
areas as assigned by the Directoy. He
shall also take such action as may be
necessary to (1) determine and obtain
compliance with Executive Order 11246
and related Executive Orders pertaining
to equal opportunity in employment; and
(2) set aside appropriate procurement
needs for award to minority and other
small business enterprises, as authorized
by law. In so doing, he shall supervise
the activities of the following organiza-
tions:

a. The Special Programs Staff shall
review and develop positions on (1) In-
teragency programs, (2) administrative
services management programs, and (3)
proposed Federal and military procure-
ment specifications. It shall also review
and develop OAS&P reports, manage the
Department's Combined Federal Cam-
paign and Savings Bond Drive, and be
responsible for the fabrication of audio
visual presentations, the Department
safety program, and processing claims
described in 4.b. above,

b. The Equal Opportunity and Con-
tract Compliance Staff shall expand and
promote the Department's small business
and minority business procurement pro-
grams, assure contractor compliance with
equal opportunity obligations, and act
as equal employment opportunity coun-
selor for the Office of the Secretary, the
U.S. Travel Service, and such other offices
as may be assigned.

¢. The Program Policy Division shall
be responsible for procurement and sup-
ply studies and policies, issuance of dele-
gations of procurement authority, ratifi-
cation of unauthorized procurement ac-
tions, preparing administrative reports
on contract award protests lodged at
levels higher than the contracting officer,
making administrative determinations in
connection with mistakes in bids, main-
taining career development programs in
the procurement and supply field, admin-
istering Office of Minority Business En-
terprise field contracts, codifying pro-
curement regulations in the Federal Reg~-
ister and Code of Federal Regulations,
updating and maintaining the Supply
Management Handbook, developing
training programs, and other policy
activities as assigned.

.03 The Deputy Director for Procure-
ment shall serve as the Director's prin-
eipal assistant on procurement and shall
supervise the following divisions in per-
forming procurement for all elements of
the Department except as determined
under the provisions of Department
Administrative Order 208-2.
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a. The Contract Administration Divi-
sion shall administer all contracts, except
as otherwise assigned, through final con-
tract payment or other required final
administrative disposition including the
processing of disputes, terminations, ac-
tions and claims, and shall perform such
other procurement actions as assigned.

b, The Materials and Services Con-
tracts Division shall provide contracting
services for ADP, construction, and serv-
jce-type procuréements as well as han-
dling all purchase orders through GSA
and the open market and other procure-
ment activities as assigned.

¢. The Research and Technical Assist~-
ance Division shall provide contracting
services for all research and development
and technical assistance. procurements
and other procuarement activities as
assigned.

Section 6. Department of Commerce
Administrative Services Council,

There shall be a Department of Com-
merce Administrative Services Council,
which shall consist of the Director, Office
of Administrative Services and Procure-
ment, as Chairman, the Deputy Direc-
tors, and the chief administrative serv-
ices officers of the primary operating
units of the Department. The Council
will meet on a call from the Chairman
for the purpose of advising and assisting
in the development of policy and pro-
grams for the maximum effectiveness of
administrative services throughout the
Department.

Effective date: June 11, 1975.

GuUuy W. CHAMBERLIN, Jr.,
Acting Assistant Secretary
Jor Administration.

[FR D0¢.756-10504 Filed 7-25-75,8:45 am |

[Organization Order 40-1; Amdt, 2]

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Organization Order Series

This order, effective June 30, 1975, fur-
ther amends the material appearing at
40 FR 8978 of March 4, 1975; and 40 FR
12532.0f March 19, 1875,

Department Organization Order 40-1,
dated February 11, 1975, is hereby fur-
ther amended as shown below. The pur-
pose of this amendment is to establish
an Office of Foreign Investment In the
United States pursuant to Executive
Order 11858,

1. Section 5. Depuly Assistant Secre-
tary Jor International Economic Policy
and Research. Paragraph .05 is added,
as follows:

*05 The Office of Foreign Invest-
ment in the United States shall obtain,
consolidate and analyze information on
foreign investment in the United States;
improve procedures for the collection
and dissemination of information on
such foreign Investment; based on close
observation of foreign investment in the
U.S., prepare reports and analyses of
trends and significant developments in
approprinte categories of such invest-
ment; compile data and prepare evalu-
ations of significant inward investment
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transactions; submit to the interagency
Committee on Foreign Investment in the
United States appropriate reports, anal-
yses, data and recommendations on for-
eign investment in the U.S.; and obtain
information and assistance from other
Federal departments and agencies in or-
der to carry out the Secretary's func-
tions and activities under Executive
Order 11858."

2. The organization chart Exhibit 1,
attached to this amendment supersedes
the organization chart dated Febru-
ary 19, 1975. A copy of the organization
chart is attached to the original of this
document on file in the Office of the
Federal Register,

TiLron H. DoBpin,
Assistant Secretary for Domestic
and International Business,

Approved:

Guy W. CHAMBERLIN, Jr.,
Acting Assistant Secretary
Jor Administration,

[FR D0c.75-16506 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Organization Order 356-48; Amdt. 2]

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS
ADMINISTRATION

- Organization Order Series

This order, effective June 15, 1975,
further amends the material appearing
at 39 FR 26768 of July 23, 1974; and 39
FR 38405 of October 31, 1974,

Department Organization Order 35~
4B dated July 1, 1974 is hereby further
amended as shown below. This amend-
ment establishes the new position of As-
sistant Director for Statistical Stand-
ards and Methodology under the As-
sociate Director for Statistical Stand-
ards and Methodology. It also better
identifies the Census Use Study as an or-
ganizational entity by changing its title
to Center for Census Use Studies.

1. Section 6. Bureau of the Census.
a. Paragraph .05 Is amended to read:

“05 The Associate Director for
Statistical Standards and Methodology
shall plan and direct programs relating
to the statistical adequacy of proposed
collections and the application of ap-
propriate statistical methodology and
techniques, programs of geographical
services, and programs for the enhance-
ment of the avallability and utility of
data to meet State and local govern-
ment needs, and advise the Director in
these fields. The Associate Director shall
have and direct the units described be-
low and he shall be assisted by an As-
sistant Director for Statistical Stand-
ards and Methodology who shall assist
in providing technical direction and co-
ordination in these program areas and
also head the Statistical Research Divi-
sion:"”

b. In subparagraph .05¢. the title “The
Center jor Census Use Studies” shall be
substituted for the title “The Census Use
Study" which appears at the beginning
of the paragraph; and the word “studies”
shall be substituted for the word “study”
at the very end of the subparagraph.

31651

2. The organization chart attached to
this amendment as Exhibit 1 supersedes
the organization chart dated October 11,

19741
Guy W. CHAMBERLIN, Jr.,
Acting Assistant Secretary
Jor Administration.

[FR Doc 75-19505, Filed 7-25-75; 8:45 am)]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Renewals

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act of October 6, 1972 (Public
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776), the
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration announces the renewal
by the Secretary, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare, on June 30, 1975,
with the concurrence of the Office of
Management and Budget Committee
Management Secretariat of the follow-
ing advisory committees:

Designations: Clinical Projects Research Re-
view Committee, Clinical Paychophar-
macology Research Review Committee, Ex-
perimental and Special Training Review
Committee, Juvenile Problems Research
Review Committee, Mental Health Small
Grant Committee, Personality and Cogni-
tion Research Review Committee.

Authority for these committees will
expire June 30, 1977, unless the Secretary
formally determines that continuance is
in the public interest. .

Dated: July 22, 1975.

JAMES D. ISBISTER,
Acting Administrator, Alcohol,
Drug Abuse, and Mental
Health Administration,

|FR Doc.76-10445 Plled 7-25-75:8:45 am|

Office of Education

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

Meeting

Notice of Public Meeting of the Na-
tional Advisory Council on Vocational
Education.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
Public Law 92-463, that the next meeting
of the National Advisory Council on Vo-
cational Education will be held on Au-
gust 9, 1975 from 9 am. to 5 p.m., local
time at the Hyatt Regency House, Chi-
cago, Illinois.

The National Advisory Council on Vo-
cational Education is established under
section 104 of the Vocational Education
Amendments of 1968 (20 US.C. 1244),
The Council Is directed to advise the
Commissioner of Education concerning
the Administration of preparation of
general regulations for, and operation
of, vocational education programs, sup-

1A copy of the organization chart is at-
tached to the original of this document on
file tn the Office of the Federal Reglster,
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ported with assistance under the act;
review the administration and operation
of vocational education programs under
the act; including the effectiveness of
such programs in meeting the purposes
for which they are established and oper-
ated, make recommendations with re-
spect thereto, and make annual reports
of its findings and recommendations to
the secretary of HEW for transmittal to
the Congress, and conduct independent
evaluation of programs carried out under
the act and publish and distribute the
results thereof.

The meeting of the Council shall be
open to the public. The proposed agenda
includes:

August 9, 1975: Discussion of Council Priori-
ties; Discussion of Career Education Con-
ference: Report from Ad-Hoc Search
Committee.

Records shall be kept of all Council
proceedings and shall be available for
public inspection at the office of the
Council’s Executive Director, located in
Suite 412, 425-13th Street, NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20004.

nsggncd at Washington, D.C. on July 23,
1975.

REGINALD PETTY,
Acting Executive Director.

| FR Doc.75-19489 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 nm|

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Disaster Assistance Administration
| BDAA-476-DR; NFD-277]
MINNESOTA
Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster
Notice of Major Disaster for the State
of Minnesota, dated July 17, 1975, is
hereby amended to include the follow-
ing counties among those counties deter-
mined to have been adversely affected by
the catastrophe declared a major disaster
by the President in his declaration of
July 17, 1975:
The Counties of:
Chisago Winona

(Oatalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
14.701, Disaster Asslstance)
Dated: July 22, 1875.

Witriam E, CROCKETT,
Acting Administrator, Federal
Disaster Assistance Adminis-
tration.

| FR Doc76-16500 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am|

(FDAA-475-DR; NFD-276]

NORTH DAKOTA
Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster
Notice of Major Disaster for the State

of North Dakota, dated July 11, 1975, Is
hereby amended to include the follow-
ing counties among those counties de-
termined to have been adversely affected
by the catastrophe declared a major

NOTICES

disaster by the President in his declara-
tion of July 11, 1975:
The Counties of:

Grand Forks Traill

Hottinger Walsh

Pembina

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

No. 14,701, Disaster Assistance)
Dated: July 21, 1975,

Tuaomas P. DUNNE,-
Administrator, Federal Disaster
Assistance Administration.

| FR Doc.76-10510 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[CGD 3-75-6-R)
GOVERNORS ISLAND, N.Y.
Security Zone—Termination

The security zone established by the

Captain of the Port, New York, as pub-
lished In the July 22, 1975 issue of the
FeperaL Recister (40 FR 30641), was
terminated on July 18, 1975.
(46 Stat. 220, as amended, 6(b), 80 Stat. 637;
50 U.S.0. Art. 191, 49 US.0. Art. 1655(b);
.0, 10173, B.O. 10277, E.O. 10352, E.O, 11249;
3 CFR, 1040-19563 Comp. 356, 778, 873,/ 3 CFR
1964-1965 Comp. 348, 33 OFR Part 6, 40
CFR 1.46(b))

Dated: July 18, 1975.

Franx OLIVER,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard,
Captain of the Port of New York,

| FR Doc. 75610484 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am|

Federal Aviation Administration

TERMINAL INSTRUMENT PROCEDURES
(TERPS) WORKING GROUP FOR NAVI-
GATION SYSTEM ACCURACY

Meeting

Notice is hereby given that the Work-
ing Group for Navigation System Ac-
curacy will hold a meeting beginning at
9 am. c.dt, August 6 and 7, In Room
206C of the Aviation Records Building
at the FAA Aeronsutical Center in Okla-
homa City, Oklahoma. The following
agenda item is scheduled for this
meeting,

Discussion. Review of navigation sys-
tem acculacies as related to fix ac-
curacies and obstacle clearance require-
ments presently specified in the TERPs
Handbook. This review will include dis-
cussion of papers relevant to navigation
system accuracy and definition of areas
where there is & consensus that obstacle
clearance is inadeguate.

All those interested in attending the
meeting should contact Earnest E. Call-
away, Chairman, Working Group for
Navigation System Accuracy, Federal
Avintion Administration, Flight Inspec-
tion National Field Office, P.O. Box 25082,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73125. Tele-
phone: (405) 686-4164. The meeting will
be open to the public.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on July 21,
1975.

JamEes A, FORGAS,
Chairman, U.S. Terminal In-
strument Procedures (TERPs)
Advisory Committee.

| PR Doc.75-10441 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 405-4; OPP-33000,/290]

APPLICATIONS FOR PESTICIDE
REGISTRATION

Data To Be Considered in Support of
Applications

On November 19, 1973, the Environ-
mental Protection ency (EPA) pub-
lished in the Froerar Recister (38 FR
31862) its interim policy with respect to
the administration of Section 3(¢) (1) ()
of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended.
This policy provides that EPA will, upon
receipt of every application for registra-
tion, publish in the Frprral REGISTER 2
notice containing the information shown
below. The labeling furnished by each
applicant will be available for examina-
tion at the Environmental Protection
Agency, Room EB-31, East Tower, 401
M Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460.

On or before September 26, 1975, any
person who (a) 15 or has been an appli-
cant, (b) believes that data he developed
and submitted to EPA on or after Octo-
ber 21, 1972, is being used to support an
application described in this notice, (¢c)
desires to assert a claim for compensa-
tion under Section 3ic) (1) (D) for such
use of his data, and (d) wishes to preserve
his right to have the Administrator de-
termine the amount of reasonable com-
pensation to which he is entitled for such
use of the data, must notify the Adminis-
trator and the applicant named in the
notice in the Feoerar REeaister of his
claim by certified mail. Notification to
the Administrator should be addressed
to the Information Coordination Section,
Technical Services Division (WH-569),
Office ol Pesticide Programs, 401 M
Street SW, Washington, DC 20460. Every
such claimant must include, at a mini-
mum, the information listed in the in-
terim policy of November 19, 1973,

Applieations submitted under 2(a) or
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc-
essed to ‘completion in accordance with
existing procedures. Applications sub-
mitted under 2(¢) of the interim policy
cannot be made final until the 60 day pe-
riod has expired. If no claims are re-
celved within the 60 day period,the 2(¢c)
application will be processed according to
normal procedure. However, if olaims are
recelved within the 60 day period, the ap-
plicants against whom the claims are as-
serted will be advised of the alternatives
available under the Act. No claims will be
accepted for possible EPA adjudication
which are recelved September 26, 1975,
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Dated: July 21, 1975.

JouN B, RrrcH, Jr.,
Director, Registration Division.

ArrricaTioNs Recziven (OPP-33000/290)

EPA Flile Symbol 14651-EN. Agricultural En-
terprises, Ine, 504 Pirst National Bank
Bldg., Fremont NB 68025, AGRI-CIPONA
INSECTICIDE EMULSIFIABLE. Active In-
gredients: Dimethyl phosphate of alpha-
methylbenzyl 3 - hydroxy - cls - crotonate
100%; 22-dichlorovinyl dimethyl phos-
phate 2.3%; related compounds 0.2%; pe-
troleum hydrocarbons 77.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. PM13

EPA Reg. No. 1020-120. Aldex Corp., 1024 N
17th St., Omaha NB 68102, AIDEX FUN-
GEX COPPER FUNGICIDE EMULSIBLE
LIQUID. Active Ingredients: Copper salts
of fatty and rosin acid 48%. M%tnog(of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. Republished : Additional
uses. PM22

EPA File Symbol 36000-R. B&M Internation-
al, Inc., PO Box 1116, Thibodaux LA 70301.
AQUA ELEER POOL ALGICIDE, COEF.
20. Active Ingredients: Alkyl fCl4 358%,
C16 28%, C12 14%) dimethy! benzyl am-
monium chloride 20% . Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(¢) of Interim
policy, PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 36990-0. B&M Internation-
al, Inc. MICRO-LEMON ODOR DETER-
GENT-DISINFECTANT COEF. 15. Active
Ingredients: Alkyl (C14 88%, C16 28%,
Cl2 14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium
chloride 4.0%; isopropanol 2.0%; essential
olls 0.56%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(¢) of iInterim polioy.
PM31

EPA File Symbol 36000-L. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc. MICRO-LEMON ODOR DETER-
GENT-DISINFECTANT COEFP, 7. Active In-
grodients: Alkyl (Cl4 88%, C16 28%, C12
14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonlum ehlo-
ride 2.00%; isopropanol 100%: essentinl
olls 0.25%. Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim polley.
PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 36999-RN. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc. MICRO-LEMON ODOR 22 DE-
TERGENT-DISINFECTANT. Active Ingre-
dients: Alkyl (Cl4 58%. C16 8%, Ci12
14% ) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
250%; essential olls 025%; ethylens di-
amine tetrancetic acld, tetrasodium sait
0.10%, Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy,
PM31

EPA File Symbol 36000-RE. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc. MICRO-MINT FRAGRANCE 22
DETERGENT-DISINFECTANT, Active In-
gredients: Alkyl (Cl14 58%, C16 28%, C12
14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chioride
2.5%: isopropanol 2.0%; methy! sallcylnte
0.5%. Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(¢) of interim policy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 36800-RT. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc, MICRO KILL ORANGE FRA-
GRANT AEROSOL REFRESHNER & SUR-
PACE SPRAY DISINFECTANT. Active In-
gredients: Alkyl (Cl4 58%, C16 28%, C12
14% ) dimethy! benzyl ammonium chloride
025%; essential olls 0.50%; isopropanol
4322%, Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of interim polley,
PM31

EPA File Symbol 36000-RI, B&AM Interna-
tional, Inc. MICRO KILL MINT FRA-
GRANT AEROSOL REFRESHNER & SUR-
FACE SPRAY DISINFECTANT. Active In-
gredients: Alkyl (C14 58%, C16 28%, C12
14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
0.25%; essential ofls 050%: Isopropanol
43.229%, Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy.
PM31

NOTICES

EPA File Symbol 36989-RA. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc, MICRO KILL BOUQUET AERO-
SOL REFRESHNER & SURFACE SPRAY
DISINFECTANT, Active Ingredients: Alkyl
(Cl4 58%, C16 28%, CI2 14%) dimethyl
benzyl ammonium chloride 0.25%; essen-
tial olls 0.50%; isopropanol 43.22%. Meth-
od of Support: Application proceeds under
2(¢) of interim policy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 36999-RL. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc, MICRO KILL LEMON SCENTED
AEROSOL REFRESHNER & BSURFPACE
SPRAY DISINPECTANT. Active Ingredi-
ents: Alkyl (Cl14 58%, C16 28%, C12 14%)
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chioride
0.25%: essentinl olls 0.50%: isopropanol
43.22%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy.
PM31

EPA Pile Symbol 36999-A. B&M Internation-
al, Inc. MICRO-ORANGE FRAGRANCE 7
DETERGENT-DISINFECTANT. Active In-
gredients: Alkyl (C14 58%, C16 28%, C12
14 %) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
4.0%; isopropanol 2.0%;: essential ofls
0.5%.. Method of Support: Applcation pro-
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. PMS1

EPA Pile Symbol 36999-RG. B&M Internn-
tional, Jne. MICRO-ORANGE FRAGRANCE
22 DETERGENT-DISINFECTANT. Active
Ingredients: Alkyl (Cl14 58%, C18 28%, C12
14% ) dimethyl benzy! ammonium chloride
2.5%; sopropanol 2.0%; essential olls 0.57%.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(¢) of Interim policy. PM31

EPA Flle Symbo] 36999-T, B&M Internation-
al, Inc, MICRO-MINT FRAGRANCE DE-
TERGENT-DISINPECTANT, COEF 15. Ac-
tive Ingredients: Alkyl (C14 58%, C16 28%,,
Cl12 14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium
chloride 4.00%; Isopropano! 4,00%: methyl
sallcylate 1.00% ., Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim
polioy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 86909-U. B&M Interna-
tional, Inc. MICRO-MINT FRAGRANCE
DETERGENT-DISINFECTANT COEF. 7.
Active Ingredients: Alkyl (Cl4 58%, C16
8%, C12 14%) dimethyl benzyl am-

monium chloride 2.0%; sopropanol 2.0%:
methyl salicylate 0.5%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(e) of
Interim policy. PM31

EPA Filo Symbol 36990-I. B&M Interna-
tional, Ino. MICRO-ORANGE FRAGRANCE
15 DETERGENT-DISINFECTANT. Active
Ingredients: Alkyl (Cl4 58%, C16 28%, C12
14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride
4.00%; lsopropanol 4.00%; essentia! olls
1.00%. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(¢) of Interim policy.
PM31

EPA File Symbol 36990-E. B&M Interns-
tional, Inc, AQUA KLEER POOL ALGICIDE
COEF. 40. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (C14
58%, C16 28%, C12 14% ) dimethyl benzyl
ammonium chloride 40.00%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 5185-ETE. Blo-Lab, Ine.,
PO Box 1480, Decatur GA 30030, BIO-QUAT
B50-60. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (Cl14 607,
€12 25%, C16 15%) dimethyl benzyl am-
monium chloride 50.00%; ethano! 10.00%.
Method of Support: changed from 2(a)
to 2(c) of interim policy, PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 475-ENU. Boyle-Midway
Inc, South Ave., & Hale St., Cranford NJ
07016. BLACK FLAG INSTANT KNOCK-
DOWN ACTION PLYING INSECT KILLER.
Active Ingredients: d-trans Allethrin
(allyl homolog of Cinerin I) 0.50%: tech-
nical piperonyl butoxide (equivalent to
1.12% (butyloarbityl) (6~-propylpiperonyl)
ether and 028% related compounds)
140%. Method of Suppotrt: Application
pmc.erodn under 2(c) of interim policy.
M1

31653

EPA Flle Symbol 36023-G. Canine External
Remedies, 808 8 Washington, Box 128,
Murfreesboro AR 71058, RANGER-DAW-
SON EAR CANKER REMEDY, Active In-
gredients: Phenol 4.5%; vegetabls olls
95.0%. Mothod of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(¢) of interim policy.
PM15

EPA File Symbol 5011-RUL. Carmel Chomi-
cal Corp,, Box 406, Westfleld IN 46074,
FORMULA MU-18, Actlve Ingredients:
Petroleum distillate 09%; naled (1,2-
dibromo-2,2-dichloroethyl dimethyl phos-
phate) 1%, Method of Support: Applica-
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim pol-
Joy. PM16

EPA Plle Symbol 10120-EN, Cerfact Lab., PO
Box 988, Tucker GA 30084, CERFACTANT.
Active Ingredients:, Anhydrous sodium
metasilicate 4.35% ; tetrasodium ethylone-
diaminetetraacetate 1.58%: n-ankyl (60%
Cl4, 30% C16, 5% ©12, 5% Ci8) dimethy!
benzyl ammonium chloride 0.75 %: n-alkyl
(6875 Cl2, 32% C14, dimethyl ethylbenzyl
ammonium ohloride 0.75%; n-goya-N-
ethyl morpholinium ethosulfate 0.10%:
35-dibromo-3’ - trifiuoromethylsalicylanil-
ide 0.10%. Method of Support: Applica-
Hon proceeds under 2(n) of Interim policy.
PM23

EPA Reg. No, 1100-7, Cities Service Co., PO
Drawer 50360, Atlanta GA 30302. CITCO
COPPER SULFATE POWDERED INSTANT
BLUESTONE, Actlve Ingredients: Copper
sulfate (pentahydrate) 99%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(¢)
of Interim policy. Republished: Added
Uses. PM24

EPA File Symbol 1001-LA. W. A. Cleary Corp.,
1019 Somerset St., Somerset NJ 08873, SNO-
CHEK., Active Ingredients: Pentachloro-
nitrobenzene 6% . Method of Support: Ap-
piication proceeds under 2(¢) of interim
polley. PM21

EPA File Symbol 121-RI. Cutter Lab., Inc.,
4th & Parker St., Berkeley CA 04710. CUT-
TER INSECT REPELLENT STICK. Active
Ingredients: N.N-diethyl-meta-toluamide
31.35%; other lsomers 1.65%, Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(¢)
of Interim pollcy, PM17 .

EPA Reg. No. 32605-1, Dale Alley Co., PO Box
444, St, Joseph MO 64502, RL 2 RABON
LIVESTOCK DUST. Active Ingredients: 2-
¢hiloro-1-(2,4,6-trichloropheny?) vinyl di-
methyl phosphate 3.00%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim policy. Republished: Added use,
PM15S

EPA Reg, No. 677-313. Diamond Shamrock
Corp,, Agricultural Chem. Div. 300 Unlon
Commerce Bldg, Cleveland OH 44115,
ERAVO OF, Active Ingredients: Chloro-
thalonil (tetrachloroisophthalonitrile 544 .
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(¢) of interim polley, Republiahied :
Added use, PM21

EPA Reg. No. 3562-370. E. I. du Pont de Ne-
mours & Co., Inc., Blochemlcals Dept., 7066
DuPont Bldg., Wilmington DE 19898. LAN-
NATE L METHOMYL INSECTICIDE, Active
Ingredients: S-methyl-N-[ (methylearba-
moyl) oxy|]thioacetimidate 24 . Method of
Support: Application proceeds utider 2(b)
of interim polioy. Republished: Additional
use. PM12

EPA File Symbol 3040-UR. Edco Chem. Co.,
Inc, PO Box 5877, 1048 Key Rd., Columbin
SC 20201. EDCO SWIMMING POOL
ALGAECIDE 10. Active Ingredients: Alky)
(Cl4 60%, C12 26%, CI16 15%) dimothy!
benzyl ammonium chloride 104, Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of Interim policy, PM24

EPA File Symbol 6805-UUTL Helena Chem Co.,
Clark Tower, 5100 Poplar Ave., Sulte 3200,
Momphis TN 38137, DI-WORM 150 DUST.
Active Ingredients: Bacillus thuringlensis,
Berllner, Potency of 320 International
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EPA Flie

EPA File

31654

Units per mg. (At least 0.5 billion viable
spores per grém) 0.064%. Method of Sup-
port: Application procesds under 2(c) of
interim policy. PMI17

EPA Pile Symbol 10827-L. Industrial Sol-

vents, PO Box 312, San Marcos TX 78666.
IND-SOL 90, Active Ingredients: Isooctyl
ester of 2.4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid
20.627. Method of Support: Application
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy.
PM23

EPA Flle Symbol 10827-U. Industrial Sol-

vents, PO Box 312, San Marcos TX 78666.
IND-SOL 100,  Active Ingredients:
Isooctyl ester of 2.4 5-trichlorophenoxy-~
acetic acid 19.56%. Method of Support:
Application proceeds under 2(o) of interim
policy. PM23

EPA File Symbol 6704-TL. Dept, of the In-

terlor, US. Pish and Wildlife Servioe,
Washington DC 20240. M-44 CYANIDE
CAPSULES. Active Ingredients: Sodium
cyanide 88.78%., Method of Support: Ap-
plioation proceeds under 2(a) of interim
policy. PMI1

EPA File Symbol 6704-TU. U.S. Dept. of the

Interior, Flsh and Wiidiife Service, Bureau
of Sport Fisherles and Wildlife, Washing-
ton DC 20240, ZINC PHOSPHIDE, Active
Ingredients: Zine phosphide 2.0%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(b) of Interim policy. PM11

EPA Pile Symbol 36301-T, J-Chem Inc., PO

Box 5421, Houston TX 77012, J-FUME 75.
Active Ingredients: Ethylene dichloride
70%: carbon tetrachloride 30%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(c) of interim policy. PMI11

EPA Fille Symbol 36301-I, J-Chem, Inc

J-FUME C. Active Ingredients: Carbon
tetrachloride 81.3%; carbon Dbisulfide
12.1%; othylene dibromide 66%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(¢) of interim pollcy, PMIL

EPA Flle Symbol 36301-U. J-Chem, Ine,

J-FUME-20, Active Ingredients: Carbon
tetrachloride 57%; ethylene dibromide
20%;: ethylene dichloride 20%.-Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim poilley. PMI1

EPA File Symbol 11043-R. Kel-San Products

Co., 2107-00 Grand Ave., Knoxville TN
97016, BIG K PINE ODOR DISINFECTANT.
Active Ingredients: Isopropanol 4.715%;
pine oil 3.95%; alkyl (Cl4 58%, C16 287%,
C12 149%) dimothyl benxzyl ammonium
chloride 1.07%. Method of Support: Appli-
cation proceeds under 2(¢) of interim
policy. PM32,

Symbol 36723-G. Machemco, 60
Kathryn Dr. Marletta GA 30060. FOGS-
EM. Active Ingredients; Petroleum distil-
late 90.02%: N-octyl bicycloheptene di-
carboximide 0.52%; technical piperonyl
butoxide 0.31%;: pyrethrins 0.15%. Method
of Bupport: Application proceeds under
2(¢c) of interim policy. PM17

EPA File Symbol 36724-E, Machemco. ZOTS~-

EM. Active Ingredients: Petroleum distil-
1ate 99.37%; N-octyl bicycloheptene dicar-
poximide 0.833%; technical piperonyl bu-
toxide 0.207%: pyrethrins 0.10%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2{c)
of interim policy, PMI17

Symbol 86724-U. Machemco.
TARGET. Active Ingredients: (5-benzyl-3-
furyl) methyl 2,2 - dimetkyl - 3 - (2=
methylpropenyl) eyclopropanecarboxylate
0250%: related compounds 0.034%;
aromatic petroleum hydrocarbons 0331%:
petroleum distillate $9.375%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(¢)
of interlm policy, PM17

EPA Fllo Symbol 6418-RN. Magee Chem. Co,,

415 W Touhy Ave, Des Plaines IL 60018.
MO-20M, Active Ingredients: mn-Alkyl
(60% C14, 30% C16, 5% C12, 6% C18)
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride 3.1 y H

NOTICES

sodium carbonate 3.1%. Method of Sup-

port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim policy. PM31

EPA Reg. No. 7001-148, Occldental Chem.

Co., A Diy. of Occidental Petroleum Corp.,
PO Box 198, Lathrop CA 95330, BEST
LAWN & SOIL INSECT SPRAY. Active In-
gredients: Chlorpyrifos (0,0-dlethyi-O-
[3.56 - trickioro - 2 - pyridyl]phosphoro-
thionte) 67%: xylene 83.0%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. Republished: Added use,
PMI12 O o

EPA File Symbo! 8605-A. Philadelphis Quartz

Co., PO Box 258, Lafayette Hill PA 10444,
18P SANI-SOPTENER. Active Ingredients:
n-Alkyl (607% Cl4, 30% O18, 5% CI2,
5% C18) dimethy! benzy!l ammonium
chloride 2.5%: n-alkyl (689 C12, 32% CO14)
dimethy! ethylbenzy! ammonium chlorides
2.57% . Method of Support: Application pro-
ceeds under 2(c) of interim pollcy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 10873-UL, Tifton Chem.

Co., PO Box 5, Tifton GA 31704. SCATHE
PEANUT HERBICIDE, Active Ingredients:
Sodium  24-dichlorophenoxyethylsulfate
24.20%; alkanolamine salts (of the ethanol
and § anol series) of 4.6-dinitro-o-
soc-butylphenol 32.83%. Method of Sup-
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of
interim policy. PM25

EPA Filo Symbol $21-URA. James Varley &

Sons, Inc., 1200 Switzer Ave, St. Louls MO
63147. CLOMP DISINFECTANT CLEANER
CITRUS ODOR. Active Ingredients: So-
dium carbonate 2.50%;: n-alkyl (60% Cl4,
30% C16,5% C12, 5% C18) dimethyl benzyl
ammonium chlorides 1.25%; n-alkyl (50%
©12, 30% C14, 17% C186, 3% C18) dimethyl
ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 125%;
tetrasod lum salt of ethylene diamine tetra-
acetic acld 0,08%. Method of Support: Ap-
plication proceeds under 2(¢) of interim
policy. PM31

EPA File Symbol 421-URL, James Varley. &

Sons, Ino. CLOMP DISINFECTANT CLEAN-
ER UNSCENTED. Active Ingredients: So-
dium carbonste 2.50%; n-alkyl (60% Cl4,
300 C18, 6% C12, 5% C18) dimethyl
benzy! ammonium chlorides 1.25 % n-alkyl
(50% C12, 30% Ci4, 17% C15, 3% C18)
dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chiprides
1.25%; totrasodium salt of ethylene di-
amine tetrascetic nold 0.08%5%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of Interim policy. PM31

EPA Fille Symbol 421-URI. James Varley &

Sons, Ine, CLOMP DISINFECTANT CLEAN-
ER PINE ODOR. Active Ingredients: So-
dium carbonate 2.507%; n-alkyl (60% Cl4,
0% C18, 5% CI2, 5% O018) dimethyl
bonzy! ammonium chiorides 1.25%; n-alkyl
500 C12, 307 Ci4, 17% C16, 3% C18) di-
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides
1257%;: tetrasodinm salt of ethylens di-
amine teirascetio moid 0.08%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2{c)
of interim policy. PM31

EPA Pile Symbol 421-URG. James Varley & -

Sons, Inc, CLOMP DISINFECTANT CLEAN-
ER MINT ODOR. Active Ingredienta: So-
dium earbonate 2.50%; n-alkyl (607% Cl4,
30% C16, 5% CI12, 5% C18) dimethyl
bonzyl Ammonium chlorides 1.25 % n-alkyl
(507 C142, 830% Ci14, 17% C16, 3% Ci8) di-
methy!l ethylibenzyl ammoniam chlorides
1.95%: tetrasodium salt of ethylene di-
amine totraacetic acid 0.087%. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(¢)
of Interim policy. PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 421-URT. James Varley &

Sons, Ine. CLOMP DISINFECTANT CLEAN-
ER SASS ODOR. Active Ingredients: So-
dium carbonate 2.50%: n-alkyl (60% Cl4,
a0% C16, 6% Ci12, 6% Ci8) dimethyl
benzyl ammonium chiorides 1.25%; n-alkyl
(50% ©12, 30% C14, 17% C16, 3% Ci18)
dimethy!l ethylbensyl ammonium chiorides

1.257%; tetrasodium salt of ethylene di-
amine totrascetic acld 0.08%, Method of
Support: Application prooeeds under 2(¢)
of interim policy. PM31

EPA Flle Symbol 421-UEN. James Varley &
Sons, Inc, MIST-AWAY SPRAY DISIN-
FEOTANT. Active Ingredients: Sodium
carbonate 00758%; n-alkyl (60% Ol4,
30% C16, 6% C12, B% C18) dimethyl
benzyl ammonium chlorides 0.0370%;
n-alkyl (50% O12; 30% Cl4, 17% C16, 3%
C18)  dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium
chiorides 0.0379%; tetrasodium salt of
ethylene dinmine tetraacatic acld 0.0024 %.
Method of Support: Application proceeds
under 2(c) of interim policy. PNl

EPA Plle Symbol 11656-AE. Western Farm
Service, Inc., ¢/0 Shell Chem. Co, SBulte
200, 10256 Conn. Ave, N.W, Washington
DC 20036. PARATHION 25 WETTABLE. Ac-
tive Ingredients: Parathion 25%. Method
of Support: Application proceeds under
2(c) of interim policy. PMI12

CorsecTED ITEMS

The following are correotions to the lists
of Applications received previously published
in the PEoERAL REGISTER.

EPA File Symbol 1626-RE, Budd Paint Co.,
1068 15th Ave., W, Seattle WA 08119.
SUPROTECT SLOUGHING TYPE-ANTI-
FOULING MARINE COPPER BOTTOM
PAINT GREEN 70-158. Active Ingrodients:
Cuprous oxide 20.835%: copper naphthe-
nate 22617% (originally published as
2267%); phenyl phenol 0.336. Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(¢)
of interim policy. PM24 (40 FR 27963)

EPA Flle Symbol 1620-RU, Budd Paint Co.
CUPROTECT SLOUGHING TYPE-ANTI-
FOULING MARINE COPPER BOTTOM
PAINT RED 70-1566 (originally published as
CUPROTECT SLOUGHING TYPE-ANTI-
POULING MARINE COPPER BOTTOM
PAINT RED 70-158), PM24 (40 FR 27063)

EPA Pile Symbol 10893-RN. Flo-Kem Inc.,
10402 Susana R4, Compton CA 90221
(originally published as 10402 Susana R4,),
PM31 (40 FR 27064)

EPA PFile Symbol 5576-UN, Regal Supply and
Chem., PO Box 1955, El Paso TX 708560,
FRESH-UP. Aotive Ingredients: tetraso-
dium ethylenediamine tetrancetate 0.384%:
ortho-benzyl  parachlorophenol  1.32%
(originally published s 132%), Method of
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c)
of interim policy. PM32 (40 FR 20126)

| PR Doc.76-10417 Filed 7-25-75,8:45 am|

|FRL 408-5]

EFFLUENT STANDARDS AND WATER
UALITY INFORMATION ADVISORY
MMITTEE

Meeting

The Effluent Standards and Water
Quality Information Advisory Commit-
tee is continuing its efforts in the devel-
opment of information bases to estab-
lish feasible technical and economic ap-
plications, of Best Available Technology
(BAT) under P.L, 92-500 for US In-
dustry.

As a result of previously conducted
public planning meetings, two industry
areas were selected for initial industry/
ESLWQIAC task force development. The
{ndustry areas are (1) Organics, Plastics

and Synthetics and, (2) Paperboard from
waste paper.
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A series of monthly workshops,/meet-
ings have been planned on these industry
areas corresponding to the milestones
established for the task forces: Comple-
tion of Data Collection; Completion of
Analysis; Completion of Draft Report;
and, Final Action on Best Available
Technology (BAT) Report.

The second workshop/meeting will be
conducted at Vanderbilt University,
Nashville, Tenn. on August 18-19, 1975,
The workshop/meeting will begin at 1
p.m., Monday, August 18, in Olin Hall
of Engineering, Room 110, Vanderbilt
University, Nashville, Tenn.

Monday, August 18, will be devoted to
& review of progress on three additional
study efforts of ESXWQIAC. The agenda
for Monday afternoon includes prog-
ress reports on: (1) Development of &
Report on the Status and Use of the
Matrix Method (2) Analysis of Litigation
on Implementation of P.L. 92-500 and
(3) Ansalysis of Toxic Substances Legis-
lation. The workshop/meeting on Tues-
day, August 19 will begin at 9 a.m. The
agenda includes: Report on Data Collec-
tion; Review of Initial Analysis of Data;
Critique of Progress; Development and
Approval of Report Outline; Develop-
ment of Detalled Plan for Completion of
Draft Report; and New Business,

The meeting will be open to the public
and under the overall direction of the
Committee Chairman. Since space is
limited, call or write to Dr. Martha
Sager, Chairman or Mr. Martin Bross-
man, Exec, Director, ES&WQIAC, EPA,
Crystal Mall, Bldg. #2, Wash., D.C.
20460, Tel: A.C, 703-557-7390.

Dated: July 22, 1875.

MARTHA SAGER,
Chairman, ES&EWRQIAC.

{FR Do 75-105659 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

[FRL 402-6)
JUDICIAL OFFICERS

Delegation of Authority

The Judicial Officers of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) are
delegated responsibility for all functions
which the Administrator is required by
law or regulation to perform in acting as
the final deciding officer in adjudicatory
proceedings under the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, the Clean Air Act,
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticlide Act, the Marine Protection,
Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972, or
any other authority of the Administrator.
In addition, there is designated a Chief
Judicial Officer who shall have referred
to him, in the first instance, all matters
encompassed by this delegation of au-
thority to the Judicial Officers. The Chief
Judicial Officer shall thereafter refer the
proceeding to himself or another Judicial
Officer, except as otherwise provided by
order of the Administrator, This delega-
tion does not affect the authority of the
Administrator, the Deputy Administra-

FEDERAL
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tor or any Assistant Administrator to
perform such functions,

It is anticipated that there will be an
increase in the number of appeals to the
Administrator with respect to permits
issued by the Regional Administrators
pursuant to the National Pollutant Dis-
charge Elimination System (% 402 of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended, 33 U.S.C. § 1251; 1342) in the
near future. Accordingly, there is a need
for an additional Judicial Officer to as-
sist the Administrator with these pro-
ceedings. G. William Frick is hereby dele-
gated authority to perform the functions
of the EPA Judicial Officer. Michael
Glenn continues to perform the func-
tons of EPA's Chief Judicial Officer.

Dated: July 22, 1975.

RusszLL E. Train,
Administrator,

|FR Doc.76-10560 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am|

[FRL 406-3; OPP-500190)
NORTH DAKOTA STATE UNIVERSITY
Experimental Use Permit; Issuance

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973:
7 U.S.C. 138), an experimental use permit
has been issued to North Dakota State
University, Fargo, North Dakota 58102,
Such permit is in accordance with, and
subject to, the provisions of 40 CFR Part
172; Part 172 was published in the Fed-
eral Register on April 30, 1975 (40 FR
18780), and defines EPA procedures with
respect to the use of pesticides for ex-
perimental purposes.

This expérimental use permit (No.
350863-EUP-1) allows the use of 4 pounds
active ingredient of carbaryl (1-Naph-
thyl methylcarbamate) on sunflowers
only in order to gather residue data nec-
essary to support future tolerance and/or
registration requests. The total acreage
involved is 0.3; the program is authorized
only in North Dakota. This permit is is-
sued with the understanding that all
treated crops will be destroyed or used
for research purposes only. The permit is
effective from July 7, 1975, to Decem-
ber 31, 1875,

Interested parties wishing to review
the experimental use permit are referred
to Room E-315, Registration Division
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Programs,
EPA, 401 M St., 8.W.; Washington, D.C.
20460, It is suggested that such interested
persons call 202/755-4851 before visiting
the EPA Headquarters Office, so that the
appropriate permit may be made con-
venlently available for review purposes.
These files will be available for inspec-
tion from 8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday.

Dated: July 23, 1975.
Eowix L. JouNsON,

Depuly Assistant Administrator
: Jor Pesticide Programs.

{PR Doc.75-19561 Plled 7-25-75,8:45 am]
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[FRL 405-8; OPP-36012)

PESTICIDE PRODUCTS CONTAINING
HEPTACHLOR/CHLORDANE

Denial of Registration Applications

On November 26, 1974, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) gave
notice (39 FR 41208) of its intent to
cancel all registered uses of heptachlor
and chlordane pursuant to Section 6 of
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended
(86 Stat. 973, T US.C. 136d) with the
exception of the uses of heptachlor or
chlordane through subsurface ground in-
sertion for termite control and the dip-
ping of roots or tops of nonfood plants.
Affected parties have been afforded the
opportunity to contest this action by re-
questing a hearing on specific registered
uses,

On this same day, the EPA also issued
a regulation (39 FR 41256) pertaining
1o the registration of pesticide products
containing heptachlor or chlordane
shipped iIn {intrastate commerce. The
Agency invoked its authority to bring
intrastate products containing hepta-
chlor and chlordane under Federal con-
trol, pursuant to the provisions of Sec-
tions 3 and 25(a) of FIFRA (86 Stat.
979, 997), because 1) a public hearing
process for Federally registered products
is available through established admin-
istrative procedures for those persons
affected by the notice of intent to can-
cel and 2) the Agency believes it is im-
portant to provide registrants and users
of similar products containing hepta-
chlor or chlordane, that are manufac-
tured, sold and used intrastate and not
presently registered at the Federal level,
the same hearing rights as those afforded
users and registrants of such Federally
registered products. This regulation be-
came effective on November 26, and at
that time, all affected persons were in-
structed to apply for Federal registration.
Applications were made not only by those
who currently ship such products In in-
trastate commerce, but by affected per-
sons who sought Federal registration as
well. All persons affected by this regula-
tion who made application to the Agency
to reglster products containing hepta-
chlor or chlordane received notices of
intent to deny such régistration by certi-
fied mall. These applicants have been
afforded 30 days from the date of receipt
of such letters of intent to deny to re-
quest & hearing pursuant to Section 8 of
FIFRA

Pesticide Products Intended for Ship-
ment in Intrastate Commerce. Applica-
tions for registration were made to the
Agency as a result of the November 28
FEDERAL REGISTER notice implementing
Section 162.20 of 40 CFR. Notices of in-
tent to deny registration have been
mailed applicants based on the notice
regarding intrastate products. Appli-
cants were instructed that they could
request a hearing within 30 days of
receipt of such notice pursuant to Sec-
tion 6 of FIFRA as set forth in the Fro-
ERAL RerecisTEr notice. Applicants were
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also advised that if they did request a
hearing in accordance with the pro-
cedures established, their products could
continue to be sold in the state where it
has been registered pending completion
of the scheduled cancellation proceed-
ings.

Applications made to the Agency were
published in the FrorraL REGISTER in
accordance with the provisions of the
Agency’s interim policy with respect to
the administration of Section 3(c) (1)
(D), which provides that upon receipt of
every application for registration the
EPA will publish such notice.

Notices of intent to deny registration
have been sent to the following appli-
cants for the listed products:

EPA Flle Symbol 11515-GU. ABC Chemlical
Corp., 14288 Meyers Rd., Detroit MI 48227,
ABC CHEMICAL CORP. LAWNSECT,

EPA File Symbol 11457-R. Arbo Products
Co., 7825 Olive St., New Orleans LA 70118.

. ARBO 10% CHLORDANE DUST,

EPA Flle Symbol 5719-LT. Chacon Chemlical
Corp.. A Sub. of Lelsure Enterprises, Inc,
5245 Chakemco St, South Gate CA 90280,
CHACON LAWN & GARDEN INSECT
SPRAY.

EPA Plle Symbol 9404-L. Chase & Co., PO Box
1697, Sanford FL 32771. SUNNILAND 5%
CHLORDANE DUST INSECTICIDE,

EPA Flle Symbol 9404-GT. Chase & Co,, PO
Box 1897, Sanford FL 32771, SUNNILAND
CHLORO-TOX BAIT.

EPA Filo Symbol 34001-E. Smith Distributors,
2742 Shadowdale, Houston TX 77043,
SPRAY-CHEM.

EPA File Symbol 120566-R. William Mihelich
& Son Nursery, 14300 Toepfor, Warren MI
48080. MIHELICH'S SUPER ANT AND
GRUE CONTROL.

EPA File Symbol 12056-E. Willlam Mihelich
& Son Nursery, 14300 Toepfer, Warren MI
48089, MIHELICH'S NURSERY ANT AND
GRUB CONTROL.,

Pesticide Products Intended for Ship-
ment in Interstate Commerce. Notices
of intent to deny registration have also
been mailed in response to applications
for registration made to the Agency for
products containing heptachlor or chlor-
dane intended for sale In interstate com-
merce. Such notices were based on the
November 26 FEpErAL REGISTER notice of
intent to cancel. Applicants were advised
that pursuant to Section 3(c) (6) they
had 30 days from receipt of the notice of
intent to deny to make any changes
necessary to meet the Agency's require-
ments for registration. The only change
possible to comply with current require-
ments is to restrict such products to use
as subsurface ground applications for
termite control or for dipping of roots
or tops of nonfood plants as set forth
in the FeperAL RecisTer notice of intent
to cancel. Applicants have also been ad-
vised that if this change is possible and
desired they may submit a revised ap-
plication. Otherwise, such applications
to register are denied. Products not
registered -with the Agency cannot be
legally sold. Applicants were also told
that remedies for denial are available
through the administrative procedures
set forth in Section 6(b) of FIFRA.

Applications made to the Agency were
published in the FEpERAL REGISTER in
accordance with the provisions of the

NOTICES

Agency's interim policy with respect to
the administration of Section 3(c)(1)
(D).

Notices of intent to deny registration
have been sent to the following appli-
cants for the listed products.

EPA File Symbol 8123-AG. Frank Miller &
Sons, Inc,, 13831 8. Emerald Ave, Chicago
IL 60627. EMULSIFIABLE CHLORDANE
CONCENTRATE,

EPA File Symbol 5005-UEI. Helena .Chem-~
jcal Co., Clark Tower, 5100 Poplar Ave,
Suite 2000, Memphis TN 23137. HEPTA-
CHLOR 5-G GRANULAR FIRE ANT, TICK
AND CHIGGER KILLER.

EPA File Symbol 1021-RGGU. McLaughlin
Gormley King Co., 8810 Tenth Ave. N, Min-
neapolis MN 55427, PYROCIDE INTERME-
DIATE 7241,

EPA File Symbol 3500-RNU, Safe-Way Farm
Products Co., PO Box 6300, Austin TX
78762, SAFE-WAY BRAND CHLORDANE
40% WETTABLE POWDER.

EPA Pilse Symbol 11474-RI. Sungro Chemi-
cals, Inc., PO Box 24632, Los Angeles CA
90024, BATTLE,

Conclusion. Any person adversely af-
fected by this notice may, within 30 days
after publication in the Federal Register,
request a hearing with the Hearing Clerk,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, SW, East Tower, Room 1019,
Washington DC 20460, Any questions
concerning this notice should be directed
to Product Manager 15, Registration Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, SW, Washington DC 20460.

Notice of the Agency's denial of these
applications for registration is given pur-
suant to the provisions of section 3(e) (6)
of FIFRA. An identical notice which
contained lists of other affected applica-
tions to register products containing
heptachlor/chlordane was published in
the Feperal Recister on May 23, 1875
(40 FR 22587).

Dated: July 22, 1975.

CHARLES L. ELKINS,
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Water and Hazardous Ma-
terials

| FR Doc.75-10661 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am |

| FRL 406-4; OPP-00010}

STATE-FEDERAL FIFRA IMPLEMENTATION
ADVISORY COMMITTEE WORKING
GROUP ON REGISTRATION AND CLAS-
SIFICATION

Meeting

Pursuant to P.L, 92-463, notice is
hereby given that a two-day meeting of
the State-Federal FIFRA Implementa-
tion Advisory Committee's Working
Group on Registration and Classification
will be held on August 18 and 19, 1975.

This is the first meeting of the Work-
ing Group under SFFIAC auspices, The
meeting will be concerned primarily with
review of the proposed regulations im-
plementing Sections 5(f) and 24(c) of
the amended FIFRA. However, the

agenda will also include a review of the,

latest draft of the presumptively re-
stricted pesticide list.

The meeting will be open to the pub-
lc. For details as to the time and place,

any member of the public wishing to
attend should contact P. H. Gray, Jr,
Acting Chief, Program Support and Spe-
cial Projects Branch, Operations Divi-
slon, Office of Pesticide Programs, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460,
(202) 755-8053.

Dated: July 21, 1975.

Eowix L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
jor Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc.756-10558 Filed 7-25-756:8:45 am|

{FRL 408-1; OPP-50022]
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Receipt of Application for Experimental Use
Permit To Use Sodium Cyanide for Coy-

ote Control and Solicitation of Public
Views

Pursuant to section 5 of the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat. 973;
7 U.8.C. 136), the U.S. Department of the
Interior (USDI) has applied to the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA)
for an experimental use permit allowing
use of sodium cyanide in toxic collars to
control coyotes that are preying on
sheep. Such application is subject to the
provisions of 40 CFR Part 172; Part 172
was published in the Federal Register on
April 30, 1975 (40 FR 18780), and de-
fines EPA procedures with respect to the
use of pesticides for experimental pur-
poses.

According to the section 5 regulations,
the Administrator shall publish notice
in the Federal Register of receipt of an
application for an experimental use per-
mit upon finding that issuance of the
permit may be of regional or national
significance; the = determination has
been made that this application falls
within that category. Accordingly, all in-
terested partles are invited to submit
written comments pertinent to this ap-
plication to the Federal Register Section,
Room E-401 Technical Services Di-
vision (WH-569), Office of Pesticide Pro-
grams, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20460, Three coples of the comments
should be submitted to facilitate the
work of the Agency and others Inter-
ested in inspecting the submissions, The
comments must be received on or before
August 12, 1975, and should bear the
identifying notation OPP-50022. All
written comments filed pursuant to this
notice will be available for public inspec-
tion in the office of the Federal Register
Section from 8:30 a.m, to 4:00 p.m. Mon-
day through Friday.

This notice contains & summary of cer-
tain information set forth in the applica-
tion. For more detalled information, in-
terested parties are referred to the appli-
cation itself on file with the Registration
Division (WH-567), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Room E-315, located at the
Headquarters address mentioned above.

The application requests an experi-

mental use permit to use approximately
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100 liters of a sodium cyanide formula-
tion in toxic collars to be placed on
tethered lambs in an effort to destroy
coyotes preying on sheep. The composi~
tion of the formulated product is a satu-
rated solution of sodium cyanide in water
calculated at 33 percent (by weight).
Eastman Kodak Brilliant Yellow Dye will
be placed in the solution for safety pur-
poses and to delineate contamination.
Tests will be conducted only by Fish and
Wildlife Service (U.S. Department of the
Interior) supervised trappers in thirteen
western States where current control
operations are conducted on private or
public lands; those States are: Arizona,
California, Idaho, Montana, Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Utah and
Wyoming. No more than five (5) collared
lambs will be used at one test site. Ac-
cording to the USDI, it is expected that
no more than 300 to 1,000 complaints of
coyote predation will be involved, utiliz-
ing no more than 900 to 3,000 collars In
any one year. No sites are to be selected
where the following hazards may occur:
(1) potential presence of endangered
canids, red wolf, rocky mountain wolf, or
timber wolf; (2) where human inter-
ference or safety problems are likely to
occur; and (3) where weather conditions
may cause undue stress or death of the
lamb (extreme heat or cold). Collared
lambs will be exposed for a period of no
Jonger than 3 days, according to the
Judgment of the trapper. Appropriate
training and recording mechanisms will
be essential parts of the experimental use
permit,

The objective of the proposed test pro-
gram is to investigate the potential of
the toxic collar for selective control of
Killer coyotes under varying geographic
locations, range situations, seasonal vari-
ations, and ranching practices. Primary
hazard to livestock resulting from toxic
collar use does not appear to be a signifi-
cant problem, according to the USDL
This Jjudgment is based on the fact that
the cyanide is not exposed to animals un-
less they are attacked by coyotes, and if
not killed by coyotes, the animals are de-
contaminated or destroyed by the trap-
per/applicator, Testing would begin upon
approval of the permit by EPA.

This notice does not indicate a deci-
sion by EPA on the application. This per-
mit, if granted, will be effective for a
specified perfod of time, normally one
(1) year, depending upon the crop or
site to be tested and the requirements
of the testing program submitted.

Dated July 23, 1975.

CHARLES L, ELKINS,
Acting Assistant Administrator
for Water and Hazardous
Materials.

|FR Do0.75~19680 Filed 7-25-75,0:17 am|
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[FRL 407-2; FIFRA Docket No, 382}
PREDATOR CONTROL

Registration of Sodium Cyanide;
Prehearing Conference

This application under Section 3 and
18 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide
and Rodenticide Act, as amended (86
Stat. 973; 7 US.C. 136a), is governed
by Special Rules of Practice (40 CFR
164.130-133); 40 F.R. 12265). Those
rules in tum specify that the regular
rules for the conduct of the hearing (40
CFR 164.1-110) should apply to “the ex-
tent feasible, as determined by the pre-
siding oMecer.”

In his Notice of Hearing, dated July
11, 1975, the Administrator has specified
that the hearing herein begin on Au-
gust 12, 1975 and end on August 15,
1975; that proposed orders, findings of
fact, and conclusions of law must be filed
by each party within four days of the
close of the hearing; that the presiding
officer must issue his initial decision
within ten days after the hearings: that
parties may file exceptions*® to that de-
cision within 14 days after the hearing:
and that the Administrator's final de-
cision will be issued within 21 days after
the hearing.

The foregoing compressed schedule
indicates that special procedural rules
must be devised to expedite the hearing
process

Against this background, counsel for
EPA, with the concurrence of counsel
for the Department of Interior, filed a
motion on July 23, 1975, requesting that
& prehearing conference be held herein
on July 28, 1975, polnting to the need
to resolve special procedural questions,
and contending that to awalt August 7,
1975, when a prehearing conference is
scheduled (40 F.R. 30611, July 22, 1975),
is too late to resolve such questions. Un-
fortunately, at this point, the only
identifled interested parties are EPA
and the Department of Interior, and the
certificate of service Indicates service
of the motion on none else. Therefore,
it is impossible to provide notice of such
& conference to Interested persons or
even constructive notice to other poten-
tial parties through publication in the
Federal Register.

The presiding officer does not dis-
agree with the allegations as to need for
special procedures, and it would have
been helpful if the motion had proposed
a set of rules based on EPA experience
in other expedited proceedings, such as
the Aldrin/Dieldrin proceeding (FIFRA
Docket No. 145, et al.), Having been ad-
vised that the earliest possible date of
publication in the Feperan REecisTen is
July 28, 1975, a prehearing conference

fWhile the Notlee refers to reply briefs,
1t was obviously intended to refer to excep-
tions,
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will be convened on July 30, in order to
provide at least minimal notice to In-
terested persons. At such conference,
EPA and Interlor will be expected to
offer n specific set of proposed rules,
either joinfly or separately,

It is ordered, That a prehearing con-
ference shall be convened in this pro-
ceeding beginning at 10:00 am., on
July 30, 1975, in Room 3803, Waterside
Mall, 4th and M Streets, S.W., Wash-
ington, D.C.

To the extent not granted, the EPA
motion: filed July 23, 1975, is denied.

Freperick W, DENNISTON,
Administrative Law Judge.

JuLy 24, 1975.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

OPERATORS OF CABLE TELEVISION
SYSTEMS

Memorandum
JuLy 17, 1875,

The memorandum quoted below is
being matled to all cable television
operators:

“TO OWNERS OR OPERATORS OF
CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS:

“As you know, the filing dates for FCC
Forms 325, 326, and 395 have been post-
poned. The Commission is now revising
Form 326-A (computation of annual
fee), and its due date is also being post-
poned. (The form and accompanying
fees for 1973 and 1974 were originally
due August 1, 1975.) It is envisioned that
all four reporting forms will be mailed
in a single package, which you should
receive by October, 1975. The forms will
then be due on a staggered schedule to
be announced in the mailing. PLEASE
DO NOT FILE ANY FORMS OR AN-
NUAL FEES UNTIL THEN.

“A further word about the annual fee
and Form 326-A. When the Commission
recently revised the entire FCC fee
schedule, it established a special cable
annual fee of 6 cents per subseriber for
1973 and 1974. (For computations in-
volving 1975 and thereafter, the annual
fee will be 13 cents.) Because the 6 cent
fee will apply to 1973 and 1974 only,
special Forms 326-A are being designed.
Please be sure to use them when filing
your 1973 and 1974 annual fees.”
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

CoarMission,

VirceENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-16503 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am|

[sEAL]

[FCC 75-816; CSR-859; DE 0022]
ROLLINS CABLE VUE, INC.
Memorandum lon and Order re
Dodugwy Ruling
By the Commission:
In re: Rollins Cable Vue, Inc. d/b/a
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Rollins Cablevision Newport, Delaware
request for Declaratory Ruling.

1. On December 4, 1974, Rollins Cable
Vue, Inc., d/b/a Rollins Cablevision
(“Rollins”), operator of a cable television
system at Newport, Delaware filed an
informal reguest for an opinion as to
whether or not it could delete carriage
of a “grandfathered" television signal on
a temporary basis and retain the right
to resume carriage of the signal at a
later date by filing an application
for a certificate of compliance. On
February 4, 1975, Rollins advised the
Commission that it would prefer its in-
formal request to be treated as a formal
“Request for Declaratory Ruling.” The
petition is unopposed.’

2. Rollins' system in Newport carries
the following television broadcast sig-
nals: *

KYW-TV (NBC, Channel 3), Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania; WTAF-TV (Ind.,
Channel 29), Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania: WPVI-TV (ABC, Channel 6),
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; WPHL-TV
(Ind., Channel 17), Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania; WKBS-TV (Ind., Channel 48),
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; WCAU-TV
(CBS, Channel 10), Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania; WHYY-TV (Educ,, Channel
12), Wilmington, Delaware; WGAL-TV
(NBC, Channel 8), Lancaster, Pennsyl-
vania; WMAR-TV (CBS, Channel 2),
Baltimore, Maryland; WBAL-TV (NBC,
Channel 11), Baltimore, Maryland;
WJIZ-TV (ABC, Channel 13), Baltimore,
Maryland.

Rollins proposes to contract with the
4th Network, a program supplier, for
certain syndicated programs which will
be put on a separate cable channel on
the Newport cable system. Because of
the system's limited channel capacity,
Rollins proposes to delete the signal of
WEBAL-TV in order to be able to provide
this programming. In support of its re-
quest, Rollins argues that because
WBAL-TV is & “non must carry” grand-
fathered signal it can be deleted without
violating any Commission Rule. How-
ever, Rollins believes that there is Com-
mission precedent which indicates that
a “pon must carry” grandfathered sig-
nal may not be added “as a matter of
right” if such signal is voluntarily with-
drawn from the system, citing Nation-
wide Cablevision, Inc., FCC T74-1302, 49
FOC 2d 1138 (1974) . Rollins asserts that
although it is withdrawing WBAL-TV
voluntarily it is doing so because of tech-
e o

* Rollins also operates cable television sys-
tems in Wilmington, Elsmere and certain un-
incorporated areas of New Castie County,
Delawsre, Rollins originally included the
cable systems in Wilmington and Elsmere,
Delaware in Its request. However, the subse-
quent availability of converters, which give
subseribers in Elsmere and Wilmington addi-
tional channels, negated the need to delete
curringe of WBAL-TV on those systems.

! In addition to the eleven broadcast sig-
nals carried, Rollins originates approxtmately
20-25 hours of cablecasting which uses up
the remaining channel capacity available on
the 12 channel Newport aystem.
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nical reasons—<that is, a present lack of
chnnm.el capacity, which is only tempo-
rary.”

3. Rollins seeks a Declaratory Ruling
as to whether or not it can temporarily
delete the signal of Station WBAL-TV
which was authorized for carriage sub-
sequent to March 31, 1972 and still re-
tain the right to add the signal at a
later date.' It should be noted that con-
trary to Rollins’ assertion, WBAL-TV is
not a grandfathered signal on the sub-
jeet cable television system. In Rollins
Cablevision, supra, we stated that the
failure of Rollins to give the proper no-
tification pursuant to former Section
74,1105 of the Rules prevented WBAL-
TV from being authorized under Section
76.65. However, the Commission did su-
thorize the continued carriage of WBAL-
TV on the subject system because no op-
positions were flled to the request for
waiver of former Section 74.1105, and
in order to avoid the disruption of es-
tablished viewing habits. Rollins’ reli-
ance on Nationwide Cablevision, Inc.,
supra, is misplaced. Nationwide involved
the addition of a television broadcast
signal that had been authorized for car-
riage prior to March 31, 1992, and sub-
sequently deleted prior to that date. In
the instant case, WBAL-TV was author-
jzed for carriage after March 31, 1972,
and is now proposed to be deleted. In
Alabama Cablevision Co., FCC 73-1210,
43 FCC 2d 980 (1973), an application for
a certificate of compliance was filed
seeking to add a television signal which
had been previously carried but deleted
prior to March 31, 1972, Therein we
stated that the signal could not ™

“Within the clear meaning of Section
76.11(a) of the Rules, be added again
to the systems without first obtaining
certificates of compliance. This situation,
however, must be distingulshed from the
case where a system has been previously
certified to carry a slgnal, which is sub-
sequently temporarily deleted. In that
case, absent unusual circumstances, it
would be unnecessary for a system to
obtain another certificate of compliance
before again commencing carriage of the
previously certified signal.”

The instant case involves a previously
certified signal that is sought to be tem-
porarily deleted. Accordingly, consistent
with the policy set forth in Alabama
Cablevision, supra, Rollins may volun-
tarlly delete the signal of WBAL-TV and
resume such -carriage at a later date
without filing an application for a certif-
icate of compliance, or otherwise notify-
ing the Commission.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That Rollins
Cablevision may temporarily suspend
carriage of WBAL-TV on iis Newport
cable television system until such time as
converters are made available to sub-
scribers, Additionally, it will not be nec-

s Roitins intends to make converters avail-
able to subseribers In Newport In the near
future when it becomes economically feasi-
ble to do so,

{ WBAL-TV was authorized for carriage on
the Newport system by the Commission de-
cision In Rolling Cablevision, FOC T4-555, 47
FOC 2d 258 (1974).

essary for Rollins to obtain another cer-
tificate of compliance before again com-
mencing carriage of WBAL-TV on the
Newport system,

Adopted: July 8, 1975.

Released: July 17, 1975.

Froeral. COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
Vixcenr J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

|FR Do¢.75-18360 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

ATLANTIC CONTAINER LINE (G.LE.) AND
DART CONTAINERLINE, LTD.

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed -with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 19186, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat, 763, 46

[sEAL]

"USC. 814).

Intorested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW.,
Room 10126 or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, within 20 days after publi-
cation of this notice in the FepErar Rec-
1sTER. Any person desiring a hearing on
the proposed agreement shall provide a
clear and concise statement of the mat-
ters upon which they desire to adduce
evidence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by
a statement deseribing the diserimina-
tion or unfairness with particularity. If
a violation of the Act or detriment to
the commerce of the United States is
alleged, the statement shall set forth
with particularity the acts and circum-
stances sald to constitute such violation
or detriment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

ATLANTIC CONTAINER LINE (GIE)
and
DART CONTAINERLINE, LTD,
Notice of Agreement Piled by:
George F. Galland, Esquire, Galland,

Kharasch, Calkins & Brown, 1054 Thirty-
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20007.

Agreement No. 10095-1, between the
above-named lines, is an application to
extend the approval of the agreement for
a period of not less than one year beyond
October 22, 1075,

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission

Fraxcis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.
Dated: July 22, 1975.
|FR Doc.75-19406 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am |
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. RP72-143; PGA 75-5]
CITIES SERVICE GAS CO.

Orde for Fili nd S
Frosoead P it Aaskman oot o
mitting Filing of Revised Rates

JuLy 22, 1975,

On June 6, 1975, Cities Service Gas
Company (Citles) tendered for filling &
proposed revised tariff sheet' pursuant
to its PGA clause which would track a
3.95¢ per Mcf PGA rate decrease. The
proposed decrease reflects 1) a decrease
of 0.21¢ per Mcf, or $590,609 per year, in
current purchased gas costs, and 2) =
reduced surcharge to recover deferred
purchased gas costs, Cities has requested
an effective date of July 23, 1975.

Notice of Cities' filing was issued on
June 13, 1975, with protests or petitions
to intervene due on or before July 1, 1975.
The Commission has received no com-
ments, protests, or petitions to intervene.

Our review of Cities' proposed PGA
adjustment indicates that it is based in
part upon small independent producer
and emergency purchases at-rates in ex-
cess of the rate levels established in
Opinion No. 699-H.* The proposed rates
bave not therefore been shown to be just
and reasonable and may be unjust, un-
reasonable, unduly discriminatory or
otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, we shall
accept Cities’ June 6, 1975, PGA filing
and suspend it for one day to become
effective July 24, 1975, subject to refund.

With regard to the question of small
producer purchases, we note that the
Supreme Court has remanded the small
independent producer rulemaking in
order for the Commission to enunciate
the standards in determining the just-
ness and reasonableness for small pro-
ducer purchases” As to the emergency
purchases, we note that the U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals for the D.C. Cireuit
has set aside Order No. 491, et al.* hold-
ing that the Commission exceeded its
authority under the Natural Gas Act’
We shall, at an appropriate future time,
set the issue of the justness and reason-
ableness of these costs for hearing.

Our review of Cities' proposed tariff
sheet indicates that the claimed costs
other than those associated with that
portion of small producers and emer-
gency purchases in excess of Opinion
No. 699-H complies with the standards
set forth in Docket No. R-406. Accord-

ingly, Cities may file & substitute tariff
sheet to become effective July 23, 1975,
reflecting costs other than those asso-
clated with small producer and emer-
gency purchases in excess of the rate

* Twelfth Revised Sheet PGA-1 to Second
Revised Volume No, 1.

* Docket No. R-380-B, lssued June 21, 1974.

*FPO. v, Texaco, Inc., 417 US, 830 (1974).

* Order No. 401, 50 FPC 742 (1073); Order
No. 401-A, 50 FPC 848 (1073); Order No.
491-B, 50 FPC 1463 (1973); Order No. 491-C,
50 PPC 1634 (1973).

* Consumer Federation of America, ot al.
v. FP.C. (D.C. Clr,, Docket No. 73-20000, is-
sued March 13, 1075).
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levels prescribed by Opinfon No. 699-H.

The Commission finds:

(1) It is necessary and appropriate in
the public interest and to aid in the en-
forcement of the Natural Gas Act that
Cities’ proposed PGA adjustment ten-
dered on June 6, 1975, be accepted for
filing, suspended for one day and per-
mitted to become effective July 24, 1975,
subject to refund.

(2) The claimed costs other than
those associated with that portion of
small producer and emergency pur-
chases in excess of the rate levels pre-
seribed in Opinion No. 699-H have been
reviewed and found to be in compliance
with the standards set forth in Docket
No. R-406.

The Commission orders:

(A) Cities proposed Twellth Revised
Sheet PGA-1 to its S8econd Revised Vol-
ume No. 1 of the FPC Gas Tariff is here-
by accepted for filing, suspended for one
day, and permitted to become effective
July 24, 1975, subject to refund, pending
further Commission order in this docket
and Docket Nos. RP75-27 and RP74-4.

(B) Cities may file to become effective
July 23, 1975, a substitute tariff sheet re-
flecting that portion of Citles’ proposed
rates which reflect costs other than those
costs assocliated with that portion of
small producer and emergency pur-
chases In excess of the rate levels pre-
scribed in Opinion No. 699-H.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be issued in
the Federal Register.

By the Commission.

[SEAL) Kenneri F. Proms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-10523 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

| Docket No, RP73-656; RP74-82; PGAT6-1]
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff

JuLy 21, 1975.

Take notice that Columbia Gas Trans-
mission- Corporation (Columbia) on
July 17, 1975, tendered for filing proposed
changes in its FPC Gas Tarifl, Original
Volume No. 1, as follows:

Twenty-Fourth Revised Sheet No, 16, Ninth
Reavised Sheet No. 64A.

These proposed changes result from
the implementation of Columbia’s Pur-
chased Gas Cost Adjustment provision
contained In Section 20 of the General
Terms and Conditions of its FPC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1.

In recognition of the Commission's
policy of suspending for one day that
portion of pipeline company PGA filings,
which are based on small producer pur-
chases at rates above the effective na-
tional rate, Columbia also tendered for
filing Alternate Twenty-Fourth Revised
Sheet No. 16 and Alternate Ninth Re-
vised Sheet No. 64A. These tarlff sheets
‘exclude amounts attributable to small
producer purchases which are In excess
of the effective national rate,

In the event that the Commission sus-
pends Twenty-Fourth Revised Sheet No.
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16 and Ninth Revised Sheet No. 644,
Columbia proposes that Alternate
Twenty-Fourth Revised Sheet No. 16 and
Alternate Ninth Reviséd Sheet No. 64A
be effective September 1, 1975.

Copies of the filing were served upon
the Company's jurisdictional customers
and interested state commissions,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the FPederal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission's Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before August 6, 1975. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Coples of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Kennern F. PLume,
Secretary.
IPR Do0.76-10522 Pilod 7-25-75;8:45 am|

[Docket No, E-8953]
CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO.
Further Extension of Procedural Dates

JuLy 21, 1975,

On June 17, 1975, Staff Counsel filed a
motion to extend the procedural dates
fixed by order issued March 7, 1975, as
most recently modified by notice issued
May 9, 1975, in the above-designated
matter, i

On July 8, 1975, Staff Counsel filed &
motion supplementing that of June 17th.
to further extend procedural dates. The
motion states that the parties have been
notified and have no objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:

Service of Stail’s Rate of Testimony,
Beptember 19, 1975.

Service of Intervenor's Testimony,
October 3, 1975.

Service of Company Rebuttal, Octo-
ber 17, 1975.

Hearing, November 18, 1975 (10:00 a.n.
es.t),

EexneTi F. Prums,
Secretary.

| ¥R Doc.715-19537 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No, RPT3-115]
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.

Proposed Settlement
Jury 22, 1975,
Take notice that on July 14, 1975, the
Administrative Law Judge in the pro-
ceeding In Docket No. RP73-115, certi-
fied to the Commission for action & pro-
posed settlement agreement. The sald
proceeding involves the selection of a
proposed curtailment plan over the Con-

solldated Gas Supply Corporation system
(Con Gas).
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The proposed settlement provides for
a data base on which to implement the
curtailment of gas according to nine
priorities of service. The industrial end-
use data is alleged to be based upon
data for the twelve months ending Sep-
tember 30, 1974, while the residential
and commercial requirements are stated
to be based upon the number of those
consumers attached as of February 1,
1975, and certain consumption factors
for such consumers. The agreement pro-
vides that buyers net storage injection
requirements in any month in which
storage injections exceed storage with-
drawals shall be allocated to all cate-
gories of use in accordance with the
percentage requirements served by stor-
age withdrawals in each of such cate-
gories in the month when storage with-
drawals exceed storage injections. The
agreement furthermore calls for Con Gas
to monitor the implementation of cur-
tallment and does not allow buyers to
carry over any injection or withdrawal
seasonal volumes in accordance with its
established requirements, but which are
not actnally taken during such season.

Any person wishing to file comments
either in support or against this pro-
posed settlement shall file them with
the Commission on or before August 11,
1975. Any person wishing to reply to the
initial comments shall do so within 15
days after the aforesaid initial commit-
ment date. All comments shall be served
on all parties to this proceeding.

KenNneTH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
| PR Doc.75-10526 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

|Docket No. C871-322]
COTTON PETROLEUM CORP.
Petition for Waiver of Regulations
Jury 22, 1975.

Take notice that on July 2, 1975,
Cotton Petroleum Corporation (Peti-
tioner), 2121 South Columbia Street,
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114, filed in Docket
No. €C871-322 a petition for waiver in
part of Subsection 157.40(c) of the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.40(c)) so as to permit the sale
of natural gas to Arkansas Louisiana Gas
Company (Arkla) under the small pro-
ducer certificate issued in Docket No.
CS71-322 from properties acquired from
Diamond Shamrock Corporation (Dia-
mond) and Edwin L. Cox (Cox), all as
more fully set forth in the petition for
waiver which is on file with the Com-
mission and open to public inspection.

Petitioner states that effective July 1,
1974, Diamond assigned to Petitioner its
interest In certain oil and gas leases in
Oklahoma and that effective August 1,
1976, Cox assigned to Petitioner its rights
in certain oil and gas leases in Oklahoma.
Petitioner states further that the leases
had been unitized and that each of the
aforementioned assignors owned a 50
percent interest in production from the
one gas well on the leases, the Henry
Boekman No. 1 well. Sales from the leases
are sald to have been authorized in
Docket Nos, CIT0-837 and CIT0-430 to be
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made by Diamond and Cox which are
large producers.

Subsection 157.40(c) provides in part
that sales may not be made pursuant to
a small producer certificate from reserves
acquirad by a small producer by pur-
chase of developed reserves in place from
a large producer. Petitioner states that it
paid $90,000 for the leases and the well
that were purchased. Petitioner further
states that it has spent approximately
$400,000 in drilling a new well on the
leases and alleges that because of the
expenditure it has raised the production
of gas from the leases from 150 Mcf of
gas per day to 3,150 Mcf of gas per day.
Petitioner states that Arkla has agreed
to a price amendment to make such
drilling economically feasible and that
the new price is 55.0 cents per Mcf of gas
plus tax reimbursement.

Petitioner requests that it be exempted
from the provisions of the Regulations
(18 CFR 157.40(¢c)) because it states that
the provisions made were to prevent
large producers from circumventing the
applicable area of national rate. Peti-
tioner further alleges that had Diamond
and Cox drilled the subject well they
would have been entitled to a price
amendment as to production from a new
well pursuant to Opinion 699-H. Peti-
tioner states that Diamond and Cox in
no way avoided the applicable maximum
pricing provisions for large producers by
selling the acreage involved to a small
producer, Petitioner. Petitioner further
alleges that the new rate {5 in line with
the applicable national rate. It is further
stated that because Diamond and Cox
retained no interest in the leases or the
gas reserves thereunder and the eco-
nomics of the transfer indicate that they
did not avoid price regulation, the
rationale for the prohibition in 157.40 is
not applicable to Petitioner.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition should on or before August 13,
1975, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C, 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or fo
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission's
Rules.

KeNNETH F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-105627 Filed 7-256-75:8:45 am|

[Docket No, ER76-7)
DUKE POWER CO.
Filing of Supplement to Contract
JuLy 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 11, 1975,
Duke Power Company (Duke) tendered
for filing a supplement to Duke Rate
Schedule FPC No. 143, This schedule is

the contract between Duke and Broad
River Electric Cooperative, Inc, (Broad
River). Duke states that the supplement
provides for Increased designated KW
demand at nine delivery points. Duke
states that the changes are made at the
request of and with the agreement of
Broad River. The proposed effective date
is August 20, 1975.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest sald filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 204286, in
secordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’'s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before August 11, 1975. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

Kesne™h F, Prome,
Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-19545 Fllod 7-25-75:8:45 am|

[Docket No. OI75-603)
ROY M. HUFFINGTON, INC.

Order Providing for Hearing, Granting
Interventions, and Prescribing Procedures

Jory 21, 1975.

On April 9, 1975, Roy M. Huffington,
Ine. (Huffington) filed a petition for per-
mission under Section 7(b) of the Natu-
ral Gas Act to abandon the sale of gas to
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company
(Mich Wis) from the Lawson Field, Aca-
dia Parish, Louisiana, covered under a
contract dated June 6, 1966, Alferna-
tively, Huffington requests authorization
to abandon approximately 30 percent of
the sale, attributable to the royalty in-
terest shares of the gas, and to Increase
the price for the working interest share.
Huffington states that one of its prin-
cipal lessors, the City of Crowley, Loui-
siana (Crowley), is demanding increased
royalty payments based on current
market value presumed to be that paid
by Cities Service Oil Company to its les-
sors (95.1 cents per Mcf), Huffington's
presently effective rate is 21.625 cents per
Mef at 15.025 psia, Huffington states that
continuation of service would be econom-
ically infeasible if it were required to
make such increased royalty payments,

Mich Wis filed a protest and petition
to intervene on May 15, 1975, stating that
it vigorously opposes Huffington's appli-
cation and requesting that a formal hear-
ing be convened in this proceeding. Mich
Wis states that either alternative pro-
posed by Huffington would deprive Mich
Wis and its customers of a substantial
quantity of previously-committed gas re-
serves at a time when the pipeline is
already encountering increasing diffi-
culties in maintaining an adequate sys-
tem gas supply. Mich Wis indicates that
essentially Huffington proposes to aban-
don 30 percent of the existing reserves
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and impose upon Mich Wis and its cus-
tomers a substantially increased rate for
gas produced from the remaining 70 per-
cant of the reserves. Approval of the ap-
plication, according to Mich Wis, would
create a dangerous precedent and en-
ourage similar attempts to seek profit-
hle revisions of contracts on the threat
terminating service.

Petitions to Intervene have also been
led by Southern Natural Gas Company
(Southern Natural), Mobil Oil Corpora-
tion (Mobil), and United Gas Pipe Line
Company (United) on May 9, 12, and 15,
1975, respectively. Southern Natural indi-
cates that it has an interest in royalty
claims allowed in excess of the amount
that pipelines may pay producers under
Commission regulations and in the dis-
position of royalty claims where the re-
sult Is to permit the lessors to take their
gas in kind and separately market such
gas at prices negotiated by them. South-
ern National's petition states that this
proceeding may raise important issues,
the disposition of which may establish
precedents directly affecting Southern
Natural and {ts dealings with lessors.

Mobil's petition indicates that the
Commission's determination in this pro-
ceeding as to proper rate treatment of
market value royally costs may raise
policy issues, the resolution of which may
directly and prejudicially affect Mobil's
recovery of excess royalty costs which are
pald pursuant to similar market value
type lease agreements,

United, In its petition, states that it
depends on field purchases of gas in Lou-
isiana and Texas, that fair market value
royalty problems such as experienced by
Huffington exist in both Louisiana and
Texas, and that the precedent set by the
Commission in this proceeding could be
far-reaching,

The application, protest, and petitions
to Intervene raise factual and legal ques-
tions which should be resolved in an evi-
dentiary proceeding. The problem con-
cerning royalty contracts was recognized
but not decided in Mobil Oil Corporation
v. FPC, 463 F.2d 256 (D.C. Cir. 1971),
cert. denied, 406 U.S. 976 (1972). In that
case, the Court reversed the Commis-
sion’s determination “that the royalty
provisions of oil and gas leases consti-
tute sales of natural gas for resale in in-
terstate commerce subject to the Natural
Gas Act, and that the landowners are
subject to regulation as natural gas com-
panies whose sales are covered by the
filings of thelr lessees, the producer-
operators.” (463 F.2d at 257). The Court
stated, however, that;

. . » The problem of relationship of
market prices to producer ceilings pre-
sents different considerations.

Without purporting to rule on the mat-
ter In any way, we can certainly visualize
the possibility that a court confronted
with a contention of_ entitlement to a
market price basis higher than the pro-
ducer's ceiling would consider it to run
counter to the intention of the parties,
unless there is something to rebut the
fair presumption that they contemplated
interstate movement and market prices
compatible therewith.® The Court might

= [Foolnote omitted.)
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also consider that this result would be
in furtherance of the general principle
against application of contracts so as to
contravene public policy, whether or not
the result would be in violation of su-
premacy clause doctrine prohibiting
state rules or decisions that require a
regulated company to take action incon-
sistent with Federal regulation, see
Northern Natural Gas Co. v. State Corp.
Comm. of Kansas, 372 U.S, 84, 83 S.Ct.
646, 9 L.Ed.2d 601 (1963) .

Questions also arise concerning inter-
pretation of the royalty payment provi-
sions of the leases. In lieu of delivery of
royalty gas in kind to lessors or for their
accounts, Huffington has the option,
under each lease, to:

Pay to Lessor sums equal to the value
théreof at the well; provided that the
price pald Lessor for said gas shall not
be less than the average price then cur-
rent for gas of like character or quality
delivered to the pipeline purchaser in
that field. (Emphasis added.)

Crowley’s claim, as quoted by Huffing-
ton, for a royalty payment based on the
price being paid by Cities Service may
be Inconsistent with the lease provision,
since that price appears to be the highest
price rather than the average price for
gas delivered from the field. Further
question arises concerning interpreta-
tion of what is meant by a “pipeline pur-
chaser in that fleld,” Information has
not been furnished on which pipeline
or pipelines were in the Lawson Field
when the leases were executed (1963 and
1964) ; however, at least two interstate
pipeline purchasers other than Mich Wis
buy gas in that field and others at least
traverse it or are in close proximity.

Another question of interpretation of
the language of the leases involves the
following provision in each lease:

In the event of cancellation or forfei-
ture of this lease for any cause, Lessee
may, nevertheless, retain hereunder 40
acres around each well producing oil and
160 acres around each well producing gas
(including wells drilled under this lease
by directional drilling) , . . (Emphasis
added.)

The lease covering the major portion
of the acreage provides that no wells are
to be drilled on the'surface thereof, Huf-
fington sells gas to Mich Wis from inter-
ests in six units (Hayes Sand Units B,
C, D, E, F, and G), portions of most being
within the corporate limits of Crowley.
Since all of the wells are apparently out-
side of said limits, it is not clear, in view
of the above-quoted provision of the
leases, what rights Crowley would have
to future production from said wells even
if it succeeded in obtaining cancellation
of the leases,

The parties should address themselves
to all these issues In their prepared testi-
mony,

The Commission finds: (1) Good cause
exists for setting for formal hearing the

* The question would arise whether o de-
cision requiring a producer to pay the royalty
owner on a basis higher than his Federal ceil-
ing would be interfering with his carrying on
Interstate commerce conformably with the
conduct prescribed for the producer by the
Federal regulatory agency, . .
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issues involved in the aforementioned
pleadings and for establishing the proce-
dures for that hearing all as hereinafter
ordered.

(2) Participation by the petitioners to
intervene in this proceeding may be In
the public interest.

The Commission orders: (A) Pursuant
to the authority of the Natural Gas Act,
particularly Sections 7 and 15 thereof,
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, and the Regulations under
the Natural Gas Act, (18 CFR, Chapter
1), a public hearing shall be held com-
mencing September 23, 1975, at 10:00 a.m.
(EDT) in & hearing room of the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C. 20426,
concerning the propriety of permitting
and approving the proposed abandon-
ment, as requested by the Applicant on
April 9, 1975. The Presiding Administra-
tive Law Judge to be designated by the
Chief Administrative Law Judge for the
purpose—see Delegation of Authority, 18
CFR 3.5(d) —shall preside at the hearing
In this proceeding and shall prescribe
relevant procedures not herein provided.

(B) The direct case of Roy M. Huffing-
ton, Inc,, and that of Michigan Wiscon-
sin Pipe Line Company and the other in-
tervenors in regard to their respective
positions on all issues in this proceeding
shall be filed and served on all parties of
record Including Commission Staff on or
before September 4, 1975. Following con-
clusion of cross-examination thereon, the
Presiding Law Judge may set such dates
as are reasonable for the submission of
answering and rebuttal cases, if any. The
hearing shall consider the issues raised
by Huffington's application including,
inter alia, whether the present or future
convenience or necessity permit either
alternative proposed in the application,
the proper rate treatment of market
value royalty costs, and the correct inter-
pretation of the royalty payment provi-
slons and acreage retention provisions in-
Applicant’s leases as discussed above.

(C) The petitioners to intervene are
hereby permitted to intervene in this pro-
ceeding subject to the rules and regula-
tions of the Commission; Provided, how-
ever, that participation of such interven-
ors shall be limited to matters affecting
asserted rights and Interests as specifi-
cally set forth in the petitions to inter-
vene; and Provided, further, that the ad-
mission of such intervenors shall not be
construed as recognition by the Commis-
slon that they might be aggrieved be-
cause of any order of the Commission
entered in this proceeding,

By the Commission.

[SEAL) Kenneru F, Prums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,76-10521 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

[Docket No. TD-1761]
WALTER F. JOHNSEY
Initial Application

Juny 21, 1975.

Take notice that on June 6, 1975,
Walter F. Johnsey (Applicant) filed an
initial application with the Federal
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Power Commission, Pursuant to Section
305(b) of the Federal Power Act, Ap-
plicant seeks authority to hold the fol-
lowing positions:

Director, Southern Eleotrio GCeonemting
Company, Public Utility.

Director, Alabama Power Company, Pubilo
Tthity.

Exeycuuve Vice President, and Chlef Finan-
cial Officer,

Southern Electric Generating Com-
pany (SEGCO) has its principal place
of business at 600 North 18th Street,
Birmingham, Alabama and is engaged in
the generation and transmission of elec~
tric energy within the State of Alabama
and the sale of such energy under a long-
term contract to ALABAMA and Georgia
Power Company (hereinafter referred to
28 “GEORGIA"), each of which owns
509 of its common stock. Such sales are
made at SEGCO's generating units at the
Ernest C. Gaston Steam Plant in Shelby
County, Alabama, in the case of ALA-
BAMA, and in the case of GEORGIA, at
two points on the Alabama-Georgia state
line and at GEORGIA’s Goat Rock
switching station in Alabama. ALA-
BAMA acts as SEGCO’s agent in the
operation of SEGCO's units.

Alabama Power Company (ALA-
BAMA) has its principal place of busi-
ness &t 600 North 18th Street, Birming-
ham, Alabama, and is engaged within
the State of Alabama in the generation
and purchase of electric encrgy and dis-
tribution and sale of such energy at re-
tall in 639 communities (including Bir-
mingham, Mobile and Montgomery) as
well as in rural areas, and at wholesale
to 15 municipalities, 11 rural distributing
cooperative associations and one gener-
ating and transmitting cooperative.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before August 7,
1975, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or profests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-~
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sldered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
came parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s Rules,
‘The application is on file with the Com-~
mission and available for public Inspec-
tion,

Kensern F. PLomn,
Secretary.

[FR Do0.75-19533 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am|

| Docket No, E-8869]
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT CO.
Filing of Supplemental Data

Jury 21, 1975.
Take notice that on July 7, 1975, the
Missouri Public Service Company ten-
dered supplemental data intended to
make complete the original filling of

FEDERAL
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Kansas City Power & Light on August 9,
1974. 'This action is in response to a de-
ficlency letter issued by the Secretary
of the Federal Power Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest sald application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E, Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1,10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.0). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before July 31, 1975,
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any person wishing to become
& party must file a petition to intervene.
Coples of this application are on file with
the Commission and are avallable for
public inspection.

Kexnerst F. PLoMe,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-10520 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am ]

[ Docket No. E-8365)
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT CO.
Filing of Report of Rate Refunds

Jory 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 14, 19875
Kansas City Power & Light Company
(KECPL) tendered for filing a report of
rate refunds pursuant to an Order issued
June 3, 1975 in this proceeding, KCPL
states that this filing includes a state-
ment for each customer itemizing by
months the excess amounts collected
from the dates payments were received
until July 10, 1975 (when KCPL states
the refund checks were mailed), includ-
ing the 7% Iinterest thereon.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E,, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10), All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before July 31, 1975. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of
this filing are on file with the Commis~
sion and are “available for public
inspection.

Kexner F, PLums,
> Secretary.
[FR Do00.76-10581 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am]

[|Docket No. CP68-314)
KANSAS-NEBRASK'AN‘?ATURAL GAS CO.,

Petition To Amend

Jury 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 11, 1975,
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company,

Inc. (Petitioner), P.O. Box 608, Hastings,
Kansas 68901, filed in Docket No, CP68-
314 a petition to amend the order of the
Commission issued in said docket on Au-
gust 5, 19068 (40 FPC 222), pursuant to
Section T7(e) of the Natural Gas Act to
authorize redelivery of natural gas at an
additional exchange point with Colorado
Interstate Gas Company, & division of
Colorado Interstate Gas Corporation
(CIG), all as more fully set forth in the
petition to amend on file with the Com-
mission and open to public inspection.

Petitioner states that by order of the
Commission on August 5, 1968 (40.FPC
222), it was authorized to deliver natural
gas to CIG in Texas County, Oklahoma,
and that CIG was authorized in Docket
No. CP88-319 to deliver equivalent vol-
umes of natural gas to Petitioner in the
Kansas Hugoton Field. Petitioner re-
quests that an additional exchange point
be authorized for deliveries of gas by
CIG to Petitioner in Weld County, Colo-
rado. Petitioner states that it has excess
capacity available in Weld County and
that it is unable to increase its receipt
of gas from its reserves In the Kansas
Hugoton Fleld because of the lack of
pipeline and compressor capacity. Peti-
tioner states that to the extent that CIG
can make deliveries to Petitioner on a
best efforts basis in Weld County, Peti-
tioner will be able to increase its takes in
the Hugoton Field.

Petitioner states that it is advised that
deliveries at the proposed additional de-
livery point would have no effect on
CIG's operations. It is stated that there
would be no need for new facilities to
effectuate the proposed change and that
there would be no change in the total
volumes exchanged by Petitioner and
CIG or in the dally obligation relating
thereto, -

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
petition to amend should on or before
August 7, 1975, file with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro-
test in accordance with the requirements
of the Commission's Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and
the Regulations under the Natural Gas
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to he taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to thé pro-
ceeding. Any person wishing to become &
party to a proceeding or to participate
as a party in any hearing therein must
file a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission's Rules.

Kennera F, PLons,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-10540 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am)
{Docket No. E-0161)
MONOGAHELA POWER CO., ET AL

Notice of Further Extension of Procedural
Dates
Jory 21, 1975.

On June 30, 1975, Monogahela Power
Company, The Potomac Edison Com-
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pany, and West Penn Power Company
filed a renewal of a motion to extend
the procedural dates fixed by order is-
sued March 10, 1975, as most recently
modified by notice issued April 21, 1975,
in the above-designated matter. The mo-
tion states that the parties have been
notified and have no objection.

Good Cause having been shown, Sec-
tion 1.13(d) of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure is waived and
notice is hereby given that the pro-
cedural dates in the above matter are
modified as follows:

Service of Companies' Direct Testimony,
September 15, 1975,

Service of Staff Testimony, October 9, 1973,

Service of Intervenor Testimony, Octo-
ber 23, 1075,

Service of Company Rebuttal, November 6,
1975,

Hearing, November 17, 1975 (10 a.m. e5.t.).

Kennern F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-19535 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|
[Docket No. CP73-15]

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA
Withdrawal
Jory 21, 1975.

On July 15, 1975, Natural Gas Pipe-
line Company of America filed a with-
drawal of its application for certificate
of public convenience and necessity, filed
July 17, 1972, in the above-designated
matter.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
Bection 1.11(d) of the Commission's
Rules and Regulations, the withdrawal
of the above application shall become ef -
fective August 14, 1975.

Kexvera F. Prowms,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.75-19536 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Docket Nos. CP71-50, CP71-54, CI71-187)

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF
AMERICA, ET AL

Notice of Extension of Time
JuoLy 18, 1975.

In the matter of Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America, Docket No. CP71-
50; Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Com-
pany, Docket No. CP71-54; Phillips Pe-
troleum Company, Docket No. CI71-187.

On July 14, 1975, Phillips Petroleum
Company filed a motion to extend the
procedural dates fixed by order issued
July 7, 1975, in the above-designated
matter. On July 16, 1975, Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America filed a mo-
tion for the same time extension. The
motions state that the parties have been
notified and have no objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:

Service of All Parties' Testimony, Septem-
ber 22, 1975,

Hearing, October 21, 1975 (10 a.m. e5.t.).

KENNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.
IFR Doc.75-19530 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|
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[Docket No. RP74-88)
NORTH PENN GAS CO.-
Order Modifying and Accepting Settlement
Juvy 21, 1975.

On May 15, 1974, North Penn Gas
Company (North Penn) tendered for fil-
ing Twelfth Revised Sheet No. PGA-1
to its FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Vol-
ume No. 1, to be effective July 1, 1974.
The changes proposed therein would
have increased annual revenues from ju-
risdictional sales and service by $970,491
based on the 12-month period ending Feb-
ruary 28, 1974, as adjusted. Additionally,
North Penn submitted Thirty-Eighth
Revised Sheet No. 5 and Original Sheet
No. 5A, wherein North Penn proposed to
amend its P-1 rate schedule to permit
automatic recovery of any gross receipts
tax which the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania may assess on jurisdictional
sales of natural gas to Corning Natural
Gas Company (Corning), a New York
public utility corporation and North
Penn's sole customer under its P-1 rate
schedule. Implementation of such a pro-
vision would have allowed North Penn
to initially recoup $415,636, said amount
having been imposed by the Common-
wealth for 1972 sales to Corning,

By our order of June 28, 1974, we
suspended the proposed rate increase for
five months until December 1, 1974. Fur-
ther, we denied North Penn's requested
waiver of Section 154.38(d) (3) and re-
Jected the proposed gross tax receipts
amendment to the P-1 Rate Schedule as
an automatic adjustment provision vio-
lative of that section. Finally, we directed
North Penn to file within 30 days a sub-
stitute tariff sheet incorporating the
effect of the gross tax receipts assess-
ment into the base tariff rate rather
than as a separate surcharge adjustment
to the base tariff rate.

Accordingly, on June 29, 1974, North
Penn filed Substitute Twelfth Revised
Sheet No. PGA-1 to include the assess-
ment in the base tariff rate. We accepted
said substitute sheet by letter order of
August 28, 1974,

North Penn successfully challenged the
imposition of the gross receipts tax on
1972 sales to Corning and, accordingly,
on November 8, 1974, filed Second Sub-
stitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. PGA-1
to exclude from the base tariff rate the
surcharge applicable to the assessment
on 1972 sales.

By order of December 6, 1974, we
accepted North Penn's November 8, 1974,
filing, upon condition that, within 20
days, North Penn file revised tariff sheets
reflecting deletion of the surcharge for
1973 and 1974 from the base tariff rates.
The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
had as then made no gross receipts tax
assessments on North Penn's 1973 and
1974 Interstate sale to Corning. The Com-
mission acted without prejudice to North
Penn'’s right to submit appropriate filings
to seek recovery of future gross receipts
tax assessments, if and when made,

North Penn responded on December
20, 1974, by filing Alternate Second Sub-
stitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. PGA-1
and Substitute Thirteenth Revized Sheet
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No. PGA-1, which were accepted by let-
ter order of January 17, 1975, and made
effective, subject to refund, as of De-
cember 1, 1974,

Following submission of Stafl’s testi-
mony and exhibits, informal settlement
conferences were held in which repre-
sentatives of North Penn, Intervenors
Corning, New York State Electric and
Gas Corporation (NYSEG, Corning's
primary resale customer), and the Public
Service Commission of the State of New
York, and Commission Staff partici-
pated. These communications produced
a Stipulation and Agreement, -which
North Penn transmitted to the Commis-
sion for approval on April 7, 1975. Pur-
suant to the terms of the Stipulation
and Agreement, all parties (with the ex-
ception of the New York Public Service
Commission) submitted comments re-
garding North Penn's proposed inclusion
of the gross receipts tax provision. North
Penn filed its written reply to the com-
ments of Corning, NYSEG, and Staff on
May 21, 1975.

THE STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT

The Stipulation and Agreement con-
sists of seven parts, numbered I through
VII, and Appendices A, B, and C. Under
its terms, rates for the year beginning
December 1, 1974, will be increased by
$774,372, based on the 12-month period
ending February 28, 1974, as adjusted.
The settlement base tariff rate is 75.249
cents per Mof for North Penn's P-1 and
G-1 rate schedules. This rate reflects a
Jurisdictional cost of service of $11,021,-
523, with a 9.31 percent overall rate of
return which provides a return on equity
of 11.50 percent, and is based upon an
allocation of fixed costs for storage and
transmission which assigns 25 percent to
demand and 75 percent to commodity,
No party objects to the settiement cost
of service, including capitalization and
rate of return, cost allocation, and rate
design.

Article IV of the Stipulation and
Agreement provides that it shall become
effective only if approved without modi-
fication or condition by the Commission,
except that, should either North Penn
or Intervenors find unacceptable the
Commission’s disposition of the Bross re-
ceipts tax provision, then such malcon-
tents may reject that provision without
inhibiting the effectiveness of the other
provisions of the approved Stipulation
and Agreement.

Article VII contains the gross receipts
tax provision. North Penn therein pro-
poses to amend the General Terms and
Conditions of its FPC Gas Tarlff to allow
recovery, pursuant to a Section 4 filing,
of any additional revenue required as a
result of an assessment by the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania of such a tax in
1973 * or any subsequent year, North Penn
would be obligated thereunder to contest
the legality of such an assessment only
through the court of last resort in Penn-
sylvania.

'No such tax has been nssessed on 1073
sales, but the Pennsylvania Department of
Revenue has until January 24, 1076, to re-
open the settlement of the 1973 tax return.
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We have reviewed the proposed settle-
ment rates and find them to be just and
reasonable, With respect to Article VII
of the Stipulation and Agreement, we
perceive three issues which demand in-
dividual resolution.

A. Responsibility to Litigate. Corning,
NYSEG, and Staff concur in the belief
that any attempt by the Pennsylvania
Department of Revenue to assess & gross
recelpts tax on interstate sales of natural
gas raises serious Constitutional ques-
tions, including the question of undue
burden on interstate commerce, the
magnitude of which should require North
Penn to contest such an assessment be-
yvond the courts of Pennsylvania and
through the United
Court, if necessary.’

North Penn views the question of how
{far the challenge to be carried as one of
“managerial judgement,” stating by
“managerial judgment,” stating by
implication that, in the interest of settle-
ment, it has agreed to litigate an assess-
ment through the Pennsylvania courts.
North Penn advises that Corning, if it so
chooses, may intervene and prosecute an
appeal beyond the state courts,

We view North Penn's pledge to con-
test an assessment only through the
Pennsylvania courts is unrealistic, given
the grounds for the challenge. In its own
Petition for Review before the Pennsyl-
vania Board of Finance and Review,
North Penn attacked the subject assess-
ment as violative of the Commerce
Clause of Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of
the United States Constitution and Sec-
tion 1 of the Fourteenth Amendment.
The United States Supreme Court is the
ultimate arbiter of questions of this na-
ture,

North Penn's “managerial judgment”
argument is unpersuasive. North Penn
has manifested its willingness to divest
its management of these judgment calls
by binding itself into an agreement to
contest a future gross receipts tax as-
sessment through the state courts.

_We find that the modification here
proposed by Corning, NYSEG, and Staff
is reasonable and proper to insure final
resolution of this issue, and that said
modification will not unduly burden
North Penn.

B. Amortization Period. Corning,
NYSEG, and Staff also join In their con-
cern that protracted, unsuccessful litiga-
tion of a future assessment may result in
North Penn’s imposition of a substantial
increase in the wholesale rates charged
Corning in one year. For example, if the
annual assessment amounts to $415,636
per vear (based on the assessment for
1972 sales), and litigation takes three
vears, then, adding past years' assess-
ments to that for the current year,
Corning could be faced with a rate in-
crease of more than $1,500,000 for the

*North Penn won its case on the Septem-
ber, 1973 assessmont for 1072 sales at the
administrative level, securing a favorable rul-
ing from the Board of Finance and Roview
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania on
July 31, 1974. Thus, no court has as yet wd-
Judicated the merits of this Jurisdictional
question.

States Supreme
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ensuing year. According to NYSEG, this
hypothetical situation would create a
one year surcharge of about 10.6 cents
per Mcf on the gas NYSEG purchases in-
directly from North Penn through
Corning.

In order to protect Corning and its
customers from having to abgorb im-
mediate pass-on of a lump-sum future
assessment, while at the same time per-
mitting North Penn to Tecoup the as-
sessment within a reasonable time,
Corning, NYSEG, and Staff propose mod-
ification of Article VII of the Stipulation
and Agreement to provide that the
for recovery of past gross receipts taxes
would be double the number of past tax-
able years at the time of the final court
decision or five years, whichever period
i5 shorter.

North Penn opposes a modification
which may delay recovery of its tax ex-
penses for years. At the very least, North
Penn feels it should be allowed to earn
a return on the unamortized portion of
the tax assessment during the amortiza-
tion period. North Penn asserts that the
unfairness of the amortization provision
is compounded by the litigation provi-
sion, whereunder North Penn may be
forced to carry the contest through the
Supreme Court, thereby lengthening the
period of litigation and inc¢reasing the
amount to be recovered.

Imposition of the proposed amortiza-
tion provision, with its 5-year ceiling, is
reasonable and proper, and is consistent
with established Commission policy re-
garding rate treatment to be accorded
substantisl one-time expenses. North
Penn’s fear that it will be deprived of a
return on the unamortized portion is not
well-founded, as said portion should be
included in rate base, upon which a rate
of returm will be earned. Equally unper-
suasive Is North Penn's reference to the
“compounding” effect produced by the
ltigation and amortization provisions.
We consider each provision independ-
ently of the other.

C. Inclusion of Article VII in North
Penn's FPC Tarifl. Stafl states its belief
that the tax assessment clause should be
part of the settlement agreement but not
part of the filed tariff sheets, as provided
in the first sentence of Article VIL

North Penn replies that tying seid
clause to the life of the settiement will
cause it to be dissolved when a new rate
filing is accepted by the Commission.
North Penn points out that said clause
is designed to be used only once, if and
when a tax is assessed and North Penn's
challenge fails. Because the supervening
rate filing will likely precede any ulti-
mately successful challenge, North Penn
observes that Staff's approach would
effectively nullify the usefulness of said
clause. Further, North Penn hypothesizes
that, should North Penn be in the midst
of such & challenge when a new rate fil-
ing is made, North Penn could be forced
to absorb expenses that it would not
have incurred otherwise.

We agree with North Penn that tying
the tax assessment clause to the stipu-
lation and agreement will probably cause
said clause to be dissolved before it has

become operational. Yet we find the al-
ternative even less desirable. We are
generally opposed to including in the
provisions of an FPC Gas Tariff terms
which may remain in perpetual effect to
permit a cost item of presently unknown
magnitude to be reflected in jurisdic-
tional rates at some presently undeter-
mined future date. We belleve that
clauses which allow rates to be increased
should be subject to periodic review by
the Commission and affected parties.
This is accomplished in the instant case
by limiting the duration of the tax as-
sessment clause so that it runs concur-
rently with the settlement rates ap-
proved herein. Upon our acceptance of
North Penn’s next Section 4 rate filing,
this tax assessment clause will lose its
force and effett. North Penn remains
free, however, to re-submit the same
clause as part of a subsequent settlement.
At that time we will have the oppor-
tunity to re-consider said clause in light
of circumstances then existing on North
Penn’s system.

Finding Stafi's recommendation to
treat the tax assessment clause con-
tained in Article VII as part of the set-
tlement but not as an amendment to
North Penn’s tariff to be reasonable, we
shall adopt it, without prejudice to North
Penn's right to seek renewal of said pro-
vision at an appropriate future time,

The Commission finds: The prehear-
ing settlement of this proceeding on the
basis of the Stipulation and Agreement
submitted on April 7, 1975 by North
Penn on behalf of all parties to the pro-
ceeding is just and reasonable and in the
public interest in carrying out the pro-
visions of the Natural Gas Act and
should be approved, except that Article
VII of said Stipulation and Agreement
should be revised as provided in Order-
ing Paragraph (B), below.

The Commission orders. (A) Articles I
through VI of the Stipulation and
Agreement submitted to the Commission
on April 7, 1995 in this proceeding are
incorporated by reference and hereby
approved.

(B) The provision set forth in Article
VII of the subject stipulation and agree-
ment is modified as follows:

In the event that, prior to North Penn's
next general rate filing under Section 4
of the Natural Gas Act, (1) a Gross
Recelpts Tax is assessed by the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania on North Penn's
sales of natural gas in interstate com-
merce to Corning Natural Gas Corpora-
tion for 1973, or any year, and (2) North
Penn litigates the validity of such assess-
ment through the court of last resort
with full recognition that the imposi-
tion of such assessment ralses inter alia
serious questions under the United States
Constitution, and (3) North Penn Is
nevertheless required to pay said Gross
Receipts Tax, North Penn shall be en-
titled to file a revised tariff sheet pro-
viding for recovery from Corning of any
additional revenues required as a result
of the assessment of such Gross Receipts
Tax which it has been compelled to pay
pursuant to a final non-appealable judg-
ment or order in the aforementioned
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circumstances, provided, however, that
any such Gross Receipts Tax paid by
North Penn prior to the time when North
Penn seeks recovery thereof in accord-
ance with this order may only be re-
covered through a wholesale rate de-
signed to recover from Corning the
amount of the Gross Receipts Tax paid
for a past period over & prospective
amortization period twice as long as
the past period in question or over a
prospective amortization period of five
yvears, whichever period is shorter.

Article VII is further modified such that
the above-quoted provision shall be con-
sidered part of the Stipulation and
Agreement, but shall not be included in
North Penn's FPC Gas Tariff,

(C) Pursuant to Article IV of the
Stipulation and Agreement, North Penn,
or any other party to this proceeding and
settlement, will be given 15 days from
the date of Issuance of this order to re-
ject Article VII, as reformed in Order-
ing Paragraph (B), above. Should no
such objections be timely recelved,
Article VII, as modified, is approved and
shall be effective in accordance with the
remaining provisions of this Stipulation
and Agreement. Rejection by any party
will cause Article VII, as proposed by
North Penn or as modified herein, to
be deleted from the Stipulation and
Agreement and declared null and void,
but will not alter the effectiveness of the
remaining Articles of the approved
Stipulation and Agreement,

(D) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order in the FEpEraL
REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[sEAL) EKenxetn F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.756~10518 Flled 7-25-75;8:46 am)

[Docket No, CP75-185)

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Withdrawal

JuLy 21, 1875.

On July 14, 1975, Northern Natural
Gas Company filed a withdrawal of its
application for certificate of public con-
venience and necessity, filed Decem-
ber 20, 1974, In the above-designated
matter.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
Section 1.11(d) of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations, the withdrawal

of the application shall become
effective August 13, 1975.
KeNNETE F. PLUMs,

Secretary.
|FR Doc.75-10534 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am|

[Docket No, E-9155)
NORTHERN STATES POWER CO.
Further Extension of Time

Juvry 21, 1995,

On July 14, 1975, Intervenors filed &
motion to extend the procedural dates
fixed by order issued February 5, 1975,
as most recently modified by notice is-

NOTICES .

sued July 3, 1975, in the above-desig-
nated matter. The motion states that the
parties have been notified and have no
objection.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:

Prasz I
Hearing, Ootober 14, 1976,
Prase 1T

Service of Intervenor's Tesl.lm%my. Au-
gust 1 1975.

Seryice of Staff Testimony, August 11,
1075.

Service of Company Rebuttal, August 27,
1996,

Interyenor's Rebuttal, September 15, 1675,

Hearing, October 14, 1975 (10 s.m. est.).

Kexvera F, PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-10532 Flled 7-25-75:8:45 am|)

| Docket No. E-0148)

NORTHERN STATES POWER CO.
Further Extension of Procedural Dates

Jury 21, 1975.

On July 7, 1975, Intervenors filed a
motion to extend the procedural dates
fixed by order issued December 31, 1974,
as most recently modified by notice #s-
sued, June 17, 1975, In the above-desig-
nated matter.

On July 16, 1975, Northern States
Power Company filed a response in op-
position to Intervenors' motion of July 7,
1975. Notice is hereby given that the
procedural dates In the above matter are
modified as follows:

Service of Intervenor Testimony, Septom-
ber 4, 1975,

Service of Company Rebuttal, September
25, 1975.

Hearing, October 15, 1975 (10a.m. o.5.1.).

Kenners F. Proms,
Secretary.
[PR Doc.75-19547 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

| Docket No. E-8888]

OHIO ELECTRIC CO.
Filing of Stipulation and Agreement
JurLy 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 17, 1975, Ohlo
Electric Company tendered for filing a
Stipulation and Agreement and a Notice
for Approval of Stipulation and Agree-
ment in this proceeding. The Stipulation
and Agreement incorporates a Supple-
ment to Rate Schedule FPC No. 1 of Ohio
Electric Company for Electric Service to
Ohio Power Company. The Stipulation
and Agreement states that, if approved
by the Commission, it would resolve all
issues in this proceeding which arose out
of Ohio Electric Company's filing of an
initial rate schedule with Ohio Power
Company on July 3, 1974 which was set
for a Section 206 Investigation by Com-
mission order of September 16, 1974.

The Stipulation and Agrecment re-
duces from 15% to 12% the return on
common equity to be earmmed by Ohlo
Electric Company.
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Coples of the Stipulation and Agree-
ment are on file with the Commission and
are available for public inspection. Any
person desiring to comment upon mat-
ters contained In this Stipulation and
Agreement should file such comment
with the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington,
D.C. 20426, on or before July 29, 1975.
Comments will be considered by the
Commission in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken.

Kexsnera F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-19539 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Docket No. CP76-6]

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO.
AND TRUNKLINE GAS CO.

Application
Jury 21, 1975,

Take notice that on July 7, 1875, Pan-
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company
(Panhandle Eastern), and Trunkline
Gas Company (Trunkline), P.O. Box
1642, Houston, Texas 77001, jointly Ap-
plicants, filed in Docket No. CP76-6 an
application pursuant to Section T(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity author-
izing Panhandle Eastern to construct
and operate an interconnection between
Trunkline’s 26-inch main line where it
intersects with Panhandle Easterns 4-
inch Hoopeston lateral in Vermilion
County, Illinois, and authorizing Trunk-
line to deliver gas to Panhandle Eastern,
all as more fully set forth in the appli-
cation on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Applicants states that by a letter
agreement between them dated Novem-
ber 21, 1974, Trunkline has agreed to
provide & tap on its 21-inch main line
and to permit Panhandle to make a con-
nection between such tap and Pan-
handle’s 4-inch lateral line, Panhandle's
4-inch lateral line is sald to extend ap-
proximately 25 miles northward from
Panhandle’s Danville lateral and to serve
the communities of Henning and Ross-
ville, Illinols, The application states that
the lateral is the sole source of gas sup-
ply to those communities. The proposed
tap would be less than one-half mile
south of the northern terminus of Pan-
handle's lateral pipeline,

It is proposed that the interconnection
would be used in emergency situations,
created by an outage in Panhandle's 4-
inch lateral pipeline, to supply Henning
and Rossville with gas. Applicants state
that deliveries would not exceed 3,500
Mcf. per day, and all volumes of gas so
recelved would be returned to Trunk-
line within 60 days of the end of the
emergency perlod by reduction in Pan-
handles’ takes of gas from Trunkline
near Tuscola, Illinois, under a service
agreement dated September 28, 1970,

The estimated cost of the tap and con-
nection is approximately $6.200 to be
borne by Panhandle out of funds on
hand. Applicants state that they are con-
structing the subject facilities within the
contemplation of Section 157.22 of the
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Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.22).

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
application should on or before August 7,
1975, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file a petition to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or
if the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KexNeETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-19642 Flied 7-26-75;8:45 am]

{Docket No. ES76-3)
PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT CO.
Application

Jury 22, 1975.

Take notice that on July 15, 1975,
Pennsylvania Power & Light Company
(Applicant), Two North Ninth Street,
Allentown, Pennsylvania 18101, filed an
application with the Federal Power
Commission pursuant to Section 204 of
the Federal Power Act seeking authority
to issue short-term unsecured Promis-
sory Notes including commercial paper
notes.

Applicant is a Pennsylvania corpora-
tion principally engaged in the produc-
tion, purchase, transmission, distribu-
tion and sale of electricity in a service
area of approximately 10,000 square
miles in 29 counties of central eastern
Pennsylvania with an estimated popu-
lation of about 2.4 million persons,

The unsecured Promissory Notes are
to be issued from time to time, prior to
September 30, 1976, to lenders, brokers,
dealers or direct purchasers of unse-
cured Promissory Notes, including
banks and institutional investors. Notes

NOTICES

in the form of commercial paper will .
mature In no more than 270 days from
the date of issue, and all other notes
will have maturities of less than one
year from the date of issue. The aggre-
gate face amount of such notes to be
outstanding at any one time is not to
excéed (1) 25 percent of Applicant's
revenues during the last preceding 12
months of operations, or (i) $150 mil-
lion, whichever is less. The notes are to
bear final maturities of on or -before
September 30, 1977.

The proceeds from the issuance of the
Notes will be used principally as interim
financing of Applicant’s cgonstruction
program, which will require approxi-
mately $1.135 billion over the 1975-1977
period,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should, on or before Au-
gust 15, 1975, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426,
petitions or protests in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission's
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10), Al protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Per-
sons wishing to become parties to a pro-
ceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file petitions to
intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules. The application is on
file with the Commission and available
for public inspection.

KenNgTH F. PLuMms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-10525 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Docket Nos, CP68-166 and CP70-185]

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO.
Petition To Amend

JuLy 22, 1975,

Take notice that on July 3, 1975,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, &
Division of Tenneco Inc,, (Petitioner),
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001,
filed in Docket Nos. CP68-166 and CP70-
185 a petition to amend further the or-
ders issuing certificates of public con-
venience and necessity pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act in sald
dockets on May 1, 1968 (39 FPC 607),
and June 22, 1970 (43 FPC 937), respec~
tively, by authorizing Petitioner to sell
natural gas to Boston Gas Company
(Boston) under Petitioner’s Rate Sched-
ule CD-6 in lieu of Petitioner's Rate
Schedules G-8 or GS-6 and to render
such a service under a revised maximum
daily volume schedule, all as more fully
set forth in the petition to amend on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Petitioner states that Boston has re-
quested that Petitioner render services
to it under Petitioner’s Rate Schedule
CD-8 in lleu of Petitioner's Rate Sched-
ule G-6 or/and GS-6. Petitioner alleges
that the avallability provisions of its Rate
Schedule G-6 provide in part that serv-

fce under sald rate schedule is available
only to buyers which do not have under-
ground gas storage available to them.
This provision is said to prevent Boston
from purchasing natural gas from Petl-
tioner under Petitioner’s Rate Schedule
G-6 if Boston should desire to receive
underground storage service. One of the
stated purposes of the proposed change is
to allow Boston to receive a two-year
storage service as proposed in Docket No.
CPT75-376 * starting in 1975, for the pro-
tection of Boston’s priority 1 and 2 re-
quirements customers. Petitioner re-
quests that the instant petition be con-
solidated with Docket No. CP75-376.

Petitioner further requests authoriza-
tion to change the daily volume limits
that are established for Boston at its
varlous points of delivery.® Petitioner
states that Boston has requested that
service be rendered to it under a single
new gas sales contract to be executed
between Petitioner and Boston to pro-
vide for the delivery of gas in accordance
with the new daily volume limits. The
requested change by Boston to service
under Petitioner’s Rate Schedule CD-6
would allegedly afford Boston the flexi-
bility for peak-shaving to assure the gas
supply to its priority 1 and 2 require-
ments customers. It is stated that under
Rate Schedule CD-6 Boston would be
allowed a fluctuation in its level of takes
from Petitioner at existing points in de-
livery within the total contract demand.
Petitioner states that Boston is unable
to transfer gas from station to station
and that the proposed change would de-
crease Boston’s need for supplemental
gas. Petitioner states that the proposed
changes would not Increase Boston's
presently authorized total maximum dai-
ly contract quantity of 93,912 Mcf of gas
per day, nor would it entitle Boston to
receive on any one day total deliveries
through all of its delivery points in ex-
cess of 93,012 Mecf of gas.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
petition to amend should on or before
August 8, 1975, file with the Federal
Power Commission, Washington, D.C.
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro-
test In accordance with the require-
ments of the Commission’s Rules of Prac~

' Noticed July 11, 1075,
2 Petitioner’s proposed changes in dally vol-

ume Hmits are as follows:
Service area; Existing daily Proposed dally
dolivery pofuta volumo Umll)n' volume lhnni
5,100 5,100
1, %8 2,70
4,150 7, 00
&17 3, K00
4,595 4, 86
12,035 12, 045
1, 89 1,89
y 13, 81 20, 00
Lynnfield. ... .oooes 2,550 2,800
Mysife Valloy:
Adington. ........ e 24,76 a5, 000
Burlington 7,23 7,28
Lexi - 2,452 3,500
Reading.. 3,825 3,825
Revere. .oooneess s 911
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. [PR Doc.75-10524 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

[Docket Ko, CP75-262]

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. AND
COLUMBIA GULF TRANSMISSION CO.

Order Granting Interventions, Setting Pre-
Hearing Conference Date, and Prescrib-
ing Procedure

JuLry 21, 1975,

- On March 6, 1975 Tennessee Gas Pipe-
line Company (Tennessee) and Colum-
bia Gulf Transmission Company (Co-
lumbia) (or jointly termed “Applicants™)
filed & joint application for authority to
construct and operate a pipeline supply
lateral in the East and West Cameron
Areas, Offshore Loulsiana.

This facility would be an extension of
the existing 16.8 miles, 30-inch pipeline
of these Applicants that extends from
East Cameron Block 273 to their jointly
owned Blue Water project in Vermilion
Block 245 which was certificated In
Docket No. CP73-48.

The proposed facility will consist of:
* (a) Approximately 30.4 miles of 30-
inch pipeline extending from the ter-
minus of Applicants’ existing 30-inch
pipeline in East Cameron Block 273 to a
point in West Cameron Block 601,

(b) Approximately 10.2 miles of 24-
inch pipeline, forming a continuation of
the 30-inch pipeline in (a) above extend-
ing from an underwater connection in
West Cameron Block 601 with that line
to an existing producer platform in West
Cameron Block 643 owned by Tenneco
Oil Company, ¢t al.

The proposed facilities will cost an
estimated $31,462,302 which will be
shared equally by Applicants. They will
also share equally in the 150,000 Mcf per
day design capacity of the proposed fa-
cility and in the operating costs in con-
junction therewith. Columbia will design
and construct, and Tennessee will oper-
ate the facility, Initial financing will be
arranged through short term loans and/
or internally generated funds. Perma~
nent financing has not yet been arranged,

Gas reserves to be transported in the
proposed lateral line are located on or
near the proposed facility and are either
currently on call to Applicants or their
subsidiary corporations or they are ex-
pected to be made available upon the
completion of further testing and drilling
in the area; all as specified In greater
detall In the joint application on file with
the Federal Power Commission,

NOTICES

On April 14, 1975, United Gas Pipeline

(United) and on April 186, 1975,

Sea Robin Pipeline Company (Sea Rob-

in) filed timely petitions to intervene in
these proceedings.

The Commission finds: (1) The inter-
vention of United and Sea Robin In this
proceeding may be in the public interest.

(2) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest to ald in the enforcement
of the provisions of the Natural Gas Act
that the issues in this proceeding be
scheduled for pre-hearing conference in
accordance with the procedures set forth
below.

The Commission orders: (A) United
and Sea Robin are hereby permitted to
intervene in this proceeding, subject to
the Rules and Regulations of the Com-
mission; Provided, however, that the par-
ticipation of such Interveners shall be
limited to matters affecting asserted
rights and interests as specifically set
forth in said petitions for leave; and
Provided, further, that the admission of
said fnterveners shall not be construed
as recognition by the Commission that
they might be aggrieved by any order or
orders of the Commission entered in this
proceeding.

(B) Pursuant to the Authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly Sections 7
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure, and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act, a
pre-hearing conference shall be held on
September 10, 1975, at 10:00 a.m. (EDT)
in a hearing room of the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, This con-
ference shall be held to explore the avail-
ability. of unused capacity, if any, to
transport the anticipated volumes of the
Applicants in the existing lines in the
area owned by Sea Robin, United and
others, If this issue cannot be resolved
to the satisfaction of all parties than the
instant application shall be set for hear-
f,x:lx& by the assigned Administrative Law

e,

(C) Applicants and interveners will
provide complete flow diagrams for the
proposed pipeline and for existing pipe-
lines attached to or near.the proposed
pipeline and will also submit a current
and detailed gas reserve status of all gas
supplies committed, or anticipated, for
the use of the above pipelines. Such data
will be filed with the Commission and
served upon all parties, including Com-
mission Staff, on or before August 25,
1875,

(D) An Administrative Law Judge to
be designated by the Chief Administra-
tive Law Judge—See Delegation of Au-
thority, 18 CFR 3.5(d)—shall preside at,
and control this proceeding in accord-
ance with the pollcies expressed in the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure and the purposes expressed in this
order.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Kenyerr F, PLuns,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.75-10519 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am|
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[Docket No. CP76-8]

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Notice of Application
. . Jury 21, 1975,

Take notice that on July 8, 1975, Texas
Gas Transmission Corporation (Appli-
cant), 3800 Frederica Street, Owensboro,
Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket No.
CP76-8 an application pursuant to Sec-
tions 7(b) and (¢) of the Natural Gas Act
for permission and approval to abandon
two sales meter stations and approxi-
mately 270 feet of 4-inch pipeline in
Warren County, Kentucky, and a cer-
tificate of public convenlence and ne-
cessity authorizing the construction and
operation of a new sales meter station
to replace the two meter stations it
proposes to abandon, all as more fully
set forth in the application on file with
the Commission and open to public in-
spection.

Applicant states that the two sales
meter stations that are proposed to be
abandoned are the Woodburn Sales
Meter Station which was constructed in
1930 and the Franklin No. 3 Sales Meter
Station which was relocated to its pres-
ent location in 1959, Applicant further
states that both of these meter stations
are located on the same lot in Warren
County, and are used to serve Western
Kentucky Gas Company (Western Ken-
tucky). These facllities, it is stated, have
deteriorated to the extent that they can-
not be operated in compliance with the
requirements of the Natural Gas Pipeline
Safety Act of 1968 and the regulations
promulgated thereunder,

Applicant proposes to construct and
operate a new meter station approxi-
mately 270 feet from the existing facili-
ties on existing and currently used right-
of-way. The cost of the proposed facility
is estimated at approximately $9,270 to
be paid for from cash on hand. It is
stated that the abandoned measuring
and regulating equipment would have a
salvage value estimated at approxi-
mately $1,190. Applicant states that 270
feet of 4-inch pipeline would be aban-
doned in place. It is stated that there
would be no change in either contract
demand or quantity entitlements of
Western Kentucky with the proposed
changes in facilities.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applicationr should on or before August 7,
1975, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or & protest in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1,10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sldered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding., Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commisslon's
Rules.
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Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, & hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate and permission and
approval to abandon are required by the
public convenience and necessity, If a
petition for leave to intervene is timely
filed, or if the Commission on its own
motion believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure for, unless other-
wise advised, it will be unnecessary for
Applicant to appear or be represented at
the hearing.

Kexnerit F. PLuMms,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.756-19541 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am])

[Docket Nos, CP72-135, CP72-140. C168-527,
CI72-358)

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPELINE
CORP., ET AL.

Proposed Settlement
JuLy 22, 1975.

Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Corp.,
Docket No. CP72-135; Transcontinental
Gas Pipeline Corp. and United Gas Pipe-
line Co., Docket No. CP72-140;  Sun Oil
Co., Docket Nos. C168-527, CI172-358.

Take notice that on June 4, 1975, the

Administrative Law Judge in the pro--

ceeding in Docket Nos. CP72-135, et al.,
certified to the Commission for action
a proposed settiement. The said proceed-
ing involves the proposal of Sun Oil
Company (Sun) to arrange the trans-
portation of gas for injection into its
Fordoche Field oil reservoirs Pointe
Coupee and Iberville Parishes, Louisiana,
Sun proposed to deliver gas to Trans-
continental Gas Pipeline Corporation
(Transco) from its Chacahoula Field re-
serves, Assumption and La Fourche
Parishes, Louisiana. In order to avoid
unnecessary construction of facilities,
Sun would initially deliver gas to United
Gas Pipeline Company (United) which
has existing facilities in the Chacahoula
Field. United would deliver this gas by
means of a gas-for-gas exchange with
Transco and Transco would deliver a
like quantity to Sun at Fordoche Field.
Sun also sought authority to sell gas
from the Chacahoula Field not used for
injection purposes to Transco and to
ultimately sell the gas used for injection
purposes in the Fordoche Field to
Transco at a later date.!

This proceeding further involves a
proposal by Transco ‘o transport 10,000
Mec{/d on a firm basis and 5,000 Mc1/d on

1 8Sun was issued .o permanent certificate
in Docket No. CIé8-527 for sales from the
basic aoreage located in the Fordoche PFleld
on July 18, 1671,
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an interruptible basis for Sun from Cha-
cahoula Field and Starr County, Texas
to Fordoche Fleld for Sun’s benefit.” The
gas transported would be utilized by Sun
in & pressure maintenance program in
the Fordoche Field in order to prevent
petroleum hydrocarbons from falling
back into the reservoirs through retro-
grade condensation which would result
in the loss of substantial quantities of
oil as well as economic loss. 3

By order Issued March 17, 1975, the
Commissfon directed that the proceed-
ings listed at the head of this notice be
consolidated for hearing and decision
and that it be determined whether Sun's
applications should be granted where,
inter alia, no reserves are dedicated to
the proposed long term project. Specifi-
cally, it was to be determined whether a
long term firm transportation certificate
should be issued where no gas reserve
dedication has been made. It would also
be determined whether Sun is entitled to
new prices for the native gas in the
Fordoche Field dedicated prior to Octo-
ber 1, 1968, since Sun was issued a per-
manent certificate in Docket No. CI88-
527 for sales from the basic acreage and
reservoirs located in the Fordoche Field.
Finally, there would be a determination
of the basis for the proposed 20 year firm
transportation agreement and volume of
gas to be transported in light of Sun's re-
fusal to commit reserves to the project.
The Commission found that since the
proceedings heretofore described and
listed at the head of this order involve
common questions of fact and law, they
should be consolidated for hearing and
decision. Consequently, the Commission
ordered the commencement of a public
hearing on April 29, 1975, to be preceded
by the seryice of prepared testimony and
exhibits on or before April 10, 1975,

By order dated April 24, 1975, the Com-
mission denied Sun’s motion for a three
month continuance of the proceeding
which alleged that such additional time
was necessary to complete a pressure
maintenance program study to determine
whether the injection of éxtraneous gas
at Fordoche Field is economic as present-
ly structured and whether the injettion
program should be modified.

At the hearing held on April 29, 1975,
it was disclosed thai the contracts be-
tween Sun and Transcontinental for the
sale of gas from the Chacahoula Field
and between Sun and Transcontinental,
with United participating, for the trans-
portation of gas to Fordoche Field were
terminated by mutual agreement. In
view of this development the hearing was
recessed until May 14, 1975, to provide
the Staff an opportunity to meet with
Sun technical personnel to discuss and
review the operations of the Fordoche
and Chacahoula Field, and determine
what witnesses or documentation may be
required for the record in this matter.

The hearing reconvened on May 14,
1975, at which time it was learmed that,
during the intervening period, Transco

A temporary certificate was issued to
Transco in Docket No, CP72-1356 on May 26,
1972,

had filed a notice of withdrawal of ap-
plications in Docket No. CP72-135 and
jointly with United in Docket No. CP72~
140, and had also filed a notice of termi-
nation of its rate schedule X-54. Stafl
indicated its satisfaction with the results
of a conference with Sun technical per-
sonnel which explored all of the opera-
tions of the gas injection program in the
Fordoche Field. Based on the information
developed therein, Staff recommended
that upon submittal of certain docu-
ments in the record together with certain
stipulations, the Administrative Law
Judge certify the proposed settlement
embodied in the stipulation to the Com-
mission for further administrative ac-
tion. The documents referred to were en-
tered In the record and included a brief
report on the history of the Fordoche gas
injection program, a letter which sets
forth the volumes of gas transported
from the Chacahoula Field for injection
at Fordoche Field, and a letter on behalf
of Sun stating it'’s willingness to accept
the Inclusion of a condition in the
amendment to the certificate in Docket
No. CI68-527, that upon termination of
the injection program both the native
gas and the 8,350,642 Mcf transported
into Fordoche Field from the Chacahoula
Field will be sold to Transco at what-
ever rate may be deemed applicable by~
the Commission at that time, Thereafter,
all parties stipulated that Docket Nos,
CP72-135, CP72-140 and CI72-358 would
be terminated and the certificate in
Docket No. CI68-527 will be amended to
provide that when sales by Sun to Trans-
co from Fordoche Field are resumed upon
completion of the pressure maintenance
program, the price to be paid by Transco
for both native and injected gas will be
whatever the applicable rate Is under
Commission area rate orders outstanding
at that time.

On June 4, 1875, pursuant to the pro-
visions of Section 1.18(e) of the Rules of
Practice and Procedure, the Presiding
Administrative Law Judge certified the
proposed settlement, contained and sup-
ported in the record consisting of pages
30 to 50 of the transcript of the hearing
held on May 14, 1975, to the Commission
for appropriate action,

Any person, including the parties to
this proceeding, desiring to file comments
either in support of or in opposition to
the proposed settlement should file such
comments within 15 days after publica-
tion of this notice In the Feorrar REGIS-
TER.

Kennern F. PLromse,
Secretary.

PR Doo.756-10528 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am ]

|Docket No. ER76-0]
VERMONT ELECTRIC POWER CO., INC.
Filing of Rate Schedule
JuLy 21, 1975.
Take notice that the Vermont Elec-
tric Power Company, In¢, (VELCO) on
July 14, 1975, tendered for filing with the

Federal Power Commission the follow-
ing rate schedules:
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Gas turbine power transmission con-
tract between Vermont Electric Power
Company, Inc. (VELCO) and the Green
Mountain Power Corporation, dated as
of December 10, 1974,

Gas turbine power transmission con-
tract between Vermont Electric Power
Company, Inc. (VELCO) and the City
of Burlington Electric Department, dated
as of December 10, 1974.

Gas turbine power transmission con-
tract between Vermont Electric Power
Company, Inc. (VELCO) and Central
Vermont Public Service Corporation,
dated as of December 10, 1974,

Service under these rate schedules
commenced on October 31, 1974, and will
terminate on June 30, 1985, unless ter-
minated by written notice from either
VELCO or any of the other contracting
parties.

VELCO states that service rendered
under these rate schedules consists of the
transmission of blocks of capacity and
energy sold by the three contracting par-
ties from thelr separate entitlements in
certain gas turbine electric generating
units listed in the three separate sched-
ules attached to and made a part of each
contract with VELCO.,

VELCO further states that charges for
transmission services are based on the
transmission charge formula now being
used by VELCO under three-party trans-
mission agreement and related bulk pow-
er transmission agreements, filed with
the Commission, and that the quantities
of power transmitted by VELCO under
these contracts, and the revenues derived
therefrom, cannot be accurately esti-
mated because the amounts of power
transmitted will vary on a month-to-
month basis under the terms of various
purchase agreements.

VELCO requests a walver of Section
35.3 of the Commission’s Regulations to
allow an effective date of November 1,
1974, stating that if notice requirement
is not waived, VELCO might not recover
its costs for transmission service for a
certain period of time covered by the
Agreements, and noting that the waiver,
if granted, will have no effect upon pur-
chasers of VELCO power under other
rate schedules.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E,, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 18 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before August 5, 1975, Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son wishing to become a party must file
a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on flle with the Commission
and are avallable for public inspection.

Kenxern F. PLums,
Secretary,
[FR Doc.75-10546 Plled 7-25-76;8:45 am|

NOTICES

|Docket No. ER76-8]
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.

Contract Supplement
Jury 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 14, 1975, Vir-
ginia Electric and Power Company (Vir-
ginia) tendered for filing a contract sup-
plement dated April 1, 1975, to the
Agreement designated as Virginia's Rate
Schedule FPC No. 85-42 between Vir-
ginia and Southside Electric Cooperative
(Southside) .

Sald supplement requests Commission
authorization for connection of South-
side’s Gills Delivery Point, located ap-
proximately 0.5 mile east of the inter-
section of Route 628 and Route 602, and
on the northside of Route 628 in Ches-
terfield County, Virginia.

Virginia requests an effective date as
that of the date of connection of facili-
ties which Is April 15, 1975. Virginia
also requests waiver of the timely filing
requirements since the service connec-
tion has been completed, and requests
further, that the requirement that billing
data be filed also be waived.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to Intervene or protests with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426,
in accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 18, 1,10). All
such petitions or protests should be flled
on or before August 4, 1975. Protests
will be considered by the Commission
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
‘must file a petition to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the Commis-
sion and are available for public inspec-
tion, X

Kexnnet F, PLoms,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.75-10543 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

[Docket No, ER76-8]

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.

Contract Supplement
Jury 21, 1975.

Take notice that on July 11, 1975, Vir-
ginia Electric and Power Company (Vir-
ginia) tendered for filing a contract sup-
plement dated June 4, 1975, to the Agree-
ment designated as Virginia's Rate
Schedule FPC No. 84-29 between Vir-
ginia and Shenandoah Valley Electric
Cooperative (Shenandoah),

Said supplement requests Commission
authorization for connection of Shenan-
doah’s new delivery point (Trimbles
MilD) located on the east side of Route
707 approximately 0.1 mile south of the
intersection of Route 705 and Route 707
near Trimbles Mill, in Augusta County,
Virginia,

Virginia requests an effective date as
that of the date of connection of facil-
ities which Is projected as a date in Sep-
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tember, 1975. Virginia also requests
waiver of the requirement to file billing
data.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should flle a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before August 4, 1975, Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protest-
ants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son wishing to become a party must file
a petition to Intervene, Copies of this fil-
ing are on file with the Commission and
are avallable for public inspection.

) Kexnera F, Prums,
Secretary.

|FR Do00¢.75-10544 Piled 7-25-75;8:45am|

| Docket Nos. CP75-165 and CP75-162]

WISCONSIN GAS CO. AND NORTHERN
STATES POWER CO.

Extension of Time
JuLy 21, 1975,
On July 15, 1975, Northern States

Power Company flled a request to extend
the date of filing, which was set by the
Commission’s order issued on June 23,
1975, in the above-designated matter.

Upon consideration, notice Is hereby
given that the date of filing the informa-
tion required by the order issued is ex-
tended to August 14, 1975.

Kenxneri F. PLums,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.75-19520 Piled 7-25-75:8:45 am|

[Docket No. E-8807)

WISCONSIN PUBLIC SERVICE CORP.

Tendered Settlement and
Motion To Terminate

Jury 21, 1975.

Take notice that by motion dated
July 9, 1975, Wisconsin Public Service
Corporation, (WPSC), submitted to the
Commission a proposed settlement agree-
ment which would purportedly resolve all
issues at both Phases I and II at this
docket. WPSC requests approval of the
settlement agreement and termination
of these proceedings. In addition to re-
ducing the amount of the requested rate
increase, the proposed settlement pro-
vides for reduction of the number of de-
mand and energy blocks, revision of
WPSC’s fuel clause to conform with Or-
der No, 517 and revision of service con-
tracts to eliminate certain anti-competi-
tive provisions.

Any person desiring to file comments
to such proposed settlement should file
such comments or protests with the Fed-
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi-
tol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426,
in accordance with Section 1.10 of the
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Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.10), All such protests
should be filed on or before August 5,
1975, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the appropri-
ate action to be taken, but will not serve
to make protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Copies of this filling are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kexnera F. PLump,
Secretary.

{FR Doc.75-10538 Filed 7-25-75:8:40 am|]

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW

Receipt of Report Proposals

The following requests for clearance of
reports intended for use in collecting in-
formation from the public were received
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff,
GAO, on July 18, 1975, See 44 US.C.
8512 (¢) and (d). The purpose of pub-
lishing this list in the FepEral REGISTER
is to Inform the public of such receipt.

The list includes the title of each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number, if
applicable; and the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected,

Written comments on the proposed
forms are invited from all interested pér-
sons, organizations, public interest
groups, and affected businesses. Because
of the Umited amount of time GAO has
to review the proposed forms, comments
(in triplicate) must be received on or
before August 15, 1875, and should be
addressed to Mr. Carl F. Bogar, Assistant
Director, Office of Special Programs,
United States General Accounting Office,
Room 5216, 425 I Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C, 20548.

Further information may be obtained
from the Regulatory Reports Review Of-
ficer, 202-376-5425.

FEpERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION

Request for clearance of G318-M-O,
Report of Underground Natural Gas
Storage. This Is a new report to be filed
16 times each year by companies, not
subject to FPC jurisdiction, that oper-
ate underground natural gas slorage
fields in the U.S, This report collects in-
formation on storage capacity, gas stor-
age levels, injections and withdrawals,
and ownership of underground storage
reservoirs. This is a joint data collection
effort with the Federal Power Commis-
sion. FPC will collect information from
companies under their jurisdiction. FEA
will collect similar information from op-
erators of reservoirs not subject to FPC
jurisdiction. The estimated number of
respondents to the G318-M-O is 50 com-
panles. Average number of hours re-
quired to complete and file each response
is 4. Response is mandatory under Pub-
lic Law 93-275.

Request for clearance of FEA-P111-S-
O, Utility Supplier Questionnalre, This is

NOTICES

a single time questionnaire to be malled
to suppliers who have sold petroleum
products to utilities in 1974 requesting
information on transactions with utili-
ties. The estimated number of respond-
ents is 1,000. FEA estimates that on the
average, 20 hours will be required to com-
plete and file each questionnaire. Re-
sponse is mandatory under Public Law
93-275 and Public Law 93-159,

Request for clearance of FEA forms,
CLC-92 and 92A, both entitled, No. 2
Heating Oll Price Adjustment. This s a
request for an extension with no change
of the forms currently in use. These
forms are required to be filed monthly by
oll firms subject to the selling price rules
for No. 2 Heating Oil (10 CFR 212.93)
and provide the means for them to com-
pute, report and adjust maximum per-
missible selling prices applicable to the
sale of No. 2 Heating Ofl. Respondents
number approximately 4,000 and the av-
erage number of hours required to file
the form is 3 hours. Response Is manda-
tory under Public Law 93-159 and 93-
275.

Froeral COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Request for clearance of a revision of
FCC Form 404, Application for Aireraft
Radio Station License. This form is re-
quired to be filed when applying for a
new or modified aircraft radio station
license. Section 87.29 of the Commis-
sion’s rules requires the use of FCC Form
404. It is estimated that the respondent
burden will average thirty minutes per
responsé. The FCC recelves approximate-
ly 30,000 applications annually.

Request for clearance of a revision of
FCC Form 502, Application for Ship Ra-
diotelephone and/or Radionavigation
Station License. The form Is required to
be filed when applying for new or modi-
fled ship radiotelephone and/or radio-
navigation station licenses, except for ra-
diotelephone stations required by Title
III, Part IT of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amendled, or the Safety of Life
at Sea Convention; or where the appli-

* cant Is also the licensee of radiotelegraph

equipment aboard the vessel. Section
83.36(a) of the Commission's rules re-
quires the use of FCC Form 502, It is
estimated that the respondent burden
will average fifteen minutes per response.
The FCC recelves approximately 75,000
applcations annually,

Normanx F. Heyr,

Regulatory Reports,
Review Oficer.

|F.R. Doc.756-10508 Filed 7-26-75:8:45 am|)

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION
REGIONAL PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON

ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING
SERVICES

Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice
is hereby given of a meeting of the Re-
gional Public Advisory Panel on Archi-
tectural and Engineering Services, Re-

gion IV, August 13-14, 1975 from 10 a.m.
to 4 p.n. each day, Room 5A-1, 1776
Peachtree Streef, N.W., Atlanta, Georgia
30309. The meeting will be devoted to
the initial step of procedures for screen-
ing and evaluating the qualifications of
architect-engineers under consideration
for selection to furnish professional serv-
ices for Supplemental Architect-En-
gineer one-year term fixed price con-
tracts. One contract to be awarded for
each of the following states: Alabama,
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippl.
North Carolina, South Caroling, and
Tennessee, Consideration and selection
for each contract will be limited to
architectural-engineering firms within
their respective states. Frank and open
discussion of the professional qualifica-
tions of the firms being considered is es-
sential to Insure selection of the best
qualified firms. Accordingly, pursuant to
a determination that it will be concerned
with a matter listed in 5 U.S8.C. 552(b)

(5) the meeting will not be open to the
public.”

Dated: July 18, 1975.

L. A. SHEPPARD,
Acting Regional Administrator.

| FR Doc.75-19425 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am|

REGIONAL PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING
SERVICES

Meeting

Pursuant to Public law 92-463, notice
is hereby given of a meeting of the Re-
gional Public Advisory Panel on Archi-
tectural and Engineering Services, Re-
gion 3, August 13, 1975 from 10:30 to 1,
Room 404, General Services Administra-
tion, Winder Building, 17th and F
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. The
meeting will be devoted to the initial
step of the procedures for screening and
evaluating the qualifications of archi-
tect-engineers under consideration for
selection to furnish professional services
for the Design Term Contracts (8) for
Region 3, which are listed as follows:
Maryland (one term contract) (GS-00B-

03475).

Virginia (one termn confiract)

03477).

West Virginla (one term contract) (GS-00B-

03478),

Pounsylvania & Delaware (one term con-
tract) (GS-00B-03476),
District of Columbla (four term coutracts)

(GS-00B-03471-72-78-74).

Frank and open discussion of the pro-
fessional qualifications of the firms being
considered is essential to insure selection
of the best qualified firms. Accordingly,
pursuant to a defermination that it will
be concerned with a matter listed in 5
US.C. 522(b)(5) the meeting will not
be open to the public.

Dated: July 18, 1975.

JOoHN F. GALUARDI,
Regional Administrator.

PR Doo.76-19426 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am|

(G8-00B~
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NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 75-47]

ESTABLISHMENT OF ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Determination

A notice regarding a meeting of the
Atmospheric Sclences Advisory Commit-
tee was published in the Fepesan REGIS-
TER on July 18, 1975. The notice did not
specifically state that the meeting was
open to the public. It is planned as an
open meeting. The time and place are as
originally publicized.

Dated: July 22, 1975.

Duwarn L. Crow,
Assistant Administrator jor
DOD and Interagency Affairs.

| FR D00.75-19488 Filed 7-25-75,8:45 am ]

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

[Docket No. SA-451|
AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT
Accident Investigation Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board will
conyvene an accldent investigation hear-
ing at 9:30 a.m. (local time) on Septem-
ber 8, 1975, in the Grand Ballroom of the
Roosevelt Hotel, Madison Avenue at 45th
Street, New York City, New York.

The public hearing will be held in con-
nection with the Safety Board's {investi-
gation of an accident involving an East-
ern Alr Lines, Ing., Boeing - 727-225,
N8845E, which occurred June 24, 1975,
near the John F. Kennedy International
Airport, Jamaica, New York.

Dated: July 23, 1975,

Lestik D, KAMPSCHROR,
Hearing Officer,

[FR Doc.75-19473 Flled 7-25-75;8:45 am|

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

| Docket No, 50-261 and 50-261
(OL Modification) |

CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO.
(H. B. ROBINSON, UNIT NO. 2)

Hearing
JuLy 22, 1975.

In accordance with the Notices of
Hearings published on October 3, 1973 °
and July 31, 1974 and the Commission's
Consolidation Order of September 9,
1974 (CL1-74-34), a joint hearing in the
above-identified proceedings will be held
before this Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board (“the Board”) to consider the
following:

! Notice of Hearing Pursuant to 10 CFR 50,
Appendix D, Section B, dated SBeptember 28,
1073 (38 F.R. 27433 on October 3, 1973).

* Notice of Hearing on Modification of Fa-
cility Operating License dated July 27, 1974
(39 F.R. 27748 on July 31, 1974) .

FEDERAL

NOTICES

{(a) whetiher or not Robinson’s (Unit 2)
license should be continued, modified, condi-
tioned, or terminated in order to protect
environmental vyalues, and

{b) whether or not the license should be
permitted to increase the steady state power
levels up to & maximum of 2300 megawatts
(thermal),

It is ordered That the evidentiary
hearing shall be convened on Tuesday,
August 12, 1975, at 10:00 a.m. local time,
at the Coker College Music Room, Harts-
ville, South Carolina 29550,

In addition to deciding upon the mat-
ters in controversy among the parties,
the Board will, in accordance with Sec-
tion A.11 of Appendix D to 10 CFR Part
60: (a) Determine whether the require-
ments of Section 102(2) (C) and (D) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969, and Appendix D to 10 CFR Part
50 of the Commission’s Regulations have
been complied with in this proceeding;
(b) Independently consider the final bal-
ance among conflicting factors contained
in the record of the proceeding with a
view toward determining the appropriate
action to be taken; and (¢) determine,
after weighing the environmental, eco-
nomie, technical and other benefits
against environmental costs and consid-
ering. avallable alternatives, whether
Operating License No. DPR-23 should be
continued, modifled, terminated, or
appropriately conditioned to protect
environmental values.

The public is invited to attend the
hearing. Any person who has requested
the opportunity to make a limited ap-
pearance will be afforded an opportunity
to state his or her views or to flle a writ-
ten statement on the first day of the
hearing or at such other times as the
Licensing Board may for good cause
designate,

The following agenda wjll be followed:

1, Disposition of preliminary matters
raised by the parties or by the Atomic Safoty
and Licensing Board;

2. Operating Statements of the parties;

3. Statements by persons permitted to
make limited appearances;

4. Disposition of preliminary motions of
the parties and related matters;

5. Introduction of testimony; and

6. Questioning of witnesses by partica and
by members of the Licensing Board,

7. Closing matters, y*

It is so ordered.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 22nd
day of July 1975,

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing

Board.
- Jonx F, Worr, Esq.,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.76-19487 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am)|

| Docket Nos. STN 50-518, ete.]

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (HARTS-
VILLE NUCLEAR PLANTS UNITS 1A,
2A, 1B AND 2B) 5

Special Prehearing Conference

Pursuant to the Schedule for Further
Actlon set out In the Special Prehearing
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Conference Order issued May 2, 1975,
there will be a final Special Prehearing
Conference beginning at 10 am. on Au-
gust 5, 1975, in the United States Court
House, Court Rm. #1, 8th Avenue and
Broad Street, Nashville, Tennessee 37203.

At this final Special Prehearing con-

ference any steps necessary for the fur-
ther identification of key lssues will be
taken, .
° The Board will discuss the areas of its
special interests to Insure that the parties
will address themselves to any questions
which may be raised in this regard.

THe results of the parties efforts to
stipulate and secure admissions will be
reviewed.

It is 50 ordered.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
22nd day of July, 1975.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board.
Joux F, Wour,
Chairman,

|FR Doc.75-10488 Piled 7-25-75;8:45 am]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET -

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
List of Requests

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports intended for use in
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management and
Budget on July 22, 1975 (44 USC 3509).
The purpose of publishing this list in the
Fepenal Reaister is to inform the public.

The list includes the title of each re-
quest recelved; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number(s),
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewing division within OMB, and an in-
dication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear
to raise no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice through this
release.

Further information about the items
on this dally list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed.

Nxw Forms
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Applieation for Federal Assistance, State and
Local Construction Grants, EPA 5700-32, on
occasion, municipalities applying for con-
atruction grants, Lowry, R, L., 305-3773.

DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURE

Farmer Cooperative Service:

Study of Medium Sized Supply Coopera-
tives, single-time, medium-sized farm
supply co-ops, Lowry, R. L., 305-3772.

Bchedule of Information on Selected Presh
Fruit and Vegetable Marketing Coopera-
tives, single-time, managers of farmer
cooperatives, Lowry, R, L., 306-3772,
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DEFARTMENT OF MEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARE

Social Security Administration, Hospital
Questionnaire for Indians Prospective
Payment Study, SSA-3174, single-time,
participating hospitals in Ind, Mich,
Town, Iil, Minn, Sunderhauf, M. B,
395-6140.

Office of the Secretary, Format for Non-
Specific Sponsorship Offers, 05-41-170,
single-time, persons or organizations who
have called In to toll-free Nos, Caywood,
D. P, 305-3443,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERION

National Park Service, Questionnaire for
Vigitor Use Survey, Chickamaugs and
Chattanooga National Military Park,
single-time, visitors to the park, Lowry,
R. L., 395-3772.

REVISIONS
. DEPARTMENT OF COMMENCE

Bureau of Economic Analysis, Sources and
Uses of Funds of U.S, Direct Investment
BEI33, annually, ocorporations
having forelgn affiliates, Hulett, D, T,
3054730,
DEPARTMENT OF IMEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELFARR
Health Services Administration, Analysis of
Potential Impact of NHI on Current Users
of BCHS Projects and Thelr Families,
HSABCHS 0623, single-time, BCHS project
users, familles, and project stafl, Human
Resources Division, Sunderhauf, M. B,

885-3532.

Center for Disease Control, Talo Workers
Medical Questionnalre, CDCNIQSHO0520,
single~-time, all t tale miners and
millers in Vermont, Ellett, C. A, 305-5867.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Departmental and Other Discretionary Grant
LEAA4587/1, quarterly,
recipients of discretionary funds, Caywood,
D. P, 366-3443.
EXTENSIONS

DEPANTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND
WELPARE

Office of Education, Evaluation of Project
Information Package—Field Test, OE
392-1, OE 392-2, OE 302-3, OE 392-4, OE
802-5, single-time, students and PIP re-
lated personnel, Human Resources Divi-
sion, 805-3532.

PriLrLir D. LARSEN,
Budget and Management Officer.
| FR Doc.76-19602 Filed 7-26-75;8:45 am |

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
[File No, 500-1] \

MATTEL, INC.

Suspension of Trading
Jury 17, 1975.

The common stock of Mattel, Inc.
being traded on the New York, Midwest
PBW and Boston Stock Exchanges pur-
suant to provisions of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 and all other securi-
ties of Mattel, Inc. being traded other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change; and

1t appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than on
2 national securities exchange is required

NOTICES

{n the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors;

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k)
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,
trading in such securities on the above
mentioned exchange and otherwise than
on a national securities exchange Is sus-
pended, for the perfod from 12:00 P.M.
(EDT) on July 17, 1975 through midnight
(EDT) on July 26, 1975.

By the Commission.

[sEAL) GEORGE A, FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

| FR Do 7510453 Flled 7-25-75,8:45 am )

1812-3705]
SCHICK INVESTMENT CO.

Filing of ication Under Sections 6(c)
and 6(e) for an Order of Temporary Ex-
emption From Section 7 and Certain
Other Provisions

JuLy 18, 1975,

Notice is hereby given that Schick In-
vestment Company (“Applicant”) , & Del-
aware corporation, has applied pursuant
to Bections 6(¢) and 6(e) of the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) for
an order of the Commission temporarily
exempting it from Section 7 and certain
other provisions of the Act. Applicant,
in requesting such temporary exemption,
has agreed that Applicant and other per-
sons in their transactions and relations
with it shall be subject to all provisions
of the Act and the respective Rules and
Regulations promulgated under each of
such provisions as though Applicant were
a registered Investment company, other
than Section 7 and the following: Section
8; subsection (a) of Section 10; subsec-
tion (a) (2) of Section 13; subsections (&)
and (d) of Section 17 (to the extent
described below): subsections (f), (g)
and (h) of Section 17; Section 30 (except
subsection (f) thereof) ; Section 31; and
Section 82 of the Act and the Rules and
Regulations thereunder. All inferested
persons are referred to the application on
file with the Commission for a statement
of Applicant’s representations,

Applicant requests a temporary ex-
emption from the provisions of Sections
17 (a) and (d) of the Act with respect to
certain transactions, each of which, Ap-
plicant asserts, is in accordance with Ap-
plicant’s established and existing prac-
tices and because Applicant asserts that
deviating from such practices during the
pendency of the application would be an
undue burden, Such transactions are as
follows: (A) the sharing of Applicant’s
corporate facilities with Frawley Enter-
prises, Inc. and Schick Incorporated (af-
filiated companies of Applicant), and the
sharing of the expenses pertaining to the
shared facilities, including rentals and
amortization and depreciation of lease-
hold improvements and furnishings, (B)
the sharing of and reimbursement for
certain administrative expenses, includ-
ing salaries of officers and other admin-
{strative and clerical employees, among
Applicant, Frawley Enterprises, Inc. and
Schick Incorporated, (C) the leasing of
certain premises owned by Applicant to

Mel Hardman Productions, Inc. (a ma-
jority-owned subsidiary) and its sub-
sidiary, Sun Classic Pictures, Inc., (D)
the lending of funds by Applicant to
Frawley Enterprises, Inc. against the
borrower’'s demand notes at interest not
exceeding 105 per annum, provided that
the principal balance of such notes at
any time outstanding shall not exceed
$640,000, which represents the largest
principal amount of such loans from Ap-
plicant to Frawley Enterprises since De~
cember 31, 1973, and which principal bal-
ance currently is $550,000, (E) the
lending of funds by Applicant to Mel
Hardmsn Productions, Inc. and/or
Sun Classic Pletures, Inc. against
the borrower's demand notes at in-
terest not exceeding 109% per an-
num, provided that the principal
amount of such notes at any time
outstanding shall not exceed $300,000,
(F) an arrangement with Frawley Enter-
prises; Inc.'s bank to the effect that cash
balances of Applicant and Schick Incor-
porated as well as Frawley Enterprises,
Inc., and their respective subsidiaries,
may be used to satisfy the compensating
balances requirement pertaining to
Frawley Enterprises, Inc.s bank debt,
but which does not restrict the employ-
ment by Applicant of any funds which it
may from time to time have on deposit
with Frawley Enterprises, Inc.'s bank,
and (G) the participation of Applicant
and its subsidiaries as participating em-
ployers under Frawley Enterprises, Inc.'s
Thrift and Profit Sharing Plan and its
Employee Pension Plan,

This request has been made as an
amendment to an application flled by
Applicant pursuant to Section 3(b)(2)
of the Act for an order of the Commis-
sion declaring that it is not an invest-
ment company, Section 3(b) (2) of the
Act provides that the filing of an ap-
plication thereunder shall exempt the
applicant for & perfod of 60 days from
all provisions of the Act applicable to
{investment companies as such.

The last business day before the ex-
piration of the 60-day period of exemp-
tion provided in Section 3(b) (2) was on
June 9, 1975. Applicant, which has not
registered as an investment company
under the Act, has asked that it be ex-
empted, as requested, from June 9, 1975
until the Commission has acted upon the
application under Section 3(b) (2) of the
Act,

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than August
11, 1875, at 5:30 p.m,, submit to the
Commission In writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by
a statement as to the nature of his in-
terest, the reasons for such request, and
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed
to be controverted, or he may request
that he be notified if the Commission
shall order & hearing thereon. Any such
communication should be addressed:
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A
copy of such request shall be served
personally or by mail (air mail if the
person being served Is located more
than 500 miles from the point of mail-
ing) upon Applicant at the address
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stated above, Proof of such service (by
affidavit, or, in the case of an attorney-
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed con-
temporaneously with the request. As
provided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and
Regulations promulgated under the Act,
an order disposing of the application
will be issued as of course following said
date unless the Commisison thereafter
orders a hearing upon request or upon
the Commission’s own motion. Persons
who request a hearing or advice as to
whether a hearing is ordered, will re-
celve any notices and orders issued in
this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof,

For the Commission, by the Division
of Investment Management Regulation,
pursuant to delegated authority.

[sEAL) GEORGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

| FR Doo.75-19454 Filod 7-25-75;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health
Admlnm:zlon

STANDARDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
AGRICULTURE

Subgroup Meeting

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
US.C. App. I), notice is hereby given
that the Standards Advisory Committee
on Agriculture Subgroup on Noise, es-
tablished under section 7(b) of the Wil-
liams-Steiger Occupational Safety and
Health Act of 1970 (20 US.C, 656), will
meet In Washington, D.C, The Subgroup
will meet on August 12, 1975, in Confer-
ence Room N-3437 of the Department of
Labor Building, 200 Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, D.C., and will begin at
8:30 a.m. The meetings will be open to
the public and all interested parties are
encouraged to attend.

The Noise Subgroup will review infor-
mation received and proceed toward the
development of a recommendation on
noise for agriculture.

The Subgroup Chairman may permit
oral statements before the group by in-
terested persons. Consequently, persons
desiring to make an oral presentation
should submit a written request to be
heard to the Committee Management
Officer by close of business August 8, 1075.
The request must include the name and
address of the person wishing to appear,
the capacity in which he will speak, a
short summary of the intended presenta-
tion, and the approximate amount of
time required for the presentation, Such
submissions will be provided to the Com-
mittee Chairman for his consideration.
At this time, the Subgroup repeats its
request for relevant information per-
taining to Noise in the agricultural in-
dustry.

Communications and questions about
the proceeding should be addressed to:
Ms. Jeanne W. Ferrone, Committee Manage-

ment Officer, U.S. Department of Labor,

Occupational Safety and Health Adminis-

tration. 200 Constitution Avenue NW.,

NOTICES

Room N-3633, Washington,
Phone: 202/523-8024,

All materials which have been submit-
ted to, or developed by, the Committee
and its subgroups since the beginning of
its deliberations, as well as the official
record of all proceedings, are available
for public inspection and copying at the
above location,

Signed at Washington, D.C,, this 22d
day of July, 1975.

D.C. 20210,

Joun T. DunLop,
Secretary of Labor,

[FR Doc.75-10479 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

Office of the Secretary
THE WURLITZER CO.

Notice of Negative Determination Regard-
ing Certification of Eligibility To Apply
for Worker Adjustment Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974, the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-28: investigation regarding certifica-
tion of eligibility to apply for worker ad-
Justment assistance as prescribed in Sec-
tion 222 of the Act.

The Investigation was initiated on May
22, 1975, in response to & worker petition
filed on May 21, 1975, by the Interna-
tional Union of Electrical, Radio, and
Machine Workers, AFL-CIO, on behalf
of workers formerly producing electronic
organs at the North Tonawanda, New
York plant of the Wurlitzer Company,
Chicago, Illinois.

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the Feoesar RECISTER (40 FR
23802) on June 2, 1975, No public hearing
was requested and none was held,

The Information upon which the de-

termination is based was obtained prin-
cipally from officials of the Wurlitzer
Company, customers of the firm, the Na-
tional Association of Electronic Organ
Manufacturers, the American Music
Conference, the U.S. Department of Com-
merce, and industry analysts.
__In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of eli-
gibllity to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or pro-
portion of the workers in such workers’
firm or an appropriate subdivision of the
firm have become totally or partially
separated, or are threatened to become
totally or partially separated.

(2) That sales or production, or both,
of such firm or subdivision have de-
creased absolutely, and

(3) That Increases of imports of arti-
cles like or directly competitive with
articles produced by such workers' firm
or an appropriate subdivision thereof
contributed importantly to such total or
partial separation, or threat thereof, and
to such decline In sales or production.

For purposes of paragraph (3), the
term “contributed importantly” means a
cause which Is important but not neces-
sarlly more important than any other
cause,
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Significant Tolal or Partial Separations

Employment of production workers at
the North Tonawanda plant decreased 14
percent from 1973 to 1974 and 74 percent
from the first quarter of 1974 to the same
period in 1975. Salaried employment de-
creased 44 percent from 1972 to 1974 and
46 percent from the first quarter of 1974
to the first quarter of 1975, All produc-
tion workers were permanently separated
from the North Tonawanda plant by the
end of June 1975,

Sales or Production, or Both, Have De-
creased Absolutely

Wurlitzer produced electronlec organs
at the North Tonawanda plant from mid-
1973 until the plant closed in June 1975,
One customer, whose purchases ac-
counted for 71 percent of all production
at the plant in 1974, ceased all purchases
from Wurlitzer in December 1974 caus-
ing production to decline 52 percent in
the fourth quarter of 1974 and 40 percent
in the first quarter of 1975.

Inereased I'mports Contributed
Importantly

Imports of electronic organs like or
directly competitive with those produced
at Wurlitzer's North Tonawanda plant
declined both absolutely and relatively
in 1974, Such imports declined from 19
thousand units comprising 8.8 percent of
domestic consumption in 1973 to 18
thousand units comprising 7.1 percent of
consumption in 1974. Imports continued
to decline relative to domestic production
and consumption in the first quarter of
1875 compared to the same period in
1074,

Forty-percent of all organs sold by the
North Tonawanda plant were produced
under contract for Wurlitzer in Guate-
mala. Most of such imports, however,
occurred In late 1973, while Wurlitzer
was preparing for full production at the
North Tonawanda plant; thus, imports
by Wurlitzer were not a factor in the de-
cision to close the North Tonawanda
plant, With the closure of the plant Wur-
litzer terminated all purchases of im-
ported organs and components from
Guatemala.

The North Tonawanda plant was
closed due to the sharp decline in de-
mand for electronic organs occurring in
late 1974 and the resultant loss of the
major ¢ustomer for organs- produced at
that plant, The customer cited the gen-
eral economic slowdown as the reason for
the cancellation of its contract with Wur-
litzer. With the loss of the customer who
had purchased more than 70 percent of
the organs produced at the North Tona-
wanda during its perlod of operation,
Wurlitzer officials decided to close the
plant and transfer {ts remaining produc-
tion operations to a Wurlitzer facility in
Mississippi.

Conclusion

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
competitive with electronic organs pro-
duced at the North Tonawanda, New
York plant of Wurlitzer Company did not
contribute importantly to the total or
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partial separation of the workers or to
the absolute decline in sales or produc-
_tion of the plant.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of July 1875.

Hengear N. BLACKMAN,
Associate Deputy Under Secretary
for Trade and Adjustment Assistance.

| FR Doc.75-10480 Filod 7-25-75;8:45 am|

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

| Notice No. 818]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
Jury 23, 1975.

Casex assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once, This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates,
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected {n the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, but
interested parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are inferested,

MO 140344, Unizicker Trucking Inc, now
assigned September 15, 1075, at Chicago,
I11., is postponed indefinitely.

MO 61398 Subdb 270, Herman Bros. Inc., now
assigned September 17, 1675, at Heston,
Mass, is postponed indofinitely.

MC 87511 Sub 17, Sala Motor Freight Line,
Inc, now assigned September 0, 1075 at
New Orleans, Louisiana; will be held at
the St. Maxent Room “A”, Downtown
Howard Johnson Motel, 330 Loyala Avenue
and continued on September 22, 1976 &
Lafayette, Loulsiana in the Sheraton Town
House Hotel, 1020 Pinhook Road.

MC 118777 (Sub-No. 312), Ligon Specialized
Hauler, Inc., and MC 124951 (Sub-No. 83),
Wathen Trausport, Inc, now being as-
signed September 15, 1075 at Chicago,
Illinols (2 days), in a hearing room %o be
later designated.

Isearl RogerT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.756-19560 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

ATLANTA AND WEST POINT RAIL ROAD
CO. ET AL
Exemption From Mandatory Car Service
Rules

Exemption under provision of rule 19
of the Mandatory Car Service rules
ordered in Ex Parte No. 241, Fourteenth
revised exemption No, 91,

To all railroads:

It appearing, That the United Stales
railroads own numerous plain 50-{t, box-
cars; that under present conditions,
there i8 virtually no demand for these
cars on the lines of the car owners; that
veturn of these cars o the car owners
would result in their being stored idle
on these lines; that such cars can be used
by other carriers for transporting traf-
fic offered for shipments to points re-
mote from the car owners; and that com-
pliance with Car Service Rules 1 and 2

NOTICES

prevents such use of plain boxears owned
by the United States raiiroads, resulting
in unnecessary loss of utilization of such
cars.

It is ordered, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule
18, plain 50-ft. boxcars described in the
Official Raflway Equipment Register,
1.C.C. RER, No. 395, issued by W. J.
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as
having mechanical designation XM, and
bearing all reporting marks assigned to
the United States railroads, shall be
exemptl from the provisions of Car Serv-
fce Rules 1(n); 2(a), and 2(b), (See Ex-
ception)

Exception, This exemption shall not
apply to 50-ft. plain boxcars owned by
the railroads named below;

Atlanta and West Point Rall Rond Company,

cporting Marks: AWP.

Bangor and Aroostook Rallrond Company,
Reporting Marks: BAR.

Burlington Northern Inc., Reporting Marks:
BN-CBQ-GN-NP-SPS,

Central Vermont Rallway, Inc, Reportiog
Marks: CV-CVC.

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Ratiroad Company, Reporting Marks:
MILW,

D&H Deloted.

Duluth, Winnipeg and Pacific Rallway, Re-
porting Marks: DWP.

Erie Lackawanna Rajllway Company (Thoman
P. Patton and Ralph 8, Tyler, Jr., Trustees),
Reporting Marks: DLXW-EL-ERIE,

Florida East Const Rallway Company, Re-
porting Marks: FEC,

Hiinols Central Gulf Rallroad Company, Re-
porting Marks: ICG-CLG-GMO-IC.

The Kansas City Southern Rallway Company,
Reporting Marks:; KCS-LA.

Lohigh Valley Rallroad Company (Robert C.
f‘l;ldemnn. Trustee), Reporting Marks:

Norfolk and Western Rallway Company, Re-
porting Marks; N&W-NKP-WAB.

8t, Louls Southwestorn Rallway Company,
Reporting Marks: SSW.

Southern Pacific Transportation Company,
Reporting Marks: BP,

The Toxas Mexican Rallway Company, Re-
porting Marks: TM,

The Western Pacific Rallroad Campany, Re-
porting Marks: WP,

The Western Rallway of Alabama, Reporting
Marks: WA,

Effective July 16, 1975, and continuing
in effect until further order of this Com-~
mission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., July 16,
1875.
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
R, D. Pranvee,
Agent,
| FR D0c. 76106561 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am |

|sEAL]

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices

Jury 23, 1975.

The following letter-notices of propos~
als to eliminate gateways for the purpose
of reducing highway congestion, allevi-
ating air and noise pollution, minimizing
salely hazards, and conserving fuel have
been filed with the Interstate Commerce
Commission under the Commission’s
Gateway Elimination Rules (49 CFR

1065) , and notice thereof to all interested
persons is hereby given as provided In
such rules.

sion within 10 days from the date of this
publication. A copy must also be served
upon applicant or its representative. Pro-
tests against the elimination of & gateway
will not operate to stay commencement
of the proposed operation.

Suceessively filed letter-notices of the
same carrier under these rules will be
numbered consecutively for convenience
in identification. Protests, If any, must
refer to such letter-notices by number,

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. E77), filed
May 16, 1974, Applicant: NORTH AMER-
ICAN VAN LINES, INC,, P.O. Box 988,
Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Terry G. Fewell (same as
above). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: New
household appliances, crated, (1) from
points In Windham, Bennington, Rut-
land, and Windsor Counties, Vt,, to points
in Webster, Nicholas, Braxton, Clay,
Kanawha, Fayette, Putnam, Wayne,
Mingo, Boone, Cabell, Logan, Lincoln,
Brooke, Hancock, Ohlo, Marshall, Wirt,
Pleasants, Roane, Wood, Ritchie, Cal-
houn, Gilmer, Jackson, Mason Counties,
W. Va.; (2) from points in Chittenden,
Franklin, Grand Isle, and Lamoille Coun-
ties, Vt.,, to points In Lawrence, Greene,
Indiana, Westmoreland, Washington,
Somerset, Fayette, Allegheny, Armsirong,
Bearer, Butler Countles, Pa., Nicholas,
Webster, Braxton, Clay, Fayette, Kana-
wha, Putnam, Mingo, Wayne, Boone, Ca-~
bell, Lincoln, Logan, Brooke, Hancock,
Marshall, Ohio, Ritchle, Wood, Pleasants,
Wirt, Roane, Calhoun, Gilmer, Jackson,
Mason Counties, W. Va.; (3) from points
in Addison, Orange, and Washington
Counties, Vt., to points In Greene, Law-
rence, Somerset, Westmoreland, Wash-
ington, Indiana, Butler, Fayette, Alle-
gheny, Armstrong, Bearer Counties, Pa.,
Webster, Nicholas, Kanawha, Fayette,
Braxton, Clay, Logan, Putnam, Mingo,
Wayne, Boone, Cabell, Lincoln, Ohio,
Hancock, Marshall, Brooke, Mason,
Pleasants, Wood, Roane, Wirt, Ritchie,
Calhoun, Gilmer, Jackson Counties, W,
Va.; (4) from points In Caledonia, Essex,
and Orleans Countles, Vt., to points In
Lawrence, Somerset, Indiana, Fayette,
Westmoreland, Washington, Greene,
Butler, Allegheny, Armstrong, Bearer
Counties, Pa.; Webster, Kanawha, Nicho-
jas, Braxton, Clay, Fayette, Logan,
Mingo, Putnam, Wayne, Cabell, Lincoln,
Boone, Ohio, Marshall, Brooke, Hancock,
Pleasants, Roane, Wirt, Mason, Ritchie,
Wood, Calhoun, Gilmer, Jackson Coun-
ties, W. Va. The purpose of this filing is
tghelhnlnate the gateway of Cleveland,

fo.

No, MC 107012 (Sub-No, E78), filed
May 16, 1974. Applicant: NORTH
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC,, P.O. Box
088, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801, Applicant’s
representative: Terry G. Fewell (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
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as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: New
household appliances, crated; (1) from
points in Alexandria, Arlington, Caro-
line, Culpeper, Essex, Fairfax, Fauquier,
Fairfax, Falls Church, Fredericksburg,
King George, Orange, Prince Willlam,
Spotsylvania, Stafford, and Westmore-
land, Counties, Va., to points in Pulaski,
Russell, Mercer,. Anderson, Fayette,
Washington, Rockcastle, Marion, Adair,
Cumberland, Woodford, Casey, Boyle,
Jessamine, Clinton, Wayne, Monroe,
Lincoln, Green, Taylor, Metcalfe, Madi-
son, and Gerrard Counties, Ky. (Milan,
Ind.) *; Webster, McCracken, Hopkins,
Hancock, Union, Marshall, Hickman,
Graves, Trigg, Lyon, Caldwell, Fulton,
McLean, Livingston, Ballard, Daviess,
Carlisle, Calloway, Henderson, Critten-
den, Trimble, BSpencer, Muhlenberg,
Henry, Hardin, Nelson, Sheleby, Meade,
Jefferson, Grayson, Warren, Oldham,
Logan, Barren, Edmonson, Todd, Ohio,
LaRue, Allen, Christian, Simpson, Bul-
litt, Breckridge, Hart, and Butler Coun-
ties, Ky, (Evansville, Ind.) *; (2) from
points in Clarke, Frederick, Greene, Har-
risonburg, Loudoun, Madison, Page,
Rappahannock, Rockingham, Shenan-
doah, Warren, and Winchester, Coun-
ties, Va., to points in Woodford, Monroe,
Pulaski, Rockcastle, Russell, Taylor,
Washington, Wayne, Marion, Metcalfe,
Mercer, Madison, Lincoln, Jessamine,
Anderson, - Green, Gerrard, Fayette,
Cumberland, Clinton, Casey, Boyle, and
Adalr Counties, Ky. (Milan, Ind.)*;
McLean, Union, Henderson, Daviess,
McCracken, Trigg, Caldwell, Crittenden,
Lyon, Marshall, Hancock, Carlisle, Liv-
ingston, Hopkins, Graves, Calloway,
Webster, Hickman, Fulton, Ballard,
Warren, Trimble, Meade, Spencer,
Muhlenberg, LaRue, Todd, Sheleby,
Simpson, Ohio, Logan, Oldham, Nelson,
Jefferson, Henry, Hart, Barren, Hardin,
Grayson, Edmonson, Christian, Butler,
Bullitt, Breckenridge, and Allen Coun-
ties, Ky. (Evansville, Ind.) *.

(3) From points in Albemarle, Amelia,
Brunswick, Buckingham, Chesterfield,
Chas Pity, Charlottesville, Colonial
Heights, Cumberland, Dinwiddie, Flu-
vanna, Goochland, Hanover, Henrico,
Hopewell, James Pity, King William,
King Queen, Louisa, Lunenburg, Meck-
lenberg, New Kent, Nottoway, Peters-
burg, Powhatan, Prince George, Prince
Edward, Richmond, and Waynesboro
Counties, Va., to points in Clinton, Casey,
Wayne, Woodford, Taylor, Monroe, Lin-
coln, Cumberland, Russell, Mercer, Jes-
samine, Fayette, Rockcastle, Metcalfe,
Green, Adair, Pulaski, Marion, Anderson,
Washington, Boyle, Madison, and Ger-
rard Counties, Ky. (Milan, Ind.) *; Crit-
tenden, Webster, McCracken, mckman
Daviess, Unlon, Marshall, Benderson.
Fulton, Carlisle, Trigg, Lyon, Hancock,
Ballard, McLean, Livingston, Caldwell,
Calloway, Hopkins, Graves, Trimble,
Sheleby, Muhlenberg, Henry, Christian,
Butler, Oldman, Logan, Hart, Edmon-
son, Bullitt, Ohlo, Meade, Hardin, Allen,
Warren, Spencer, Nelson, LaRue, Barren,
Todd, Simpson, Breckenridge, Jefferson,
and Grayson Countles, Ky. (Evansville,
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Ind)*; (4 from points in Accomack,
Greensville, Northumberland, Ports-

mouth, Surry, Chesapeske, Hampton,
Nansemond, Richmond, Virginia B,
Wight 1Isle, Franklin, Mathews, Norfolk,
Suffolk, Williamsburg, Gloucester, Mid-
dlesex, Northampton, Sussex, and York
Counties, Va, to points in Russell,
Pulaski, Jessamine, Woodford, Fayette,
Casey, Adair, Madison, Green, Washing-
ton, Boyle, Metcalfe, Gerrard, Monroe,
Anderson, Mercer, Wayne, Taylor, Rock-
castle, Marion, Lincoln, Cumberland,
and Clinton Counties, Ky. (Milan,
Ind.) *; Unlon, McLean, Henderson, Ful-
ton, Carlisle, Ballard, Hopkins, Han-
cock, Calloway, Marshall, Graves, Web-
ster, Caldwell, Lyon, McCracken, Trigg,
Livingston, Hickman, Daviess, Critten-
den, Oldham, Nelson, Hart, Todd, Spen-
cer, Bullitt, Allen, Jefferson, Hardin,
Simpson, Breckenridge, Meade, Warren,
Grayson, Muhlenberg, Barren, Logan,
Trimble, Christian, Sheleby, Ohio,
LaRue, Henry, Edmonson, and Butler
Counties, Ky. (Evansville, Ind.)*; (5)
from points in Alleghany, Bedford,
Buena Vista, Clifton Forge, Floyd, Hali-
fax, Lynchburg, Patrick, Roanoke,
Smyth, Wise, Amhersf, Bedford, Bu-
chanan, Covington, Franklin, Henry,
Martinsville, Pittsylvania, Rockbridge,
South Boston, Wythe, Appomattlox,
Bland, Carroll, Craig, Galax, Highland,
Montgomery, Pulaskl, Russell, Stdunton,
Augusta, Botetourt, Campbell, Danville,
Giles, Lexington, Nelson, Radford,
Salem, Tazewell, Bath, Bristol, Char-
lotte, Dickenson, Grayson, Lee, Norton,
Roanoke, Scott, and Washington Coun-
ties, Va., to points in Carlisle, Calloway,
Caldwell, Ballard, McCracken, Hancock,
Daviess, Marshall, Hopkins, Crittenden,
Webster, Trigg, Lyon, Hickman, McLean,
Graves, Union, Livingston, Henderson,
and Fulton Counties, Ky, (Evansville,
Ind.)*; Erie, Allegany, Cataraugus,
Chatauqua, Orleans, Livingston, Gene-
see, Wyoming, Niagara, Steuben, and
Monroe Counties, N.Y.; Elk, Clarion,
Cameron, Warren, Mercer, Forest, Erie,
Venango, McKean, Crawford, Potter,
and Jefferson Countles, Pa, (Cleveland,
Ohio) *. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways indicated by as-
terisks above,

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. E79), filed
May 16, 1974, Applicant: NORTH
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC, P.O.
Box 9088, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Terry G. Few-
ell (same as above), Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: New household appliances,
crated, (1) from points in Clallam,
Grays Harb, Jefferson, Kitsap, Mason,
San Juan, Clark, Cowlitz, Klickitat,
Lewis, Pacific, Pierce, Skamania,
Thurston, Wahkiakum, Yakima, Chelan,
Douglas, Grant, Island, Kittitas, King,
Skagit, Snohomish, Whatcom Counties,
Wash., to points in Wapello, Washing-
ton, Scott, Jackson, Jefferson, Johnson,
Iowa, Jones, Van Buren, Muscatine,
Keokuk, Henry, Lee, Linn, Loulsa, Ce-
dar, Benton, Dubuque, Des Moines,
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Davis, Clinton Counties, Towa. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, Ill,

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. E80), filed
May 16, 1974, Applicant: NORTH
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC,, P.O, Box
988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant’s
representative: Terry G. Fewell (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
New household appliances, crated, (1)
from points in Greenbrier, McDowell,
Mercer, Monroe, Pocahontas, Raleigh,
Summers, Wyoming Counties, W. Va., to
points in Washington, Warren, Schenec-
tady, Saratoga, Montgomery, Hamilton,
Fulton, Franklin, Essex, Clinton, Oneida,
Lewis, Jefferson, Herkimer, St. Law-
rence, Oswego, Wyoming, Orieans, Steu-
ben, Niagara, Monroe, Livingston,
Genesee, Erie, Chatauqua, Cataraugus,
Allegany Counties, N.Y., Warren, Pot-
ter, Mercer, Venango, Elk, Crawford,
Clarion, Cameron, McKean, Jeflerson,
Forest, Erie Counties, Pa.; (2) from
points in Braxton, Clay, Fayette, Ka-
nawha, Nicholas, Webster Counties, W.
Va,, to points in Washington, Warren,
Saratoga, Schenectady, Essex, Clinton,
Montgomery, Hamilton, Fulton, Frank-
lin, Onondaga, Ontarlo, Otsego, Scho-
harie, Yates, Wayne, Schuyler, Seneca,
‘Tioga, Madison, Tompkins, Delaware,
Courtland, Chemung, Broome, Che-
nango, Cayuga, St. Lawrence, Oswego,
Oneida, Lewis, Jefferson, Herkimer,
Wyoming, Niagara, Orleans, Monroe,
Steuben, Livingston, Genesee, Erie,
Chatauqua, Cataraugus, Allegany
Counties, N.Y., Potter, Venango, Mc-
Kean, Mercer, Jefferson, Warren, Clar-
fon, Cameron, Forest, Erie, Elk, Craw-
ford Counties, Pa.; (3) from points in
Lincoln, Logan, Boone, Cabell, Mingo,
Putnam, Wayne Counties, W. Va., to
points In Schenectady, Warren, Wash-
ington, Fulton, Franklin, Essex, Clin-
ton, Saratoga, Montgomery, Hamilton,
Onondaga, Otsego, Schoharie, 8chuy-
ler, Seneca, Ontario, Wayne, . Yates,
Tioga. Tompkins, Delaware, Courtland,
Chenango, Chemung, Cayuga, Broome,
Madison, St. Lawrence, Oswego, Oneida,
Lewls, Jefferson, Herkimer, Wyoming,
Niagara, Orleans, Steuben, Chataugqua,
Cataraugus, Allegany, Monroe, Living-
ston, Genesee, Erie Countles, N.Y.:
Warren, Mercer, Venango, Potter, Mc-
Kean, Crawford, Clarion, Cameron,
Jefferson, Forest, Erie, Elk Counties,
Pa.; (4) from points in Brooke, Han-
cock, Marshall, and Ohio Counties, W.
Va., to points in Washington, Warren,
Saratoga, Schenectady, Montgomery,
Hamilton, Clinton, Fulton, Franklin,
Essex, Oswego, 8t. Lawrence, Herkimer,
Onelda, Lewis, Jefferson Counties,
NY.;: (5) from points in Calhoun, Gil-
mer, Jackson, Mason, Pleasants, Ritchie,
Roane, Wire, Wood Countles, W.
Va,, to points in Washington, Clinton,
Warren, Essex, Franklin, Fulton, Ham-
ilton, Montgomery, Saratoga, Schenec-
tady, Tioga, Seneca, Wayne, Otsego,
Yatés, Tompkins, Schoharie, Schuyler,
Broome, Ontario, Cayuga, Chemung,
Chenango, Courtland, Delaware, Madi-
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son, Onondaga, Herkimer, Jefferson,
Lewis, Oneida, Oswego, St. Lawrence,
Steuben, Wyoming, Niagara, Orleans,
Allegany, Cataraugus, Chatauqua, Erle,
Genesee, Livingston, Monroe Counties,
N.Y.: Warren, Potter, Venango, Cam-
eron, Clarion, McKean, Mercer, Craw-
ford, Elk, Erie Counties, Pa. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Cleveland, Ohlo.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-E135), filed May
13, 1974. Applicant: PRE-FAB TRANSIT
CO., P.O. Box 146, Farmer City, Ill. 61842.
Applicant’s representative: Dale L. Cox
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Prefabricated steel columns,
from Canton, Ohio, to points in Arkansas
and Missouri (plantsite of Lally Bros,,
Div. Fire-Trol Corp. at Orland Park,
T1.) *: (2) Steel joist, steel beams, steel
roofing deck, steel shapes and steel
trusses, from Canton, Ohlo to points in
Arkansas, Jowa, Missouri, and points
in Indiana in and west of Porter, Jasper,
White, Tippecanoe, Montgomery, Put-
nam, Owen, Greene, Daviess, Pike, and
Warrick Counties (Paris, IlL.) *. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
ways indicated by asterisks above.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. E230) (Cor-
rection), filed May 9, 1974, published in
the FEpEraL REGISTER May 2, 1975. Appli-
cant: PRE-FAB TRANSIT CO., P.O. Box
148, Farmer City, Il1l. 61842. Applicant's
representative: Richard D. Vollmer
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Buildings, complete, knocked down,
or in sections, including all component
parts, materials, supplies, and fixtures,
and when shipped with such bulldings,
accessories, used in the erection, con-
struction, and completion thereof: (7)
from points in that part of Ohio in and
south of Darke, Miami, Champaign,
Madison, Franklin, Licking, Muskingum,
Guernsey, and Belmont Counties, to
points in Vermont. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
points in Illinois, Pine Bluff, Ark., Balti-
more, Md., and Lumberton, N.C. The
purpose of this partial correction is to
include the destination point in (7
above. The remainder of this letter-
notice remains as previously published,

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. E2), filed
May 6, 1974. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD
EXPRESS, INC.,, P.O, Box 5888, Dallas,
Tex. 75222, Applicant’s representative:
Mike Smith (same as above), Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen foods, and meats,
meat by-products, and meat products, as
defined by the Commission (except
canned or packaged meats and canned or
packaged meat products other than
canned hams packaged hams and pack-
aged bacon) dairy products as defined by
the Commission, salad dressing, yeast,
and uncooked bakery goods; (1) from
points in Michigan, Illinols, and Missouri
to points In New Mexico, Arizona, and
California, restricted against the trans-
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portation of commodities except frozen
food and carcass meat, from Kansas
City, Mo., to the destination area; (2)
from points in Louisiana, Arkansas, and
Memphis, Tenn., to points in New Mexico,
Arizona, and California; (3) from points
in that part of Oklahoma on and east of
Interstate Highway 35 to points in New
Mexico; and (4) from points in Okla-
homa to points in Arizona and Califor-
nia; restricted against the transporta-
tion of oleomargarine, butter,.shorten-
ing, yeast, salad dressing, and cheese,
from Shreveport, La,, Little Rock, Ark.,
and Memphis, Tenn. and points in Okla-
homa to the destination area. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of points in Texas,

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. E23), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant; FROZEN FOOD
EXPRESS, INC,, P.O. Box 5888, Dallas,
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative:
Mike Smith (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Meats, meat products,
meat by-products, and dairy products, as
deseribed in Sections A and B of Appen-
dix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
and 766, frozen foods, salad dressing, un-
cooked bakery goods, table sauces, and
prepared salads, in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration, and (2)
Foodstufls, except those described in (1)
when moved in mixed loads, with one or
more of the commodities described in
(1), in vehicles equipped with mechan-
ical refrigeration; from Rossville, Tenn.,
to points in that part of Mississippi on

and south of U.S, Highway 98. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Memphis, Tenn,

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. E63), filed
May 31, 1974. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD
EXPRESS, INC,, P.O. Box 5888, Dallas,
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative:
Mike Smith (same as above). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Fresh fruits and vegefa-
bles when moving in mixed loads with
one or more of the following: Meats,
meat products, meat products, and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses, as described in Sections A and C
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209, 273, and 766, dairy products,
frozen foods, salad dressings, yeast, un-
cooked bakery goods, fish, and prepared
salads, in vehicles equipped with me-
chanical refrigeration; (1) from points
in Arizona to points in Oklahoma, Loui-
siana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Illinols,
Mississippi, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan,
Minnesota, Wisconsin, points in that part
of South Dakota, on and east of South
Dakota Highway 47, points in that part
of Kansas and that part of Nebraska on
and east of U.S, Highway 183; and (2)
from points in New Mexico to points in
that part of Oklahoma, on and east of
Interstate Highway 35, Loulsiana, Ar-
kansas, Missouri, Iowa, Illinois, Missis-
sippl, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Minne-
sota, that part of South Dakota, on and
east of South Dakota Highway 47, Wis-

consin, that part of Kansas and that part
of Nebraska on and east of U.S, Highway
183. Restriction: The operations author-
fzed above are restricted against the
transportation of the above-described
commodities in bulk. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of
points in Texas,

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E22), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS,
INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis.
Applicant’s representative: E. Stephen
Helsley, 666 Eleventh Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over. irregular routes,
transporting: Tallow, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from points in Illinois to Green
Bay, Wis. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Milwaukee,
Wis.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E23), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS,
INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis.
Applicant's representative: E. Stephen
Heisley, 666 Eleventh Street, N.W,,
Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: T'allow, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from points in Indiana to Green
Bay, Wis., and points in Minnesota. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Milwaukee, Wis,

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E25), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS,
INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis.
53158. Applicant's representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Tallow, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, (A) from peints in Michigan west
of Luce and Mackinac Counties to Down-
ington, Pa. (Milwaukee, Wis.)*; (B)
from points. in Michigan on and south
of Michigan Highway 55 to Green Bay,
Wis. (Milwaukee, Wis)*; (C) from
points in the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan to points in Missouri and Tennessee
IMilwaukee, Wis. and Chicago, IlL)*;
(D) from points in the Lower Peninsula
of Michigan on and north of Michigan
Highway 68 to points in Missouri and
points in Tennessee on and west of Ten-
nessee Highway 13 (Milwaukee, Wis. and
Chicago, Il1.) *. The purpose of this fil-
ing is to eliminate the gateways indicated
by asterisks above.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E33), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS,
INC,, P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis.
53158, Applicant’s representative: E.
Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20001. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: T'allow, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Napoleon, Ohio to points In
Nebraska and Minnesota. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Cudahy, Wis.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E67), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS,
INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis-
consin 53158. Applicant's representative:
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E. Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20001, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Tallow, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Wisconsin on and
east of Wisconsin Highway 13 which are
on and east of U.8S, Highway 51, to Lititz,
Pa., and Charlotte, N.C. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Chleagp, Il

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E102), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC, P.O, Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant's
representative: E, Stephen Helsley, 666
Eleventh Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20001, Authority sought to opernte as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Corn
syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Chicago and Argo, Ill.; (A) to points in
Maryland (Hammond, Ind)*; (B) to
points in Utah (North Kansas City,
Mo,) *. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways indicated by
asterisks above, {

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E107), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant's
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 666
Eleventh Street NW,, Washington, D.C.
20001, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Corn
syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Granite City, IlL., to points in Utah. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of North Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E112), filed June
4, 1974. Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC, P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant's
representative: E, Stephen Heisley, 666
Eleventh Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,
20001, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Liguid
corn syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Milwaukee, Wis. to (A) points in
Missouri, Ohio and points in Michigan in
and south of Charlevoix, Otsego, Monto-
morency, and Alpena Counties (Chicago,
1IL) *; (B) points in Utah (Clinton, Towa,
and North Kansas City, Mo.)*; (C)
points In Arkansas, Kentucky, and
Tennessee (Chicago, 1) *; (D) points in
Kansas (Chicago, IIl) *; (E) points In
New York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and
West Virginia (Chicago, I *; (M)
points In Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippl, North Carolina, Oklahoma,
South Carolina, and Texas (Pekin, IlL.) *;
(G) points In Maryland (Hammond,
Ind.)*; (H) points in the Upper Penin-
sula of Michigan and in Emmet, Cheboy-
gan, and Presque 156 Counties, Mich,
(Watertown, Wis.) *. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gatewnys indi-
cated by asterlsks above.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E158), filed June
4, 1974, Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant's
representative: E. Stephen Helsley, 666
Eleventh Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
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20001. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1)
liguid paint, paint materials, resins,
varnishes and lacquers, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from the plantsite of Modil
Finishes Co., at Kankakee, Ill., (A) to
points In Maine, New Hampshire, and
Plymouth, Suffolk, and Essex Counties,
Mass. (Milwaukee, Wis, and Carpenters-
ville, IIl.) *; (B) to points in Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, and
points in Nebraska on and west of U.S.
Highway 281 (Jamesville, Wis.) *; ¢«C) to
points in Minnesota and Nebraska
(Hawkeye Chemlical Co. plantsite near
Clinton, Iowa) *; (2) Liquid varnish, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plantsite
of Modil Finishes Co. at Kankakee, 11,
to points in Monroe, Broward, and Dade
Counties, Fia. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateway of Saukville,
Wis,

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E162), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 666
Eleventh Street, NNW., Washington, D.C.
20001. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Paint,
paint products, can coatings and liners,
and relsted specialty chemical coatings,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from North
Chicago, IIl., to (A) points in Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Utah and Wyoming
(Janesville, Wis.)*; (B) points in New
York (Milwaukee, Wis., and Ringwood,
I *; (©) points in Pennsylvania in and
east of Tioga, Lycoming, Union, Mifflin,
Juniata, and Franklin Counties (Milwau-
kee, Wis.,, and Ringwood, III)*; (D)
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Mary~
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, North Carolina, Rhode Is-
land, Vermont, Virginia, and points in
West Virginia in and south of McDowell,
Wyoming, Fayette, Nicholas,
Webster, Randolph, Tucker, Gran{, Min-
eral, Hampshire, and Morgan Countles
(Milwaukee, Wis,, and Carpenterville,
IIL) *; (E) points in South Dakota (Mil-
waukee, Wis., and Apple River Chemical
Co. plantsite near East Dubuge, Ill.)*;
(F) points in Texas and Tennessee (Mil-
waukee, Wis,, and Kankakee, IIL) *; ()
points in Florida and Georgia (Saukville,
Wis) *; (H) points in Oklahoma, Missis-
sippl, and Alabama (Saukville, Wis.) *;
(I) Houston, Tex., and East Point, Ga.
(Milwaukee, Wis.) *. The purpose of this
fillng is to eliminate the gateways indi-
cated by asterisks above.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E181), flled
June 4, 1974. Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158. Applicant's rep~
resentative; E. Stephen Heisley, 666
Eleventh Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20001. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Vinegar,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Paw Paw,
Mich. to points in South Dakota. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, 111, and Minneapolis,
Minn,
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No. MC 110420 (Sub-E182), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: QUALITY CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O, Box 186, Pleasant
Pralrle, Wisconsin 53158, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: E. Stephen Helsley, 666
Eleventh Street, N'W., Washington, D.C.
20001. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Vinegar,
in bulk, In tank vehicles, from New York,
N.Y., to points in South Dakota and Ne-
braska. The purpose of this filing s to
eliminate the gateway of Chicago, IIL,
and Minneapolis, Minn.

No. MC 110420 (Sub-E185), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: QUALITY CAR-~
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin 53158, Applicant’s
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 666
Eleventh Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20001, Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Tanning
extracts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Willlamsport, Pa., to Red Wing, Minn.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Chicago, Ill.

No, MC 110420 (Sub-E188), filed
June 4, 1874. Applicant: QUALITY CAR~
RIERS, INC., P.O, Box 186, Pleasant
Prairie, Wisconsin, 53158. Applicant’s
representative: E. Stephen Helsley, 666
Eleventh Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20001. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Tanning
extracts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Parsons, W, Va,, to Red Wing, Minn. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Chicago, Il

No. MC 111320 (Sub-No. E130), filed
May 31, 1974, Applicant: KEEN TRANS-
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 668, Hudson, Ohio
44236. Applicant’s representative: L, E.
Gresh (same as above) . Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Self-propelled road building equip-
ment, mobile cranes and mobile shovels,
and parts ‘'moving therewith or sepa-
rately, in driveaway and truckaway sery-
ice; (1) (a) between points in that part
of Ohio on and east of a line beginning
at Huron, Ohio, thence along Ohio High-
way 13 to junction U.S, Highway 33 to the
Ohio-West Virginia State line, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Michigan, (b) between points in that part
of Ohio on and north of a line beginning
at the Ohlo-Indiana State line, thence
along U.S. Highway 224 to junction
Interstate Highway 71 to Lake Erle, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in that part of West Virginia on and east
of -a line beginning at the Ohlo-West
Virginia State line, thence along West
Virginia Highway 14 to junction US.
Highway 12 to the West Virginla-Virginia
State line; (2) between points in Penn-
sylvania on, west, and south of a line
beginning at the Pennsylvania-West
Virginia State line, thence along U.S.
Highway 119 fo junction U.S. Highway
22 to the Pennsylvania-West Virginia
State line, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in that part of Ohio on,
west, and north of a line beginning at
Toledo, Ohlo, thence along Interstate
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Highway 280 to junction U.S. Highway
20, thence along U.S. Highway 20 to
junction U.S. Highway 23, thence along
U.S. Highway 23 to junction U.S. High-
way 224, thence along U.S. Highway 224
to the Ohio-Indiana State line; and (3)
between points in that part of Pennsyl-
vania east and north of a line beginning
at the Pennsylvania-West Virginia State
line, thence along U.S. Highway 119 to
junction U.S. Highway 22, thence along
U.S. Highway 22 to the Pennsylvania-
West Virginia State line, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in that part of
Ohio on and west of a line beginning at
the Michigan-Ohio State line, thence
along U.S. Highway 23 to junction Inter-
state Highway 71, thence along Inter-
state Highway 71 to the Ohio-Kentucky
State line. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Lorain, Ohio.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E53), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC. 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods, as
defined by the Commission, between Tyn-
dall Air Force Base, Naval Air Station,
Whiting Field, Eglin Air Force Base, Na-
val Air Station, Pensacola, Panama City,
Valparaiso, and Milton, Florida; on the
one hand, and, on the other, Ent Air
Force Base and Peterson Field, Colorado
Springs, Colorado: Fitzsimons General
Hospital, Denver, Colorado; Fort Carson,
Colorado Springs, Colorado; Lowry Air
Force Base, Denver, Colorado; U.S. Air
Force Academy, Colorado Springs, Colo-
rado; Naval Submarine Base New Lon-
don, Groton, Connecticut; Fort Sheri-
dan, Highland Park, Illinois; Joliet Army
Ammunition Depot, Joliet, Illinois;
Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Illinois;
Naval Alr Station, Glenview, Illinois; Na-
val Training Center, Great Lakes, Illi-
nois; Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illi-
nois; Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul,
Tlinols: Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indi-
anapolis, Indiana; Naval Ammunition
Depot, Crane, Indiana; Grissom Air
Force Hase, Peru, Indiana; Forbes Air
Force Base, Topeka, Kansas; Fort
Leavenworth, Leavenworth, Kansas; Fort
Riley, Junction City, Kansas; McConnell
Afr Force Base, Wichita, Kansas; Fort
Knox, Fort Knox, Kentucky; Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Maryland.

Edgewood Arsenal, Edgewood, Mary-
land: Fort Detrick, Frederick, Maryland;
Fort Holabird, Baltimore, Maryland;
Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Maryland; Naval
Training Center, Bainbridge, Maryland;
Fort Devens, Ayer, Massachusetts; Naval
Air Station, South Weymouth, Massa-
chusetts; L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford,
Massachusetts; Otis Alr Force Base,
Falmouth (Cape Cod), Massachusetts;
Westover Alr Force Base, Springfield,
Massachusetts; Kincheloe Alr TForce
Base, Sault Ste Marle, Michigan; K. L
Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn, Michi-
gan; Selfridge Alr National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, Michigan; Wuartsmith
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Air Force Base, ~Oscoda, Michigan;
Duluth International Afrport, Duluth,
Minnesota ; Fort Leonard Wood, Waynes-
ville, Missouri; Richards-Gebaur Alr
Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri;
Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster,
Missouri; Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha,
Nebraska: Pease Air Force Base, Ports-
mouth, New Hampshire; Fort Dix,
Wrightstown, New Jersey: Fort Mon-
mouth, Oceanport, New Jersey; McGuire
Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jer-
sey; Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New
Jersey; Camp Drum, Watertown, New
York: Fort Hamilton, Brooklyn, New
York: Fort .Wadsworth, Staten Island,
New York; U.S, Coast Guard Base, Gov-
ernor’s Island (New York City), New
York: Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New
York: Hancock Field, Syracuse, New
York; Plattsburg Air Force Base, Platts-
burg, New York; Naval Hospital, Saint
Albans, New York.

Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New
York: Stewart Field, Newburgh, New
York; U.S. Military Academy, West
Point, New York; Grand Forks Air Force
Base, Emerado, North Dakota; Minot
Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota;
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio; Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohio; Army War College, Car-
lisle Barracks, Pennsylvania; Letter-
kenny Army Depot, Chambersburg,
Pennsylvania; Naval Base, Philadelphis,
Pennsylvania; New Cumberland Army
Depot, New Cumberland, Pennsylvania;
Tobyhanna Army Depot, Tobyhanna,
Pennsylvania; Defense Activities, Me-
chanicsburg, Pennsylvania; Valley Forge
General Hospital, Phoenixville, Penn-
sylvania; Ellsworth Afr Force Base,
Rapid City, South Dakota; and Camp
McCoy, Sparta, Wisconsin. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of St. Louis, Mo., or Louisville, Ky. or
that part of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois
on and north of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S.
Highway 62 to junction U.S. Highway 40,
thence along U.S. Highway 40 to Spring-
field, Ohio, thence along Ohio Highway
440 to junction U.S. Highway 40, thence
along U.S. Highway 40 to junction U.S.
Highway 36, thence along U.S. Highway
26 to the Nlinois-Missour! State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E60), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant's
representative: Robert J. Gallagher
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as defined by the
Commission, between the Pentagon, Ar-
lington Hall Station, Henderson Hall,
and Navy Seourity Station, District of
Columbia area; Bolling Air Foree Base,
Fort McNalr, Walter Reed Army Med-
fcal Center, and Naval Station, District
of Columbia; Andrew Air Force Base,
Camp Springs, Md.; National Naval
Medical Center, Bethesda, Md.; Fort
Myer, Arlington, Va.; and Cameron Sta-
tion. Alexandria, Va.; on the one hand,

and, on the other, Craig Alr Force Base,
Selma, Ala.; Redstone Arsenal, Hunts-
ville, Ala,; Blytheville Air Force Base,
Blytheville, Ark.; Little Rock Air Force
Base, Jack=onville, Fla.; Ent Air Force
Base and Peterson Field, Colorado
Springs, Colo.; Fitzsimons General Hos-
pital, Denver, Colo.; U.S. Air Force
Academy, Colorado Springs, Colo.:
Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Ill.;
Fort Sheridan, Highland Park, IIl.; Jol-
fet Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet,
I.; Savanna Army Depot, Savanna,
Il.; Naval Air Station, Glenview, IIl;
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes,
IlL.: Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, IlI.;
Grissom Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.; Fort
Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolls, Ind.;
Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.;
Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans.;
Fort Leavenworth, Leavenworth, Kans,;
Fort Riley, Junction City, Kans.;, Mc-
Connell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans.;
Fort Campbell, Hopkinsville, Ky.; Fort
Knox, Fort Knox, Ky.; Barksdale Alr
Force Base, Shreveport, La,; England
Air Force Base, Alexandria, La.; Fort
Polk, Leesville, La.; Naval Air Station,
New Orleans, La.; Kincheloe Air Force
Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.

K. I Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn,
Mich.; Selfridge Alr National Guard
Base, Mount Clemens, Mich.; Wurtsmith
Afr Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.; Duluth
International Afrport, Duluth, Minn.;
Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus,
Miss.; Keesley Afir Force Base, Biloxi,
Miss.: Naval Air Station, Meridian, Miss.;
Naval Construction Battalion, Gulfport,
Miss,: Fort Leonard Wood, Waynesville,
Mo.: Richards-Gebaur Alr Force Base,
Kansas City, Mo.; Whiteman Air Force
Base, Knob Noster, Mo.; Offutt Alr Force
Base, Omaha, Nebr.; Grand Forks Alr
Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak,; Minot Alr
Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.; Lockbourne
Afr Force Base, Columbus, Ohto; Wright-
Patterson Afr Force Base, Dayton, Ohio;
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.; Fort
Sill, Lawton, Okla.; Tinker Air Force
Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.; Vance Afr
Force Base, Enid, Okla.; Ellsworth Alr
Force Base, Rapid City, S. Dak.; Arnold
Alr Force Base, Tullahoma, Tenn.; Naval
Air Station Memphis, Millington, Tenn.;
Bergstrom Alr Force Base, Austin, Tex.;
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio,
Tex.: Carswell Air Force Base, Fort
Worth, Tex.; Dyess Alr Force Base, Ab-
{lene, Tex.; Ellington Air Force Base,
Houston, Tex.; Naval Alr Station, Dallas,
Tex.; Fort Bliss, El Paso, Tex.; Fort
Hood, Killeen, Tex.; Fort Sam Houston,
San Antonio, Tex.; Fort Wolters, Min-
eral Wells, Tex.; Goodfellow Air Force
Base, San Angelo, Tex., Kelly Alr Force
Base, San Antonio, Tex.; Laredo Air
Force Base, Laredo, Tex.; Laughlin Air
Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-
tion, Corpus Christi, Tex.; Naval Air Sta-
tion Chase Field, Beeyille, Tex.; Naval
Afr Station, Kingsville, Tex.; Randolph
Air Force Base, Universal City, Tex.;
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex.;
Sheppard Alr Force Base, Wichita Falls,
Tex.; Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring,
Tex.: and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wis. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of St. Louls, Mo, or Louisville,
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Ky., or that part of Ohio, Indiana, and
Illinois on and north of a line beginning
atb the Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, and
extending along U.S. Highway 422 to
junction U.S. Highway 62, thence along
U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence along U.S, Highway 40 to
junction U.S, Highway 36, thence along
U.S. Highway 36 to the Illinois-Missouri
State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E64), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant's rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods, as
defined by the Commission, between
Naval Air Station, Kingsville, Tex., Naval
Air Station Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.,
and Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
Naval Submarine Base New London,
Groton, Conn., Pentagon, Arlington Hall
Station, Henderson Hall, and Navy Se-
curity Station, D.C., Andrews Air Force
Base, Camp Springs, Md., Bolling Air
Force Base, D.C,, Fort Myer, Arlington,
Va,, Fort McNair, D.C., Cameron Station,
Alexandria, Va., Walter Reed Army Med-
ical Center, D.C., Natfonal Naval Medical
Center, Bethesda, Md., Naval Station,
D.C., Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul,
I, Fort Sheridan, Highland Park, Il-
linois, Joliet Army Ammunition Depot,
Joliet, Tk, Savanna Army Depot, Sa-
vanna, IIL, Naval Air Station, Glenview,
1L, Naval Training Center, Great Lakes,
IIL, Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill.,
Grissom Air Force Base, Peru, Ind., Fort
Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.,
Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.,
Fort Knox, Fort Knox, Ky., Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Md., Edge-
wood Arsenal, Edgewood Arsenal, Md.,
Fort Detrick, Frederick, Md., Fort Hola-
bird, Baltimore, Md., Fort George Meade,
Laurel, Md., Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Md.,
Naval Alr Station, Patuxent, Patuxent
River, Md., Naval Academy, Annapolis,
Md., Naval Training Center, Bainbridge,
Md., Fort Devens, Ayver, Mass., Naval Air
Station, South Weymouth, Mass., L. G.
Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass., Otis Alr
Force Base, Falmouth (Cape Cod), Mass.,
Westover Air Force Base, Springfield,
Mass, Kincheloe Alr Force Base, Sault
Ste Marie, Mich., K. I. Sawyer Air Force
Base, Gwinn, Mich., Selfridge Alr Na-
tional Guard Base, Mount Clemens,
Mich., Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Os-
coda, Mich., Duluth International Air-
port, Duluth, Minn, Pease Air Force
Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire, Fort
Dix, Wrightstown, N.J.

Fort Monmouth, Oceanport, N.J.,
McQuire Alr Force Base, Wrightstown,
N.J., Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, N.J.,
Camp Drum, Watertown, N.Y., Fort
Hamilton, Brooklyn, N.Y., Fort Wads-
‘worth, Staten Island, N.Y., US. Coast
Guard Base, Governor's Island (New
York City), N.Y., Grifiiss Air Force Base,
Rome, N.Y., Hancock Field, Syracuse,
N.Y., Plattsburg Afr Force Base, Platts-
burg, N.¥,, Naval Hospital, Saint Albans,
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N.Y,, Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y.,
Stewart Field, Newburgh, N.Y., U.S. Mili~
tary Academy, West Point, N.Y., Grand
Forks Air Force Base, Emerado, N Dak.,
Minot Alr Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.,
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohio, Army War College,
Carlisle Barracks, Pa,, Letterkenny Army
Depot, Chambersburg, Pa., Naval Base,

Philadelphia, Pa., New Cumberland
Army Depot, New Cumberland, Pa,,
Tobyhanna Army Depot, Tobyhanna,

Pa., Defense Activities, Mechanicsburg,
Pa., Valley Forge General Hospital,
Phoenixville, Pa,, Fort Belvoir, Alexan-
dria, Va., Fort Eustis, Newport News, Va,,
Fort Lee, Petersburg, Va,, Fort Monroe,
Hampton, Va., Fort Story, Virginia
Beach, Va,, Langley Air Force Base,
Hampton, Va., Marine Corps School,
Quantico, Va., Naval Air Station Oceana,
Oceana (Virginia Beach), Va., Naval
Amphibious Base, Little Creek (Norfolk),
Va,, Naval Shipyard Norfolk, Ports-
mouth, Va,, Naval Weapons Laboratory,
Dahlgren, Va., Naval Weapons Station
Yorktown, Yorktown, Va., Defense Gen-
eral Supply Center, Richmond, Va.,
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton, Va.,
and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wisc. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of St. Louis, Mo., or Louisville,
Ky., or that part of Illinois and Indiana
on and north of U.S, Highway 36, or that
part of Ohio on and north of a line be-
ginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State
line, and extending along U.S. Highway
422 o junction U.8. Highway 62, thence
along U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S.
Highway 40, thence along U.S. Highway
40 to the Ohio-Indiana State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E66), filed
June 4, 19074, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC, 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonlo, Tex, 78219. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert J, Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Fort Monmouth, Oceanport, New Jersey,
on the one hand, and, on the other, Craig
Alr Force Base, Selma, Ala., Fort McClel-
land, Anniston, Ala., Fort Rucker, Ozark,
Ala, Gunter Air Force Base, Mont-
gomery, Ala, Maxwell Air Force Base,
Montgomery, Ala., Redstone Arsenal,
Huntsville, Ala,, Blytheville Air Force
Base, Blytheville, Ark., Ent Air Force
Base & Peterson Field, Colorado Springs,
Colo., Fitzsimons General Hospital, Den-
ver, Colo,, Fort Carson, Colorado Springs,
Colo., Lowry Air Force Base, Denver,
Colo., U.S. Alr Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo., Eglin Air Force Base,
Valparaiso, Fla. Naval Air Station,
Pensacola, Fla., Naval Afr Station Whit-
ing Field, Milton, Fla., Tyndall Air Force
Base, Panama City, Fla.,, Chanute Air
Force Base, Rantoul, Ill,, Fort Sheridan,
Highland Park, Ill., Joliet Army Ammu-
nition Depot, Joliet, Ill., Savanna Army
Depot, Savanna, Ill., Naval Air Station,
Glenview, IIl, Naval Training Center,
Great Lakes, Ill., Scott Alr Force Base,
Belleville, T, Grisson Afr Force Base,
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Peru, Ind., Fort Benjamin Harrison,
Indianapolls, Ind., Naval Ammunition
Depot, Crane, Ind., Forbes Alr Force
Base, Topeka, Kans., Fort Leavenworth,
Leavenworth, Kans., Fort Riley, Junction
City, Kans., McConnell Air Force Base,
Wichita, Kans., Fort Campbell, Hopkins~
ville, Ky., Fort. Knox, Fort Knox, Ky.,
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport,
La,, England Air Force Base, Alexandria,
La., Fort Polk, Leesville, La., Naval Air
Station, New Orleans, La., Kincheloe Air
Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., K.
I Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.,
Seifridge Air National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, Mich,, Wurtsmith Afr
Force Base, Ocsoda, Mich., Duluth Inter-
national Alrport, Duluth, Minn, Colum-
bus Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss.,
Keesler Alr Force Base, Biloxi, Miss,
Naval Alr Station, Meridian, Miss,

Naval Construction Battalion, Gulf-
port, Miss,, Fort Leonard Wood, Waynes-
ville, Mo., Richards-Gebaur Air Force
Base, Kansas City, Mo., Whiteman Air
Force Base, Enob Noster, Mo.. Offutt
Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebr., Grand
Forks Air Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak.,
Minot. Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.,
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
Dayton, Ohio, Altus Air Force Base,
Altus, Okla, Fort Sill, Lawton, Okla.,
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City,
Oklahoma, Vance Air Force Base, Enid,
Okla., Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid
City, S. Dak., Arnold Air Force Station,
Tullahoma, Tenn., Naval Alr Station
Memphis, Millington, Tenn., Bergstrom
Air Force Base, Austin, Tex., Brooks Alr
Force Base, San Antonio, Tex., Carswell
Alr Force Base, Fort Worth, Tex., Dyess
Alr Force Base, Abilene, Tex., Ellington
Alr Force Base, Houston, Tex., Naval Alr
Station, Dallas, Tex,, Fort Bliss, El Paso,
Tex., Fort Hood, Killeen, Tex., Fort Sam
Houston, San Antonio, Tex., Fort
Wolters, Mineral Wells, Tex., Goodfellow
Air Force Base, San Angelo, Tex., Kelly
Alr Force Base, San Antonio, Tex,, Lack-
land Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.,
Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Tex.,
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.,
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.,
Naval Air Station Chase PField, Beeville,
Tex., Naval Alr Station, Kingsville, Tex..
Randolph Air Force Base, Universal
City, Tex., Reese Air Force Base, Lub~
bock, Tex., Sheppard Alr Force Base,
Wichita Falls, Tex., Webb Air Force
Base, Big Spring, Tex., and Camp Mc-
Coy, Sparta, Wisc. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Louisville, Ky., or that part of Ohfo on
and north of a line bezinning at the
Ohilo-Pennsylvania State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to Jjunc-
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S.
Highway 62 to junciion U.S. Highway 40,
thence along U.S. Highway 40 to the
Ohio-Indiana State line, or that part of
Indiana and Illinois on and north of U.S.
Highway 36.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E71), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC, 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonfo, Tex, 78219. Applicant's
representative: Robert J. Gallagher,
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1776 Broadway, New York, NY. 10019:
Authdrity sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Houseltold goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
Naval Submarine Base New London,
Groton, Conn., Pentagon, Arlington Hall
Station, Henderson Hall, and Navy
Security Station, D.C,, Andrews Ailr
Force Base, Camp Springs, Md., Bolling
Air Force Base, D.C., Fort Myer, Arling-
ton, Va. Fort McNair, D.C.,, Cameron
Station, Alexandria, Va., Walter Reed
Army Medical Center, D.C., National
Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md.,
Naval Station, D.C.;, Chanute Air Force
Base, Rantoul, TIL., Fort Sheridan, High-
land Park, I, Joliet Army Ammunition
Depot, Joliet, IIl., Savanna Army Depot,
Sevanna, I, Naval Air Station, Glen-
view, Ill., Naval Training Center, Greal
Lakes, TIl., Scott Alr Force Base, Belle-
ville, 1L, Grissom Air Force Base, Peru,
Ind., Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indianap-
olis, Ind., Naval Ammunition Depot,

Aberdeen

.Md.,, Edgewood Edg
Arsenal, Md., Fort Detrick, Frederick,
Md., Fort Holabird, Baltimore, Md., Fort
George Meade, Laurel, Md., Fort Ritchie,
Cascade, Md., Naval Air Station Pa-
tuxent, Patuxent River, Md., Naval Acad-
emy, Annapolis, Md., Naval Training
Center, Bainbridge, Md., Fort Devens,
Ayer, Mass.,, Naval Air Station, South
Weymouth, Mass., L. G. Hanscom Field,
Bedford, Mass., Otis Air Force Base, Fal-
mouth (Cape Cod), Mass,, Westover Alr
Force Base, Springfield, Mass., Kinche-
loe Alr Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie,
Mich,, K. I Sawyer Alr Force Base,
Gwinn, Mich., Selfridge Air National
Guard Base, Mount Clemens, Mich,
Wurtsmith Alr Force Base, Oscoda,
Mich,, Duluth International Alfrport,
Duluth, Minn., Pease Alr Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H., Fort Dix, Wrights-
town, N.J.

Fort Monmouth, Oceanport, N.J,, Mc-
Guire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, N.J.,
Naval Alr Station, Lakehurst, N.J,, Camp
Drum, Watertown, N.Y., Fort Hamilton,
Brooklyn, N.Y., Fort Wadsworth, Staten
Istand, N.Y., U.S. Coast Guard Base,
Governor's Island (New York City),
N.Y., Grifiis Air Force Base, Rome, N.Y,
Hancock Field, Syracuse, N.Y. Platis-
burg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, N.Y,
Naval Hospital, Saint Albans, N.Y., Sen-
eca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y., Stewart
Field, Newburg, N.Y., U.S. Military Acad-
demy, West Point, N.Y., Lockbourne Air
Force Base, Columbus, Ohio, Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio,
Army War College, Carlisie Barracks,
Pa. Letterkenny Army Depot, Cham-
bersburg, Pa., Naval Base, Philadelphia,
Pa., New Cumberland Army Depot, New
Cumberland, Pa,, Tobyhanna Army De-
pot, Tobyhanna, Pa., Defense Activities,
Mechanicsburg, Pa., Valley Forge Gen-
eral Hospital, Phoenixville, Pa., Charles-
ton Air Force Base, Charleston, S.C., Fort
Jackson, Columbia, 8.C., Myrtle Beach
Afr Force Base, Myrtle Beach, S.C.,, Naval
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Base, Charleston, S.C., Polaris Missile Fa-
cility, Charleston, S.C., Shaw Air Force
Base, Sumter, S.C., Fort Belvoir, Alexan-
drin, Va., Fort Eustls, Newport News, Va.,
Fort Lee, Petersburg, Va., Fort Monroe,
Hampton, Va., Fort Story, Virginia
Beach, Va., Langley Alr Force Base,
Hampton, Va. Marine Corps School,
Quantico, Va., Naval Air Station Oceans,
Oceana (Virgina Beach), Va,, Naval Am-
phibious Base, Little Creed (Norfolk),
Va., Naval Shipyard Norfolk, Ports-
mouth, Va., Naval Station, Norfolk, Va.,
Naval Weapons Laboratory, Dahlgren,
Va., Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown,
Va., Defense General Supply Center,
Richmond; Va., Vint Bill Farms Station,
Warrenton, Va., and Camp McCoy,

Sparta, Wis. The purpose of this filing is-

to eliminate the gatewnys of St. Louis,
Mo., or Louisville, Ky., or that part of
Ohio, Indiana, and Tilinois on and north
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-
Ohio State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 422 to junction U.S. Highway
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to
junetion U.S. Highway 40, thence along
U.S. Highway 40 to Springfield, Ohio,
thence along Ohio Highway 440 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S,
Highway 40 to junction U.S. Highway 36,
thence along U.S. Highway 36 to the Ilii-
nois-Missouri State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No, ET75), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.¥. 10019, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frregular
routes, transporting: Houselold goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Fort Hood, Killeen, Tex., and Bergstrom
Air Force Base, Austin, Tex., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Naval Subma-
rine Base New London, Groton, Conn.,
Pentagon, Arlington Hall Station, Hen-
derson Hall, and Navy Security Station,
District of Columbia, Andrews Air Force
Force Base, Camp Springs, Md., Bolling
Air Force Base, District of Columbia,
Fort Myer, Arlington, Va., Fort McNair,
District of Columbia, Cameron Station,
Alexandria, Va., Walter Reed Army
Medical Center, District of Columblia,
National Naval Medical Center, Bethes~
da, Md., Naval Station, District of Co-
Jumbia, Chanute Air Force Base, Ran-
toul, 1l., Fort Sheridan, Highland Park,
1., Joliet Army Ammunition Depot, Jo-
let, 111, Savanna Army Depot, Savanna,
I, Naval Afr Station, Glenview, I1lL,
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, IIl.,
Seott Alr Force Base, Bellville, Ill,, Gris-
som Air Force Base, Peru, Ind., Fort
Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.,
Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind.,
Fort Knox, Fort Knox, Ky., Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Md., Edge-
wood Arsenal, Edgewood Arsenal, Md.,
Fort Detrick, Frederick, Md., Fort Hola-
bird, Baltimore, Md., Fort George Meade,
Laurel, Md., Fort Ritchle, Cascade, Md.,,
Naval Air Station Patuxent, Patuxent
River, Md., Naval Academy, Annapolis,
Md., Naval Training Center, Bainbridge,
Md., Fort Devens, Ayer, Mass., Naval Alr

Station, South Weymouth, Mass., L. G.
Hascom Field, Bedford, Mass., Otis Ailr
Force Base, Falmouth (Cape Cod),
Mass., Westover Air Foree Base, Spring-
field, Mass,, Kincheloe Alr Force Base,
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., K. I. Sawyer Air
Foree Base, Gwinn, Mich., Selfridge Air
National Guard Base, Mount Clemens,
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscodsa,
Mich., Duluth International Airport,
Duluth, Minn., Pease Alr Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H., Fort Dix, Wrights-
town, N.J,, Fort Monmouth, Oceanport,
N.J., McGuire Air Force Base, Wrights-
town. N.J., Naval Air Station, Lake-
hurst, NJ., Camp Drum, Watertown,
N.Y., Fort Hamilton, Brooklyn, N.Y.,
Fort Wadsworth, Staten Island, N.Y.,
U.S. Coast Guard Base, Governor’s Is-
land (New York City), N.Y,, Griffiss Air
Force Base, Rome, N.Y., Hancock Field,
Syracuse, N.Y., Plattsburg Air Force
Base, Plattsburg, N.Y., Naval Hospital,
Saint Albans, N.Y., Seneca Army Depot,
Romulus, N.Y., Stewart Fleld, New-
burgh, N.Y., US. Military Academy,
West Point, N.¥.,, Grand Forks Air
Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak., Lock-
bourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohlo,
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Day-
ton, Ohio, Army War College, Carlisle
Barracks, Pa., Letterkenny Army Depot,
Chambersburg, Pa., Naval Base, Phila-
delphia, Pa., New Cumberland Army
Depot, New Cumberiand, Pa., -Toby-
hanna Army Depot, Tobyhanna, Pa,
Defense Actlvities, Mechanicsburg, Pa.,
Valley Forge General Hospital, Phoe-
nixville, Pa., Myrtle Beach Air Force
Base, Myrtle Beach, S.C., Fort Belvoir,
Alexandria, Va., Fort Eustis, Newpori
News, Va., Fort Lee, Petersburg, Va.
Fort Monroe, Hampton, Va., Fort Story,
Virginia Beach, Va., Langley Alr Force
Base, Hampton, Va. Marine Corps
School, Quantico, Va., Naval Air Station
Oceans, Oceana (Virginia Beach), Va.,
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek
(Norfolk), Va., Naval Shipyard Norfolk,
Portsmouth, Va., Navsl Station, Nor-
folk, Va., Naval Weapons Laboratory,
Dahigren, Va., Naval Weapons Station,
Yorktown, Va., Defense General Supply
Center, Richmond, Va., Vint Hill Farms
Station, Warrenton, Va., and Camp Me-
Coy, Sparta, Wis. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of St.
Louls, Mo,, or Louisville, Ky, or that
part of Ohlo, Indiana, and Illinois on
and north of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 W
junction U.S. Highway 62, thence along
U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence along U.S. Highway 40
to Springfield, Ohlo, thence along Ohlo
Highway 440 to junction U.S. Highway
40, thence along US. Highway 40 to
junction U.S. Highway 36, thence along
U.8. Highway 36 to the Illinois-Missouri
State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E76), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC, 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher,
1776 Broadway, New York, N.¥Y. 10019.
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Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Household
goods. as defined by the Commission, be-
tween Ellington Air Force Base, Hous-
ton, Tex., on the one hand, and, on the
other, Naval Submarine Base New Lon-
don, Groton, Conn., Pentagon, Arling-
ton Hall Station, Henderson Hall, and
Nayy Security Station, D.C., Andrews
Alr Force Base, Camp Springs, Md.,
Bolling Afr Force Base, D.C., Fort Myer,
Arlington, Va,, Fort McNair, D.C., Cam-~
eron Station, Alexandria, Va., Walter
Reed Army Medical Center, District of
Columbia, National Naval Medical Cen-
ter, Bethesda, Md,, Naval Station, D.C.,
Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Ill.,
Fort Sheridan, Highland Park, I, Jo-
liet Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet, I11.,
Savanna Army Depot, Savannsa, Ill.,
Naval Air Station, Glenview, Ill., Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill., Scott
Alr Force Base, Belleville, Ill., Grissom
Air Force Base, Peru, Ind., Fort Benja-
min Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind., Naval
Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind., Fort
Knox, Fort Knox, Ky., Aberdeen Prov-
ing Ground, Aberdeen, Md., Edgewood
Arsenal, Edgewood Arsenal, Md. Fort
Detrick, Frederick, Md., Fort Holabird,
Baltimore, Md., Fort George Meade,
Laurel, Md., Fort Ritchie, Cascade, Md.,
Naval Ajr Station Patuxent, Patuxent
River, Md., Naval Academy, Aunapolis,
Md., Naval Training Center, Bain-
bridge, Md,, Fort Devens, Ayer, Mass.,
Naval Air Station, South Weymouth,
Mass.

L. G. Hanseom Field, Bedford, Mass.,
Otis Alr Force Base, Falmouth (Cape
Code), Mass., Westover Air Force Base,
Springfield, Mass., Kincheloe Air Force
Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich, K. L
Sawyer Air Force Base, Gwinn, Mich.,,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, Mich.,, Wurtsmith Air
Force Base, Oscoda, Mich., Duluth In-
ternational Airport, Duluth, Minn.,
Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth, N.-H.,
Fort Dix, Wrightstown, N.J., Fort Mon-
mouth, Wrightstown, N.J., McGuire Air
Force Base, Wrightstown, N.J., Naval Air
Station, Lakehurst, N.J., Camp Drum,
Watertown, N.Y., Fort Hamilton, Brook-
lyn, N.Y,, Fort Wadsworth, Staten Is-
land, N.Y,, U.S, Coast Guard Base, Gov-
ernor’s Island (New York City), N.Y.,
Griffiss Alr Force Base, Rome, N.Y,, Han-
cock Field, Syracuse, N.Y., Platisburg
Alr Force Base, Plattsburg, N.Y., Naval
Hospital, Saint Albans, N.Y., Seneca
Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y. Stewart
Fleld, Newburgh, N.Y., US. Military
Academy, West Point, N.Y,, Grand Forks
Alr Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak., Minot
Alr Force Base, Minot N. Dak., Lock-
bourne Alr Force Base, Columbus, Ohio,
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Day-
ton, Ohio, Army War College, Carlisle
Barracks, Pa., Letterkenny Army Depot,
Chambersburg, Pa., Naval Base, Phila-
delphia, Pa., New Cumberland Army
Depot, New Cumberland, Pa., Tobyhanna
Army Depot, Tobyhannsa, Pa., Defense
Activities, Mechanicsburg, Pa., Valley
Forge General Hospital, Phoenixville,
Pa., Fort Belvoir, Alexandria, Va., Fort
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Eusiis, Newport News, Va., Fort Lee,
Petersburg, Va,, Fort Monroe, Hampton,
Va., Fort Story, Virginia Beach, Va.,
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.,
Marine Corps Scholl, Quantico, Va.,
Naval Air Station Oceans, Oceana (Vir-
ginia Beach, Va., Naval Amphiblous
Base, Little Creek (Norfolk), Va., Naval
Shipyard Norfolk, Portsmouth, Va.,
Naval Station, Norfolk, Va., Naval
Weapons Laboratory, 'Dahlgren, Va.,
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown. Va.,
Defense General Supply Center, Rich-
mond, Va., Vint Hill Farms Station,
Warrenton, Va., and Camp McCoy,
Sparta, Wis! The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateways of St, Louls,
Mo., Louisville, Ky., or Houston, Tex.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E80), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Moody Alr Force Base, Valdosta, Ga., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Ent Air
Force Base & Peterson Field, Colorado
Springs, Colo., Fitzsimons General Hos-
pital, Denver, Colo., Fort Carson, Colo-
rado Springs, Colo., Lowry Air Force
Base, Denver, Colo,, U.S. Air Force
Academy, Colorado Springs, Colo.,
Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Il
Fort Sheridan, Highland Park, IIl,,
Joliet Army Ammunition Depot, Joliet,
I, Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Ill,,
Naval Air Station, Glenview, Ill., Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill., Scott
Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill., Grissom
Alr Force Base, Peru, Ind., Fort Ben-
jamin Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind.,
Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind,,
Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans.,
Fort Leavenworth, Leavenworth, Kans.,,
Fort Riley, Junction City, Kans., McCon-
nell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans., Fort
Knox, Fort Knox, Ky., Fort Devens, Ayer,
Mass., Kincheloe, Air Force Base, Sault
Ste. Marle, Mich., K. I. Sawyer Air Force
Base, Gwinn, Mich,, Selfridge Air Na-
tional Guard Base, Mount Clemens,
Mich,, Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Os-
coda, Mich., Duluth International Air-
port, Duluth, Minn., Fort Leonard Wood,
Waynesville, Mo., Richards-Gebaur Air
Force Base, Kansas City, Mo.

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Nos-
ter, Mo., Offutt Alr Force Base, Omahn,
Nebr,, Camp Drum, Watertown, N.Y.,
Griffiss Alr Force Base, Rome, N.Y., Han-
cock Fleld, Syracuse, N.Y, Plattsburg
Air Force Base, Plattsburg, N.Y., Seneca
Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y., Grand
Forks Alr Force Base, Emerado, N. Dak.,
Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.,
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus,
Ohio, Wright-Patterson Alr Force Base,
Dayton, Ohio, Tinker Alr Force Base,
Oklahoma City, Okla., Vance Air Force
Base, Enid, Okla,, Ellsworth Afr Force
Base, Rapid City, 8. Dak., and Camp
McCoy, Sparta, Wis. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of St.
Louis, Mo., or Loulsville, Ky., or that
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part of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois on
and north of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 422 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S.
Highway 62 to junction U.S. Highway
40, thence along U.S. Highway 40 to
Springfield, Ohio, thence along Ohio
Highway 440 to junction U.S. Highway
40, thence along U.S. Highway 40 to
Junction U.S. Highway 36, thence along
U.S. Highway 36 to the Illinois-Missouri
State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E91), filed
June 4, 1974, Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s
representative: Robert J,. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Atlanta Army Depot, Forest Park, Ga.,
Fort McPherson, Atlanta, Ga., and Dob-
bins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Ent Alr
Force Base & Peterson Fleld, Colorado
Springs, Colo., Fitzsimons General! Hos-
pital, Denver, Colo., Fort Carson, Colo-
rado Springs, Colo,, Lowry Air Force
Base, Denver, Colo, U.S, Air Force
Academy, Colorado Springs, Colo.. Cha-
nute Air Force Base, Rantoul, IIl., Fort
Sheridan, Highland Park, Il, Joliet
Army Ammunition Depot, Jollet, I,
Savanna Army Depot, Savanna, Ill.,
Naval Air Station. Glenview, Ill., Naval
Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill., Scott
Alr Force Base, Belleville, Ill., Grissom
Air Force Base, Peru, Ind., Fort Benja-
min Harrison, Indianapolis, Ind., Naval
Ammunition Depot, Crane, Ind., Forbes
Alr Force Base, Topeka, Kans., Fort
Leavenworth, Leavenworth, Kans., Fort
Riley, Junction City, Kans,, McConnell Air
Force Base, Wichita, Kans,, Fort Knox,
Fort Knox, Ky, Kincheloe Air Force
Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., K. I. Saw-
yer Air Force Base, Gwinn, Mich,, Self-
ridge Air National Guard Base, Mount
Clemens, Mich.,, Wurtsmith Air Force
Base, Oscoda, Mich,, Duluth Interna-
tional Airport, Duluth, Minn., Fort
Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo., Rich-
ards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas
City, Mo., Whitmen Air Force Base, Knob
Noster, Mo, Offutt Air Force Base,
Omaha, Nebr.,, Pease Air Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H., Camp Drum, Water-
town, N.Y., Griffiss Alr Force Base, Rome,
N.Y., Hancock Field, Syracuse, N.Y.,
Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg,
N.Y., Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, N.Y.,
Grand Forks Alr Force Base, Emerado, N.
Dak,, Minot Alr Force Base, Minot, N.
Dak., Lockbourne Air Force Base Colum-
bus, Ohio, Wright-Patterson Air Force
Base, Dayton, Ohio, Altus Air Force Base,
Altus, Okla., Fort Sill, Lawton, Okla.,
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City,
Okla., Vance Afr Force Base, Enid, Okla,,
Ellsworth Alr Force Base, Rapid City,
8. Dak., and Camp McCoy, Sparta, Wis.
The purpose of this filing 15 to eliminate
the gateways of St. Louis Mo., or Louis-
ville, Ky., or that part of Ohio, Indiana,
and Illinois on and north of a line begin-~
ning at the Pennsylvania-Ohlo State
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Hne, and extending along U.S. Highway
422 to junction U.S. Highway 62, thence
along U.S. Highway 62 to junction U.S.
Highway 40, thence along U.S. Highway
40 to Springfield, Ohio, thence slong
Ohio Highway 440 to junction U .S. High-
way 40, thence along U.S, Highway 40
to junction US. Highway 36, thence
along U.S, Highway 36 to the Ilinois-
Missouri State line.

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No, E85), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonio, Tex. 78219, Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019, Au-
thority sought to operate as « common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over lrregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Fort Benning, Columbus, Ga., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Ent Alr Force
Base & Peterson Field, Colorado Springs,
Colo,, Fitzsimons General Hospital, Den-
ver, Colo., Fort Carson, Colorado Springs,
Colo., Lowry Air Force Base, Denver,
Colo., U.8. Air Force Academy, Colorado
Springs, Colo., Naval Submarine Base
New London, Groton, Conn.,, Chanute
Alr Force Base, Rantoul, I, Fort Sheri-
dan, Highland Park, 11, Jollet Army
Ammunition Depot, Joliet, IIl., Savanna
Army Depot, Savanna, Ill, Naval Air
Station, Glenview, I, Naval Training
Center, Great Lakes, Il Scott Air Force
Base, Belleville, III,, Grissom Afr Force
Base, Peru, Ind., Fort Benjamin Harri-
son, Indianapolis, Ind,, Naval Ammuni-
tion Depot, Crane, Ind. Forbes Air
Force Base, Topeka, Kans., Fort Leaven-
worth, Leavenworth, Kans., Fort Riley,
Junction City, Kans., McConnell Afr
Foree Base, Wichita, Kans:, Fort Knox,
Fort Knox, Ky., Fort Devens, Ayer, Mass.,
Naval Afr Station, South Weymouth,
Mass, L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford,
Mass, Otis Alr Force Base, Falmouth
(Cape Cod), Mass., Westover Air Force
Base, Springfleld, Mass,, Kincheloe Air
Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., K. L.
Sawyer Alr Force Base, Gwinn, Mich,,
Selfridge Air National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, Mich., Wurtsmith Afr
Force Base, Oscoda, Mich., Duluth Inter-
national Airport, Duluth, Minn., Fort
Leonard Wood, Waynesville, Mo,, Rich-
ards-Gebaur Alr Force Base, Kansas
City, Mo., Whiteman Air Force Base,
Knob Noster, Mo, Offutt Air Force Base,
Omaha, Nebr., Pease Alr Force Base,
Portsmouth, N.H., Camp Drum, Water-
town, N.Y., Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome,
N.¥Y. Hancock Pield, Syracuse, N.Y.,
Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg,
N.Y.. Senecn Army Depot, Romulus, N°Y.,
Stewart Fleld, Newburgh, N.Y., U.S. Mili-
tary Academy, West Point, N.Y., Grand
Forks Air Force Base, Emeradeo, N, Dak.,
Minot Afr Force Basze, Minot, N. Dak.,
Lockbourne Alr Porce Base, Columbus,
Ohto, Wright-Patterson Alr Force Base,
Dayton, Ohio, Vance Afr Force Base,
Enid, Okla., Ellsworth Air Force Base,

Rapid City, S. Dak., and Camp McCoy:
smwu.menwpmdthhnumis
to ellminate the gateway of St. Louls,
Mo., or Louisville, Ky., or that part of
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Ohio, Indiana, and Ilinois on and north
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-
Ohlo State line and extending slong U.S,
Highway 422 to junction U.S. Highway
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to
junction U.S. Highway 40, thence along
U.S. Highway 40 to junction U.S. High-
way 36, thence along U.S. Highway 36 to
the Niinois-Missouri State line,

No. MC 111823 (Sub-No. E86), filed
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SHERWOOD
VAN LINES, INC., 4322 Milling Road,
San Antonfo, Tex. 78219. Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10018. Au-
thority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Household goods,
as defined by the Commission, between
Fort Gordan, Augusta, Ga., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Ent Air Force
Base & Peterson Fleld, Colorado Springs,
Colo., Fitzsimons General Hospital,
Denver. Colo., Fort Carson, Colorado
Springs, Colo,, Lowry Air Force Base,
Denver, Colo., U.S. Air Force Academy,
Colorado Springs, Colo, Chanute Alr
Force Base, Rantoul, i1, Fort Sheridan,
Highland Park, 1L, Joliet Army Am-
munition Depotf, Joliet, I, Savanna
Army Depot, Savanna, Ill, Naval Air
Station, Glenview, IIl., Naval Training
Center, Great Lakes, II1., Scott Alr Force
Base, Belleville, 11, Grissom® Alr Force
Base, Peru, Ind.,, Fort Benjamin Harri-
son, Indianapolis, Ind,, Naval Ammuni-
tion Depot, Crane, Ind., Forbes Alr Force
Base, Topeka, Kaus., Fort Leavenworth,
Leavenworth, Kans., Fort Riley, Junction
City, Kans,, McConnell Alr Force Base,
Wichita, Kans., Fort Knox, Fort Knox,
Ky., Kincheloe Alr Force Base, Sault Ste.
Marie, Mich., K. I Sawyer Air Force
Base, Gwinn, Mich., Selfridge Air Na-
tional Guard Base, Mount Clemens,
Mich.,, Wurtsmith Alr Force Base,
Oscoda, Mich., Duluth International
Afrport, Duluth, Minn., Fort Leonard
Wood, Waynesville, Mo., Richards-
Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Mo.,
Whiteman. Air Force Base, Knob Noster,
Mo., Offutt Alr Force Base, Omaha,
Nebr., Grand Forks Air Force Base,
Emerado, N. Dak., Minot. Air Force Base,
Minot, N. Dak., Lockbourne Alr Force
Base, Columbus, Ohio, Wright-Patterson
Afr Force Base, Dayton, Ohlo, Altus Alr
Force Base, Altus, Okla., Fort Sill, Law-
ton, Okla., Tinker Air Force Base, Okla-
homa City, Okla., Vance Alr Force Base,

.. Ellsworth Air Force Base,

Onio, Indiana, and linois on and north
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania-
Ohio State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 422 to junction U.S. Highway
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S.
Highway 40 to Springfleld, Ohio, thence
along Ohlo Highway 440 to junction U.S.
Highway 40, thence along U.S. Highway
40 to junction U.S. Highway 36, thence
along U.S. Highway 36 to the Illinois-
Missouri State line,

No: MC 111940 (Sub-E3), filed May
13, 1974. Applicant: SMITH'S TRUCK
LINES, Box 88, Muncy, Pa. 17756. Ap-
plicant's representative: John W. Frame,
Box 626, Camp Hill, Pa. 17011, Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Agricultural commodities,
(1) betwesn points In New York on and
west of Interstate 81, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Delaware,
and those points in New Jerseéy on and
south of U.S. Highway 30. (2) Between
points in New York (except points in
Chautaudua County and points in New
York on and south of New York High-
way 7). and points in Mearyland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81 and the
Marylend-Virginia State line, and the
District of Columbia. (3) Between that
area of New York bounded on the west
by New York Highway 14, on the east by
the New York Highway 12, and includ-
ing points in New York on and north of
New York State Highway 8 from its In-
terstate intersection with New York
Highway 12 to the New York-Vermont
State line, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Virginia and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, The purpese of this
filing 15 to eliminate the gateway of
Muncy, Pa. and points within 25 miles
of Muncy, Pa,

No. MC 113828 (Sub-E13), filed June
4, 1974. Applicant: O'BOYLE TANK
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 30006, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20014. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Michael A. Grimm (same as above).
Authority sought to operatens a commaon
parrier, by motor vehicle, over
routes, transporting: Liquid Petroleum
Products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Baltimore, Md. to points in North Caro-
ling. The purpose of this filing 5 W
eliminate the gateways of Washington,
D.C.. and St. Marys County, Maryland.

No. MC 113828 (Sub-E1T), filed June 4,
1974, Applicant; O'BOYLE TANK LINES
INC., P.O. Box 30006, Washington, D.C.
20014. Applicant's representative: Mi-
chael A. Grimm (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rregular
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod-
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) from
points in Delaware and Philadelphia
Counties, Pa. and Bergen, Essex, Glouces-
ter, Camden, Hudson, Union, and Mid-
dlesex Counttes, N.J. to points in North
Caroling and those in Virginia south of
U.S. Highway 60. The gateways being
eliminated are Bolling Fleld, Washing-
ton, D.C. and St. Mary’s County, Md.
(2) from points i Delaware and Phila-
delphia Counties, Pa. and Bergen, Essex,
Gloucester, Camden, Hudson, Union, and
Middiesex Counties, N.J. to points in Vir-
ginia on and north of U.S. Highway 60.
The gateway being eliminated is Bolling
Field, Washington, D.C. (3> from points
in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, and Union
Counties, N.J. to points in Maryland on,
south, and west of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-Maryland Border and ex-
tending southward along U.S. Route 15
to its intersection with Maryland Route
550, thence along Route 550 to its inter-
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section with Maryland Route 75, thence
along Route 75 to its intersection of U.S.
Route 40, thence along U. S. Route
40 to its Intersection with Maryland
Route 32, thence along Maryland Route
32 to its intersection with Maryland
Route 178, thence along Maryland Route
178 to its intersection with U.S. Route 50,
thence along U.S. Route 50 to the Chesa~
peake Bay. The gateways being elimi-
nated are Bolling Field or Andrews Air
Force Base, Washington, D.C.

(4) from points in Middlesex County,
N.J., to points in Maryland on, south, and
west of a line beginning at the Pennsyl-
vania-Maryland Border and extending
southward along Maryland Route 63 to
its intersection with Interstate 70, thence
along Interstate 70 to its Intersection
with Interstate 70N, thence along Inter-
state TON to its intersection with Mary-
land Route 97, thence along Maryland
Route 97 to its intersection with Mary-
land Route 108, thence along Maryland
Route 108 to its intersection with Mary-
land Route 188, thence along Maryland
Route 198, to Fort Meade, thence along
Maryland Route 175 to its intersection
with Maryland Route 178, thence along
Maryland Route 178 to its intersection
with US. Route 50 to the Chesapeake
Bay. The gateways being eliminated are
Bolling Field or Andrews Air Force Base,
Washington, D.C., and (5) from points in
Philadelphia and Delaware Counties, Pa.
and Gloucester and Camden Counties,
NJ. to points in Maryland on and south
of a line beginning at the Virginia-
Maryland Border and extending south
and west along Maryland Route 28 to its
intersection with Maryland Route 97,
and thence along Maryland Route 97 to
its intersection with Maryland Route 183,
thence along Maryland Route 183 to its
intersection with Maryland Route 650,
thence along Route 650 to Interstate 495,
thence along Interstate 495 to its inter-
section with Maryland Route 424, thence
along Maryland Route 424 to its inter-
section with Maryland Route 214, thence
along Maryland Route 214 to the Chesa-
peake Bay. The gateways being elim-
inated are Bolling Field or Andrews Air
Force Base, Washington, D.C.

No. MC 113843 (Sub E827), filed
May 19, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum-
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210, Appli-
cant’s representative: Lawrence T, Sheils
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen Fruits and berries and frozen
fruit and berry concentrates, from those
points in Pa. on and west of U.S. High-
way 15, and on, north, and east of a line
beginning at the Pa.-N.Y, State line and
extending along Pa. Highway 449 to
junction US. Highway 6, thence along
U.S, Highway 6 to junction Pa. Highway
144, thence along Pa. Highway 144 to
Junction U.S. Highway 220, thence along
U.S. Highway 220 to junction U.S. High-
way 322, thence along U.S. Highway 322
to junction Pa, Highway 34, thence along
Pa, Highway 34 to junction U.S. High-
way 15 to points in Colorado, The pur-
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pose of this fling is to eliminate the
gateway of Penn Yan, N.Y.

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E1000), (cor-
rection), filed December 2, 1974, pub-
lished in the Feogral RecISTER June 30,
1975.  Applicant: REFRIGERATED
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Summer
Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant’s
representative; Lawrence T. Sheils (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
& common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, from those points in New Jersey
south of a line beginning at the New
Jersey-Pennsylvania State line and ex~
tending along New Jersey Highway 33 to
Junction U.S. Highway 130, thence along
U.S. Highway 130 to junction New Jersey
Highway 39, thence along New Jersey
Highway 39 to junction New Jersey High-
way 33, thence along New Jersey High-
way 33 to the Atlantic Ocean (except
Salem County), on the one hand, and. on
the other, those points in Indiana west
of a line beginning at the Michigan-Indi-
ana State line and extending along Indi-
ana Highway 19 to junction U.S. High-
way 24, thence along U.S. Highway 24
to junction U.S. Highway 31, thence
along US. Highway 31 to junction
Indiana Highway 26, thence along In-
diana Highway 26 to Lafayette, thence
slong US. Highway 231 to junction
Indiana Highway 162, thence along
Indiana Highway 162 to junction U.S.
Highway 460, thence along U.S. Highway
460 to junction Indiana Highway 545,
thence along Indiana Highway 545 to
Junction Indiana Highway 56, thence
along Indlana Highway 56 to the Ohio
River, The purpose of this filing s to
eliminate the gateway of Elmira, N.Y.
The purpose of this correction is to cor-
rect the territorial description.

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No, E1012), (Cor-
rection), flled December 2, 1974, pub-
lished In the FeprraL REGISTER. Appli-
cant: REFRIGERATED FOOD EX-
PRESS, INC., 316 Summer Street, Boston,
Mass. 02210. Applicant’s representative:
Lawrence T. Shiels (same as above) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rregular
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from
Pittston, Pa., to points in Ohio (except
those points on and east of a line begin-
ning at the Ohio-West Virginia State
line and extending along Ohio Highway
213 to Junction Ohio Highway 152, thence
along Ohto Highway 152 to junction U.S.
Highway 22, thence along U.S. Highway
22 to junction Ohio Highway 600, thence
along Ohio Highway 600 to junction Ohio
Highway 148, thence along Ohio High-
way 148 to the Ohio River. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Elmira, N.Y. The purpose of this cor-
rection is to correct the exception.

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E115), (Cor-
rection), filed May 4, 1974, republished
in the FeoEral ReGisTer June 19, 1975.
Applicant: MIDWEST EMERY
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 70600 S.
Pulaskl Road, Chicago, Ill. 60629. Appli-
cant's representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above). Authority sought to
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operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Frozen meats, in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration, from
points in New York, Pennsylvania, and
West Virginia, those in New Jersey within
40 miles of City Hall, New York, N.Y.,
and those in New Jersey, Delaware, and
Maryland within 30 miles of Philadel-
phia, Pa., and points in Ohio on and
south of U.S. Highway 40, and Sparrows
Point and Baltimore, Md., to points in
North Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota,
and points in Wisconsin on, north, and
west of Wisconsin Highway 15. The pur=
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Lafayette, Ind., and Fort
Atkinson, Wis. The purpose of this cor-
rection is to correct the territorial
description,

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. E142) (Cor-
rection), filed May 9, 1974, republished
in the PFepEraL REGISTER June 19,
1975. Applicant: MIDWEST EMERY
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 8, Pula-
ski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60620. Appli-
cant's representative: Arthur J. Sibik
(same as above)., Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) General commodities (except
those of unusual value, household goods
as defined by the Commission, classes
A and B explosives, livestock, commodi-
ties in bulk, and commodities requiring
special equipment), from the facllities
of the Colgate-Palmolive Co., at Clarks-
ville and Jeffersonville, Ind., to Sparrows
Point and Baltimore, Md., New York,
N.Y., and points within 30 miles of New
York, N.Y., points in that part of New
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, which
are located within 30 miles of Phila-
delphia, Pa., points in that part of New
York on and west of a line beginning at
Windsor Beach and extending to
Rochester, thence along U.S. Highway
15 to Wayland, thence along New York
Highway 245 to Danville, thence along
New York Highway 36 to junction New
York Highway 21, thence along New
York Highway 21 to Andover, thence
along New York Highway 17 to the
New York-Pennsylvania State line, and
points in Pennsylvania and West Vir-
ginia. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of points in Ohio
except Cincinnati. The purpose of this
partial correction s to correct the origin
points. The remainder of this letter-no-
tice remains as previously published,

No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. E13). filed
May 3, 1974, Applicant: SENN TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, P.O. Drawer 220, New-
berry, 8.C. 29108. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Willlam P. Jackson, Jr., 919 18th
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 200086,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ply-
wood, from points in Loulsiana to the
District of Columbia; (2) Lumber (ex-
cept plywood and veneer): (a) from
points in Louisiana to points in Maine,
Vermont, and New Hampshire: (b) be-
tween points In Loulsiana on, and south
of a line beginning at the Loulslana-
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Texas State line, thence along Louisiana
Highway 8 to junction Louisiana High-
way 1, thence along Louisiana Highway
1 to junction Loulsians Highway 15,
thence along Louisiana Highway 15 to
the Outflow Channel, thence along the
Outflow Channel to the Louisiana-
Mississippl State line, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Ohio, on
and north of a line beginning at the
Ohio-Kentucky State line, thence along
U.S. Highway 23 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence along U.S. Highway 40
to junction U.S. Highway 68, thence
along U.S. Highway 68 to junction US.
Highway 36, thence along US. Highway
36 to the Ohlo-Indiana State line, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Maryland, New
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania;
(¢) between points in Louisiana, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Massachusetts and Rhode Island; (d)
between points in Louisiana, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ten-
nessee on and east of U.S, Highway 127;
(e) between points in Louisiana, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
South Carolina, on and north of U.S.
Highway 78; (f) between points in Loul-
siana on and south of U.S, Highway 84,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Michigan (except that portion
south of Interstate Highway 96 and west
of US., Highway 131); (g) between
points in Mississippl, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Maryland;
(h) between points in Mississippi, on and
south of a line beginning at the Missis-
sippi-Alabama State line, thence extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 80 to Junction
Interstate Highway 59, thence along In-
terstate Highway 59 to junction US.
Highway 84, thence along U.S. Highway
84 to the Mississippi-Louisiana State
line, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Ohlo, on and north and east
of a line beginning at the Ohlo-West
Virginia State line, thence extending
along U.S. Highway 33 to junction Ohio
Highway 37, thence along Ohio Highway
37 to junction Ohio Highway 661, thence
along Ohio Highway 661 to junction Ohio
Highway 95, thence along Ohio Highway
95 to junction U.S. Highway 30N, thence
along U.8. Highway 30N to junction U.S.
Highway 23, thence along U.S. Highway
23 to the Ohio-Michigan State line, and
points in Massachusetts, North Caroling,
Virginia, New Jersey, New York, Penn-
sylvania, and Rhode Island; and ) be-
tween polnts in Mississippl, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in West
Virginia. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of: in (1) above,
Charlotte, N.C.; in (2) (a) and (b},
North Carolina and South Carolina; in
(¢) above, Cherokee, N.C., and Georgia;
fn (d) Buncombe, Chatham, Cherokee,
Columbus, Cumberland, Franklin, Guil-
ford, Harnett, Henderson, Lee, Macon,
Orange, Rockingham, Transylvania, and
Union Counties, N.C.; in (1) the North
Carolina counties in (d) and Tennes-
see: in (g) and (h), Georgia: in (),
North Carolina; and in (1), Georgia and
Tennessee.

No. MC 115840 (Sub-No. ET0J, filed
December 30, 1974. Applicant: COLO-
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NIAL FAST FREIGHT, INC,, P.O. Box
10327, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Appli-
cant’s ve: Roger M. Shaner
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport~
ing: Valves, hydrants, fittings, compo-
nents, parts and accessories which are
materials and supplies (except in bulk),
used in the operation, production, proc-
essing, or transportation of iron and
steel articles, cranes, sand hoppers, ele-
vators, conveyors, dust collectors, and
meter boxes: (1) from points in Florida
to points in Arizona, California, Colo-
rado, Idaho, those points in Illinois on
and bounded by a line beginning at the
Tilinois-Indians State line and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 36 to Springfield,
111, thence along Ilinols Highway 29 to
Peoria, Ill., thence along Illinois High-
way 116 to Metamora, IIL, thence along
Ilinocis Highway 89 to Jjunction U.S.
Highway 34, thence along U.S. Highway
34 to junction Illinois Highway 31,
thence along Illinois Highway 31 to un-
numbered highway (referred to as
Aurora Avenue), thence along unnum-
bered highway to U.S. Highway 34 to
Chicago, 1ll., thence along Lake Michi-
gan to the Illinpis-Indiana State line to
the point of beginning, points in Iowa,
Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mex-
ico, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah,
‘Washington, Wyoming, and Ohio (except
those points in that part of Ohio on,
west, and north of a line beginning at
the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line near
Sharon, Pa., and extending along U.s.
Highway 36 to Springfield, IiL, thence
along Illinois Highway 29 to Peorla, m,,
thence along Illinois Highway 116 to
Metamora, Ili, thence along Illinois
Highway 89 to junction U.S. Highway 34,
thence along U.S, Highway 34 to junc-
tion NMlinois Highway 31, thence along
Ilinols Highway 31 to junction unnum-
bered highway (referred to as Aurora
Avenue), thence along unnum

highway to U.S. Highway 34 to Chicago,
111, thence along Lake Michigan to the
Tlinots-Indiana State line to the point
of beginning, points in Iowa, Kansas,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Mon-
tann, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico,
North Dakota, Ohio (except those points
in that part of Ohio on, west, and north
of a line beginning at a point on the
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line near
Sharon, Pa. and extending along US.
Highway 62 to Columbus, Ohlo, thence
along U.S. Highway 23 to Circleville,
Ohio, and thence along U.S. Highway 22
to Cincinnati, Ohlo), Oregon, South Da-
kota, Texas, Utah, Washington, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming;

(5) from points In South Carolina to -

points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Tdaho, Iilinois on and bounded by a line
beginning at Niinois-Indiana State line
and extending along U.S. Highway 36 to
Springfield, 11, thence along Ilinols
Highway 29 to Peoria; IIL, thence along
Nlineis Highway 116 to Metamora, IIL,
thence along Illinols Highway 89 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 34, thence along U.S.
Highway 34 to junction Ilinois Highway

31, thence along Illinols Highway 31 to
unnumbered highway (referred to as Au-
rora Avenue), thence along unnumbered
highway to U.S. Highway 34 to Chlcago,
1., thence along Lake Michigan to the
Ilinois-Indiana State line to the point

Michigan,

Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah,
Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming;
(6) from points in North Carolins to
points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Idaho, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
Montans, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mex-
jco, North Dakota, Oregon, South Da-
kota, Texas, Utah, Washington, and
Wyoming; (7) from points in Tennessee
on and east of Interstate Highway 65
dneluding Davidson County,-Tenn.), to
points in California, Arizona, Colorado,
Idaho, Kansas, Minnesota, Montana,
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Oregon, South Dakots, Texas,
Utah, Washington, Wisconsin, and Wy-
oming: (8) from points in Mississippi on
and east of Interstate Highway 55 to
points in California, Colorado, Idaho,
Washington, Oregon, Montana, and Ne-
vada: (9) from points in that portion of
Mississippl on and south of Interstate
Highway 20 to points in Ohlo, West Vir-
ginia; (16) from points in Louisiana on
and east of the Mississippl River to
points In Ohlo (except those points in
that part of Ohio on, west, and north of
aunebemMgatapomtontheOhio-
Pennsylvania State line near Sharon,
Pa., and extending along U.S. Highway
62 to Columbus, Ohio, thence along U.S.
Highway 23 to Circleville, Ohio, thence
along US. Highway 22 to Cincinnati,
Ohio), points in Michigan, West Vir-
giniz, Minnesota, North Dakota, Oregon.
Washington, and Wiscofisin;

(11) from points in Alabama to points
{n Arizona, California, Colorado, Idsho,
Iilinois on and bounded by a line begin-
ning at the Illinois-Indiana State line
and extending along U.8. Highway 36 to
Springfield, I, thence along Illinois
Highway 29 to Peoria, 1L, thence along
Dlinofs Highway 116 to Metamora, IiL.
thenes along Illinois Highway 89 to
junction U.S. Highway 34, thence along
U.S. Highway 34 to junction Illinois
Highway 31, thence along Illinois High-
way 31 to unnumbered highway (referred
to as Aurora Avenue), thence along un-
numbered highway to U.S. Highway 34
to Chicago, TIL., thence along Lake Mich-
igan to the Ilinois-Indiana State line
to the point of beginning, Ohlo (except
those points in that part of Ohio on
west, and north of a line beginning at o
point on the Ohio-Pennsylvania Stale
line near Sharon, Pa, and extending
along US. Highway 62 fo Columbus,
Ohio, thence along U.S. Highway 23 to
Circleville, Ohifo, and thence along US.
Highway 22 to Cincinnati, Ohio), points
in Washington, Oregon, Iowa, Minnesota,
Montana, and Nevada; and (12) from
points In Alabama on and east of In-
terstate Highway 59 (and including Jef-
ferson and Walker Counties, Ala.), to
points in Tefas, Kansas, Utah, New Mex-
jeo, North Dakota, South Dakota,
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Michigan, West Virginia, Nebraska, Mis-
sourl, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate-
way of Anniston, Ala,

No. MC 115840 (Sub-No. E89), filed
December 30, 1074. Applicant: COLO-
NIAL FAST FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Box
10327, Birmingham, Ala. 35202. Appli-
cant’s representative: Roger M. Shaner
(same as above), Authority sought to

operate as a common carrier, by motor-

vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Such materials and supplies (except
in bulk) used in the operations of a
foundry, which are materials and sup-
plies used In the agriqulture, water
treatment, food processing, and institu-
tional supply industries, and which are
also iron and steel articles, sand hoppers,
conveyors, dust collectors, and meter
boxes; (1) from points in California;
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Utah, Ne-
braska, New Mexico, Nevada, Arizona,
Montana, Wyoming, New York, Colorado,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Rhode Is-
land, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New
Hampshire, Vermont, and Maine to points
in Alabama located on the Warrior-Tom-
bigbee-Alabama River System: (2) from
points in that portion of Texas on and
west of U.S, Highway 75 to that portion
in Alabama located on the Warrior-
Tombigbee-Alabama River System in
Calhoun, Etowah, and St. Clair Counties,
Ala.; (4 from points in Kansas to points
in Alabama located on the Warrior-
Tombigbee-Alabama River Systemi be-
ginning at the Alabama-Georgia State
line on and north of Interstate High-
way 85, thence along Interstate Highway
85 to (Including Montgomery, Ala.), junc-
tion Interstate Highway 65, thence along
Interstate Highway 65 (including Bir-
mingham and Jefferson County, Ala),
to the Alabama-Tennessee State line;
(5) from points in Iowa to points in that
portion of Alabama, located on the War-
rior-Tombigbee-Alabama River System
beginning at the Alabama-Georgia State
line on and north of U.S. Highway 80 to
Junction Interstate Highway 65, thence
along Interstate Highway 65 to junction
Interstate Highway 59 (including Jeffer-
son County, Ala.)*, thence on and east
of Interstate Highway 59 to the Ala-
bama-Georgia State line; (6) from points
in that portion of Minnesota on and
north of US. Highway 12 to points in
that portion of Alabama, located on the
Warrior-Tombigbee-Alabama River Sys-
tem; 7) from points in that portion of
Pennsylvania on and east of US. High-
way 11 to points in that portion of Ala-
bama, located on the Warrior- big-
bee-Alabamn River System:

(8) from points In Oklahoma and Mis-
souri to points in that portion of Ala-
bama located on the Warrior-Tombig-
bee-Alabama River System beginning st
the Alabama-Georgia State line on and
north of U.S. Highway 80 to junction In-
terstate Highway 65 (including Mont-
gomery County, Ala,), thence north and
east of Interstate Highway 65 to (in-
cluding Montgomery County, Ala),
thence north and east of Interstate
Highway 65 to (including Jefferson
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County, Ala.), junction Interstate High-
way 59, thence along Interstate Highway
59 to the Alabama-Georgia State line:
(9) from points in Michigan and Wis-
consin to points in that portion of Ala-
bama located on the Warrior-Tombig-
bee-Alabama River System beginning at

east of Interstate Highway 65 (Including
Jefferson and Montgomery Counties,
Ala.) to (including Baldwin and Mobile
Counties, Ala.), Mobile, Ala.; (10) from
points in that portion of Illinois on and
north of Interstate Highway 80 to points
in that portion of Alabama located on
the Warrior-Tombigbee-Alabama River
System beginning at the Alabama-Ten-
nessee State line on and east of Inter-
state Highway 65 (including Jefferson,
Montgomery, Baldwin, and Mobile Coun-
ties, Ala.); (11) from points in Mary-
land and Delaware to that portion of
Alabama located on the Warrior-Tom-
bigbee-Alabama River System in Bald-
win and Mobile Counties, Ala.: (12) from
points in that portion of Indiana on and
north of U.S, Highway. 20 to that portion
of Alabama located on the Warrior-
Tombigbee-Alabama River System be-
ginning at the Alabama-Georgia State
line on and north of U.S, Highway 80 to
Junction Interstate Highway 65, thence
along Interstate Highway 65 to junction
(Including Jefferson County, Ala.) In-
terstate Highway 59, thence along In-
terstate Highway 59 to the Alabama-
Georgia State line, and; (13) from points
in that portion of Ohio on and north
of Interstate Highway 80 to points in
that portion of Alabama located on the
Warrior-Tombigbee-Alabama River Sys-
tem, on and east of Interstate Highway
59 and Interstate Highway 85 (including
Jefferson, Montgomery, Baldwin, and
Mobile Counties, Ala.). The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
of Holt and Anniston, Ala.

No. MC 118831 (Sub E35), filed June 5,
1974. Applicant: CENTRAL TRANS-
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 5044, High Point.
N.C. 27262. Applicant's representative:
Richard E. Shaw (same as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dinuthyl tereph-
thalate, Molten, in bulk, from Gibbstown.
NJ. to those points in Tehnessee
bounded by a line beginning at the Mis-

sisgippi-Tennessee State line and extend- -

ing along the Mississippi-Tennessee
State line to junction US. Highway 45,
to junction Tennessee Highway 100, to
junction U.S. Highway 64, to junction
unnumbered Highway at Whiteville, to
junction U.S. Highway 51, to the Ten-
nessee-Mississippl State line. The pur-
pose of this Aling is to eliminate the gate-
way of the plantsite of E. I. Dupont de
gemoc urs and Company at Graingers,

No. MC 119864 (Sub-No. E18), filed
May 31, 1974  Applicant: CRAIG
TRANSPORTATION CO., 26699 Eckel
Road, Perrysburg, Ohio 43551. Appli-
cant’s representative: Dale K. Cralg
(same as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over frregular routes, transport-
ing: Dairy products, packinghouse prod-
ucts and by-products, and canned goods
which are embraced in food products or
dairy products, and materials and sup-
plies incidental to the production, pack-
ing, and sale of food products and dalry
products produced by packinghouses
(except frozen foodstuffs); (1) from
points in Illinois on and west of U.S.
Highway 51 which are on and north of
US. Highway 6 to points in Michigan
on and north of Michigan Highway 21
which are on and east of Michigan High-
way 66 (except Gennessee County)
(Chicago, Ili., or Gary, Ind., and Arch-
bold, Ohio) *; (2) from points in Illinois
[except (1) points west of U.S. Highway
51 which are north of U.S. Highway 86,
and (2) points east of Ilinols Highway
37 which are south of U.S. Highway 40]
to points In Michigan on, north, and east
of a line beginning at Lake Huron and
extending along Michigan Highway 21
to junction Michigan Highway 66, thence
along Michigan Highway 66 to junction

" U.8. Highway 175, thence along US.

Highway 75 to the United States-Canada
International Boundary line (except
Gennessee County) (Chicago, Il.. or
Gary Ind., and Archbold, Ohlo)*: (3)
from Olney, HL, and points In Hlinois
within 25 miles thereof to points in
Michigan on and east of U.S. Highways
27 and 75 (Chicago, Ill., or Gary, Ind.,
and Archbold, Ohio)*;: (4) from St.
Louis, Mo;, to points in Michigan on and
north of Michigan Highway 21 (Gary or
Indianapolis, Ind., and Archbold, Ohio) *:
and (5) from points in Ilinois on and
north of a line beginning at the IMinois-
Towa State line and extending along U.S.
Highway 6 to junction Ilinois Highway
47, thence along Nlinols Highway 47 to
junetion Illinois Highway 17, thence
flong IMnois Highway 17 to the Nlinois-
Indiana State line, to points in Kentucky
on and east of U.S. Highway 127 (Chi-
cago, Ill, or Gary, Ind., and Archbold,
Ohio) *. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways indicated by
asterisks above.

No. MC 120021 (Sub E12), filed June 4,
1974. Applicant: THE COTTER MOV-
ING & STORAGE CO,, 265 W. Bowery
Street, Akron, Ohlo 44308, Applicant’s
representative: Thomas R. Kingsley,
1819 H Street NW., Washington. D.C
20006, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: House-
hold goods, as defined by the Commis-
sion, (1) between points in Michigan, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in North Carolina; (2) between points
in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Arkansas in and south of Sevier,
Howard, Pike, Clark, Hot Spring, Grant,
Jefferson, Arkansas, Monroe, St. Francis
and Crittenden Counties; (3) between
points in Arkansas on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in the Lower Penin-
sula of Michigan in, east and north of
Lenawee, Jackson, Eaton, Ionla, Kent,
Newaygo and Mason Counties; (4) be-
tween points fn Missouri in and south
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of Buchanan, Clinton, Caldwell, Carroll,
Chariton, Randolph, Monroe and Ralls
Counties, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Michigan in and east of
Lenawee, Washtenaw, Oakland, Ma-
comb, and St. Clair Counties;

(5) between points in Missourl in and
south of Jackson, Lafayette, Saline,
Howard, Boone, Calloway, Gasconade,
Franklin and St. Louis Counties, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Michigan in and east of Lenawee, Jack-
son, Ingham, Clinton, Gratiot, Isabella,
Clare, Roscommon, Crawford, Otsego,
and Cheboygan Counties; (6) “between
points in Michigan in and east of Lena~
wee, Washtenaw, Livingston, Oakland,
Macomb, and St. Clair Counties, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Nebraska in and south of Otoe, Lan-
caster, Seward, York, Hamilton, Howard,
Sherman, Loup, Blaine, Thomas, Hooker,
Grant, Sheridan, Dawes and Sioux
Counties: (7) between points in Mich-
igan in and east of Cheboygan, Otsego,
Crawford, Roscommon, Gladwin, Mid-
land, Gratiot, Clinton, Ingham, Jackson,
and Lenawee Counties on the one hand,
and, on the other, those in Illinois in
and south of Crawford, Jasper, Efing-
ham, Fayette, Bond, and Madison Coun-
ties; (8) between points in Michigan in
and east of Huron, Tuscola, Genesee,
Livingston, Washtenaw and XLenawee
Counties, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Indiana in and south of
Wayne, Fayeite, Rush, Hancock, Marion,
Hendricks, Putman, Clay and Vigo Coun-
ties: (9) between points in Michigan in
and east of Cheboygan, Otsego, Craw-
ford, Roscommon, Clare, Isabells, Gra-
tiot, Clinton, Ingham, Jackson and Hills-
dale Counties on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Kentucky In and east
of Christian, Muhlenberg, Ohio and
Breckinridge Countles, The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Dayton, Ohio, and points within 25 miles
thereof.

No. MC 121060 (Sub-No. E81), filed
May 28, 1975, Applicant: ARROW
TRUCK LINES, INC. 1220 West 3rd
Street, Birmingham, Ala. 35201, Appli-
cant’s representative: Willlam P. Jack-
son, Jr., 919 18th Street NW., Washing~
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Ceiling systems, paint, plastic light dif-
jusers, adhesives, furring, Jfasteners,
lighting systems, moldings, steel shapes,
steel rods, steel channels, steel ceiling
beams, applicators and roofing caps, and
materials and supplies used in the in-
stallation of any commodity named
above (except in bulk) from Mobile, Ala.,
to points in Nlinols on and north of Us.
Highway 50. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Demopolis,
Ala. and the facilities of Litecraft-Lumi-
nous Cellings, Division of the Celotex
Corporation, located at or near Scotts-

boro, Ala.

No, MC 123502 (Sub-No. E1), filed May
12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
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resentative: W, Wilson Corroum (same
as above)., Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over drregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points In Alabama to pdints in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu~
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties), New York on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain, Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom=-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, P&,
Rhode Island and Vermont, The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E3), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W, Wilson Corroum (same
as above), Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting : Metal
alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in Arkansas to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberiand, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain; Bucks, Chester, Dela-
ware, Lancaster, Montgomery, and Phila-
delphia Counties, Pa.; Rhode Island and
Vermont. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E4), flled
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Metal
alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in California to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New - Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on an east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa., Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of U.S. Highway 220, The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. ES), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting : Metal
alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in Colorado to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,

New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Countles, Pa., Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of U.S. Highway 220. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E6), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnle, Md. 21061, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above), Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over {rregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Florida to points in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties), New York, on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain; Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.,
Rhode Island and Vermont. The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. ET), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O, Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate

. as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,

over {rregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Georgia to points in Connecti-
ent, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
fexcept points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties) ; New York, on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain; points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Counties,
Pa, Rhode Island, and Vermont. The
purpose of this flling is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md,

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E8), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Carroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Idaho to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,

REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.,
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of US. Highway 220. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E9), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Gien Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant's
representative: W. Wilson Carroum
(same as abdéve). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, in dump vehicles,
(a) from points in Ilinols to points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary-
Jand on and east of Interstate Highway
81, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New
Jersey (except points in Cumberland,
Balem, Gloucester, Cape May-Atlantic,
Camden, and Burlington Counties), New
York on and east of the Hudson River,
Lake George, and Lake Champlain,
points in Bucks, Chester, Delaware,
Lancaster, Montgomery, and Philadel-
phia Counties, Pa., Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, and (b) from points in Ilinois on
and north of a line beginning at the
Missouri-Illinols State line and extend-
ing -along Illinois Highway 3, thence
along Illinols Highway 3 to junction
Tlinois Highway 149, thence along Illi-
nois Highway 149 to junction Illinois
Highway 13 to points in Virginia on and
east of Interstate Highway 95. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E10), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s
representative: W, Wilson Corroum
(same as above), Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, in dump vehicles,
from points in Indiana to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jerscy
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Countfes), New
York on and east of the Hudson River,
Lake George, and Lake Champlain, points
in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Coun-
ties, Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont. and
Virginia on and east of Interstate High-
way 95. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No, MC 123502 (Sub-No. E11), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Towa to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maine, Maryland on and east of Inter-
state Highway 81, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey (except points
n Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester, Cape
May, Atlantic, Camden, and Burlington
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Counties), New York on and east of the
Hudson River, Lake George, and Lake
Champlain, points in Bucks, Chester,
Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery, and
Philadelphia Counties, Pa., Rhode Isiand,
Vermont, and Virginia on and east of
Interstate Highway 95. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of
Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E12), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O, Box 1760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above), Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Kansas to points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantie, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia on
and east of Interstate Highway 95. The
purpose of this fillng is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md. -

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E13), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Kentucky to points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Countiés) , New York, on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lanecaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Countles, Pg., Rhode
Island and Vermont. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Bal-
timore, Md,

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. El4), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant's rep-
resentative: W, Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
A common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal ai-
loys, In dump vehicles, from points in
Louisiansa to points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberiand, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantie, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York, on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks.
JChestcr. Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom-

ery, and Philedelphia Gounties, Pa..
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Rhode Island, and Vermont. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gatewny of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E16), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a& common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Minnesota to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu-
sets, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points in Cumberland, Salem, Glou-
cester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and
Burlington Counties), New York on and
east of the Hudson River, Lake George,
and Lake Champlain,, points in Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia on
and east of Interstate Highway 95. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E17), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Mississippl to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu-
sets, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points In Cumberland, Salem, Glou-
cester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and
Burlington Counties), New York on and
east of the Hudson River, Lake George,
and Lake Champlain, points in Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgom-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa..
Rhode Island and Vermont, The purpose
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E18), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehlcle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, in dump vebicles, from points in
Missour! to points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Fhiladelphia Counties, Pa., Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of Interstate Highway 95. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E19), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
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TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought tooperate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Metal al-
loys, In dump vehicles, from points in
Montana to points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Loke George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.. Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of U.S. Highway 220. The purpose
of this filing 1s to eliminate the gateway
of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E20), filed
May 12, 1074. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O, Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Met-
al alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in Nebraska to polnts In Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Countles), New
York on and east of the Hudson River,
Lake George, and Lake Champlain,

points in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lan-

caster, Montgomery, and Philadelphia
Counties, Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont,
and Virginia on and east of Interstate
Highway 05. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Baltimore,
Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E21), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative; W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Met-
al alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in Nevada to points In Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland, on and east of
Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Glouces-
ter, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and
Burlington Counties), New York on and
east of the Hudson River, Lake George,
and Lake Champlain, points in Bucks,
Chester, Delaware. Lancaster, Montgom-
ery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa.,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia on
and east of U.S, Highway 220, The pur-
pose of this filing i5 to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E22), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21081, Applicant’s rep-

resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
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as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Met-
al alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in New Mexico to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester,
Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and Bur-
lington Counties), New York on and east
of the Hudson River, Lake George, and
Lake Champlain, points in Bucks, Ches~
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa,, Rhode
Island, Vermont, and Virginia on and
east of Interstate Highway 05. The pur-
pose of this filing 15 to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E23), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnle, Md. 210581. Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
a5 a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Met-
al alloys, in dump vehicles, from points
in North Dakota to points in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Counties), New
York on and east of the Hudson River,
Lake George, and Lake Champlain,
points in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lan-
caster, Montgomery, and Philadelphia
Counties, Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont,
and Virginia on and east of U.S. Highway
220. The purpose of this filing Is to elimi-
nate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E24), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Oklahoma to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
{except points in Cumberiand, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties), New York on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain, points In
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Counties,
Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia
on and east of Interstate Highway 85.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E25), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over {rregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Oregon to points in Connecti-

cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and

east of Interstate Highway 81, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cumden,
and Burlington Counties), New York on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain, points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelohia Counties,
Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont, and Vir-
ginla. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E26), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in South Dakota to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sa~husetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties), New York on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champvlain, points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelvhia Coun-
ties, Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont, and
Virginia on and east of U.S. Highway
220, The purpose of this filing is to elim-
inate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E27), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
85 a4 common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over {rregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Tennessee to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points In Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden,
and Burlington Counties), New York on
and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George and Lake Chamnlain, points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Countles,
Pa., Rhode Jsland and Vermont. The
purpose of this filing is to ellminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E28), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md, 21061, Applicant’s
representative: W. Wilson Corroum
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a com carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, In dump vehicles, from
points in Texas to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey (ex-
cept points in Cumberland, Salem, Glou-
cester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and
Burlington Counties), New York on and
east of the Hudson River, Lake George,

and Lake Champlain, points in Bucks,
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Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Mont-
gomery, and Philadelphia Counties, Pa_,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia on
and east of Interstate Highway 95. The
purpose of this fillng is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E29), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s
representative: W. Wilson Corroum
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a comman carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Utah to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and east
of Interstate Highway 81, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except
points in Cumberland, Salem, Glou-
cester, Cape May, Atlantic, Camden, and
Burlington Counties), New York on and
east of the Hudson River, Lake George,
and Lake Champlain, points in Bucks,
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, Mont-
gomery, and Philadelphia Countles, Pa.,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and Virginia on
and east of U.S. Highway 220, The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md,

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E30), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burpie, Md. 21061.. Applicant’s
representative: W. Wilson Corroum
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points In Washington to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jer-
sey (except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Counties) , New York
on and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain, points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Counties,
Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont, and Vir-
ginia, The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E31), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnle, Md. 21081, Applicant's
representative: W. Wilson Corroum
(same as above) . Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Wisconsin to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, on
and east of Interstate Highway 81, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Counties) , New York
on and east of the Hudson River, Lake
George, and Lake Champlain, points in
Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lancaster,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia Counties,
Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont, and Vir-
ginia on and east of Interstate Highway
95. The purpose of this filing is to elimi-

nate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.
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No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E32), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Wyoming to points in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland on and
east of Interstate Highway 81, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey
(except points in Cumberland, Salem,
Gloucester, Cape May, Atlantic, Cam-
den, and Burlington Counties), New
York on and east of the Hudson River,
Lake George, and Lake Champlain,
points in Bucks, Chester, Delaware, Lan-
caster, Montgomery, and Philadelphia
Counties, Pa., Rhode Island, Vermont,
and Virginla on and east of U.S. High-
way 220. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E34), filed
May 12, 1974. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061, Applicant's rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above), Authority sought to operate
a5 a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over firregular routes, transporting ;
Metal alloys, in dump vehicles, from
points in Ohio to points in Bucks, Ches-
ter, Delaware, Lancaster, Montgomery,
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E36), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Metal alloys, In dump vehicle, from
points in South Carolina to points in
Malne, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island, and Vermont. The pur-
pose of this filing s to eliminate the

gateway of Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E37), filed
May 12, 1074. Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W, Wilson Corroum (same
as above). Authority sought to operate
a5 a common carrier, by motor vehlcle,
over irregular routes, ransporting: Metal
alloys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Delaware to points in Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Ohlo, Virginia (except
points south of U.S. Highway 360 and
east of U.S. Highway 301), and West
Virginia. The purpose of this filing is
to eliminate the gateway of Baltimore,
Md.

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. E38), filed
May 12, 1974, Applicant: FREE STATE
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 760,
Glen Burnie, Md, 21061, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. Wilson Corroum (same
as above) . Authority sought to operate
s a common carrier, by motor vehicle,

over irregular routes, transporting: Metal
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alloys, in dump vehicles, from points in
Connecticut to points in Illinofs, Indiana,
Michigan, Ohlo (except points in Ashta-
bula County), Virginia and West Vir-
ginia. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateway of Baltimore, Md,

By the Commission,

[sEaL) Roserr L, Oswaun,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-10554 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am )

| Notice No. 82}

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JuLy 23, 1975,

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority un-
der Section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
provisions of 49 CF.R. §1131.3. These
rules provide that an original and six (6)
copies of protests to an application may
be filed with the fleld official named in
the FEpERAL REGISTER publication no later
than the 15th calendar day after the
date the notice of the filing of the appli-
cation is published in the Feperar Recis-
TER, One copy of the protest must be
served on the applicant, or its authorized
representative, if any, and the protestant
must certify that such service has been
made, The protest must identify the
operating authority upon which it is
predicated, specifying the “MC" docket
and “Sub" number and quoting the par-
ticular portion of authority upon which
it relies, Also, the protestant shall specify
the service it can and will provide and
the amount and type of equipment it
will make available for use in connection
with the service contemplated by the TA
application. The weight accorded a pro-
test shall be governed by the complete-
ness and pertinence of the protestant’s
information,

Except as otherwise specifically noted,
each applicant states that there will be
no significant effect on the quality of the
human environment resulting from ap-
proval of its application.

A copy of the application Is on file, and
can be examined at the Office of the Sec-
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the
I1C.C. Field Office to which protests are
to be transmitted.

Moror CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 720 (Sub-No. 13TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: BIRD TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 227,
Waupun, Wis. 53063. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Allan B. Torhorst, 217 E.
Jefferson St., Burlington, Wis, 53105. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Articles dealt in by
wholesale and retail food business houses
and chain grocery stores (except com-
modities in bulk), from Hodgkins, 111,
(not Including points in the Hodgkins,
11, commercial zone), to points in Wis-
consin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Couzens Warehouse and Distributors,
Inc., 6600 S. River Road, LaGrange, Il

60525. Send protests to: John E. Ryden,
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Intergtate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 135 West Wells St.,
Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203.

No. MC 11722 (Sub-No. 44TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: BRADER
HAULING SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 655,
Zillah, Wash. 98953. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Charles C. Flower, 303 East D
Street, Yakima, Wash, 98901. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sugar and sugar solutions
of sugar and water and blends of corn
syrup from Toppenish and Moses Lake,
Washington to the ports of entry located
on the U.S.-Canadian Internationdl
Boundary located at or near Blaine and
Oroville, Wash., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper(s) : Utah-Idaho Sugar Company,
P.O. Box 752, Toppenish, Wash, 98048,
Send protests to: District Supervisor
W. J. Huetig, Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 114
g}fgneer Courthouse, Portland, Oreg.

04.

No. MC 20916 (Sub-No. 15TA), filed
July 15, 1975. Applicant: JOEN T. SISK,
Rt. 2, Box 182-B, Culpeper, Va. 22701.
Applicant’s representative Frank B.
Hand, Jr.. P.O. Box 187, Berryville, Va.
22611. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Concrete
utility vaults and bozes, from the facili-
ties of Smith Cattleguard, Inc., at Mid-
land, Va., to Lawrenceburg, Ind., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Smith Cattle-
guard Co., Midland, Va. 22728. Send pro-
tests to: W. C. Hersman, District Super-
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 12th & Constitu-
tion Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20423.

No. MC 41849 (Sub-No. 32TA), filed
July 15, 1975. Applicant: KEIGHTLEY
BROS., INC., 1601 South 36th St,, St
Louis, Mo. 63110, Applicant’s representa-
tive: J. Robert Keightley (same address
as applicant) . Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Sand, in bulk, in dump vehicles, from the
plantsite of Ottawa Silica Company, at
or near Ottawa, I, to points in St
Louis County, Mo., for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Kirchner Industries, Inc.,
12901 St. Charles Rock Road, Bridgeton,
Mo. 63044. Send protests to: J. P. Werth-
mann, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op-
erations, Room 1465, 210 N. 12th St., St.
Louis, Mo. 63101,

No. MC 52022 (Sub-No. 8TA), filed
July 14, 1075. Applicant: SANTINI
BROS., INC., d.b.a. SEVEN BROTHERS,
and THE SEVEN ROTHERS,
N.Y. 10452,
Martin L.
Santinl, New York, N.Y. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Used Household Goods be-
tween points in Panola, Rusk, Cherokee,
Anderson, Freestone, Linestone, Falls,
Bell, Williamson, Travis, Hays, Comal,
Bexar, Wilson, Karnes, Bee, San Patriclo,
Nueces, Refugio, Goliard, Calhoun, Vic-
toria, DeWitt, Gonzales, Caldwell, Bas-

B
1405 Jerome Avenue, Bronx,
Applicant’s representative:
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trop, Lee, Milam, Fayette, Lavaca, Jack-
son, Wharton, Matagorda, Colorado,
Austin, Washington, Burleson, Waller,
Grimes, Brazos, Robertson, Leon, Hous~
ton, Nacogdoches, Shelby, San Augus-
tine, Sabine, Newton, Jasper, Tyler, An-
gelina, Trinity, Walker, Montgomery,
San Jacinto, Polk, Hardin, Liberty, Jer-
son, Aransas, Chembers, Galverton,
Harris, Orange, Brazonia, and Fort Reno
Counties, Tex., restricted to the trans-
portation of traflic having & prior or
subsequent movement, in containers, and
further restricted to the performance of
pickup and delivery service in connection
with packing, crating, and container-
jzation or unpacking, uncrating and de-
containerization of such traffic, for 180
days. Supporting shipper(s) : Home-Pack
Transport, Inc., Maspeth, N.Y. 11378,
Express Forwarding & Stge Co., Inc,
New York, N.Y. 100068, Mobil Oil Corpo-
ration, New York, N.Y. 10017, The Ben-
dix Corp., IMO Division, New York, N.Y.
10019, IRI Research Institute, Inc., New
York, N.Y. 10020, Y. Higa Enterprises,
Ltd., Honolulu, HI 96810, Oasis Oil Co. of
Libya, Inc., New York, N.¥Y. 10020, Philip
Morris, Inc., New York, N.Y. 10017, Am-~-
erada Hess Corp., Woodbridge, N.J. 07085.
Send protests to: Marvin Kampel, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 26
ng:ral Plaza - Rm. 1807, New York, N.Y,
10007.

No. MC 59570 (Sub-No. 39TA), filed
July 15, 1975. Applicant: HECHT
BROTHERS, INC., 2075 Lakewood Road,
Toms River, N.J. 08753. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Jean R. Hecht, 2075 Lake-
wood Road, Toms River, N.J. 08753. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over {rregular
routes, transporting: Salt and salt prod-
wets, in bulk, packages, and bags, from
White Marsh, Md., to Brooklyn, N.Y,,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Wat-
kins Salt Company, 518 E. 4th Street,
Watkins Glen, N.Y. Send protests to:
Dieter H. Harper, Transportation Spe-
cialist, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 428 East State Street, Rm. 204,
Trenton, N.J. 08608,

No. MC 106278 (Sub-No. 39TA), filed
July 9, 1975. Applicant: E, B. LAW AND
SON, INC., P.O. Box 1360, Las Cruces,
N. Mex. 88001. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Donald T. Law (same address as
applicant), Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Sul-
phuric acid, from El Paso, Tex,, to Ura-
van, Colo., for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: American Smelting and Refining
Company, 405 Montgomery St, San
Francisco, Calif, 94104, Send protests to:
John H, Kirkemo, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 1106 Federal Office
Bldg., 517 Gold Ave., 8.W., Albuguerque,
N,/ Mex. 87101,

No. MC 112018 (Sub-No. 10TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: BENMAR
TRANSPORT & LEASING CORP,, 405

Third Ave., Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215, Appli-
cant’s representative: Benjamin Kabi-
noff, Brooklyn, N.¥Y. Authority sought to

operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in by
ready-to-wear retain apparel stores and
supplies used in the conduct of such
business, between New York, N.Y,, and
Seacucus, N.J., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Dallas, Tex., under con-
tinuing contract with Jubilee Shops, Inc.,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Jubilee
Shops, Inc., 80 Enterprise Ave., Secaucus,
N.J. 07094, Send protests to: Marvin
Kampel, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 26 Federal Plaza, New York,
N.Y. 10007.

No. MC 112539 (Sub-No, 13TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: PERCHAK
TRUCKING, INC,, P.O. Box 811, Hazle-
ton, Pa. 18201. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Kenneth R. Davis, 121 S. Main St.,,
Taylor, Pa, 18517. Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Steel transmission poles, arms, an-
chor bolts, and hardware for poles, from
Hazleton, Pa., to points In Maryland, New
York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Ohlo,
Virginia, Delaware, and Georgia, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Meyers Indus-
tries, Hazleton, Pa. 18201. Send protests
to: Paul J. Kenworthy, District Super-
visor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 314 U.S. PO,
Bldg., Scranton, Pa, 18503.

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No. 186TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: INDIANA RE-
FRIGERATOR LINES, INC., 2404 North
Broadway, Muncie, Ind. 47303. Appli-
cant's representative: Daniel C. Sulli-
van, 327 South LaSalle Street, Chicago,
1. 60604. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Meet,
meat products, meat by-products and ar-
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses
as described in Sections A and C of Ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
and 766 (except hides and commodities
in bulk), from the plantsite and storage
facilities of or utilized by Farmland
Foods, Inc., located at or near Crete,
Nebr., to points in Alabama, Connecticut,
Delaware, District of Columbia, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Mississippi,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohlo, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Vermont, Virginia, and West Vir-
ginia. Restricted to the transportation of
traflic originating at the above origin and
destined to the above-named destina-
tions, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per(s) : Farmland Foods, Inc., 3315 North
Oak Traficway, Kansas City, Mo. 64116,
Send protests to: J. H. Gray, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis~
sion, Bureau of Operations, 345 West
Wayne Street, Rm. 204, Fort Wayne, Ind.

No. MC 113666 (Sub-No. 94TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: FREEPORT
TRANSPORT, INC., 1200 Butler Road,
Freeport, Pa. 16229. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Willlam H. Shawn, 1730 M St.
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NW., Washington, D.C. 20036, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Laminated modular panels,
from Frankfort, Ind., and Tarboro, N.C.,
to points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo-
ming, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Formica Corporation, 10155 Reading
Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45241. Send pro-
tests to: John J. England, District Su-~
pervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 2111 Fed-
eral Bldg,, 1000 Liberty Ave., Pittsburgh,
Pa. 15222,

No, MC 114274 (Sub-No. 32TA), filed
July 11, 1875. Applicant: VITALIS
TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1703, 137
N.E. 48th St. Place, Des Moines, Iowa
50306. Applicant's representative: Wil-
lHam H. Towle, 127 North Dearborn
Street, Chicago, IIl. 60602. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat
by-products and articles distributed by
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec-
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re-
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from the plantsite and storage facili-
ties of or utilized by Parmiland Foods,
Inc., located at or near Crete, Nebr., to
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of
Columbia, restricted to the transporta-
tion of traffic originating at the above
origin and destined to the above named
destinations, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper(s) : Farmland Foods, Inc., Man-
ager-Packinghouse Product Traflic, 3315
N. Oak Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo.
64116, Send protests to: Herbert W.
Allen, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 875 Federal Building, Des Moines,
Towa 50300,

No. MC 116474 (Sub-No. 33TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: LEAVITTS
FREIGHT SERVICE, INC., 3855 Marcola
Road, Springfield, Oreg. 97477. Appli-
cant’s representative: David C. White,
2400 S.W. Fourth Ave. Portland, Oreg.
87201. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrfer, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Treated
poles, for the account of J. H, Baxter &
Company, from Eugene, Oreg., to points
in Idaho, under continuing contract with
J. H. Baxter & Company, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: J. H. Baxter & Com-
pany, 1618 S W. First Ave., Portland,
Oreg. 97201. Send protests to: A. E.
Odoms, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 114 Pioneer Courthouse, Port-
land, Oreg. 97204.

No. MC 118038 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed
July 15, 1075, Applicant: REASLEY
HAULING SERVICE, INC. P.O. Box
1261 Gun Club Road, Yakima, Wash.
98907. Applicant's representative: Doug-

FEDERAL

NOTICES

las A. Wilson, 303 East “D" St,, Yakima,
Wash. 98901. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Cellwlose insulation, in bags,
sheets or rolls, from Portland, Oreg.,
to Spokane, Yakima, Pasco, and Bell-
ingham, State of Washington and
Lewiston, Caldwell, and Boise, State
of Idaho, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: John O. Reese Insulation, Inc., 2018
West Nob Hill Blvd.,, Yakima, Wash,
98902. Send protests to: W. J. Huetig,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
114 Pioneer Courthouse, Portland, Oreg.
97204,

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 91TA) filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: M. BRUENGER
& CO., INC., 6250 North Broadway, Wich-
ita, Kans. 67219. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Jack H. Blanshan, 29 South
LaSalle Street, Chicago, Il. 60603, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products, and articles
distributed by meat packinghouses, as
described in Sections A and C of
Appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (Except
hides and commodities in bulk), from
the plantsite and storage facilities of
or utilized by Farmland Foods, Inc,, lo-
cated at or near Crete, Nebr., to points
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho,
Kansas, Louisiana, Montana, Nevada,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, re-
stricted to the transportation of traffic
originating at the above specified origin
and destined to the named destinations,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s):
Farmland Industries, Inc., 3315 North
Oak Trafficway, Kansas City, Mo, 64116.
Send protests to: M. E, Taylor, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 501 Petroleum Building, Wich-
ita, Kans. 67202,

No. MC 119082 (Sub-No, 8 TA) filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: FOX & GINN
MOVING & STORAGE CO., 167 Rumery
Street, South Portland, Maine 04106. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Herbert E. Ginn
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household goods as defined
by the Commission, between South Port-
land, Bangor and Mars Hill, Maine, on
the one hand, and, points in Maine on
the other, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
pers: Department of Defense, Regulatory
Law Office, Office of the Judge Advocate
General, Department of the Army, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20310. Department of the
Army, Chief, Regulatory Law Office,
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 20310. S8end
protests to: Donald G. Weller, District
Supervisor, Room 307, 76 Pear] St., Port-
land, Maine 04111,

No. MC 119205 (Sub-No. 7 TA) (Cor-
rection) filled May 9, 1975, published in
the FeperaL REGISTER issue of May 28,
1975, and republished as corrected this

issue. Applicant: RAY E. CAGLE, doing
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business as CAGLE BROS., 845 8. 50th
Avenue, Phoenix, Ariz, 85031, Applicant’s
representative: W. Francis Wilson, Suite
2, Lubrs Bidg. Phoenix, Ariz. 85003.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Lumber prod-
ucts from points in Washington, Oregon
and California to points in Arizona; (2)
Lumber products, from points in Arizona
to polnts in California, Oregon and
Washington; (3) Lumber and lumber
products, from points in Arizona, to
points in New Mexico; (4) Lumber and
lumber products, from points in New
Mexico to points In Arizona; (5) Chem-
ical fire retardants, from points n
Arizona to points in New Mexico: (8)
Chemical fire retardants, from points in
New Mexico to points in Arizona, appli-
cant intends to tack its existing author-
ity with MC-119295, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shippers: Chemonics Industries,
P.O. Box 21568, Phoenix, Ariz. 85036,
Spellman Hardwoods, Inc., 2865 Grand
Ave., Phoenix, Ariz. 85107, Sequoia Sup-
ply Inc,, 1838 N, 23rd Ave., Phoenix, Ariz.
85009, Send protests to: Andrew V. Bay-
lor, District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 3427, Federal
Blg., Phoenix, Ariz. 85025. The purpose
of this republication is to state the tack-
ing authority.

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 260TA) filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: CARAVAN
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O.
Box 6188, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's
representative: James K. Newbold, Jr,
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Insulators, Electric wire or
wiring, pottery or pottery and iron com-
bined, and parts, from LeRoy, N.Y., to
points in Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Louisi-
ana, Minnesota, Missour!, Montana,
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, and
Wyoming, for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Interpace Corporation,
Lapp Insulator Division, Gilbert Street,
Le Roy, New York 14482, Send protests
to: Opal M. Jones, Transportation As-
sistant, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 1100 Commerce Street, Room 13C12,
Dallas, Tex, 75202,

No. MC 121626 (Sub-No, 1 TA), filed
July 8, 1875. Applicant: BAYVIEW
TRUCKING, INC., 7901 Ramona Avenue,
Sacramento, Calif. 95826. Applicant’s
representative: Leigh B. Morris, 100
Buch St., 215t Floor, San Francisco, Calif,
94104, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (A) (1)
Foodstufls; (2) ingredients of foodstufls:
(3) materials, equipment and supplies
used in the production and distribution
of foodstuffs; and (4) commodities, the
transportation of which is otherwise ex-
empt from economic regulation under
§ 203(b) (6) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, when moving in the same vehicle
at the same time with commodities in (1)

through (3) above; between the plant-
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sites and storage facilities of Campbell
Soup Company, at or near Modesto, Sac-
ramento and Stockton, Calif., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ore-
gon, Washington, Idaho and Utah; re-
stricted to trafic moving in vehicles
equipped with mechanical refrigeration,
and further restricted to traffic origi-
nating at or destined to the plantsites
and storage facilities of Campbell Soup
Company, at or near Modesto, Stockton
and Sacramento, Calif.; and (B)(1)
frozen foodstuff and beverages.

(2) commodities requiring refrigera-
tion and/or temperature or atmospheric
control all or any part of the year: (3)
jood and joodstuffs mot otherwise re-
quiring refrigeration and/or tempera-
ture or atmospheric control when ten-
dered with a shipment of these commodi-
tles described in (1) and (2) above; L
Over and along the following routes, In-
cluding to and between the named points,
serving all intermediate points and all
off-route points within 20 miles laterally
thereof; (1) All streets and highways
between points within the San Francisco
Territory as described in Note A; (2)
Interstate Highway 80 between Oakland
and Roseville; (3) State Highway 70 be-
tween Marysville and its junction with
State Highway 65 from said junction to
its junction with Interstate 80; (4) Stats
Highway 20 between Marysville and Yuba
City; (5) State Highway 89, thence State
Highway 113 between Yuba City and
Woodland; (8) Interstate Highway 5,
thence State Highway 99 between Wood-
land and the junction of State Highway
99 with Interstate Highway 80; (7) In-
terstate Highway 580, 205 and 5 used
consecutively between Oakland and
Stockton;( 8) State Highway 120 between
{ts junction with Interstate Highway 5
and Manteca; (9) State Highway 33 be-
tween Tracy and its junction with State
Highway 152 near Los Banos; (10) State
Highway 132 between Vernalis and Mo-
desto; (11) State Highway 152 between
Watsonville and Gilroy; (12) State High-
way 129 between Watsonville and its
junction with U.S. Highway 101; (13)
State Highway 99 between Sacramento
and its junction with Interstate Highway
5, near Wheeler Ridge, thence Interstate
Highway 5 between Wheeler Ridge and
San Diego; (14) State Highway 17 be-
tween Oakland and San Jose.

(15) State Highway 82 between San
Francisco and San Jose; (16) U.S. High-
way 101 between San Francisco and the
Los Angeles Territory as described In
Note B; (17) All streets and highways
and points and places within the Los
Angeles Territory; (18) Any direct
rotite or routes between the Los Angeles
Territory, on the one-hand, and, Brea,
La Habra, Pomona and Santa Ana, on
the other; (19) State Highway 152 be-
tween Los Banos and its junction with
State Highway 99, and (20) Interstate
Highway 10 between the Los Angeles
Territory and Redlands. Restriction: No
transportation is authorized of liquid
dalry products or whole Iresh eggs. NoTE
A: San Francisco Territory: San Fran-
clsco Territory includes all the City of
San Jose and that area embraces by the
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following boundary, beginning at the
point the San Francisco-San Mateo
County Line meets the Pacific Ogean;
thence easterly along sald County Line
to & point one mile west of State High-
way 82; southerly along an Imaginary
line one mile west of and paralleling
State Highway 82 to its intersection
with Southern Pacific Company right-
of-way at Arastradero Road; southeast-
erly along the Southern® Pacific Com-
pany right-of-way to Pollard Road,
including industries served by the
Southern Pacific Company spur line ex-
tending approximately two miles south-
west from Simla to Permanente; easter-
ly slong Pollard Road to W, Parr
Avenue; easterly along W, Parr Avenue
to Capri Drive; southerly along Capri
Drive to Division Street, easterly
along Division Street to the Southern
Pacific Company right-of-way; souther-
ly along the Southern Pacific right-of-
way to the Campbell-Los Gatos City
Limits: easterly along said limits and
the prolongation thereof to South Bas-
com Avenue (formerly San Jose-Los
Gatos Road) ; northeasterly along South

northwesterly along State Highway 82
to Tully Road; northeasterly along Tul-
Road and the prolongation thereof
White Road; northwesterly along
White Road to McKee Road; southwest-
along McKee Road to Capitol
northwesterly along Capitol

State Highway 238 (Mission Blvd.) via
Mission San Jose and Niles to Hayward;
northerly along Foothill Blvd., and Mac-
Arthur Blvd., to Seminary Avenue; east-
erly along Seminary Avenue to Moun-
tain Blvd., northerly along Mountain
Blvd., to Warren Blvd. (State Highway
13) ; northerly along Warren Blvd., to
Broadway Terrace; westerly along
Broadway Terrace to College Avenue;
northerly along College Avenue to
Dwight Way; easterly along Dwight Way
to the Berkely-Oakland Boundary Line;
northerly along said boundary line to
the Campus Boundary of the University
of California; westerly, northerly and
easterly along the Campus boundary to
Euclid Avenue; northerly along Euclid
Avenue to Marin Avenue; westerly along
Marin Avenue to Arlington Avenue;
northerly along Arlington Avenue to
San Pablo Avenue (State Highway 123) ;
northerly along San Pablo Avenue to and
including the City of Richmond to Point
Richmond; southerly along an imaginary
line from Point Richmond to the San
Francisco Waterfront at the foot of
Market Street; westerly along sald
waterfront and shoreline to the Pacific
Ocean: southerly along the shoreline of
the Pacific Ocean to point of beginning.

Nore B: Los Angeles Territory: The
Los Angeles Territory includes that area
embraced by the following boundary: Be-

ginning at the intersection of Sunset

Boulevard and State Highway 1; thence
northeasterly on Sunset Boulevard to In-
terstate Highway 405; thence northerly
along Interstate Highway 405 to State
Highway 118 at San Fernando {(Includ-
ing the City of San Fernando) ; thence
southeasterly along State Highway 118
to and Including the City of Pasadena;
thence easterly along Foothill Boulevard
from the intersection of Foothill Boule-
vard and Michillinda Avenue to Valen-
cia Way: northerly on Valencia Way
to Hillcrest Boulevard; easterly and
northerly along Hillerest Boulevard to
Grand Avenue; easterly and southerly
along Grand Avenue to Greystone Ave-
nue; easterly on Greystone Avenue and
the prolongation thereof to the west side
of Sawpit, Wash; southerly on Sawpit
Wash to the intersection of Mountain
Avenue and Royal Oaks Drive; easterly
along Royal Oaks Drive to Buena Vista
Street, south on Buena Vista Street and
due south on a prolongation thereof to
the west bank of the San Gabriel River;
southerly slong the west bank of the
San Gabriel River to Beverly Boulevard;
southeasterly on Beverly Boulevard to
Painter Avenue in the City of Whittier;
southerly on Painter Avenue to Tele-
graph Road ; westerly on Telegraph Road
to the west bank of the San Gabriel
River; southerly along the west bank of
the San Gabriel River to Imperial High-
way (State Highway 90); westerly on
Imperial Highway to Lakewood Boule-
vard (State Highway 19); southerly
along Lakewood Boulevard to its inter-
section with State Highway 1 at Ximeno
Street; southerly along Ximeno Street
and its prolongation to the Pacific
Ocean; westerly and northerly along the
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean to a point
directly south of the Intersection of Sun-
set Boulevard and State Highway 1.
thence northerly along an imaginary line
to point of beginning. Applicant intends
to Interline with other authorized car-
riers at Stockton, Los Angeles, and San
Francisco Bay Area points it is au-
thorized to serve under part B hereln,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Camp-
bell Soup Company, Modesto, Callf,
95353, Send protests to: A. J, Rodriguez,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 450
Golden Gate Ave., Box 36004, San Fran-
cisco, Calif. 94102,

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 254TA), filed
1975. Applicant: SAWYER
INC. South Haven
Square, U.S. Hwy 6, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative: Ste~
phen H, Loeb (same address as appli-
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Flat glass.
from Jeanette, Pa., to points in Ar-
kansas, Towa, Kansas, Loulsiana, Missis-
sippl, Missouri, Nebraska, Oklahoma,
and Texas, for 130 days. Supporting
shipper: ASG Industries, P.O. Box 929,
Kingsport, Tenn. 37662, Send protests to:
J. H. Gray, District Supervisor, 345 West
Wayne St, Rm. 204, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Fort Wayne, Ind. 46802,
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No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 255TA), filed
July 14, 19875, Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. South Haven
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant’s representative:
Stephen H, Loeb (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
hrregular routes, transporting: Alumi-
num and zine die castings, plastic in-
jection moldings, and door and window
harware, from St. Paul, Minn,, and Rice
Lake and Turtle Lake, Wis., to Shreve-
port and Lafayette, La., Magnolia, Mc-
Comb, and Osyka, Miss., and Magnolia,
Ark., for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per(s): Hartzell Corporation, 2516
Wabash Avenue, St. Paul, Minn, 55114,
Send protests to: J. H. Gray, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 345 West
ma Street, Rm. 204, Fort Wayne, Ind.

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 656TA) filed
July 15, 1975. Applicant: SCHWERMAN
TRUCKING CO., P.O. Box 1601, 611
South 28 Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 53215,
Applicant’s representative: Richard H.
Prevette (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Soy sauce, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Walworth, Wis.,
to Hamlin, N.Y., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Kikkoman Foods, In¢,, P.O. Box
69, Walworth, Wisconsin, 53184. Send
protests to: John E. Ryden, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 135 West Wells Street, Rm. 807,
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203,

No. MC 134922 (Sub-No, 137TA), filed
July 15, 1975. Applicant: B, J. McCADAMS,
INC., Route 6, Box 15, North Little Rock,
Ark. 72118. Applitant's representative:
Don Garrison (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor wvehicle, over

routes, transporting: Plastic
film, restricted to traffic originating at
the plantsite and warehouse facilities of
Dow Chemical, USA, Fresno, Calif,, re-
stricted against the transportation of
commodities in bulk, and those which
because of size or welght require use of
special equipment, from the plantsite and
warehouse facllities of Dow Chemical,
USA, at or near Fresno, Calif., to Hous-
ton, Tex., and Houston, Miss,, restricted
to traflic originating at the plantsite and
warchouse facilities of Dow Chemical,
USA, at or near Fresno, Calif,, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Dow Chemi-
cal, USA, 4787 E. Date Ave., Fresno, Calif.
93726. Send protests to: William H. Land,
Jr,, District Supervisor, 3108 Federal Of-
fice Bldg., 700 West Capitol, Little Rock,
Ark. 72201,

No. MC 138117 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed
July 9, 1975. Applicant: STANLEY
AMBSBDEN, doing business as STANLEY
AMSDEN TRUCKING, General Delivery,
Centerville, Mo. 63633. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Stanley Amsden (same ad-
dess as applicant). Authority sought to
operate a8 a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over hregular routes, transport-
ing: Wood chiys, in bulk, from points in

FEDERAL
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Dent and Reynolds Countles, Mo, to the
plantsite of West Virginia Pulp and Pa-
per Company, at or near Wickliffe, Ky.,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: West
Virginia Pulp & Paper Co., Wickliffe, Ky.
42087. Send protests to: J, P. Werth-
mann, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Com-
mission, Room 1465, 210 N. 12th St., St.
Louis, Mo. 63101.

No. MC 139584 (Sub-No. 6TA), filed
July 14, 1975. Applicant: JOHN BUSCH,
Box 211, Conyngham, Pa. 18219, Appli-
cant’s representative: Kenneth R. Davis,
121 8. Main St., Taylor, Pa. 18517, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Steel transmission
poles, arms, anchor bolts, and hardware
Jor poles, from Hazleton, Pa., to points in
Maryland, New York, Connecticut, Mas-
sachusetts, Ohio, Virginia, Delaware, and
Georgla, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Meyers Industries, Hagleton, Pa.
18201. Send protests to: Paul J. Ken-
worthy, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 314 U8, Post Office Bldg., Seran-
ton, Pa. 18503.

No. MC 141138 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed
July 14, 1975, Applicant: STEVE
SCHRANTZ TRUCKING, INC. 350
Honeysuckle Lane, Belleville, Il. 62221,
Applicant's  representative: Ernest A.
Brooks, II, Attorney, 1301 Ambassador
Bldg., St. Louls, Mo. 63101, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Prepared animal and
poultry feed, in auger type bag-bulk
motor vehicles, from the plantsite of
Allied Mills, Inc., at East St. Louis, IIl.,
to points and places in Missouri on and
east of U.S. Highway. 63, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Thornton W. Op-
perman, Branch Traffic Manager, Allied
Mills, Inc., Kings Highway & St. Clair
Rd., East St. Louis, IlI. 62202, Send pro-
tests to: Harold C. Jolliff, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
P.O. Box 2418, Springfield, Ill. 62705.

By the Commission.

[sear] RosErY L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-10555 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JuLy 23, 1975.

Synopses of orders entered by the
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission
pursuant to Sections 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, and rules and regula-
tions prescribed thereunder (49 CFR
Part 1132) ; appear below:

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect on
the quality of the human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-
tion. As provided in the Commission’s
Special Rules of Practice any interested

person may file a petition seeking recon-
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sideration of the following nunbered
proceedings on or about August 18, 1975.
Pursuant to Section 17(8) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act, the filing of such
& petition will postpone the effective date
of the order in that proceeding pending
its disposition. The matters relied upon
by petitioners must be specified in thelr
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-75871. By order enfered .
July 22, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to TAB Transpor-
tation, Inc., a Delaware Corporation,
Springfield, 1L, of the operating rights
set forth In Certificate of Registration
No. MC-43123 (Sub-No. 3), issued Febru-
ary 24, 1865, to Rediehs Transportation
Company, Inc., Hinsdale, IIL, evidencing
a right to engage in transportation, in
interstate or foreign commerce, of cer-
tain specified commodities, and commod-
ities general within the state of Illinois.
Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Bldg.,
Spﬂggﬂeld, 111, 62701, attorney for appli-
cants, y

No. MC-FC-75960. By order of July 22,
1975, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Stuart L. and Florence
Johnson, & Partnership, doing business
as Sterling Transport Company, Ster-
ling, Massachusetts, of Certificates No.
MC-93620 and No. MC-93620 (Sub-No.
11), issued October 29, 1974, and Au-
gust 28, 1958, respectively, to Sterling
Transport Co., Inc, a Corporation,
Franklin, Massachusetts, authorizing
the transportation of various specified
commodities from to and between points
in the States of Rhode Island, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, Maine, Con-
necticut, Vermont, and Herkimer, New
York. Kenneth B, Williams, 84 State St..
Boston, Massachusetts, 02109, Attorney
for Transferee, Francis E, Barrett, Jr.,
10 Industrial Park Road. Hingham,
Massachusetts 02043, Attorney for
Transferor.

No. MC-FC-75979. By order entered
July 22, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Nation Wide
Enterprises, Inc,, doing business as Cal-
Pacific Company, Ban Francisco, Calif.,
of the operating rights set forth in Cer-
tificate of Registration No. MC-96729
(Sub-No, 1), {ssued November 14, 1963,
to Victor J. Johnson, doing business as
Johnson Transfer Co.,, San Francisco,
Calif,, evidencing a right to engage in
transportation, in interstate or foreign
commerce, of general commodities, with
exceptions, between specified areas in
California, Eldon M, Johnson, 650 Cali-
fornia St, Suite 2808, San Francisco,
Calif, 94108, attorney for applicants.

No, MC-FC-75980. By order entered
July 22, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Giannini
Trucking Co,, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., of
the operating rights set forth in Per-
mits Nos. MC 128729 and MC 128729
(Sub-No, 1), issued February 13, 1968,
and September 4, 1970, respectively, to
Dominick Giannini, Philadelphia, Pa.,
authorizing the transportation of fresh
and frozen meats, from specified points
in Jowa and Nebraska, to Philadelphia,
Pa., Imited to a transportation service
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to be performed under a continuing con-
tract or contracts with A. Servetnick &
Sons, of Philadelphia, Pa. Dominick Gl-
annini, 3016 Memphis St., Philadelphia,
Pa. 19134, representative for applicants.

No. MC-FC-75980, By order entered
July 22, 1975, the Motor Carrier Board
approved the transfer to Kirby Danlels,
doing business as S P.D, Delivery Serv-
ice, Newark, N.J., of the operating rights
set forth in Certificate No. MC 133688
(Sub-No. 1), issued April 10, 1970, to
Charles I. Herman, doing business as
S8.P.D. Delivery Service, Irvington, N.J.,
authorizing the transportation of bag-
gage, between points in New Jersey and
Connecticut, and specified counties in
New York and Pennsylvania, restricted
to traffic having an immediately prior or
subsequent movement by air, Willlam
J. Hanlon, 60 Park Place, Newark, N.J.
07102, attorney for applicants,

{sEAL) RoBERT L. OswaALD,

Secretary.,

{FR Doc.75-19540 Piled 7-26-75;8:45 am]

NOTICES

MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES
Exemption

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION
OF RULE 19 OF THE MANDATORY
CAR SERVICE RULES ORDERED IN
EX PARTE NO. 241; Exemption No, 99.

To all U.S. Rallroads:

It appearing, That the U.S, rallroads
own numerous plain gondolas less than
61 ft.; that under present conditions,
there are substantial surpluses of these
cars on the lines of the car owners; that
return of these cars to the car owners
would result in their being stored idle on
these lines; that such cars can be used
by other carriers for transporting traffic
offered for shipments to points remote
from the car owners; and that compli-
ance with Car Service Rules 1 and 2 pre-
vents such use of plain gondolas, re-
sulting in unnecessary loss of utilization
of such cars.

It is ordered, That, pursuant to the
authority vested In me by Car Service
Rule 19, plain gondola cars described in
the Official Railway Equipment Register,
1.C.C. RER. No. 395, issued by W. J.
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as

having mechanical designation “GA",
nGBM. “GD". “GH“. “Gsn' .AG'IVO' and
“GW", which are less than 61 ft. 0 in.
long, and which bear the reporting marks
assigned to United States Rallroads, shall
be exempt from the provisions of Car
Service Rules 1(a), 2(a), and 2(b). (See
Note)

Nore: This exemption doos not supersede
United States customs regulations applicable
to cars owned by Canadian or Mexican rail.

Tbh exemption shall not apply to cars sub-
ject to service ordors issued by the Interstate

Commerce Commission or to Directives lssued
by the Car Service Division of the Assoclation
of American Raliroads, restricting the use of
designatod cars,

Effective July 15, 1975.
Expires August 15, 1075.

Issued at Washington, D.C,, July 15,
1975.
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
R. D. PFAHLER,
Agent,

| FR Doc.75-10552 Filed 7-26-75;8:46 am|]

[sEaL)
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Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Water

CHAPTER 1I—CORPS OF ENGINEERS,
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

PART 252—FRAMEWORK AND RIVER
BASIN STUDY PROGRAMS

Level A and Level B Studies

On 5 February 1975, the Corps of Engi-
neers published a propoesed regulation in
the FEperAL REGISTER to provide general
guidance for Corps participation in
multi-agency studies of Level A scope
(Framework and Assessments) and Level
B scope (Reglonal or River Basin), as de-
fined by the Water Resources Council
Interested persons and organizations
were given until March 24, 1975 in which
to submit comments and suggestions on
the proposed regulation.

Comments were recelved from several
Corps of Engineers offices; the State of
Georgia, Department of Natural Re-
sources: Ohio River Basin Commission;
and the Natural Resources Defense
Council. All comments were given care-
ful consideration, and as a result, the
following changes were made to the pro-
posed regulation:

1. In § 252.18(a), the Iast sentence was
amended to show that Level C studies of
a specific basin, project, or program may
be conducted prior to or concurrent with
Level B studles.

2 In §252.13(c), paragraph (1) was
amended to Indicate midterm problems
and solutions are an associated part of
long range solutions.

3. In §252.13(¢), paragraph (1), the
last sentence was amended to avoid the
implication that participation and lead-
ership by the states was on an “in-
i:rensed" scale, but rather at a “high
evel.”

4, In §252.13(c), parpgraph (2) was
amended by changing the third word
from “plans” to “studles.”

5. In §252.13(c), paragraph (2), the
second sentence was amended to read as
follows: “T'he measures or programs rec-
ommended for implementation at the
conclusion of each Level B study must
recognize. ...”

6. In §252.13(¢c), paragraph (3) was
amended to read as follows: “The re-
quired outputs of a Level B study have
not been clearly defined by WRC but as
a minimum, & Level B study should rec-
ommend implementation of projects and
programs for inclusion in the early ac-
tion plan for the basin. In addition Level
B studies will generally identify: imple-
mentation studies needed within a 15-25
year time frame; other programs;
statement of their relationship to long
term and unresolved issues; and recom-
mendations for new policies or changes
in existing policies.”

Wwith the above changes, and several
editoriol revisions, the proposed regula-
tion is adopted as set forth below.

Eflective date. This regulation is effec-
tive July 28, 1975.
Dated: July 8, 1975,

RusseLL J. Lawme,
Colonel, Corps of Engineers,
Ezxecutive.
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PART 252—FRAMEWORK AND BASIN
STUDY PROGRAMS

Sec.
252.10
252.11
252.12
252.13
252.14

Purpose,

Applicabllity.

References,

Types of studies.

Program legislative and execulive
nuthorities.

Program policy.

Program management,

Reporting requirements,

Review of Level A and Level B study
reports. .

Program funding.
Avurnonrry : Pub, L. §0-80, Water Resources

Planning Act, 22 July 1985 (42 US.C. 1962).

§252.10 Purpose.

This regulation provides general guid-
ance for Corps of Engineers’ participa-
tion in multi-agency studies of Level A
scope (Framework and Assessment) and
Level B scope (Regional or River Basin)
as defined by the Water Resources Coun-
cil (WRC).

§252.11 Applicability.

This regulation is applicable to all OCE
elements and all fleld operating agencies
having Civil Works responsibilities.

§ 252.12 References.

(a) Section 208, Pub. L. 92-500, (86
Statute 843, 33 U.S.C. 1289), Federal
Water Pollution Control Act Amend-
ment of 1972, 18 October 1972,

(b) Public Law 89-80, Water Re-
sources Planning Act, (79 Statute 244-
254) 22 July 1965.

(¢) Water Resources Council Pollcy
Statement, Water and Related Land Re-
sources Planning, 22 July 1970, (avail-
able from Water Resources Council, 2120
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20037).

(d) Water Resources Council, State-
ment of Purpose, Policy, and Objectives,
13 June-1974, (available from the Water
Resources Council).

(e) Water Resources Councll, The
New Approach, 31 May 1974, contained
n the Second Annual Report to the Con-
gress of the United States on Level B
planning (Appendix A).

(f) Water Resources Council, “75
Water Assessment, The Example,” July
1974 (available from the Water Re-
sources Council) .

(g) ER 1105-2-10, “Intensive Manage-
ment”,
§ 252.13

(a) General. There are generally three
types of studies in the Federal water and
related land planning programs. These
are Level A Assessments and Framework
Studies: Level B Regional or River Basin
Studies; and Level C Implementation
Studies. While the sequential lettering
of these studies implies an order of pro-
cedure for those studies that are inter-
related, studies are not restricted to that
particular sequence. Level C or Imple-
mentation Studies may be undertaken in
areas where the problems and potential
solutions are well defined and the inter-
mediate Level B study is not needed or
has not yet been completed. In addition,

26215
25216
25217
252,18

252.19

Types of studies.

a Level C study of a specific basin project
or program may be conducted prior to
or concurrent with Level B Studies un-
less it is apparent that interrelationships
required a broader analysls to avoid po-
tentially adverse and irreversible decl-
sions.

(b) Level A Studies. Assessments and
Framework Studies are the broadest
comparison of water and related land
planning problems in major regions of
the nation. Generally, the assessment
will involve a continuing program with
reports prepared at five year intervals to
serve as a national guide to more detalled
studies. Assessments are characterized
by utilization of available data organized
around major policy and broad socio-
economic trends to determine their im-
plications on more detailed planning
studies. Required outputs of Level A
Studies are identified in reference
§ 252.12(0).

(¢) Level B Studies. (1) Level B studies
are made at the Regional or River Basin
Jevel for water and related land re-
sources where problems are of a complex,
interdisciplinary nature necessitating an
intermediate planning step between
Ievel A and Level C studies, Level B
studies are designed to resolve long
range problems identified in a Level A
study by focusing on the associated mid-
term problems and solutions and recom-
mending plans and programs to be pur-
sued by appropriate Federal, State, or
local entities. Water quality, water quan-
tity and land management problems are
the focus for integration. The primary
characteristic of Level B Studies is that
they are largely based on judgementeal
planning, no new data collection, strong
public involvement, and a high level of
‘participation and leadership by the
states,

(2) Level B studies provide for an in-
terpretation of national and regional
projections; Identify alternative plans
(methods) and programs; and identify
alternative programs for management
and use of water and related resources by
including multiobjective and multipur-
pose considerations in each plan or
program. The measures or programs rec-
ommended for implementation at the
conclusion of each Level B study must
recognize and be based on reasonable as-
sumptions of investment capabilities of
agencles designated to carry out such
programs or plans, whether the agen~ies
are Federal, State, or local. Alternative
levels of investment and their impacts
may be shown where appropriate.

(3) The required outputs of a Level B
study have not been clearly defined by
WRC. but as a minimum, a Leyel B study
should recommend implementation of
projects and programs for inclusion”in
the overall early action plan for the
basin. In addition, Level B studies will
generally identify: implemontation stud-
fes needed within a 15-25 year time
frame: other programs; a statement of
their relationship to long-term and un-
resolved issues; and recommendations
for new policies or changes in existing

policies,
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€ 252.14 Program legislative and execu-
tive authorities.

(a) Title I of the Water Resources
Planning Act, Pub. L, 89-80 encourages
the conservation, development, and utili-
zation of water and related land re-
sources of the Nation on a comprehen-
sive and coordinated basis by all levels
of government and non-governmental
entities and Individuals. This Act applies
to both Level A and Level B studies.
Title II, section 201(b) of the Act pro-
vides the general authority for River
Basin Commissions, including Federal
and State members, to participate in pre-
paring assessme:ts and river basin plans,

(b) The WRC Policy Statement (ref-
erence § 252.12(¢)) further states that
multi-agency water and related land re-
sources planning shall be perrfomed
under guidance of the Water Resources
Council. Study leaders shall be desig-
nated by river basin commissions in their
areas or by the Water Resources Council
in other areas. Federal agencies, includ-
ing the Corps of Engineers, engaged in
this type of planning are participants in
multi-agency studies.

§252.15 Program policy.

As a member of the Water Resources
Council, the Department of the Army
endorses the policlées and procedures
established by the Council for Level A
and Level B studies. A summary of these
policies, with appropriate references, is
provided below. In addition, policies on
the management aspects of Corps partic-
ipation in Level A and Level B studies
are contained In § 252.16.

(a) The WRC Statement of Purpose,
Policy and Objectives (reference § 252.12
(d)) will guide the Council’s develop-
ment and implementation of policies,
programs and activities in the future.
The Statement of Purpose defines the
broad framework and legislative basis for
the Council’'s functions and activities;
the Statement of Policy is a summary of
the criteria, assumptions and activities
that will guide and carry out implemen-
tation of the purpose of thg Water Re-
sources Council; and the Statement of
Objectives sets out a schedule of specific,
desired accomplishments for the rela-
tive near-term future (12-18 months).

(b) The WRC Second Annual Report
to Congress on Level B Planning outlines
the new approach to Level B studies
adopted In 1973, (Appendix A). The new
approach stresses the importance of
Level B planning, the issues to be ad-
dressed, the study participants, funding
and the relationships between water and
land management problems including
land use, coastal zones management, and
rural area development, It also advanced
some study limitations on time, funds
and data input. Although primarily di-
rected toward section 209, Pub. L. 92-500,
the new approach is generally applicable
for all Level B planning,

(¢c) The Corps of Engineers’ role in
Level A and Level B studies will usually
be that of a participant but in some cases
the coordinating field entity may request
the Corps to assume the role of study

RULES AND REGULATIONS

leadership. In areas of the nation where
there is no coordinating entity, the Corps
may be directly named as study sponsor
by the Water Resources Council, All Level
A reglonal sponsors operate under a Re-
glonal Work Agreemen: which is an
agreement between the sponsor and the
Water Resources Council. When there is
no organized regional entity, the current
WRC approach is to delegate a strong
leadership role to the affected State or
States. Although the Corps role in Level
A and Level B studies will generally be as
a participant, the level of responsibility
will vary on a case-by-case basis.

§252.16 Program management.

The Water Resources Council has the
primary responsibility for managing and
coordinating Level A and Level B studies
nationwide. The Council assigns partic-
ular studies to appropriate regional en-
tities, such as River Basin Commissions,
When the Corps participates in a Level
A or Level B study, the following man-
agement responsibilities are to be ex-
ercised:

(&) Office, Chief of Engineers. OCE
will not normally be involved in the man-
sgement and coordination of Corps
participation in specific Level A and
Level B Studies (see § 252.17). However,
OCE will be Involved as a participant
through the Water Resources Council in
the selection of Level A and Level B
studies, the development of criteria for
study, and selection and formulation of
budget recommendations. The primary
responsibility to effect the above co-
ordination rests with the Army Repre-
sentative to the Water Resources Coun-
cll, designated by the Secretary of the
Arm

Y.

(b) Division Engineers. (1) Division
Engineers are responsible for intensive
management of Corps participation in
Level A and Level B studies conducted
within respective Division boundaries
(ref ER 1105-2-10). This responsibility
includes, but is not limited to insuring
that appropriate Division and District
personnel are assigned to work with the
regional entity designated by the Water
Resources Council as the study leader, to
assist the study leader, as requested, in
developing study schedules, funding re-
quirements, areas of responsibility and
to assist in the conduct of the study gen-
erally in accordance with the guidelines
provided by the Water Resources Coun-
cil. Division Engineers are also to moni-
tor fiscal and physical progress of Corps
effort, with appropriate use of mile-
stones, and are to assure that Corps re-
sponsibilities are fulfilled.

(2) In cases where the Corps is as-
signed a leadership role in a Level A or
Level B study, Division Engineers are to
be personally and directly involved in the
study, and are to insure that the Army
Representative to the Water Resources
Council is kept apprised of significant
activities and actions (see § 252.17).

(c) District Engineers, District Engi-
neers are responsible for accomplishing
assignments made by their Division En-
gineers, insuring that appropriate per-
sonnel are designated to represent the
Corps In Level A and Level B studies. For
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the most part, work assignments given to
the Corps by the study leader will be dele-
gated to District Engineers based on
capability, location, and available ex-
pertise in the particular areas of required
effort.

§252.17 Reporiing requirements,

There are no recurring report require-
ments for field operating agencies pre-
scribed by this regulation. However,
through their intensive management,
Division Engineers are to keep the Chief
of Engineers informed, in accordance
with the following guidelines:

(a) Letters containing information
warranting the personal attention of the
Army Representative to the Water Re-
sources Council or the Director of Civil
Works are to be sent to HQDA (DAEN-
CWZ-A) WASH DC 20314.

(b) Letters outlining problems or
significant actions concerning policy
matters should be sent to HQDA
(DAEN-CWR~W) WASH DC 20314, In
all cases where an OCE position is de-
sired, the Division Engineer should pre-
sent his recommended course of action.

(¢) Letters outlining problems or sig-
nificant actions concerning planning
procedures and application of Federal
planning criteria ara to be addressed to

HQDA (DAEN-CWP-P) WASH DC

20314,

§252.18 Review of Level A and B Siudy
Reports.

The Chief of Engineers will review
Level A and Level B study reports as re-
quested by the Water Resources Council,
The review will be conducted by various
elements of OCE, including BERH, as
deemed appropriate by DAEN-CWR-W.
When Division Engineers review or pre-
pare draft reporis as Input to & Level A
or Level B study, informal OCE review
may be requested on particular aspects
as deemed appropriate, based on inter-
faces identifled with Corps programs.
Review of selected portions of draft re-
ports should be requested through
DAEN-CWR-W.

§ 252.19 Program funding,

At this time, funding procedures for
Level A and Level B studies are being
revised. Information pertaining to budg-
etary submissions to OCE is contained In
ER 11-2-101 and annual Engineer Circu-
lars. Further guidance on funding re-
quests will be furnished when available,

For the Chief of Engineers.

RusseLL J. Lamp,
Colonel, Corps of Engineers,

Ezxecutive.
ArrENpr: A

SECOND ANNUAL REPORT TO THR CONGRESS OF
THE UNITED STATES ON LEVEL B (SECTION
208) PLANNING

United States Water Resources Council
Washington, D.C. 20037

Honorablo Gerawo R, Fono,
President of the Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510.
May 31, 1074,
Dzan Mr, Presioent: On behalf of the Pres-
ldent, I am pleased to transmit the second
annual report required by section 200 of the

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO, 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




31720

Federnl W,
ments of 1

Pollution Control Act Amend-

. Section 209 directs the Presi-
dent, acting through the Water Resources
Counecll, to prepare a Level B plan for all
basins in the United States and to report
pnnually to the Congress on pProgress,

During the past year considerable effort
wis expended by the Councll In developing
# position on mplementing section 209, Rep-
resentatives of Member Departments and
Agencies of the Council, the States, and the
River Basin Commissions cooperated effec-
tively with each other in évolving a new np-
proach to Level B planning, The new ap-
proach is based largely on judgmental plan-
ning; strong compact central management;
immediate and iterative plan formulation
(involving public review and feedback): no
new original data collection; and increased
emphasis on participation and lendership of
the States. As a result, Level B study time
periods and costs will be substantially lower
than those of river basin studies of prior
years. We are presently testing this new ap-
proach. The results of these tests will greatly
influence future sctivities under the section
209 program.

The enclosed report provides background
information on Council activities In connoc-
tion with Level B planning during the past
year,

Sincerely,
Jack HoRTON,
Acting Chairman,

Identical letter to Carl Albert, Speaker of
the House.
Tame or CONTENTS

Introduction
The New Approach:

Task Committee’s Report

Proposals to Study (PTS)-Flans of Study

(POS), PTS-POS Process

The End Product

Application to Ongoing Level B Studies
The 209 Program

INTRODUCTION

The first annual report to the Congress in
response to section 200 of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972
(Pub. L., #2-500) was submitted to the Sen-
ate and to the House of Representatives by
letter from the Chairman of the Water Re-
sources Council (WRC), dated May 15, 1073,

Jetter inquiry from the

Committeo on Public

., WRC,

July 12, 1973, stated: “As you know, the
Environmental Protection Agency and other
Federal agencles are working closely to o8-
tablish the coordination and program design
for the implementation of Pub. L. 82-500,
The results of this review will be reflected In
next year's report,™

Because of this commitment and in re-
sponse to s directive of September 21, 1073,
from the Chairman, WRC, the Director of
WRC organized a Task Committee to develop
a position on implementing section 209, Mem-
bership of that Committes consisted of the
Director as Chairman and representatives of
the Departments of Interior, Agriculture and
Army, the Environmental Protection Agency,
and the River Basin Commissions (RBC'Ss).
Four Work Groups, which included State
representatives, provided the basis for the
Task Committee’s proposed section 200 im-
plementation program.

Section 209 provides for development of
Level B pians for all river basins or reglons
in the United States by January 1, 1080. $200
million have been authorized in the Act for
this purpose. This impetus, together with the
proliferation of interrelated dic-
tates the necessity of utllizing Level B plan-
ning as an important and essential vehlcie
for integrating the many water and land
programs,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The tremendous changes of the last ten
years or so have engendered the current criti-
clsm that the results of the comprehensive
plannifig program, based on concepts and
methodology of the 1060%, are overly ex-
pensive and of limited value to decision-
makers. Changes are noeded because of very
fast-moving events affecting public desires
and preferences. It was with this background
that the Task Committee developed the new
approach to Level B planning, which was
adopted by the Councll on October 17, 1073,

Tux New APPROACH <

Task Commitiec’s report, The Task Com-
mittes’s proposed program, as adopted by the
Council, for the new Level B planning ap-
proach, has the following main character-
istics:

Section 200 is recognized as an importan
and essential vehicle for Integrating all re-
lated land and water planning programs. A
Level B study, conducted under the man-
dates of the Water Resources Planning Act
of 1965 (Pub. L. 80-80) and section 200 of
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act
Amendmenta of 1972 (Pub. L. 92-500) and

and funded to guarantee the par-
ticipation of key entities with natural re-
source responsibilities and capabilities, is the
most effective device for achieving the inte-
gration of a wide range of natural resource
planning Programs.

Studies are to sddress major Federal and
non-Fedaral {ssues requiring near and mid-
term (15 to 25 years) solutions and are to
mmymuocduumnnmtm.md
requirements for additionsl studies by
others (both Federal and non-Federal) in im-
plementation of Level B plans.

A strong participating and leadership role
by the States is essential for effective Lovel B
planning. It is the policy of both the Presi-
dent and the Congress to strengthen the role
of the States in natural resource declsion-
making.

The neod for minimal Federal funding to
the States Is acknowledged and provided for
in the proposed program in order to insure
timely State planning inputs.

Commitments by the States to address
critical State issues and to delineats com-
ponents of the study objectives that relate
to State needs and opportunities are re-
quired.

1t is recognized that water quality prob-
lems are inse from water quantity
and land mansgement problems and that
local, State, and Federa! commitments on
water and land resources should not be made
without jointly concurrent consideration.

An accelerated Level B would
contribute to integrated and balanced water
quality programs (a) by emphasizing and
defining, on a river basin or regional basls,
abatement programs to be implemented by
the States nnd appropriate Federal agenoies;
and (b) by supplementing and thereby in-
creasing the effectiveness of pollution abate-
ment measures outlined in Areawide Waste
Treatment Management Plans propared un-
der section 208 and section 303(e) of Pub. L.
92-500,

A Level B planning program will support
jand use, coastal zons management, and
rural area development planning efforts, It
18 believed to be the only program sufficiently
developed at this time (or In the fmmediate
future) to integrate existing programs.

A 2-year limitation is placed on each Level
B

A typical section 200 study s estimated
to cost approximately $750,000 to $1,000,000.

'X‘hoprocnmlooutonnc‘smrhm:tmp
in areas where RBC's are organized and to
other WRC designated persons or entities for
mmmmwmasc‘-domm
In all cases, however, the States concerned

would be expected to be partners in Level B
planning and would provide leadership in
predetermined geographical and functional
Wroas,

To hold costs and study time down, &
Leve! B study is to be based largely on judg-
mental planning; strong central manage-
ment; immediate and iterative plan formula-
tion (involving public review and feed-
back): no new original data collection; and
incrensed emphnsis on participation and
leadership of the States,

The comparatively vast amount of relevant
information, plans, analyses, eto, now
available, as g result of comprehensive basin
and other planning, permits the exercise of
o higher degree of judgment than was
possible—say 10 years ago. Accordingly, de-
spite continuing gaps in information and
data, it should be possible at the start of &
Level B study for & compact study team,
under a study , to formulate an
{mmediate or initial plan and/or alternati
based upon thorough review and use
available material. The objective is to pro-
gress quickly to the planning process as
such, which—as expiained in the first annual

is an iterative process.

The States, in particular, must be major
participants and leaders and must have a
major role in the Inltiation, coordination,
and conduct of Level B studles, because, 1f
nothing else, this will facilitate the acocept-
ance of the resulting, jolntly-developed
plans, Funding requirements for all partici-
pmhm‘lmlnsmdymmbomognmd
und provided for on a timely basls.

All needs of » Level B study area caunot
be addressed because of the counstraints on
time and funds, Further, some needs can be
met more offectively through Level C and
other planning. These items will be specl-
fically identified ns recommended actions in
the study report.

PTS-POS process. rience of the last
ten years, particularly in basin planning, has
revealed that proposals to study (PTS) and
plans of study (POS) need to be soparately
financed to achieve the most effective Level
B planning at minlmum costs, The PTS-
POS process requires that funds be made
avallable to the Council in advance for fund-
mgthbpropanuonorthonmlndeuu
that are specifically authorized by the Coun-
efl. Authorizations will be given only when
it mppears that the comploted PTS will have
an excelent chance of approval as & basls for
actual conduct of a new study start in the

Level B study area,

The end product, Each Level B study will
produce a total report that covsists of four
types of documents: (1) study report: (2)
environmental impact statement (EIS); (8)
technlcal (backup) papers; and (4) a
brochwure.

Current thinking is that the study report
15 to be limited to 100 pages, including tables,
figures, {llustrations, ete, in order to
induce reading thereof by busy top-level
decisionmakers in the Administration and in
the Congress. It ls to be written so that
there will be little demand by reviewers for
backup documents. The EIS is not included
in the 100 pages of the study report. Plan-
ning in connectlon with environmental
quality and the other objective, national
economic development, of the recently
adopted principles and standards should be
very helpful in preparing the EIS.

Technical papers are to serve as backup in
the detall files of individual study partici-
pants; no general distribution will be made
but they will be avallable for review on loan.
In order to conserve llmited Level B funds
for actusl planning, there is to be no print-
ing of expensive roports, such as the shelf-
length appendices of past basin studies.

The executive summary in the form of a
brochure is intended for essy understanding
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by the public, Its form may be that of a
folded highway map and will, among other
things, show where additional informstion
and backup data are avallable for examina-
tion on site or on loan.

Tho end product will have substantial in-
trinsic value for many users because the
recommended Basin or Regional Plan should:

Show which and profects are to
be recommended for detafled (Level C) plan~
ning and sequences,

Minimize duplication of future efforts and
land use conflicts.

Maximize multipurpose opportunities,

Save money because of coordinated efforts,

Serve to crystallize public opinion as to
desired alternative futures.

Application to ongoing Level B Studies. On
the basis that ongoing studies should em-
body the concepts and methodalogy of the
new approach to Level B (Section 209)
planning as nearly as feasible, o meoting was
held in December 1073, among the Study
Managers of the nine ongoing studies, RBC
Chalrmen and personnel, State representa~
tives, and WRC staff to discuss application
of the new approach. Possible modifications
in the various plans of study were suggested
and are now being explored in the field, Ob-
viously, the more advanced the study, the
less the opportunity for modification. Some
examples of possible changes are described
below. .

RULES AND REGULATIONS

With reference to Table I, scheduled early-
completion dates of the Connecticut, Long
Island Sound, and Southeastern New Eng-
land (SENE) studies make changes difficult
ab this stage. This is 50 because the nature of
study results and the basin plans have been
generally determined. However, the end
products of these studies will conform with
the new approach. In particular, the study
report format will be changed accordingly
and & brochure will be produced for each
study with the aim of expediting review and
decisionmaking. Level B funds will not be
spent for printing many volumes of material
whose use as a basls for reaching decisions 1s
limited. Of course, this approach will apply
to all Level B studies, including new starts.

While the Pacific Northwest is not typl-
cal—especially in geographic extent of the
study ares—this study has already been re-
scoped to reduce total study costs by about
50 percent. This was accomplished by focus-
ing only on major problems and priority
areas, In other words, all needs will not be
addressed in what amounts to eleven Level B
studies going on concurrently over most of a
vast ares of over 274.000 square miles,

Eighty percent of the estimated total cost
for the Platte study hss been budgeted
through FY 1974. Reduction in costs seem
unilikely, but the new approach may be
feasible in some subdivisions of the Platte
River Basin where plan formulation has not
been Inftinted,

TasLe L—Ongoing leeel B studies

Dralnago

Stady arca

> 11, 250
Ha G, 450
Long Island Sound. .. 2, 000
Minneapolis-St. Paal . 280
PSS s ls 40, 500
Pacifio Northwest 4, 40

4, 907

! The dates shown aro those when organieation
e.g., the Connecticut study, funds were made avid
*’l‘mnﬂmudmmt neodod by the

of the lovel B
$0,090 ariginally,

Wi established and work actually begsn. Tn some cases
dndnnoo of the dates shown.

Commission for coordination
by other Federal and non-Fedeml entit{tios, costing in the rango of $3.5 o $4.0 millfon, in order to pr
«0pe,

of many olng studies

nee & study

The ongoing effort in the Monongahela 1s
designed to coordinate the many planning
sctivities now underway by various State
and Federal agoncies. The organization and
methodology being employed in the Monon-
gahela study are considered to be fully con-
sistont with the new approach to Level B

planning.

It would be possible to apply the new ap=
proach to other studies that were started in
FY 1074 that is, to the Minneapolls-St, Paul,
Maumee, and Hawail studies., The current
POS of the Minneapolis-St, Paul study largely
conforms, but rescoping of recreation and
fish and wildlife studies might be followed
up in subsequent Level C or implementa-
tion studies,

Early formulation of an “Initial” or
"Sketch” Plan In the Maumee study may
permit substantial reductions in the large
sum presently budgeted for Plan Formuln-
tion. The initial plan will then be progres-
sively refined and narrowed down through
the lterative process, as previously explained.
However, It should be noted that the study
costs increase with | number of
iterations. Tentatively, It is expected that
an Initial Plan for the Maumee will be put
together by mid-summer of 1074,

The current POS for the Hawall study
generally conforms to the new approach I;ut
some streamlining in the organization for
study may be effected by substantially re-
ducing the number of functional Task
Forces. It should be recognized that the
State of Hawail has appropriated $580,000
for the study as compared with the esti-
mated Federal cost of $1.2 million.

Tux 200 Procrax

The President's Flscal Year 1975 budget
request reflects the application of $500,000
in additional funds to improve and demon-
strate the value of Level B planning (in-
cludes $100,000 of redirected FY 1974 funds),
A major part of these total funds will be
utilized to achieve improvements in some
of the ongoing Level B studies through pos-
sible changes, previously discussed, and
through reorlentation of plans, programs,
and recommendations that more Dearly con-
form to the public priorities and preferences
that have evolved over the last few years.
The remaining funds will be utilized to
evolve five to seven proposals to study (PTS)
for national, high-priority areas in advance
of actual authorizations for the conduct of
studies in those arens. The Idea s that it is
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worth spending a relatively small amount {n
advance to develop the best possible pro-
posals (for purposes of comparative evalun-
tions and establishing priorities on a national
basis) before committing large sums for
full-blown studies, By this approach, em-
phasis and focus will be placed on where it
belongs—on major problems and priorities
of a complex, multidisciplinary nature in-
volving many Federal and non-Federal
sgencles and Interests, To nchievs this will re-
quire that the PTS be as complete as praoti-
cable, Among other things, a particular pro-
bosal will be required to quantify and explain
in sufficient detall why a Level B scope rather
than another type of study, such as a Level
O, 1s necessary,

Designations by the Governors under sec-
tion 208 (Pub. L. 92-500) ss well as other
sources of recommendations, particularly
from the River Basin Commissions, will be
considered in the selection of the inltial five
to seven study areas for which PTS will be
developed under the new approach, In nc-
cordance with published EPA guldelines and
AWTM planning under section 208, the Goy-
ernors have until the middle of March 1974
to designate the high priority areas. How-
over, many tentative designations of high
priority areas are already on hand, as re-
ported last year. The Governors have indl-
cated considerable interest in the 200 pro-
gram by thelr responses to recent letters
notifying them that the Councfl Is ting
proposals from them for Lavel B planning in
connection with the formulation of the FY
1876 budget request,

It s anticipated that the five to seven study
areas for which the Initisl set of PTS will be
developed will be tdentified and approved by
the Council shortly after April 1, 1074, After
identification of the initial five to seven study
Areas, compact study teams {n the field, com-
posed of a limited number of Federal and
non-Federal representatives, will evolve the
PTS for those arcas through firmly coordin-
ated efforts, Including consultations with
many relevant interests, under the River
Commissions and the Council. These teams
will be required to do considerable “home-
work" on the studies by thorough review and
best use of the large amount of relevant in-
formation and material now presumed to be
avallable In each study area, Conflicts of
interest and major problems will be high-
lighted for each area of study. In preparing
the PTS, commitments will be sought—and
made whenever practicable—from all pro-
posed study participants, particularly from
the proposed non-Federal partners on esti-
mates of manpower and funding require-
ments. In comparative evaluations of the PTS
that are evolved, lack of or weak commit-
ments in a particular study area will welgh
heavily against that area in preparing follow-
up recommendations for the authorizations
and actual conduct of Level B studies, The
experience gained from the efforts of improv-
Ing processes and results of the ongolng
Level B studies and from evolving the ini-
tial set of five to seven PTS will be of great
value and will be utilized in formulating the
Level B (section 208) Planning Program for
Fiscal Year 1076.

The firm, Wendell Associates, Consultants
on Governmental Affalrs, was employed in
late 1073 to provide advice concerning the
Council’s responsibilities and activities under
section 200 and the Interrelationships with
and among the several other current and
pending statutes and programs that require
or relate to water and land resources plan«
ning.

The consultants concluded that » * = »
even If the land use planning programs con-
templated by pending legislation ean get

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




31722

underway within the next year or two, the
first usable results from them cannot be
avatlable until 1980 or thereafter * * * Ac-
cordingly, the Water Resources Council,
both through its specific charge under sec-
tion 209 of the FWPCA to produce basin
plans by 1980, and more broadly through
{ts statutory mandate under the Water Re-
sources Planning Act, 1s the only sgency
ecquipped and directed to coordinate the
planning required under the many far-
reaching programs of the several agencles
which involve or alfect water resources. The
accomplishment of this task will not detract
from the performance of their separate mis-
sions by each ¥Federal agency. Instead it
should enhance the planning activities under
each such program by providing a common
basic pursuant to which the work of each
ngency wilk bo effective, In the absence of

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the coordination which the Water Resources
Counell must give, the end product of spe-
cific planning programs could be made im-
possible of realization for Iack of the re-
sources which a particular plan presumes to
be avallable, or bocause Incompatible action
has already boen taken under s plan that
was developed on other premises.™

In their report the consultauts made the
following recommendations:

In order to perform Its statutory respon-
sibflities of coordination and to assist In
avolding the conflicts and waste which could
otherwise result, the Water Resources Coun-
eil should proceed as soon &8 possible to
idontify the interreiantionships and points
of contact nmong water and other resources
planning processes and requirements and
among water and other resources plans and
programs, It should analyze these interre-

lationships, Then it should proceed to de-
yolop guidelines, principies and standards
by which the several agoncies can prosecute
thelr planning activities in a coordinated
fashion. In addition, the Water Resources
Counci! itself will have need of these same
guldelines, principles and standards in the
basin planning authorized by section 208 of
the Water Pollution Control Act,

In this connection, considerable work has
been done or is underway. Additional use
will be made during calendar 1974 of con-
sultant services to delineate more clearly
program responaibilities and interrelation-
ships 03 n basls for improving section 209
program guidance and execution,

[FR Doc75-1T084 Piled 7-25-75:3.45 am|

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975




MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Volume 40 W Number 145

PART 1lI

ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION
AGENCY

PAINT AND INK

FORMULATING

POINT SOURCE
CATEGORIES

Effluent Guidelines and Standards

federal regjister




31724

Title 40—Protection of the Environment

CHAPTER |—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

[FRL 404-4]

PART 446—PAINT FORMULATING
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Effiuent Guidelines and Standards

On February 26, 1975, notice was pub-
lished in the Feoerar REecisTEr (40 FR
8302), that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro-
posing effiuent limitations guldelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment standards
for new sources within the oil-base paint
subcategory and the water-base paint
subcategory of the paint formulating
category of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab-
lish final efluent limitations and guide-
lines for existing sources and standards
of performance and pretreatment stand-
ards for new sources in the oil-base sol-
vent wash subcategory of the paint for-
mulating category of point sources by
amending 40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter
N, to add a new Part 446. This final rule-
making is promulgated pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) and
(¢) and 307(¢) of the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act, as amended, (the
Act); 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(¢), 1316 (b) and (¢) and 1317(c); 86
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub, L. 92-500. A
regulation regarding cooling water in-
take structures for all categories of point
sources under section 316(b) of the Act
will be promulgated in 40 CFR 402,

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously
proposing a separate provision which ap-
pears in the proposed rules section of the
FepErAL RecGISTER, stating the application
of the limitations and standards set forth
below to users of publicly owned treat-
ment works which are subject to pre-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro-
posed regulation is set forth in the asso-
ciated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and fac-
tual conclusions which support promul-
gation of this regulation were set forth
in substantial detall in the notice of pub-
lic review procedures published August 6,
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice of
proposed rulemaking for the oil-base
paint subcategory and the water-base
paint subcategory. In addition, the reg-
ulation as proposed was supported by
two other documents: (1) the document
entitled “Development Document for
Proposed Effuent Limitations Guide-
lines and New Source Performance
Standards for the Paint Formulating
and the Ink Formulating Point Source
Categories” (February, 1975) and (2)
the document entitled “Economic Anal-
ysis of Proposed Effluent Guldelines,
Paint and Allied Products and Printing
Ink Industries” (August, 1974), Both of
these documents were made available to
the public and circulated to interested
persons at approximately the time of
publication of the notice of proposed
rulemaking.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Interested persons were invited to par-
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting
written comments within 30 days from
the date of publication. Prior public par-
ticipation in the form of solicited com-
ments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies, and other Interested
parties was described in the preamble to
the proposed regulation. The EPA has
considered carefully all of the comments
received and a discussion of these com=-
ments with the Agency’s response thereto
follows. :

(a) Summary of comments,

The following responded to the request
for written comments contained in the
preamble to the proposed regulation:
National Paint and Coatings Assoclation;
E. I. DuPont de Nemours & Company;
DeSoto Inc.; United States Gypsum
Company; Crown Zellerbach; Celanese
Coatings Company; Ford Motor Com~
pany; Dixie-O’'Brien Corporation;
County Sanitation Districts for Los An-
geles County: Sherwin Willlams Com-
pany and the Department of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare.

Each of the comments received was
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The
following is a summary of comments
which are significant to the regulations
as they appear in this document and the
Agency's response to them. Additional
significant comments will be responded
to when the regulations for the other
subcategories of the paint formulating
industry are promulgated.

Several commenters stated that no
discharge of process wastewater from
paint formulating plants has not been
demonstrated by existing practices of the
industry. The commenters claim that
discharge of liquid waste to landfill or
municipal waste treatment systems Is
not a demonstration of no discharge. The
commenters state that the recycle wash
systems reduced the volume of process
wastewater but do not eliminate it as the
systems require an occasional blowdown.
The commenters state that reuse of
washwaters in the products cannot re-
duce process wastewater to no discharge
since some process wastewaters cannot
be recycled or reused because of product
quality control.

The Agency on review of these com-
ments has reevaluated existing data, has
obtained new data, and is collecting ad-
ditional data to determine the validity
of the comments concerning no discharge
of process wastewater pollutants to nav-
igable waters. The Agency has reached
the following conclusions. The Agency
needs to collect and evaluate additional
information on oil-base paint plants
using a caustic wash system and water-
base paint plants, The regulations on
these segments of the industry will be
promulgated at a later date. The reg-
ulations on oil-base paint plants using
a solvent wash are being promulgated in
this document. The Agency's data base
shows that most of the oil-base solvent
wash paint plants are currently meeting
no discharge of process wastewater pol-
lutants to navigable waters by use of the
following technologies: solvent recovery,

incineration, and contract solvent recov-
ery or incineration.

(b) Revision of the proposed regula-
tions prior to promulgation.

As a result of public comments and
continuing review and evaluation of the
proposed regulation by the EPA, the fol-
lowing changes have been made in the
regulation.

(1) The oil base paint subcategory
has been further subdivided on the basis
of the technique employed for equip-
ment washing. The paint formulating
industry presently uses both solvents
and caustic for equipment washing, Be-
cause the method employed affects the
waste treatment system used and the
ability to meet & no discharge standard,
a distinction between plants on this basis
appears appropriate. Regulations for
plants in the oll base caustic wash sub-
category will be promulgated upon com-
pletion of the Agency's review of data
on this segment of the industry which is
now being assembled.

(2) The subcategory water-base paint
subcategory (Subpart B) is being re-
evaluated and will be promulgated at a
later date.

(¢) Economic Impact.

The economic impact of the promul-
gated regulation on ofl-base-solvent
wash paint formulating is minimal since
all plants in the Agency’s data base us-
ing this process are already achieving
no discharge of wastewater pollutants to
navigable waterways by use of tech-
nologies such as solvent recovery, in-
cineration, or contract solvent recovery
or incineration. New expenditures will
not be required to meet the regulations
for the promulgated subcategory. As &
result of this, there are no expected clo-
sures as a result of promulgation of the
oil base solvent wash paint subcategory.

Executive Order 11821 (November 27,
1974) requires that major proposals for
legislation and promulgation of regula-
tions and rules by Agencies of the execu-
tive branch be accompanied by a state-
ment certifying that the inflationary im-
pact of the proposal has been evaluated.

OMB Circular A-107 (January 28,
19756) prescribes guidelines for the
fdentification and evaluation of major
proposals requiring preparation of in-
flationary impact certifications. The cir-
cular provides that during the interim
period prior to final approval by OMB
of eriteria developed by each Agency, the
Administrator is responsible  for
identifying those regulations which re-
quire evaluation and certification. The
Administrator has directed that all reg-
ulatory actions which are likely to result
in capital investment exceeding $100
million or annualized costs in excess of
$50 million will require certification.

As the Agency's analysis of the poten-
tial economic impacts of these regula-
tions Indicates, the capital investment
and annualized costs associated with
compliance are estimated to be consider-
ably less than these amounts, Never-
theless, the Agency has reviewed and
identified the projected effect on prices
and estimates that there will be no ef-
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fect on prices for the segments of the
industry controlled herein.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis.

The detrimental effects of the con-
stituents of waste waters now discharged
by point sources within the Paint For-
mulating point source category are dis-
cussed In Section VI of the report en-
titled “Development Document for pro-
posed Effuent Limitations Guidelines for
the Paint Formulating and Ink For-
mulating Point Source Categorles” (Feb-
ruary, 1975). It 15 not feasible to
quantify in economic terms particularly
on & national basis, the costs resulting
from the discharge of these pollutants
Lo our Natlon's waterways. Nevertheless,
as indicated in Section VI, the pollutants
discharged have substantial and damag-
ing impacts on the quality of water and
therefore on its capacity to support
healthy populations of wildlife, fish and
other aquatic wildlife and on its suit-
ability for Industrial, recreational and

£ water supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the
efluent limitations Includes the direct
capital and operating costs of the pollu-
tion control technology employed to
achieve compliance and the indirect eco-
nomic and environmental costs identified
in Section VIII and in the supplementary
report entitled “Economic Analysis of
Proposed EfMluent Guidelines Paint and
Allied Products and Printing Ink In-
dustries” (August, 1974). Implementing
the limitations will prevent the environ-
mental harm which would otherwise be
attributable to the continued discharge
of polluted waste waters from existing
and newly constructed plants in the
paint formulating industry, The Agency
believes that the benefits of thus reduc-
ing the pollutants discharged justify the
associated costs.

(e) Publication of information on
processes, procedures, or operating meth-
ods which result in the elimination or re-
duction of the discharge of pollutants.

In conformance with the requirements
of Section 304(c) of the Act, & manual
entitled, ‘Development Document for
Effuent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Oll Base Solvent Wash Subcategories of
the Paint Formulating and the Ink
Formulating Point Source Categories,”
will be published and will be available
for purchase from the Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402
for a nominal fee.

Coples of the economic analysis docu-
ment previously cited will be available
from the National Technical Informa-
tion Service, Springfield, VA 22151,

(f) Final rulemaking.

This regulation is being promulgated
pursuant to an order of the Federal Dis-
trict Court for the District of Columbia
entered In Natural Resources Defense
Council, Inc. v. Train (Cy. No. 1608-73).
That order requires that effluent limita-
tions requiring the application of best
practicable control technology currently
ayaflable for this industry be effective
upon publication. Accordingly, good
cause Is found for the final regulation
promulgated below establishing best
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practicable control technology currently
available for each subpart to be effec-
tive upon publication in the Feperar
ReGISTER,

The final regulation promulgated be-
low establishing the best available tech-
nology economically achlevable, the
standards of performance for new
sources and the new source pretreatment
stanggrds shall become effective August
27, 1975.

Dated: July 186, 1975.

JORN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.
Subpart A—O0ll-Base Solvent Wash Paint
Subcategory

Sec.
.10 Applicabllity: description of the oll-
base solvent wash paint subcate-

gory.

11 Specinlized definitions.

12 Efuent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degreo of efMuent
reduction attalnable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently available.

Efffuent lmitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efMuent
reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best avallable tech-
nology economically achievable,

Reserved.

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment standard for new
sources,

Subpart A—DOil-Base Solvent Wash Paint
Subcategory

448
440
446
446.13

446.14
44615

446.16

§ 416,10 Applicability; description of
the oil-base solvent wash paint sub-
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of oil-base paint where the
tank cleaning Is performed using sol-
vents. When a plant {s subject to efliuent
limitations covering more than one sub-
category the discharge limitation shall
be the aggregate of the limitations ap-
plicable to the total production covered
in each subcategory.

§446.11 Specinlized definitions,

For the purpose of this subpart:

Except as provided below, the general
definitions, abbreviations and methods of
analysis set forth in 40 CFR 401 shall
apply to t.hls\ subpart,

§ 446,12 EfMluent imitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set
forth In this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and costs)
which can affect the industry subcate-
gorization and effluents levels established.
It is, however, possible that data which
would affect these limitations have not
been avallable and, as a result, these lim-
itations should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. An individual dis-
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charger or other Interésted person may
submit evidence to the Regional Admin-
Istrator (or to the State, If the State has -
the authority to issue NPDES permits)
that factors relating to the equipment
or facilities involved, the process applied,
or other such factors related to such dis-
charger are fundamentally different
from the factors considered in the estab-
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis
of such evidence or other available infor-
mation, the Regional Administrator (or
the State) will make a written finding
that such factors are or are not funda-
mentally different for that facility com-
pared to those specified in the Develop-
ment Document. If such fundamentally
different factors are found to exist, the
Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efMuent
limitations in the NPDES permit either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tions established herein, to the extent
dicated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations ‘must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such lmitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
brovisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available: There shall
be no discharge of process waste water
pollutants to navigable waters.

§ 446.13 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
cconomically achiovable,

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
Iutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart after applica-
tion of the best available technology eco-
nomically achievable: There shall be no
discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

§ 416.14 [Reserved]

§446.15 Standards of performance for
new sources.

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties which
may be discharged by a new source sub-
Ject to the provisions of this subpart;
There shall be no discharge of process

waste water pollutants to navigable

waters,

§ 416.16  Pretreatment standard for new
SOurces.

The pretreatment standard under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for a new source
within the oil-base solvent wash paint
subcategory which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works and a major con-
tributing Industry as defined in 40 CFR
128 (and which would be & new source
subject to section 206 of the Act, if it were
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to discharge pollutants to the navigable
waters), shall be the same standard as
set forth in 40 CFR 128, for existing
sources, except that, for the purpose of
this section, 40 CFR 128,121, 128.122,
128.132 and 128,133 shall not apply. The
following pretreatment standard estab-
lishes the quantity or quality of pollut-
ants or pollutant properties controlied by
this section which may be discharged to
o publicly owned treatment works by a
new source subject to the provisions of
this subpart: There shall be no discharge
of process water pollutants to a publicly
owned treatment works.

| PR Doc.75-19408 Filed 7-25-75;8:45 am|

[FRL 404-6]
PART 447—INK FORMULATING POINT
SOURCE CATEGORY
Effluent Guidelines and Standards

On February 26, 1975, notice was pub-
lished in thé FepEralL RecisTer (40 FR
8309), that the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro-
posing effluent limitations guidelines for
existing sources and standards of per-
formance and pretreatment standards
for new sources within the ofl-base ink
subecategory and the water-base ink sub-
category of the ink formulating category
of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab-
lish final effuent limitations and guide-
lines for existing sources and standards
of performance and pretreatment stand-
ards for new sources in the ofl-base sol-
vent wash subcategory of the ink
formulating category of point sources by
amending 40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapter
N, to add a new Part 447. This final rule-
making is promulgated pursuant to sec-
tions 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) and
(¢) and 307(c) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, as amended, (the
Act) : 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(¢c), 1316 (b) and (¢) and 1317(c); 86
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub, L. 92-500. A rcgu-
lation regarding cooling water intake
structures for all categories of point
sources under section 316(b) of the Act
will be promulgated in 40 CFR 402.

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously
proposing a separate provision which ap-
pears in the proposed rules section of the
FeoeraL REGISTER, stating the application
of the limitations and standards set forth
below to users of publicly owned treat-
ment works which are subject to pre-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro-

regulation s set forth in the as-
sociated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and
factual conclusions which support
promulgation of this regulation were set
forth in substantial detail in the notice of
public review procedures published Au-
gust 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the
notice of proposed rulemaking for the
oil-base ink subcategory and the water-
base ink subeategory. In addition, the
regulation as proposed was supported by
two other documents: (1) the document
entitled “Development Document for
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Proposed Effuent Limitations Guidelines
and New Source Performance Standards
for the Paint Formulating and the Ink
Formulating Point Source Categories”
(February, 1975) and (2) the document
entitled “Economic Analysis of Proposed
Effuent Guidelines, Paint and Allied
Products and Printing Ink Industries”
(August, 1974) . Both of these documents
were made available to the public and
circulated to interested persons at ap-
proximately the time of publication of
the notice of proposed rulemaking.

Interested persons were invited to par-
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting
written comments within 30 days from
the date of publication. Prior public par-
ticipation in the form of solicited com-
ments and responses from the States,
Federal agencies, and other interested
parties was described in the preamble
to the proposed regulation, The EPA has
consldered carefully all of the comments
received and a discussion of these com-
ments with the Agency’s response
thereto follows.

(a) Summary of comments,

The following responded to the request
for written comments contained in the
preamble to the proposed regulation: Na-
tional Paint and Coatings Assoclation;
E. I. Du Pont de Nemours & Company,
DeSoto Inc.; United States Gypsum Com-
pany: Crown Zellerbach; Celanese Coat-
ings Company; Ford Motor Company;
Dixie-O'Brien Corporation; County
Sanitation Districts for Los Angeles
County: Sherwin Williams Company and
the Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare.

Each of the comments received was
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The fol-
lowing is & summary of comments which
are significant to the regulations as they
appear in this document and the
Agency's response to them. Additional
significant comments will be responded
to when the regulations for the other
subcategories of the ink formulating in-
dustry are promulgated.

Several commenters stated that no dis-
charge of process wastewater from ink
formulating plants has not been demon-
strated by existing practices of the In-
dustry. The commenters claim that dis-
charge of liguid waste to landfill or
municipal waste treatment systems is not
a demonstration of no discharge. The
commenters state that the recycle wash
systems reduced the volume of process
wastewater but do not eliminate it as the
systems require an occasional blowdown.
The commenters state that reuse of
washwaters in the products cannot re-
duce process wastewater to no discharge
since some process wastewaters cannot
be recycled or reused because of product
quality control.

The Agency on review of these com-
ments has reevaluated existing data, has
obtained new data, and is collecting addi-
tional data to determine the valldity of
the comments concerning no discharge
of process wastewater pollutants to navi-
gable waters. The Agency has reached
the following conclusions, The Agency
needs to collect and evaluate additional
information on oil-base ink plants using

a caustic wash system and water-base
ink plants. The regulations on these seg-
ments of the industry will be promul-
gated at a later date. The regulations on
oil-base ink plans using a solvent wash
are baing promulagted in this document.
The Agency's data base shows that most
of the oil-base solvent wash ink plants
are currently meeting no discharge of
process wastewater pollutants to navi-
gable waters by use of the following tech-
nologies: solvent recoyery, incineration,
and contract solvent recovery or incin-
eration.

(b) Revision of the proposed regula-
tions prior to promulgation.

As a result of public comments and
continuing review and evaluation of the
proposed regulation by the EPA, the fol-
lowing changes have been made in the
regulation.

(1) The oll base ink subcategory has
peen further subdivided on the basis of
the technigue employed for equipment
washing. The ink formulating industry
presently uses both solvents and caustic
for equipment wasching, Because the
method employed affects the waste treat-
ment system used and the ability to meet
a no discharge standard, a distinction be-
tween plants on this basis appears appro-
priate. Regulations for plants in the oil
base caustic wash subcategory will be
promulgated upon completion of the
Agency’s review of data on this segment
of the industry which is not being
assémbled.

(2) The subcategory water-base ink
subcategory (Subpart B) is being reeval-
gat.ed and will be promulgated at a later

ate.

(¢) Economic impact.

The economic impact of the promul-
gated regulation on ofl-base-solvent wash
ink formulating is minimal since all
plants in the Agency's data base using
this process are already achieving no
discharge of wastewater pollutants to
navigable waterways by use of technolo-
gies such as solvent recovery, incinera-
tion, or contract solvent recovery or in-
cineration. New expenditures will not be
required to meet the regulations for the
promulgated subcategory. As a result of
this there areé no expected closures as a
result of promulgation of the oil base
solvent wash Ink subcategory,

Executive Order 11821 (November 27,
1074) requires that major proposals for
legislation and promulgation of regula-
tions and rules by Agencies of the execu-
tive branch be accompanied by a state-
ment certifying that the inflationary im-
pact of the proposal has been evaluated.

OMB Circular A-107 (January 28,
1075) prescribes guidelines for the iden-
tification and evaluation of major pro-
posals requiring preparation of inflation-
ary impact certifications. The circular
provides that during the interim period
prior to final approval by OMB of cri-
terin developed by each Agency, the Ad-
ministrator is responsible for identifying
those regulations which require evalua-
tion and certification, The Administrator
has directed that all regulatory actions
which are likely to result in capital in-
vestment exceeding $100 million or an-
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nualized costs in excess of $50 milllon
will require certification,

As the Agency’s analysis of the poten-
tial economic impacts of these regula-
tions Indicates, the capital Investment
and annualized costs associated with
compliance are estimated to be consid-
erably less than these amounts. Never-
theless, the Agency has reviewed and
identified the projected effect on prices
and estimates that there will be no effect
on prices for the segments of the industry
controlled herein.

(d) Cogt-benefit analysis.

The detrimental effects of the con-
stituents of waste waters now discharged
by point sources within the Ink Formu-
Iating point source category are dis-
cussed in Section VI of the report en-
titled “Development Document for pro-
posed Efffuent Limitations Guidelines for
the Paint Formulating and Ink Formu-~
lating Point Source Categories” (Febru-
ary, 1876). It is not feasible to quantify
in economic terms, particularly on a na-
tional basis, the costs resulting from the
discharge of these pollutants to our Na-
tion's waterways. Nevertheless, as indi-
cated in Section VI, the pollutants dis-
charged have substantial and damaging
impacts on the quality of water and
therefore on its capacity to support
healthy populations of wildlife, fish and
other aquatic wildlife and on its suita-~
bility for Industrial, recreational and
drinking water supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the ef«
fluent limitations Includes the direct
capital and operating costs of the poliu-
tion control ' technology employed to
achieve compliance and the indirect eco-
nomic¢ and environmental costs Identified
in Section VIII and in the supplemen-
tary report entitled “Economic Analysis
of Proposed Effiuent Guidelines Paint
and Allied Products and Printing Ink In-
dustries” (August, 1974). Implementing
the limitations will prevent the environ-
mental harm which would otherwise be
attributable to the continued discharge
of polluted waste waters from existing
and newly constructed plants in the ink
formulating industry. The Agency be-
lieves that the benefits of thus reducing
the pollutants discharged justify the as-
sociated costs.

(e) Publication of information on
processes, procedures, or operating meth-
ods which result in the elimination or re-
duction of the discharge of pollutants.

In conformance with the requirements
of Section 304(c) of the Act, a manual
entitled, “Development Document for Ef-
fluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the
Oil Base Solvent Wash Subcategories of
the Paint Formulating and the Ink
Formulating Point Source Categories,”
will be published and will be available for
purchase from the Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 for a nom-
inal fee.

Copies of the economic analysis docu-
ment previously cited will be available
from the National Technical Informa-
tion Service, Springfield, VA 22151,

(f) Final rulemaking,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

This regulation is being promulgated
pursuant to an order of the Federal Dis-
trict Court for the District of Columbia
entered in Natural Resources Defense
Council, Inc. v. Train (Cv. No. 1608-73).
That order requires that eflluent limita-
tions requiring the application of best
practicable control technology currently
available for this industry be effective
upon publication. Accordingly, good
cause is found for the final regulation
promulgated below establishing best
practicable control technology currently
available for each subpart to be effective
upon publication in the Feogran Rec-
ISTER.

The final regulation promulgated below
establishing the best available technology
economically achievable, the standards
of performance for new sources and the
new source pretreatment standards shall
become effective August 27, 1975.

Dated: July 16, 1875.

JOHNN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

Subpart A—Oil-Be~~ Solvent Wash Ink
Subcatagnry

Sec,

447.10  Applicability; descripiion of the ofl-
base solvent wash Ink subcategory.

447.11 Specialized definitions,

447.12 EfMuent limitations guldelines repra-
senting thoe degree of efMuent re-
duction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable con-
trol technology currently avall-
able,

447.13 Effluent limitations guidelines rep-
resenting the degree of efuent re-
duction attainable by the applion-
tion of the best available technol-
Ogy economieally achievable,

447.14 Reserved.

447.156 Standards of performance for new
sources.

447.16 Pretroatment standard for new
sources.

Subpart A—0Oil-Base Solvent Wash Ink
Subcategory

§ 447.10 Applicability; Jescription of
the oil-base solvent wash ink subeate-
gory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of oil-base ink where the tank
washing system uses solvents, When &
plant is subject to effluent limitations
covering more than one subcategory the
discharge limitation shall be the aggre-
gate of the limitations applicable to the
total production covered in each subcate-
gory.

§ M17.11  Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

Except as provided below, the general
definitions, abbreviations and methods
of analysis set forth in 40 CFR 401 shall
apply to this subpart.

§ 447.12 EfMucat limitations goidelines
representing the degree of efffuent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account all
information it was able to collect, de-
velop and solicit with respect to factors
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(such as age and size of plant, raw ma-
terials, manufacturing processes, prod-
ucts produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry
subcategorization and efMuent levels es-
tablished. It is, however, possible that
data which would affect these limita-
tions have not been available and, as a
result, these limitations should be ad-
justed for certain plants in this industry.
An Individual discharger or other inter-
ested person may submit evidence to the
Reglonal Administrator (or to the State,
if the State has the authority to Issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors
related to such discharger are funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered In the establishment of the
guidelines. On the basis of such evi-
dence or other available information, the
Regional Administrator (or the State)
will make a written finding that such
factors are or are not fundamentally dif-
ferent for that facility compared to those
specified In the Development Document.
If such fundamentally different factors
are found to exist, the Regional Admin-
istrator or the State shall establish for
the discharger effiuent limitations in the
NPDES permit elther more or less strin-
gent than the limitations established
herein, to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different factors. Such
limtations must be approved by the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The -Administrator
may approve or disapprove such limita-
tions, specify other limitations; or initi-
ate proceedings to revise these regula-
tions. The following limitations estab-
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged by a point source subject to
the provisions of this subnart after ap-
plication of the best practicable control
technology currently available: There
shall be no discharge of process waste
water pollutants.to navigable waters.

§447.13 EfMuent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
cconomically achievable,

The following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol-
lutant properties which may be dis-
charged by a point source sublect to the
provisions of this subpart after appli-
cation of the best available technology
economically achievable: There shall be
no discharge of process waste water pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

§ 447.14  [Reserved]

§ 447,15 Standards of performance for
new sources,

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality
of pollutants or pollutant properties
which may be discharged by a new source
subject to the provisions of this subpart:
There shall be no discharge of process
waste water pollutants to navigable
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£ 447.16 Pretrearment standard for new
sOurces,

The pretreatment standard under sec-
tion 307(c) of the Act for & new source
within the oil-base solvent wash ink sub-
category which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works and a major con-
tributing industry as defined in 40 CFR
128 (and which would be a new source

RULES AND REGULATIONS

subject to section 306 of the Act, if it were
to discharge pollutants to the navigable
waters), shall be the same standard as
set forth in 40 CFR 128, for existing
sources, except that, for the purpose of
this section, 40 CFR 128.121, 128.122,
128.132 and 128.133 shall not apply. The
following pretreatment standard estab-
lishes the quantity or quality of pollut-

ants or pollutant properties controlled
by this section which may be discharged

to a publicly owned treatment works by
a new source subject to the provisions of
this subpart: There shall be no discharge
of process water pollutants to a publicly
owned treatment works.

[FR Doc.75-19410 Plled 7-25-75;8:45 am)
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

Protection of the Environment
[40 CFR Part 446 ]
|PRL 404-5]

PAINT FORMULATING POINT SOURCE
CATEGORY

Pretreatment Standards for Existing
Sources

Notice Is hereby given that pretreat-~
ment standards for existing sources set
forth in tentative form below are pro-
posed by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or Agency). On the date of
this notice EPA promulgated a regula-
tion adding Part 448 to Chapter 40 of
the Code of Federal Regulations. That
regulation establishes effluent limita-
tions and guidelines for existing sources
and standards of performance and pre-
treatment standards for new sources for
the Paint Formulating manufacturing
point source category. The regulation
proposed below will amend 40 CFR paint
formulating point source category by
adding section 446.14 to the oil-base sol-
vent wash paint subcategory (Subpart
A), pursuant to section 307(b) of the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended (33 US.C. 1251, 1316(b) and
1317 (b) and (¢), 1251, 1317(b), 86 Stat.
816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500) (the Act).
Simultaneously with this proposed rule
making EPA is promulgating final regu-
lations which establish the above Nsted
subparts,

(a) Legal authority.

Section 307(b) of the Act requires the
establishment of pretreatment standards
for pollutants introduced into publicly
owned treatment works and 40 CFR 128
establishes that the Agency will propose
specific pretreatment standards at the
time effluent limitations are established
for point source discharges. Section
446.14, proposed below establishes pre-
treatment standards for existing sources
within the oil-base solvent wash paint
subcategory (Subpart A), paint formu-
lating point source category.

(b) Summary and basis of proposed
pretreatment standard for existing
sources.

The general methodology and sum-
mary of conclusions are discussed in
considerable detail in the preamble of
the final regulation for the oil-base sal-
vent wash paint subcategory (Subpart A)
etc. which is promulgated by EPA simul-
taneously with publication of this pro-
posed regulation. The information con-
tained in the preamble to the final reg-
ulation is incorporated herein by refer-
ence. The proposed regulatfon set forth
below proposes pretreatment standards
for pollutants introduced into publicly
owned treatment works. The proposal
will establish for each subpart the ex-
tent of application of efuent limitations
to existing sources which discharge to
publicly owned treatment works. The reg-
ulation is Intended to be complementary
to the general regulation for pretreat-
ment standards for existing sources set
forth at 40 CFR 128. The general regu-
lation was proposed July 19, 1973 (38 FR

FEDERAL
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19236), and published In final form on
November 8, 1973 (38 FR 30982) , The reg-
ulation proposed below applies to users
of publicly owned treatment works which
fall within the description of the point
source category to which the limitations
and standards apply. However, the pro-
posed pretreatment regulation applies to
the introduction of pollutants which are
directed into a publicly owned treatment
works, rather than to discharges of pol-
lutants to navigable waters.

The general pretreatment standard di-
vides pollutants discharged by users of
publicly owned treatment works into two
broad categories: “compatible” and “in-
compatible.” Compatible pollutants are
generally not subject to pretreatment
standards. However, 40 CFR 128.131
(prohibited wastes) may be applicable to
compatible pollutants. Additionally, lo-
cal pretreatment requirements may apply
(See 40 CFR 128.110) . Incompatible pol-
lutants are subject generally to pretreat-
ment standards as provided in 40 CFR
128.133.

Section 446.14, proposed below is in-
tended to implement the concepts of 40
CFR 128.133, by stating specific limita-
tions for pollutants which may be dis-
charged to publicly owned treatment
plants based upon best practicable con-
trol technology currently available. This
is accomplished by setting § 128.133 aside
and substituting the specific limitation,

Operators of publicly owned treatment
works and other interested persons
should refer to the Federal Guidelines:
Pretreatment of Pollutants Introduced
into Publicly Owned Treatment Works,
published pursuant to §304(f) of the
Act, for guldance on local pretreatment
requirements and information on those
aspects of pretreatment not amenable to
a Federal standard.

Questions were raised during the public
comment period on the proposed general
pretreatment standard (40 CFR 128)
about the propriety of applying a stand-
ard based upon best practicable control
technology currently available to all
plants subject to pretreatment stand-
ards; In general, EPA believes the analy-
sis supporting the efifuent limitations and
guldelines is adequate to make a deter-
mination regarding the application of
those standards to users of publicly
owned treatment works. However, to en-
sure that those standards are appropri-
ate in all cases, EPA now seeks additional
comments focusing upon the applica-
tion of eflluent limitations guidelines to
users of publicly owned treatment works.

The report entitled “Development Doc-
ument for Proposed Efffuent Limitations
Guidelines and New Source Performance
Standards for the Paint Formulating and
Jnk Formulating Point Source Category”
detalls the analysis undertaken in sup-
port of the regulation being proposed
herein and is avallable for inspection in
the EPA Freedom of Information Center,
Room 204, West Tower, Waterside Mall,
Washington, D.C., at all EPA regional of-
fices, and at State water pollution con-
trol offices. A supplementary analysis
prepared for EPA of the possible eco-
nomic effects of the proposed regulation
is also available for Inspection at these
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locations. Copies of both of these docu-
ments are being sent to persons or insti-
tutions affected by the proposed regula-
tion or who have placed themselves on
malling list for this purpose (see EPA’s
Advance Notice of Public Review Pro-
cedures, 38 F.R, 21202, August 6, 1973).
An additional limited number of copies
of both reports are available. Persons
wishing to obtain a copy may write the
EPA Office of Public Affairs, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Washington,
D.C. 20460, Attention; Ms. Ruth Brown,
A-107.

(c) Summary of public participation.

A full listing of participants and dis-
cussion of comments and responses are
included in the preamble of the final reg-
ulation for Subpart A being simultane-
ously promulgated by EPA and are in-
corporated herein by reference.

Interested persons may participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments in triplicate to the EPA Office
of Public Affairs, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460, At-
tention: Ms. Ruth Brown, A-107. Com-
ments on all aspects of the proposed reg-
ulation are solicited. In the event com-
ments are in the nature of criticlsms as
to the adequacy of data which are avail-
able, or which may be relied upon by the
Agency, comments should identify and,
if possible, provide any additional data
which may be available and should in-
dicate why such data are essential to the
development of the regulations. In the
event comments address the approach
taken by the Agency in establishing a
standard of performance or pretreat-
ment standard, EPA solicits suggestions
as to what alternative approach should
be taken and why and how this alterna-
tive better satisfies the detalled require-
ments of section 307(b) of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be
avallable for inspection and copying at
the EPA Freedom of Information Center,
Room 204, West Tower, Waterside Mall,
401 M Street, S W;, Washington D.C. A
copy of preliminary draft contractor re-
ports, the Development Document and
economic study referred to above, and
certain supplementary materials sup-
porting the study of the industry con-
cerned will also be maintained at this
location for public review and copying.
The EPA information regulation, 40 CFR
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee
may be charged for copying.

All comments received on or before
August 27, 1975, will be considered. Steps
previously taken by the Environmental
Protection Agency to facilitate public re-
sponse within this time period are out-
lined in the advance notice concerning
public review procedures published on
August 6, 1973 (38 F.R, 21202).

Dated: July 16, 1975.

Jonn QuanLes,
Acting Administrator.

Subpart A 1s amended by adding
§ 446.14 as follows:

8§ #416.14  Pretreatment Standard for Ex-
isting Sources.

The pretreatment standard under
section 307(b) of the Act for a source
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within the ofl-base solvent wash paint
subcategory which is a user of a publicly
owned treatment works and a major con-
tributing industry as defined in 40 CFR
128 (and which would be an existing
point source subject to section 301 of the
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants to
the navigable waters), shall be the
standard set forth in 40 CFR 128, except
that, for the purpose of this section, 40
CFR 128.121, 128.122, 128.132 and 128.133
shall not apply. The following pretreat-
ment standard establishes the quantity
or quality of pollutants or pollutant
properties controlled by this section
which may be discharged to a publicly
owned treatment works by a point source
subject to the provisions of this subpart.
There shall be no discharge of process
water pollutants to a publicly owned
treatment works.

[PR Doc.75-10409 Filed 7-25-75,8:45 am]

[ 40 CFR Part 447 ]
|FRL 404-7]

INK FORMULATING POINT SOURCE
*  CATEGORY
Pretreatment Standards for Existing
Sources

Notice is hereby given that pretreat-
ment standards for existing sources set
forth in tentative form below are pro-
posed by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or Agency). On the date
of this notice EPA promulgated a regu-
Jation adding Part 446 to Chapter 40 of
the Code of Federal Regulations. That
regulation establishes effuent limitations
and guidelines for existing sources and
standards of performance and pretreat-
ment standards for new sources for the
Ink Formulating manufacturing point
source category. The regulation proposed
below will amend 40 CFR Ink formulat-
ing point source category by adding sec-
tion 447.14 to the oil-base solvent wash
ink subcategory (Subpart A), pursuant
1o section 307(b) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33
U.S.C. 1251, 1316(b) and 1317 (b) and
(c), 1251, 1317(b), 86 Stat. 816 ¢t seq.;
Pub. L. 92-500) (the Act). Simultane-
ously with this proposed rule making
EPA is promulgating final regulations
which establish the above listed subparts.

(a) Legal authority.

Section 307(b) of the Act requires the
establishment of pretreatment stand-
ards for pollutants introduced into pub-
licly owned treatment works and 40 CFR
128 establishes that the Agency will pro-
pose specific pretreatment standards at
the time efMuent limitations are estab-
Yshed for point source discharges, Sec-
tion 447.14, proposed below establishes
pretreatment standards for existing
sources within the ofl-base solvent wash
ink subcategory (Subpart A), ink
formulating point source category.

(h) Summary and basis of proposed
pretreatment standard for existing
sources.

The general methodology and sum-
mary of conclusions are discussed in con-
siderable detail In the preamble of the
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final regulation for the oli-base solvent
subcategory (Subpart A) ete.

lation set forth below proposes pre-

existing sources set forth at 40 CFR 128.
The general regulation was proposed
July 19, 1973 (38 FR 19236), and pub-
lished in final form on November 8, 1973
(38 FR 30882). The regulation proposed
below applies to users of publicly owned
treatment works which fall within the
description of the point source category
to which the limitations and standards

tion of pollutants which are directed into
@ publicly owned treatment works, rather
than to discharges of pollutants to navi-
gable waters,

The general pretreatment standard di-
vides pollutants discharged by users of
publicly owned treatment works into two
broad categories: “compatible’ and “in-
compatible.” Compatible pollutants are
generally not subject to pretreatment
standards. However, 40 CFR 128,131 (pro-
hibited wastes) may be applicable to
compatible pollutants., Additionally, lo-
cal pretreatment requirements may apply
(See 40 CFR 128.110). Incompatible pol-
lutants are subject generally to pretreat-
ment standards as provided in 40 CFR
128.133.

Section 447.14, proposed below is in-
tended to implement the concepts of 40
CFR 128.133, by stating specific limita-
tions for pollutants which may be dis-
charged to publicly owned treatment
plants based upon best pructicable con-
trol technology currently available. This
is accomplished by setting 128.133 aside
and substituting the specific limitation.

Operators of publicly owned treatment
works and other interested persons
should refer to the Federal Guidelines:
Pretreatment of Pollutants Introduced
into Publicly Owned Treatment Works,
published pursuant to £ 304(f) of the
Act, for guidance on local pretreatment
requirements and information on those
aspects of pretreatment not amenable
to a Federal standard.

Questions were raised during the pub-

lic comment period on the proposed gen-.

eral pretreatment standard (40 CFR 128)
about the propriety of applying a stand-
ard based upon best practicable control
technology currently available to all
plants subject to pretreatment standards.
In general, EPA believes the analysis
supporting the efluent limitations and
guidelines is adequate to make a deter-
mination regarding the application of
those standards to users of publicly

owned treatment works. However, to en-
sure that those standards are appropri-
ate in all cases, EPA now seeks additional
comments focusing upon the application
of efffuent limitations guldelines to users
of publicly owned treatment works.

“Development

tions Guidelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the Paint
Formulating and Ink Formulating
Point Source Category” details the

204, West Tower, Waterside Mall, Wash-
ington, D.C., at all EPA regional offices,
and at State water pollution control
offices. A supplementary analysis pre-
pared for EPA of the possible economic
effects of the proposed regulation is also
available for inspection at these loca-
tions. Coples of both of these documents
are being sent to persons or institutions
affected by the proposed regulation or
who have placed themselves on & mailing
list for this purpose (see EPA's Advance
Notice of Public Review Procedures, 38
FPR. 21202, August 6, 1973). An addi-
tional limited number of coples of
both reports are available, Persons wish-
ing to obtain a copy may write the EPA
Office of Public Affalrs, Environmental
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C.
204160. Attention: Ms. Ruth Brown,
A-107.

(¢) Summary of public participation,

A full listing of participants and dis-
cussion of comments and responses are
included in the preamble of the final reg-
ulation for Subpart A being simul-
tancously promulgated by EPA and are
incorporated hereln by reference.

Interested persons may participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments in triplicate to the EPA Office
of Public Affairs, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460,
Attention: Ms. Ruth Brown, A-I107.
Comments on all aspects of the proposed
regulation are solicited. In the event
comments are in the nature of criticisms
as to the adequacy of data which are
available, or which may be relied upon
by the Agency, comments should identify
and, if possible, provide any addi-
tional data which may be available and
should indicate why such data are essen-
tial to the development of the regula-
tions. In the event comments address
the approach taken by the Agency in
establishing a standard of performance
or pretreatment standard, EPA solicits
suggestions as to what alternative ap-
proach should be taken and why and
how this altérnative better satisfies the
detailed requirements of section 307(b)
of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be
available for inspection and copying at
the EPA Freedom of Information Center,
Room 204, West Tower, Waterside Mall,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. A

ports, the Development Document and
economic study referred to above, and
certain supplementary materials sup-
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porting the study of the Industry con-
cerned will also be maintained at this
location for public review and copying.
The EPA information regulation, 40 CFR
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee
may be charged for copying.

All comments reccived on or before
August 27, 1975, will be considered. Steps
previously taken by the Environmental
Protection Agency to facilitate public re-
sponse within this time period are out-
lined In the advancc notice concerning
public review procedures published on
August 6, 1973 (38 F.R. 21202),

PROPOSED RULES

Dated: July 16, 1975.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator,

Subpart A is amended by adding 447.14
as follows:

§ 447.14  Pretreatment standard for ex-
isting sources.

The pretreatment standard under sec-
tion 307(b) of the Act for a source within
the oil-base solvent wash ink subcategory
which is a user of a publicly owned
treatment works and a major contrib-
uting industry as defined in 40 CFR 128
(and which would be an existing point

1731

source subject to section 301 of the Act,
if it were to discharge pollutants to the
navigable waters), shall be the standard
set forth In 40 CFR 128, except that, for
the purpose of this section, 40 CFR 128.-
121, 128.122, 128.132 and 128,133 shall not
apply. The following pretreatment stand-
ard establishes the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties con-
trolled by this section which may be dis-
charged to a publicly owned treatment
works by & point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart, There shall be
no discharge of process water pollutants
to a publicly owned treatment works.

[FR D00.75-19411 Filed 7-25-75:8:45 am]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 40, NO. 145—MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975







federal register

MONDAY, JULY 28, 1975
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Volume 40 ® Number 145

PART IV

DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

ENDANGERED
AND THREATENED
WILDLIFE

Grizzly Bear




31734

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH AND
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

PART 17—ENDANGERED AND
THREATENED WILDLIFE

Amendment Listing the Grizzly Bear of the
48 Conterminous States as a Threatened
Species

Background !

On February 14, 1974, the Fund for
Animals, Inc., petitioned the Depart-
ment of the Interior to list the grizzly
bear (Ursus arctos horribilis) of the
conterminous 48 States of the United
States as an endangered species. This
petition, and accompanying supportive
data, were examined by Fish end Wild-
life Service biologists who determined
that the Fund for Animals, Inc., had
presented substantial evidence to war-
rant a review of the status of the grizzly
bear in the conterminous 48 States, No-
tice to that effect was placed in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on March 29, 1974 (39
FR 11611). Simultaneously, the Gover-
nors of the States of Colorado, Idaho,
Montana, Washington, and Wyoming
were notifled of the review, and were
requested to supply data on the status
of the species in their States,

As a result of this review, the Director
found that there were indeed sufficient
data to warrant a proposed rulemak-
ing that the grizzly bear of the 48 con-
terminous States be listed as a threat-
ened specles. This proposed rulemaking
was published in the FEDERAL REGCISTER
on January 2, 1975 (40 FR 5-7). Inter-
ested persons were invited to submit
written comments on the proposal to
the Director (FWS/LE), United States
Pish and Wildlife Service, Post Office
Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036, no
later than March 3, 1975.

Summary of Comments:

The 545 comments received may be
summarized as follows, with some per-
sons advocating more than one position:

(1) Eight persons opposed any list-
ing at all on the grounds of insufficient
data,

(2) Three persons opposed any listing
of the Bob Marshall grizzly bears, but
favored listing all-other grizzly bears
as either threatened or endangered.

(3) Fifteen persons completely sup-
ported the proposed rulemaking.

(4) Four hundred twenty-one persons
opposed any sport hunting of a threat-
ened species,

(6) Three hundred ten persons op-
posed allowing depredating grizzlies to
be taken on Federal lands. .

(6) Four hundred twenty-one persons
favored listing the-“Lower 48" grizzly
bear as an endangered species rather
than as a threatened species.

(7) It was also suggested that the pro-
posed rules be clarified so as to eliminate
any implication that Morntana-regulated
sport hunting would be allowed in
Glacier National Park.

(8) It was suggested, because grizzly
bears from the Bob Marshall Ecosystem
frequently roam outside the ecosystem,
that bears taken in adjacent areas be
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included in the 25-bear annual quota for
the Bob Marshall Ecosystem.

(9) Finally, it was suggested that the
period for reporting human defense, hu-
man safety, or depredation-control,
takings of grizzly bears be shortened
from 30 days to 5 days in order to dis-
courage concealment of the facts of such

takings,

The Director has considered the above
comments as well as the evidence ac-
companying such comments. The Direc-
tor has also considered other information
obtained by the Service both before and
after the proposed rulemaking, Taken
together, the evidence as a whole indi-
cates that the grizzly bear of the 48 con-
terminous States should indeed be listed
as a threatened species, for the reasons
discussed hereafter,

Discussion!

The Endangered Species Act of 1973,
(16 U.S.C. 1533(a) (1)), establishes the
following criteria for determining
whether a species should be listed as a
threatened species:

(1) the present or threatened destruc-
tion, modification, or curtailment of its
habitat or range;

(2) overutilization for commercial,
sporting, scientific, or educational pur-

poses;

(3) disease or predation;

(4) the inadequacy of existing regula-
tory mechanisms; or

(5) other natural or manmade factors
affecting its continued existence.

Specifically, with regard to the grizzly
bear of the conterminous 48 States, pres-
ent evidence suggests that conditions (1),
(2), (4), and (5) are pertinent, One or
more of these conditions are affecting
each of the remaining grizzly bear popu-
lations in each of the named ecosystems
as well as In the remainder of the con-
terminous 48 States. Major factors in-
clude, but are not limited to, the follow-
ing:

(1) Present or threatened destruction,
modification, or curtaflment of habitat
or range.

(a) The range of the grizzly bear,
which at one time was much of the west-
ern United States, is now confined to iso-
lated regions in Montana, Idaho and
Wyoming.

(b) Timbering practices and trafl con-
struction in areas where these bears still
occur have resulted in the bullding of
numerous access roads and trails into
areas which were formerly inaccessible.
This has resulted in making the bears
more accessible to legal hunters, illegal
poachers, human-bear conflicts, and
livestock-bear conflicts.

(2) Overutilization for commercial,
sporting, scientific or educational pur-
poses, Many persons consider these bears
as dangerous vermin, and this attitude
results in a continual loss of animals
through indiscriminate {llegal killing.
Other bears are taken regularly in con-
trol operations, because they are con-
sidered a threat to human safety, and
still others are lost because of livestock
depredations on public and private
lands.

(3) Disease or predation. This factor
is not applicable to the grizzly bears of
the conterminous 48 States.

(4) The inadequacy of existing regu-
latory mechanisms.

There appear to be certain gaps in the
scientific information relating to grizzly
bears, Specifically lacking are better
data on habitat condition and carrying
capacity, total numbers, annual repro-
duction and mortality, and most im-
portantly, annual turnover and popula-
tion trends. This lack of information
greatly hinders the present management
program for grizzly bears and makes
such program an inadequate reguiatory
mechanism for protecting the bears,

(5) Other natural and manmade fac-
tors aflecting its continued survival.

(z) In two of the three areas where
grizzly bears still occur, the bears are
isolated from other populations so that
they cannot be reinforced, either genet-
feally or by movement of individual
bears.

(b) Increasing human use of Yellow-
stone and Glacier National Parks, as
well as livestock use of surrounding na-
tional forests, will exert increasing detri-
mental pressures on grizzly bears unless
management measures favoring the
species are enacted.

However, despite the above problems
facing the grizzly bear in the conter-
minous 48 States, this species is better
regarded as threatened rather than en-
dangered. The Endangered Species Act
of 1973 defines an “endangered species”
as a species which is in danger of ex-
tinction throughout all or a significant
portion of its range, The grizzly bear in
the conterminous 48 States at one time
occupied suitable habitat in much of the
western United States, but is now con-
fined to a relatively small area in Mon-
tana, Wyoming, and Idaho. Nevertheless,
reduction in range occurred mostly in
the 19th Century during the westward
advance of civilization. There has been
no significant reduction in the range of
the grizaly bear in the past half century,
and the population in the conterminous
48 States is not in danger of extinction
in its present range.

The Act defines a “threatened species”
as one which Is likely to become an en-
dangered species within the foreseeable
future throughout all or a significant
portion of its range. The Fish and Wild-
life Service is convinced that the prob-
lems outlined above facing the grizzly
bears of the 48 conterminous States
could render this species endangered
within the foreseeable future throughout
its range, and therefore, the specics
presently qualifies for threatened status

With respect to location, the grizzly
bear of the 48 conterminous States oc-
curs almost entirely in three “ecosys-
tems.” These are: the Selway-Bitterroot
Ecosystem (Clearwater National Forest,
the Selway-Eitterroot Wilderness Area,
and the Salmon River Breaks Primitive
Area): the Bob Marshall Ecosystem
(Flathead National Forest, Bob Mar-
shall Wilderness Area, Mission Moun-
tains Primitive Area, and Glacler Na-
tional Park); and the Yellowstone Eco-
system  (Yellowstone National Park,
Grand Teton National Park, Teton Na-

tional Forest, that part of Shoshone Na-
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tional Forest north of Wind Rlver, that
part of Targhee National Forest east of
U.S. Highway 20, that part of Gallatin
National Forest south of Interstate
Highway 90, and the Beartooth Primitive
Areq) . The regulations of this rulemak-
ing are designed to insure the species’
conservation in all three of these eco-
systems, and to protect any members
of the species occurring elsewhere in the
48 conterminous States,

With limited exceptions for public zo-
ological parks and Federal or State em-
ployees engaged In sclentific activities,
the regulations prohibit nearly all im-
portation, exportation, transportation,
or sale of the lower 48 grizzly bear. They
also place significant restrictions on the
takiong of-such specles,

In general, grizzly bears of the 48 con-
terminous States may not be taken ex-
cept In defense of human life, or to re-
move demonstrable but non-immediate
threats to human safety, or to prevent
significant depredations on livestock
lawfully on the premises. All such tak-
ings must be reported {n writing to the
Service’s Division of Law Enforcement,
and to appropriate State officials, within
6 days after they occur, (The 30-day
reporting period of the proposed rule-
making has been reduced to 5 days in
light of public comments that a 30-day
period could lead to concealment of such
takings.) In addition, takings to remove
demonstrable but non-immediate threats
to human safety, or to prevent signifi-
cant depredations on Nvestock lawfully
on the premises, can be performed only
by Federal or State employees, and only
after reasonable efforts to live-capture
and release unharmed in a remote area
the bear involved have falled.

Federal or State employees may also
take bears for sclentific or rescarch pur-
poses, but such teking s limited to pur-
suing, capturing, or collecting grizzly

Finally, grizzly bears in the Bob Mar-
shall Ecosystem (excluding Glacier Na-
tional Park) may, under certain cir-
cumstances, be hunted in accordance
with Montana law. However, the present
regulations make clear that there will be
no sport hunting in the Glacier National
Park portion of such ecosystem. In re-
sponse to public comments, an ambiguity
of the proposed rules has been elimi-
nated by expressly providing that the
regulations of the National Park Serv-

Ice shall govern all taking of grizzly

bears in National Parks,

With respect to sport hunting else-
where in the Bob Marshall Ecosystem,
such taking is in accord with § 3(2) of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
US.C. 1532(2)), which provides for
regulated taking “in the extraordinary
case where population pressures within
a glven ecosystem cannot be otherwise_
relieved.”

The Bob Marshall Ecosystem is just
such an ecosystem. First of all, its grizzly
bear population is large enough that
bears are now wandering into settled
areas where they threaten human safety
and commit significant depredations on
legally present livestock. Thus, grizzly
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bear population pressures definitely exist
in the Bob Marshall Ecosystem.

Moreover, grizzly bears are large, ag-
gressive, and sometimes dangerous ani-
mals. They are also quite mobile and
difficult to capture. Therefore, live-
trapping and transplanting is simply too
dangercus and too expensive to be used
with sufficient frequency to relieve the
above population pressures. A limited
amount of regulated taking is necessary.

This regulated taking can be two types,
(1) the isolated taking of specific nui-
sance bears, and (2) seasonal sport
hunting. The isolated taking of nuisance
bears, while necessary in given instances,
is not sufficient to prevent numerous dep-
redations and threats to human safety.
This Is because the occasional taking of
one bear does not create a fear of man
among the grizzly bear population in
general,

By contrast, a regulated sport hunt,
will create an adeguate fear of man. In a
seasonal sport hunt, bears are exposed to
relatively large numbers of humans for
& limited perlod of time, and consequent-
ly learn to avoid all areas where humans
are encountered. It is this avoidance of
man which will reduce numerous depre-
dations and threats to human safety.

Thus, in the Bob Marshall Ecosystem,
population pressures require a limited
amount of regulated taking, and the best
system of such taking is to combine
limited taking of specific nuisance bears
with a closely regulated sport hunt,

It is, of course, important to insure
that the total number of bears killed
from sport hunting and other causes is
strictly controlled. As evidenced by the
following letter, the Montana Depart-
ment of Fish and Game has agreed that
all sport hunting in the Bob Marshall
Ecosystem will be stopped in any year
where the total number of bears killed
for whatever reason—defense of human
life, muisance control, other taking, and
sport hunting—reaches 25 bears for that

year.
STATE O MONTANA,
DEPARTMENT OF F15H AND GAME,

Helena, Mont,
Mr. LYNN A. GREXNWALT, ‘
Director, Fish and Wilditfe Service,
Washington, D.C,

Novesmuozr 25, 1074,

Drax Lynx: In the Interest of maintain-
ing an effective and harmontous program of
grizzly bear management and in order for
the U.8. Dopartment of Interior to find ine
advisable and unnecessary the placing of any
restrictive federal regulations on grizzly bear
in the Bob Marshall ecosystem, the Montana
Fish and Game Commission has developed the
following program:

(1) That the maximum number of grizzly
bear to be removed annually from the Bob
Marshall ecosystem will not exceed 25, Our
records show that the average annual take
from this population since 1967 has been
20 and at this time it is felt that a conserva-
tive take from this populstion would be ad-
visable, In order to control the removal of
bears from the population there will be an
annual quots not to exceed the established
number of 25. This number will include bears
lost from any other cause and the annual
legal harvest will be so adjusted. Hunters
holding bear permits will be required to ro-
port a kill to the Department of Fish and
Game within 48 hours and within a ten-day

31735

period shall be required to submit the hide
and skull to the department for sclentific
analysis and purchase s trophy permit, The
hunting season will be closed upon 48 hours
notice when the removal figure begins to
approach 25,

(2) Removal of nulsance bears will be held
to & minimum through live-trapping and
fransplanting into inaccessible aress and by
other means avatlable to the department, The
bear In question will be killed only when all
else falls. All bears taken will be, if posaible,
transported to the department's wildlife
laboratory in Bozeman where complets sclen-
tific data will be recorded and analyzed, All
such records will, of courss, be avallable to all
cooperating agencles and the publlc,

(3) No change in the above policies will be
made without giving 90 days notice in writ-
ing to the Director of the Pish and Wildlife
Service.

Sincerely,
WesLey R. WoopGERD,
State Fish and Game Director.

Howevér, public comments to the pro-
posed rulemaking pointed out that Bob
Marshall grizzly bears often roam outside
the ecosystem. Consequently, in the reg-
ulations which follow, it was decided to
halt sport hunting whenever 25 bears
have already been killed during the year
in the entire northwest quarter of
Montana,

The proposed rulemaking also included
& new Subpart E entitled “Similarity of
Appearance”, Public comments on this
subpart manifested confusion and un-
clarity as to its operation and effect, Clear
and effective regulations on similarity of
appearance are crucial to protection of
both endangered and threatened species.
Therefore, the Service deems it advisable
to give further study to similarity of ap-
pearance, and rather than publish the
proposed subpart, the Service will instead
shortly propose new rules on the subject.

If in the future, grizzly bear popula-
tions in the Yellowstone ecosystem re-
cover to the point where population pres-
sures require removal of a part of the
population, consideration will be given
to a controlled reduction by sport hunt-
ing conducted by concerned State wild-
life agencies and these regulations will
bs modified accordingly. It is not antici-
pated that this situation wi'l occur in the
Selway-Bitterroot ecosystem within the
forseeable future.

For the reasons stated above, it is
hereby determined that the grizzly bear
(Ursus arctos horribilis) of the 48 con-
terminous States of the United States is
a threatened species within the meaning
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(16 U.S.C, 1531-1543), and that the fol-
lowing regulations are deemed n
and advisable for the conservation of
such species,

Accordingly, Part 17 of Chapter I, Title
50, Code of Federal Regulations, is
amended as set forth below,

- These amendments will be effective
August 1, 1975,

Dated: July 23, 1975.
LynyN A, GREENWALT,

Director,
Fish and Wildlife Service,

Accordingly, §17.32 is amended to
read:
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Commaon name Ecientife noene

Rango Portion of range
where threatoned

()

Mammals:
L A (e o B e o S - =

s

() Orisxly Bear_ .. Urrux arctor hovrivitle. ...

———————

.. 4% comterminous States of he Eullre,
United States,

(A)Grizzlvbear.As
this section, the term “griazly
anymemberolt.hcm
arctochorrlb(us the 48 conter-
minous states of the United States, in-

offspring, dead body,

nsed
bear"”
Ursus

cluding any part,
part of & dead body, or product of
species.

(1) Prohibitions and exceptions. The
prohibitions and exceptions below apply
to grizzly bears.

(A) Taking. () Prohibition. Except as
provided in paragraph (a) (4) (if) (A) (II)
of this section, no person shall take any
grizzly bear in the 48 conterminous states
of the United States.

(I} Exceptions. (a) Self-defense and
defense of others. Grizzly bears may be
taken in self-defense, or in defense of
others, but any such faking shall be re-
ported In writing to the United States
Pish and Wildlife Service, Division of
Law Enforcement, P.O. Box 19183,
Washington, D.C. 20036, and to appropri-
ate State officials, within 5 days after it
oceurs,

(b) Removal of nuisance bears. A
grizzly bear constituting a demonstrable
but non-immediate threat to human
safety, or committing significant depre-
dations to lawfully present livestock,
may be taken, but only if:

(1) it has not been reasonably possi-
ble to eliminate such threat or depreda-
tion by live-capturing and releasing un-
harmed in 2 remote area the grizzly bear
involved; and

(2) the taking is done In a humane
manner by authorized Federal or State
employees; and

¢3) the taking is reported in writing
to the United States Pish and Wildlife
Service,s Division of Law Enforcement,
P.O. Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036,

and to sppropriate State om(:lals wnmn
5 days after it occurs.

(¢) Federal or State scientific or re-
search activities. Federal or State em-
ployees may pursue, capture, or collect
grizzly bears for sclentific or regearch
purposes.

(d) Northwestern Montana, If it Is not
contrary to the laws and regulations of
the State of Montana, a person may
hunt grizzly bears in the Flathead Na-
tional Forest, the Flat head National
Forest, the Bob Marshall Wildermess
Area, and the Mission Mountains
Primitive Area of Montana: Provided,
That if in any year in question, 25 grizzly
bears have already been killed for what-
ever reason in that part of Montana, in-

east by U.S. Highway 91, on the
south by U.S, Highway 12, and on the
west by Montam-ldaho State line, the

shall be unlawful: Provided further, That
any taking of a grizzly bear, for what-
ever reason, in the above-described por-
tion of Montana shall be reported in
writing to the United States Fish and
Wwildlife Service, Division of Law En-
forcement, P.O. Box 19183, Washington,
D.C. 20036, and to the Montana Depart-
ment of Fish and Game, within 5 days
after the taking occurs; and except that
any taking on an Indian reservation
within the above-described area shall be
so reported only to the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, Division of Law En-
forcement, P.O. Box 19183, Washington,
D.C. 20036.

(e) National Parks. The regulations
of the National Park Service shall
govern all taking of grizzly bears In Na-
tional Parks,

(B) Unlawfully taken grizzly bears.
(I) Prohibition. Except as provided in
paragraph (a) (4) (1) (B) (IT) of this sec-~
tion, no person shall possess, deliver
carry, transport, ship, export, or sell any
grizzly bear taken unlawfully.

(IT) Ezception. Federal or State em-
ployecs may for scientific or research
purposes possess, deliver, carry, trans-
port, ship, or export unlawfully taken
grizzly bears

(C) Commercial transportation. (I)
Prohibition. Except for public zoological
institutions (see 50 CFR 10.12), no per-
son shall, in the course of & commercial
activity, deliver, receive, carry, trans-
port, or ship in interstate or foreign
commerce any grizzly bear.

(D) Commercial exportation. (1) Pro-
hidbition. Except for public zoological in-
stitutions (see 50 CFR 10.12), no person
shall, in the course of a commercial ac-
tivity, export any grizzly bear from the
United States.

(E) Importation. (I) Prohibition. Ex-
cept as provided in paragraph (8)(4)
(i1) (E) (II) of this section, no person
shall fmport any grizzly bear into the
United States.

(IT) Exceptions. (a) Federal or State
scientific or research activities. Federal
or State employees may import grizzly
bears into the United stst.cs for scien-
tific or research purpos

(b) Public aoolog!cal institutions.
Public zoological institutions (see 50
CFR 10.12) may import grizzly bears
into the United States.

(F) Selling or offering for sale. (I)
Prohibition, Except for public zoological
institutions (see 50 CFR 10.12) dealing
with other public zoological institutions,
no person shall sell or offer for sale In
interstate or foreign commerce any
grizzly bear.

(G) Other violations. (I) Prohibitions.
No person shall attempt to commit,
cause to be committed, or solicit another
to commit any act prohibited by para-
graph (a) (4) (il) of this section.
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Just Released

CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS

(Revised as of April 1, 1975)
Title 18—Conservation of Power and Water Resources
(Part 150-End)
Title 21—Food and Drugs (Parts 500-599)

Title 23—Highways

Title 26—Internal Revenue Part 1 (§§ 1.851-1.1200)

[ A Cumulative checklist of CFR issuances for 1975 appears in the first issue
of the Federal Register each month under Title 1)

Order from Superintendent of Documents,
United States Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402
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