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TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter |—Civil Service Commission

Pary 25—FEDERAL EmMPLOYEES PAY
REGULATIONS

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

L. Effective May 30, 1958, paragraph
{a) (3) of §25.254 is amended as set out
below,

125254 Rales of additional compen=-
tation payable under § 25.251. (a) * * *

(3) Positions in which the employee
has a regular 40-hour basic workweek
requiring rull-time performance of actual
work, and is required, in addition, to re-
maln.on standby duty: 14 to 18 hours a
week on regular workdays, or extending
into a nonworkday in continuation of a
period of duty within the basic work-
week—15 percent; 19 to 27 hours a week
on regular workdays, or extending into a
nonworkday in continuation of a period
of duty within the basic workweek—20
percent; 28 or maore hours a week on reg-
Uar workdays, or extending into a non-
Workday in continuation of a period of
duty within the basic workweek—25 per-
tent; 7 to 9 hours on one or more of his
feqular weekly nonworkdays—15 per-
feat; 10 to 13 hours on one or more of
bis regular weekly nonworkdays—20 per-
fent; 14 or more hours on one or more
;: his regular weekly nonworkdays—25

reent,

2. Paragraphs (a) and (e) of §25.274
ire amended to read as follows:

352714 Construction and computa-
tion of existing aggregate rates. (a) An
tmployee's existing aggregate rate shall
be constrycted on the basis of the esti-
Mate of earnings which the employee
Would have received over an appropriate
Period, generally a year, if his tour of
“lu)' Immediately prior to the date sec-
00 401 of the Federal Employees Pay
Act of 1945, as amended, becomes appli-
hem him, remained the same. Where
:23311%“5 require construction. of an

“HUE aggregate rate, this rate must
Ployee's

il tour of duty immediately prior
the

date on which the additional

annual compensation provisions are
made applicable to him.
» -

(e) When an agency elects to pay an
employee premium pay on an additional
annual basis in accordance with § 25.251
or §25.261, he shall continue to receive
hourly premium rates properly payable
under Titles II and IIT of the Federal
Employees Pay Act of 1945, as amended,
until his base pay plus appropriate ad-
ditional annual premium pay equals or
exceeds his existing aggregate rate.
When this occurs, the employee's rate
of compensation shall be computed and
paid under the additional annual com-
pensation provisions,

(Sec. 605, 59 Stat. 304; 5 U, S. C. 945)

Unared States Civi Sgry-
1cE COMMISSION,
W, C. Huwr,
Executive Assistant,

[F. R. Doc. 58-3197; Piled, Apr. 20, 1858;
8:49 a. m.)

[sEaL]

TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter Vill—Commodity Stabiliza-
tion Service (Sugar), Department of
Agriculture

Subchopter B—Sugar Requirements and Quotos
[Sugar Reg. 814.19, Amdt. 1]
PArT 814 —ALLOTMENT OF SUGAR QUOTAS

DIRECT-CONSUMPTION PORTION OF MAIN-
LAND QUOTA FOR PUERTO RICO, 1958

Basis and purpose. ‘This amendment
Is issued under section 205 (a) of the
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended (herein-
after called the “act”) for the purpose
of amending Sugar Regulation 814.19
(23 F. R. 136) which established initial
allotments of the direct-consumption
portion of the 1958 mainland quota for
Puerto Rico.

This amendment of S. R. 81419 is
necessary to: (1) Substitute final data
on the entries of sugar into the con-
tinental United States during 1957 for
estimates used In deriving average an-
nual marketings 1953-57, the measure of
past marketings used in the determinn-
tion of initial allotments and, (2) pro-
rate to other allottees the deficit in the

(Continued on p. 2855)
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jces Administration, pursuant to the au-
thority contained in the Federal Reglster Act,
approved July 26, 1935 (49 Stat. 500, as
amended; 44 U. 8. C,, oh. £B), under regula-
tions prescribed by the Administrative Com-
mittee of the Federal Reglster, approved by
the President. Distribution is made only by
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ment Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C,

The Froxnal Recistes will be furnished by
mail to subscribers, free of postage, for 81.60
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advance. The charge for Individual coples
(minimum 15 cents) varles In proportion to
the size of the lssue. Remit check or money
order, made payable to the Superintendent
of Documents, directly to the Government
Frinting OMce, Washington 25, D, C.

The regulatory material appearing herein
1s keyed to the Coox oF FEDERAL RECULATIONS,
which is published, under 50 titles, pursuant
to section 11 of the Federal Register Act, as
amended August 5, 1853. The Cone oy Fro-
ERAL REGULATIONS Is sold by the Superin-
tendent of Documents. Prices of books and
pocket suppiements vary.

There are no restrictions on the re-
publication of material appearing in the
FroeEral RecisTER, of the Cope OF FEDERAL
REGULATIONS,

CFR SUPPLEMENTS
(As of January 1, 1958)

The following Supplements are now
availoble:

Title 7, Parts 1-209 ($2.25)
Title 14, Parts 1-39 ($0.50)

Title 32, Parts 1-399 ($1.25),
Parts 400-699 ($1.75)

Title 38 ($0.40) °
Title 49, Parts 1-70 ($0.70)

Previously announced: Title 3, 1957 Supp.
($0,40); Titles 4-5 ($1.00); Title 7, Ports
900-959 ($1.00); Title 8, Rev. Jon. 1,
1958 ($3.25); Title 9 ($0.75); Titles
10-13 ($1.00); Title 17 ($0.65); Title 18
{$0.50); Title 20 ($1.00); Titles 22-23,
Rev. Jon. 1, 1958 ($4.25); Titles 28-29
($1.50); Titles 30-31 ($1.50); Title 32,
Parts 700-799 ($0.60), Part 1100 to end
($0.50); Titles 35-37 ($1.00); Title 39
($0.60); Titles 40-42 ($1.00); Title 43
($0.70); Title 46, Parts 1-145 ($0.75),
Ports 146149, Rev. Jan. 1, 1958
($5.50); Title 49, Part 165 to end ($0.75)

Order from Superintendent of Documents,
Government Printing Office, Washington
25, 0. C,
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section 205 (a) of the act, i is hereby  (2) The parity prices of milk, as de-
CODIFICATION GUIDE—Con. ordered that paragraph (a) of § 814.19 termined pursuant to section 2 of the

Title 21 Page be amended to read as fallows: act, are not reasonable in view of the
Chapter I: §814.19 Allotment of the direct-con- m L‘mr“?‘m‘?ﬁmmoﬁﬁ
PRIt 1 R e o e e e et 2857 sumption portion of 1958 sugar quota for whlcl; affect market s ly and demand
Part 146 P - 2857 Puerto Rico—(a) Allotments. The di- S-Sk der the siid m:‘:&ﬁ iroterirart
L -~ 2857 rect-consumption portion of the 1958 Pragen e sneci?li g
Title 29 su:;ax;, g“:ul‘] f°: tl;uerto mv‘;?' :ni;p:nugz order as hereby amended are such prices
Chapter V: i.ilofwdl Br&‘;ow'sr's' TEW value, IDerchy. - os-will reflect. the: aforesatd factors, in-
ol o WG 2856 A : Direot-consump- Sure a sufficient quantity of pure and
Part 110 - e O 2856 tion allotment Wholesome milk, and be in the public
Title 39 (short tons, interest: and
Chapter I: Allottee: raiwr palue) (3) The said order as hereby amended,
Part 208, oL oSSR Rt S 2857 Central Aguirre Sugar Co.. & trust. 6,897 ypgulates the handling of milk in the
Tiflo 41 o S—— T S0 i ppUaatieorty
Chapter I1: » °I‘:‘c’ Rican Amaerican. Sugar RYy., 80,763 Industrial or commercial activity speci-
S 53 westorn Bugar Betining Go--- 20.012 fed in, a marketing agreement tUpan
Title 46 All other persons (raw  sugar which a hearing has been held. Y
Chapter I: . AR RS N T SR 200 (b) Additional findings, It is hereby
Pt 12 e et 2862 : found and determined that good cause
Title 47 TOAL e 130018 exists for making this order amending
Chapter I: (Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U. S. C. 1153. Inter- the order effective May 1, 1958. Such
Part 3 (proposed) .- ... ... 2866 Prets or applices secs. 205, 209; 61 Stat. 826, action is necessary in the public interest
Title 49 928; 7 U. 8. C. 1115, 1119) in girger to ;e?:pitn cu_n-:::t mm-k_egng
tor T+ Done at Washington, D. C,, this 25th conditions an sure the production
e L - 2sz day of April 1958 of an adecunte supply of milk for the
Part 106 (proposed) < eceeeo-. 2870 {sEar) LAWRENCE MYERS, lay beyond May 1 in the effective date
P Izlfbe‘c;t&ré of this order will tend to affect adversely
x uga n, the production of an adequate supply of
sllotment of South Porto Rico Sugar Commodity Stabilization Service,
Company, which by official notice to the < mnilk for the Neosho Valley marketing

gl [F. R. Doc, 88-3214: Filed, Apr. 29, 1058; Aarea.
g;(‘;‘z;";’r:;“‘ released its entire 1958 8:52 a. m.] A The changes effected by this order

ndin ord no
Findings heretofore made by the Sec- ;:;:m :ne":;l;d :uﬁrstgguax ‘brme?:t:"nﬁg;
retary In the course of this proceeding chan
(23 P. R. 136) provide that this order s e crsciYe Aate., S

thall b Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing Provisions of the said order are well
ornnm:mr;v;ﬁd tmmmmm&; Service (Marketing Agreements and known to handlers, the public hearing

above. Orders), Department of Agriculture ?,fg‘;‘“mmmmgf,‘;’;gef&fnm:gi& ki
o T S — [Docket No. AO-227-A8] issued on March 7, 1958 (23 F. R. 1700,
S ot T Dersler entiiied o the - © FAST 926 ~aerux o Mwosme aruwy . RECIEER sl dectsloes baving Deet e
basis of the final data shown below, and ING AREA time, undc:z the ‘-:h.cumsu‘ncés has been
Consistent with the findings heretofore ORDER AMENDING ORDER afforded persons affected to pi'epm for
fiade n the course of this proceeding: §928.0 Findings and determinations, Its effective date and it would be contrary

[Short toms, raw value) The findings and determinations herein- 10 the public interest to delay the effec-

after set forth are supplementary and tve date of this amendment for 30 days

Aversge | Highest  in addition to the nndlzlg)s and d:tyerml- after its publication in the Prornay
Allottes xf:z':(’- .;‘f,'.‘:i‘:'{. nations previously made in connection REGISTER.

s tgs  With the issuance of the aforesaid order: _ In view of the foregoing, it is hereby

. 10667 | 1085-7  and all of sald previous findings and found that good cause exists for making

determinations are hereby ratified and this order amending the order effective

prstnl Agulere Sugar Co., mteust.| 6,367 Y0 affirmed, except insofar as such findings May 1, 1058 (section 4 (¢), Administra-
i il ':'Lx;‘sr'r(".f(f&'(’.";._m‘"'“" | %% and determinations may be in conflict Uve Procedure Act,5 U. S, C. 1003 ©).

ienn A nierican Sugaz iy, with the findings and determinations set _ (c) Determinations. It is hereby de-
Stern Eceie Rl Gorr = ‘;&m forth herein. termined that handlers (excluding co-
Mty : (3) Findings upon the basis of the operative associations of producers who

SOIAL co v cectroiainsndiidan IZ‘,S.IO, 158, 401 hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- are not engaged in processing, distribut-
ST sions of the Agricultural Marketing Ing or shipping milk covered by this
b Jective date. Allotments established Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 order amending the order) of more than
Y this order are larger than the allot- U. S, C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 50 pereent of the volume of milk covered
meals established in 8. R, 814.19. To rules of practice and procedure govern- ‘by this order amending the order, which
:ﬁu'xd cach allottee adequate opportu- ing the formulation of marketing agree- is marketed within the said marketing
,a;: '0 scquire and process additional ments and marketing orders (7 CFR, area, refused or failed to sign the pro-
qunnihaa.l and to market the additional Part 900), a public hearing was held posed marketing agreement regulating
) ‘1es of sugar in an orderly manner, upon certain proposed amendments to the handling of milk in the said market-

Ve as . the tentative marketing agreement and ing aves, and it is hereby further de-
is h;'vzgoﬁo?nmwmmu' it to the order regulating the handling of termined that:
the 30-day effective date reqiirement of milk in the Neosho Valley marketing 1. The refusal or failure of such han-
the Administrative Procedure Act (60 2r¢™- Upon the busis of the evidence dlers to sign said marketing agreement
L2337, 15 impracticable and contrary introduced at such hearing and the rec- tends to prevent the effectuation of the
10 the public interest and, consequently, ©rd thereof, it is found that: declared policy.of the act;
}qis order shall be effective when pub-' (1) The sald order as hereby amended, 2, This issuance of this order amend-
ished in the FroERaL Rycrsren, and all of the terms and conditions iIng the arder is the only practical means,
Veste u’f - Pursuant to the authority thereof, will tend to effectuate the de- pursuant to the declared policy of the
0 the Secretary of Agriculture by claved policy of the act; uct, of advancing the interests of pro-
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ducers of milk which is produced for sale
in the said marketing area; and

3. The issuance of this order amend-
ing the order is approved or favored by
at least two-thirds of the producers who,
during the representative period (Febru-
ary 1958), were engaged in the produc-
tion of milk for sale in the said market-
ing area.

Order relative to handling. It is
therefore ordered, that on and after the
effective date h-ereof, the handling of
milk in the Neosho Valley marketing
area shall be in conformity to and in
compliance with the terms and condi-
tions of the aforesaid order, as hereby
amended, and the aforesaid order is
hereby amended as follows:

1. Revise §928.8 (d) to read as fol-
lows:

(d) Any cooperative association, with
respect to milk of producers (1) which
it causes to be diverted to an unapproved
plant for the account of such associa-
tion; (2) delivered for its account to the
approved plant of another cooperative
association: and (3) for which it elects
to report as a handler and which is de-
livered to the pool plant(s) of another
handler in a tank truck owned, operated,
or controlled by, such association (such
milk shall be considered as having been
received by the cooperative association
at the plant to which it is delivered).

2. In £928.11 change the phrase “or
another handler in his capacity as the
operator of a pool plant” to read “or
anotheér handler either in his capacity
as the operator of an approved plant or
as a cooperative association acting pur-
suant to §928.8 (d).”

3. In § 928.30 (a) (1), delete the word
“and” from subdivision (ii), change the
period at the end of subdivision (iii)
to a comma, and add the word “and”,
and add a subdivision (iv), as follows:

(iv) Milk received from a cooperative
association pursuant to subparagraphs
(2) and (3) of §928.8 (d).

4. Delete §928.46 (a) (3) and substi-
tute therefor the following:

(3) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining In each class, in serles
peginning with Class II, the pounds of
skim milk received in other source milk
other than that to be subtracted pur-
suant to subparagraph (4) of this
paragraph;

(4) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remsaining in each class, in series
beginning with Class II, the pounds of
skim milk in other source milk from a
plant at which the handling of milk is
fully subject to the pricing and payment
provisions of another marketing order
{ssued pursuant to the act;

5. Renumber subparagraphs (4) and
(5) of §928.46 (a) as “(5)" and “(&)",
respectively.

6. In § 928.70 change the citation “pur-
suant to § 028.46 (a) (5) or (b)" to read
“pursuant to § 928.46 (a) (8) or (b)",

7. In § 928.71 delete the phrases “For
each dellvery period of September 1957
through February 1858 and for each de-
livery period of August through January
thereafter” and substitute therefor the

RULES AND REGULATIONS

phrase “For each delivery period of Au-
gust through January".

8. In §§928.72, 928.80, 928.81, 928.03,
and 92894 delete the phrases “the de-
livery periods of March 1958 through Au-
gust 1958 and each of the delivery periods
of February through July of each year
thereafter,” and substitute therefor the
phrase "the delivery periods of February
through July"™.

9. In § 028.80 delete the phrase “during
the preceding delivery periods of Sep-
tember 1957 through December 1957 and
preceding delivery perlods of August
through November of each year there-
after” and substitute therefor the phrase
“during the preceding delivery periods of
August through November".

10. In § £28.80 change the period to a
colon and add the following: “Provided,
That with respect to any producer on
‘every-other-day’ delivery the days of
nondelivery shall be considered as days
of delivery for purposes of this section
and of §928.81: And provided further,
That in the case of producers delivering
milk to'an approved plant which first
qualifies as such during any month other
than August, a dally average base for
each such producer shall be calculated
pursuant to this section on the basis of
his verifiable deliveries of milk to such
plant during the period August through
November immediately preceding.”

11, In §928.83 change “February 15"

" to “January 15”.

12. Add a paragraph (¢) ‘to §928.90,
as follows:

-
(¢) Onor before the 17th day after the

end of each delivery period, to each co-
operative association, with respect to re-
ceipts of milk for which such cooperative
assoclation is defined as a handler pur-
suant to §928.8 (d), not less than the
value of such milk as is classified pur-
suant to §928.44 (a) at the applicable
class prices.

(Sec, 5, 40 Stat. 753, as amended; 7 U, 8. C.
6080)

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 25th

day of April 1958 to be effective on and
after May 1, 1958.

{seAL) DoN PAARLBERG,

Assistant Secretary.

|[F. R. Doc, 88-3215; Filed, Apr, 20, 1858;
8:52a.m.)

TITLE 29—LABOR

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division,
Department of Labor

ParT 614—CORSETS, BRASSIERES, AND AL-
LIED GARMENTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO

PART T10—CORSETS, BRASSIERES, AND AL~
L1ED GARMENTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO

REVOCATION AND WAGE ORDER GIVING
EFFECT TO RECOMMENDATIONS

Pursuant to section 5 of the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 (52 Stat, 1060, as
amended; 29 U. S. C. 201 et seq.), the
Secretary of Labor by Administrative
Order No. 503 (23 F. R, 1676) as amended
by Administrative Orders Nos. 504 (23
F. R. 1858) and 506 (23 F. R, 2256), ap-
pointed, convened, and gave notice of
the hearings of Industry Committee No.
38-A, to recommend the minimum wage

rate or rates to be pald under section
6 (c) of the Act to employees In the
corsets, brassieres, and allied garments
industry in Puerto Rico who are engaged
in commerce or in the production of
goods for commerce.

Subsequent to investigation and hear.
ing conducted pursuant to the notice,
the committee filed with the Acting Ad-
ministrator a report containing its find.
ings with respect to the matters referred
to it, The present wage order for this
industry is published in 22 F. R. 4053,
Industry Committee No. 38-A recom-
mended an increase of five cents per hour
in the applicable minimum wage.

Accordingly, as authorized and re.
quired by section 8 of the act, Reorgani-
zation Plan No. 6 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1263;
3 CFR, 1950 Supp., p. 165), General Or-
ders Nos, 45-A (15 F. R, 3290) and 85-A
(22 F. R. 7614) of the Secretary of Labor,
the recommendations of the committee
are hereby published in this order
amending Title 29, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, effective May 15, 1958, as fol-
lows:

1. Part 710 is hereby revoked.

2. Part 614 is hereby added to read as
follows:

Sec,

614.1 Definition of the Industry.
0142 Wage rates.

6143 Application and notice,

Avurnonrrry: §5614.1 to 614.3 fssued unde
sec. 8, 52 Stat, 1064, as amended; 29 U, 8. C,
208. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 52 Stat, 1062,
as amended; 20 U. 8, C. 205,

£ 614.1 Definition of the industry.
The corsets, brassieres, and allied gar-
ments industry in Puerto Rico, to which
this part shall apply, is defined as fol-
lows: The manufacture of corseis, bras«
sieres, brassiere pads, girdles, founda-
tion garments, sanitary belts, surgical
or abdominal supports, and all similar
body-supporting garments.

$ 6142 Wage rates. Wages at arate
of not less than 80 cents an hour shall
be paid in the corsets, brassieres, and
allied garments industry in Puerto Rico.

§ 614.3 Application and notice. (a)
Wages of not less than the hourly wage
rate specified in § 614.2 shall be paid
under section 6 of the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act of 1938 by every employer 10
each of his employees who is engaged i
commerce or in the production of goods
for commerce in the corsets, brassieres.
and allied garments industry in Puerld
Rico,

(b) Every employer employing 807
such employees shall post in a con-
spicuous place in each department of his
establishment where any such employ
ees are working such notices of this
part as shall be preseribed from time
to time by the Administrator of the
Wage and Hour Division of the Un!
States Department of Labor and
give such other notice as the Ad
trator may prescribe,

Signed at Washington, D. C., this 24
day of April 1958.
CLARENCE T. LuspQUuisT,
Acting Administratol.

[P. R. Doc. 58-3108: Filed, Apr. 29, 1%
8:48 a, m.]
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TME 21—FOOD AND DRUGS

Chopter I—Food and Drug Admin-
istration, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare

Subchopter C—Drugs

Pagr 141a—PENICILLIN AND PENICILLIN-
CoNTAINING DRUGS; TESTS AND METHODS
oF ASSAY

Panr 146a—CERTIFICATION OF PENICILLIN
AND PENICILLIN-CONTAINING DRUGS

Panr 146c—CERTIFICATION OF CHLORTET-
MCYCLINE (OR TETRACYCLINE) AND
CHLORTETRACYCLINE- (OR ‘TETRACY-
CLINE-) CONTAINING DRUGS

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

By virtue of the authority vested in
the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare by the Federal Food, Drug, and

Cosmetic Act (sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, 61.

Stat, 11; 21 U. 8. C. 357) and delegated
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs
by the Secretary (22 F. R. 1045), the
regulations for certification of antibiotic
and antibiotic-containing drugs (21 CFR
Parts 141a, 146a, 146¢: 22 F. R. 2098,
4835, 6590; 23 F. R. 2214) are amended
as set forth below:

L The headnote and paragraph (a)
(1) of §141a.96 are amended to read as
follows;

11412.96 Penicillin-streptomycin-ne-
omyoin-polymyzin ointment; penicillin-
dihgdrostreptomycin - neomycin - poly-
myzin  ointment — (a) Potency — (1)
Penicillin content, Proceed as directed
in§ 141a.35 (a) (1), (2), and (3), ex~
Ceptif diethylaminoethyl ester penicillin
Ghydriodide is used, after the extraction
o blending procedure described in
fl41a8 @) (1) and (2), proceed as
directed In § 141a.51 (a), or if the lodo-
metric assay is used, one drop of 1.2 N
HC1 is added to the blank immediately
before the addition of the 0.01 N I.. The
Peniclllin content s satisfactory If it
tontains not less than 85 percent of the

number of units that it is represented to
contain,

2 Section 146a.22 is revised to read
& follows:

1146222  Penicillin-streptomycin-ne-
omycin-polymyzin ointment; penicillin-
dxhy;}rost_reptomycin = neomycin - poly-
’f‘lv:m Ointment. Penicillin-streptomy-
Ho-neomycin-polymyxin ointment and
penlcillin-dihydrostreptomyein - neomy-
“n-polymyxin ointment conform to all
Ttquirements and are subject to all pro-

\res prescribed by § 146a.89 for peni-
cxl.m-su‘emomycln-neomcm ointment
indpenieillin-dihydrostreptomyein-neo-
lyein ointment, except that:

t‘a' They may contain diethylamino-
;1h’_vl ester penieillin G hydriodide. The
- “hylaminoethyl ester penicillin G hy-

riodide used conforms to the require-
ments preseribed by § 146a.74 (a), except

146a.74 () (2) and (3).
unﬁ: Chey contain not less than 25.000
mm‘\or Polymyxin B per single-dose
o aner. The polymyxin B used con-

'S Lo the requirements prescribed for

Polymyxin B b
ehapter. ¥y §146b.107 (8) of this

FEDERAL REGISTER

(¢) In addition to complying with the
requiremen of §146a89 (b), each
package shall bear on the outside wrap-
per or container and the immediate con-
tainer the number of units of polymyxin
B in each gram or presecribed dose.

(d) In addition to complying with the
requirements of § 146a.89 (¢), a person
who requests certification of a batch
shall submit with his request a state-
ment showing the number of units of
polymyxin in each gram of the batch,
the batch mark, and (unless it was pre-
viously submitted) the results and the
date of the latest tests and assays of
the polymyxin B used in making the
batch for potency and toxicity. He shall
also submit in connection with his re-
quest (unless it was previously submit-
ted) a sample consisting of 5 packages
containing approximately equal por-
tions of not less than 0.5 gram each of
the polymyxin used in making the
bateh,

(€) The fee for the services rendered
with respect to the sample submitted in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this
section shall be $4.00 for each immedi-
ate container of the polymyxin used In
making the batch,

3. In § 146a.66 I-Ephenamine penicil-
lin G for aqueous injection, subpara-
graph (1) (ii1) of paragraph (¢) Label-
ing, is amended by changing the words
“36 months" to read 36 months or 48
months or 60 months”.

4. In § 146¢.205 Chlortetracycline pow-
der * * * subparagraph (1) i) of
paragraph (¢) Labeling, is amended by
changing the number 48" to '60".

5. In § 146¢.206 Chlortetracycline oph-
thalmic * * *, subparagraph (1) (i)
of paragraph (¢) Labeling, is amended
to read as follows:

(iil) The statement “Expiration date
.......... ,' the blank being filled in
with the date that is 36 months, if it is
chlortetracycline ophthalmic; or if it is
tetracycline hydrochloride ophthalmic,
the blank is filled in with the date that
is 12 months after the month during
which the batch was certified, except
that the blank may be filled in with the
date that is 24 months after the month
during which the bateh was certified if
the person who requests certification has
submitted to the Commissioner results
of tests and assays showing that after
having been stored for such period of
time such drug as prepared by him com-
plies with the standards prescribed by
paragraph (a) of this section: Provided,
however, That such expiration date may
be omitted from the immediate con-
tainer if such immediate container is
packaged In an individual wrapper or
container,

Notice and public procedure are not
necessary prerequisites to the promulga-
tion of this order, and I so find, since it
was drawn in collaboration with inter-
ested members of the affected industry
and sinece it would be against public
interest to delay providing for the
amendments set forth above.

This order shall become effective upon
publication in the FroeraL REGISTER,
since both the public and the affected
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industry will benefit by the earliest of-
fective date, and I so find,
(Sec. 701, 52 Stat, 10565; 21 U. 8. C, 871. In-

terpret or apply sec. 507, 59 Stat, 463, 61 Stat,
11; 21 U. 8. C, 857)

Dated: April 24, 1958.

{SEAL] GEO. P. LARRICK,
Commissioner of Food and Drugs.

[F. Rs Doc, 58-3201; Plled, Apr. 20, 1058:
8:50 a. m.]

TITLE 39—POSTAL SERVICE

Chapter |—Post Office Department
PART 203—HEARINGS ON MAILABILITY
REVISION OF PART
Correction

In Federal Register Document 58-3161,
published at page 2708 in the issue for
Saturday, April 26, 1958, the authority
citation shoud read as follows:

Avrmonrry: §5203.1 to 203.14 lssued
under R. B, 161, 308, as amended, sec, 1, 62
Stat, 740, as amended, 741, 762, as smended,
768, as amended, 769, 781, az amended, 782;
5 U. 8. C. 22, 360, 18 U. 8, C. 871, 876, 1302,
1461, 1463, 1715, 1717, 1718,

TITLE 14—CIVIL AVIATION

Chapter Il—Civil Aeronautics Admin-
istration, Department of Commerce

[Amdt, 60}

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Correction

In Federal Register Document 58-
2862, published at page 2729 in the issue
for Thursday, April 24, 1958, the follow-
ing change should be made in the VOR
procedure for Long Beach Alrport, Cali-
fornia: In the fifth column headed “Con-
dition™, the first entry should read
IlT_dn. ------ "

[Amdt. 67)

PART 609—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

FROCEDURE ALTERATIONS

The standard instrument approach
procedures appearing hereinafter are
adopted to become effective when indi-
cated in order to promote safety., Com-
pliance with the notice, procedures, and
effective date provisions of section 4
of the Administrative Procedure Act
would be impracticable and contrary to
the public interest, and therefore is not
required.

Part 609 is amended as follows:

Nore: Where the goneral classification
(L/MFR, ADF, VYOR, TarVOR, VOR/DME,
ILS, or RADAR), location, and procedure
number (if any) of any procedure in the
amendments which follow, are identical with
an existing procedure, that procedure is to
be substituted for the existing one, as of the
effective date given, to the extent that It
differs from the existing procedure; where a
procedure is cancelled, the existing procedure
is revoked; new procedures are to be placed
in appropriate alphabetical sequence within
the section amended.
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Bearings, headings, courses and
miles unless otherwise

radinls are magnetic.
Indiontod, exeept visibilitios which

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1. The low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in § 609.100 (a) are amended to read in part:

LFR STAXDARD INSTRUMENT AFFROACH PROCEDURE
Elovations and altitodes are In et MSL, Cellings are in feot above sirport elevation. Distances are in naatical

aro in statute miles,

If an Instrument approach procedure of the above ¢ i candueted at the below nared nlr 1t shall be In accordance with the lollowing instrument approach proondare,
unless an approach s conducted in nocordance with a nt procedure for such alrpart ao ized by the Administrator of Civil Aeronantics. Initial spperoschos shall be
mnde over spocifiod routes.  Mininum altitudes shall correapond with those established for e route operstion In the particnlsr area or as sot forth bolow,

Transition Celling and visthility minimums
» Zengine or bess Mese 1

Minimum ore Uag

From— To— Course and | Tt e Condltion 2emgiam,

- (foes) 65 knots | More than ";",‘-" ung

oc less | 05 knots | ©° Fnon

Famoso FM (Final) BFL-LFR. a0-1 00-1 ¥0-44
HBakersficdd VOR..... B¥YL-LFR.. 00-1 700-1 0-154

-2 s0-2 BO-2

Procedure turn W slde NW ers, 321 Qutbad, 141 Inbod, 2000° within 10 mi,
Crs and distance, facllity to atrport, 14117,
Minimum altitude over fncility on Anal approsch crs, 106007,
11 visual eontsct not established upon descent to aythorieod landing minimums or if landing not accamplished within 1.7 mi, turn right (W) and elimb to 2500° on NW e

within 25
N

vided over 1050 obstruction 4 mi N

mi, or when directed by ATC, elimb to 200" on the 8W crs within 15 ml,

ore; Teke-ofls and landings ranway 7-28 NA.  Night take-offs runway 16 NA.  Night landings ranway 34 NAL
CAvUTION: Numerous unlighted TV rocelving antennos in approach areas to run X
Standard clearsnce on proosdure turn not
Maor Cuances: Changes alrport name

m Kern County,

City, Bakersfield; Stato, Calil; Alrport Nume, Meadows Field; Elov,, 51¥; Fac, Class, SBMEAZ; Ident., BFL; Procedure No, 1, Amdt, 6; EM. Date, 24 May 65; Sup. Amit
No., & Dated, 6 Aug. 55

PIRVOR..... Rt bbpesseead pedtmhan Shakess PIR-LER. o v crorsirtisssssrassanss Direct. ..... S 000 | Tdn*...... o 300-1 300-1 w004
e P BTV 400-1 500-1 HO-14
C-n.. 400-133| 500-144 -2
B-d-28, 400-1 0-1 -4
8-n-25, A00-1%% 001341 wo-2
A-dn $00-2 $00-2 80

*Take-off to N'W restricled to 4060-1.

Procedure turn N side B ors, 053 Outhad, 263 Inbnd, 3000° within 10 mikes,
Mintentum ajtitude over facility an final approach ces, 2500,

Crs and distance, fnollity to sl
llou visual cotitact not establis)
miles,

City, Plerre; Stato, 8, Dak.; Afrport Nume, Plerre; Elov,, 1742 Fac. Class, KBR.::.J: ltkvr;to.. PIR; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 9; Eff. Date, 3 Apr. 85; Sap. Amdt. No. § Dated,
- vne

t, 2§29,
upon descent to suthorized landing mintmums oc If Janding not accomplished within 2.0 miles, tarn lelt, elimb to 350" ot W ars within

PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE L APRIL 1088,

Clty, Fresno; State, Calif.; Afrport Name, Fresno-Chandler; Elev., 277 Fuc. Cll)ug ff:;{;\ r lgdenl.. FNO; Procedure No. 2, Amdt. 7; ER. Date, § May §8; S8up, Amdt. No. §
nted, ane

2. The automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in §609.100 (b) are amended to read In part:

ADF STANDAXD [NMTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE

Botirings, beadings, courses and radials are magnetie, Elovations and altitudes are in feet MSL, Cellings are In fect above airport elevation, Distances are In nastiod
miles unless otherwise indicnted, except visibilities which are in statute miles
1f an instroment approach procedure of the above Ly

{s conducted at the below named alr

t, 1t shall bo In accordance with the following instroment approach
izod by the Administrator of Civil Aoronautics. Initial approaches shall be

procednry,

unless an appeoach Is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such alrport at
made over routes. Minimum sititudes shall with those established for en roate operation In the particular area or as set focth below.
Transition Celllng sod visibllity minhnums
- Minlmum cugioe or Jess More than
From— To— Cﬂmﬂ altitnde Condition S+
(Feet) 65 ‘!.m 3&0';”““" 65 kuots
or
b
COUDBIB LY R - eeeeees s sarasnssnnsanes LOM... 300-1 001 (204
SOOI Y O R - o s e s ddadsans LOM. £00-1 01 0338
Marvyn Int..o.... - LOM... 500-2 800-2 o3
Procedure turn W side of ors, 232 Outhnd, 052 Inbnd, 2000 within 10 miles of LOM.
Mintmum altitude over facility on finsl approach ers, 1500° over LOM. 900" over LMM,
Ors snd distance, factlity to % LOM 50003 "LMM 0.7—062. = i
11 visum! cantact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimunss or if landing not accomplished within 0.7 miles of LMM climb to 2000 on s of 033 with!

20 miles.

Cavriox: Tower 1040 Immedistely afijacent LOM,

Olty, Columbuy; State, Ga; Alrport Name, Muscogee County; Elev. 307" Fae, C
Amds, No. &

Jass, LOM LMM; Ident., OS 80; Procodure No, 1, Amdt, i Eff, Date, 24 May 54 545
Dated, 9 Nov. &7

PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 23 MARCH 1088, DUE RELOCATION OF LFT H FACILITY,

Olty, Lafayetto; State, La.; Alrport Name, Lafuyette; Elev., 41%; Foe, Class, an l)"‘:bmiskl‘"; Procedure No. 1, Amdt, 6; Eff. Date, 1 Sept. 5; Sap. Amdt, No. &

Daled,



Wednesday, April 30, 1958 FEDERAL REGISTER 2859

3. The very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.100 (¢) are amended to read in part:
VOR STANDARD INSTRUMENT APFROACH PROCEDURE

Feartngy, head courmes and radials are magnetio. Elovations and altitades are In feot MSL. Ceflingy are In feot above alrport elevation. Distances are lo nautieal
wlies uniess other wise indhoated, except visibilities which are In statute miles,

Ifap instrument approach procedure of the above t% 1= conducted nt the below named alrport, it shall be In accordance with the following instriment spproasch procedire,
niess an spproach s mdumm accardance with a different procedure for mich sirport su fzed by the Adminbtrator of Olvil Acronautics. Initial spproaches shall be

made over specified routes, tmum altitudes shall with those establls! for en routs operation in the particular ares or as sct forth bolow.
Transition Celllng and visihility minimums
2ongine or less
From— To=— Caurse and A\o';ll:‘xIl’ll:u'llem Conditfan h"::""::“:n
distance tfect) 65 knots | Moro than | ™oe¢ than

or less 65 knots | 00 knota

Fumonn FM_ . ..ooerecsororsarsssmanseces] BFEFVOR(FIDAD ... oot oo Divect. o oooian.. 1600 001 S00-1 200-15
Balarsfield LER, «oueeouencrssavencnsnsnsss] BPL-YOR. ... ... ... SESSSESERIIRINR B ) SR 2000 -1 7001 T00-14
- -1 001 -1

-2 802 w02

Procedurs turn W sida of ers, 310 Outhnd, 130 Inbnd, 2007 within 10 mL

Mintmum ultitude over facility on final nﬁptoncb ors, 16007,
Cr ! distance, (nellity to atrport, 13038,
Il vl cantact not established upon descent to authorizod landing minimums or if landing not sccormplishod within 3.8 mi, turn right W and climb to 2000° o R-319

wilin 20 ml, or when direeted by ATC, climb to 20007 on R-225 within 15 ml, J
Nore: Standard clearance not provided over 1080 tower § mi NE of VOR on proosdure turn or on missed approach,
Nore: Tuke-offs or landings runway 7-25 NA.  Night take-offs Runway 16 NA. Night Jandings Runway 34 NA,
Cavrion: Numeroos unlighted TV recelving antennns in spproach sreas to Runwayy 25-30-34,
Mauzon Craxors: Changes alrport name fram Korn County,

City, Bakeratield; State, Calif.; Alrport Name, Meddows Field; Elev., 5107 Fac. Cluss, BVOR; Ident.; BFL; Procedure No, I, Amdt. 4; Eff. Date, 24 May 55; Sup. Amult,
No. 3; Dated, 6 Aug, 58

Ol LR ., oo o = SV 2500 } Tedn.. 300-1 -1 a0-1y
South Bend LFR Y 200 | O-dn -1 S0-1 M0 145
Valon Inz. ... Lo 2000 | Adn 80-2 -2 ~O-2
N Liberty X N-VO A

It Wers SEN LFRund 203 REBN VOR..| 8BN-VOR......... ... .. am

It Nes SBN LFK and 360 K, 8BN VOR..| 8BN-VOR.._...._. A AR T 1900

Frocedure turn W side of crs, 300 Outbnd, 180 Inbad, 2100 within 10 miles.

Mintmam altitude over facility on final approsch crs, 14007,

Cr and distance, faeility to nirport, J80—3.5,

I vbmal contnet nat established upon descent to authortzed landing minlmums or if Janding not secomplished within 3.5 mies, make right tum, climbiug to 200" und
fetarn 0 SBN VOR or when directed by ATO: (1) citmb (o 2000/ 0n R-180 within 20 miles.

City, Bouth Bend; State, Tnd.: Alrport Namoe, §t. Joseph County; Elev, 77%'; Fae. Class BVOR;: Tdent., SBN; Proosiure No, 1, Amdt, §; Ef. Date, ¥ May 88; Sup, Amdt,
No, 4 Doted, 24 Dec, 35

4. The terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 609.200 are amended to read in part:

Traxat VOR STANDARD [NSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE

Dearines, headings, conrses and radinls are magnetic, Elevations and altitudes aro i feot MBSL, Cellings are in feet above airport olevation. Distances are in nautieal
milles unless otherwise indiented, oxcept vinibilities whieh are in statute milea

1 a0 lnstrument approach procedure of the above type 15 conducted nt tho below named nm:k it =hall be in accordance with the following instrument approach proceduire
tnless an spproach fs conducted In nocordance with  different procedure for such alr an lzed by the Administrator of Clvil Aeronautics. Initsal approsches shall be
Bade over specified routes.  Minimum altitode shal) correspond with those extabl for en route operation In the particular area or as set forth below.

Transition Colling and visibility mintmums
2angine or less
F r Course and LL"'."”'I’;“ Cond o mﬂ
rom-— To—~ Lt ond ition
distance (feot) 68 knots | More than | 700 than
or bosa 65 knots

HELYR..... . s e TR OR D€t e sannnee M0 | Tdlenne]  vw00-s | w00t | paco-r
o e W @ 1100 | Ton . *00-135  CH0-13|  #00-114
Nedine-BVO e 2400 | C-d...00 a00-1 000-1 000-143

Gt ve 000-2 000-2 O0-2

Sdn-13, oo 4001 $00-1 01

Adn. 00T a2 500-2 800-2

e —

*X0-1 takeof? authorized on Rwys 31, 34 and 18
?'*"a takeoft suthorized on Kwys 31, 34, and 18
\;"tn!uyt turn West side of ers, 318 Outhnd, 138° Tnbnd, 26007 within 10 miles. o
b Intmam altitude over facility on final spproach ors, 100, 1100° after passing LSE~-LFR or int Nodine~-BVOR R-071.
"\11’1:1’; n..; ll.rcm(lr celling) required if unable to defermine passing LSE-LFR or Nodlae-VOR R-071,
8 on slrport.
e i 4 istance, breakoff point to Rwy 13, 180°—0.7 ml.
* ....'Z‘(‘I‘;‘l’ ‘:;ﬂﬁﬂa ‘l;n u}l‘ahlhm upen descent to suthorized landing minimoms or if landing not sccomplished over LSE-VOR make Immodiate right ollmbing turn, climb
08 ASE R-318 within 10 md,
m-fl‘,‘ Jh0N: M0/ m, n. 1. tower 2 mi SE of airport, 122 m. s. L bluffs and 1440’ tower 3and 4 ml SE, respectively, of alrport. 1279 m. & 1, tower 4 mL WSW of alrpott and
© VOwer 35 mil W of alrport, 1240 bluffs 2 mi. NE of alrport,

City, La Orosse; State, Wis,; Alrport Name, Munlelps); Elev., 653’; Pac. Claw, VOR; Ident,, LSE; Procedure No, Tert VOR-13, Amdt, 1, Ef, Date, 3 May 58 Sup, Amde,
No. Orig.; Dated, 1 Mar. 58
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TERMINAL VOR STANDAND INSTRUMENT APPROACH ProcRpvRE—Continned

Transition Celling and visibility minimums
ino or loss
; Course nna | Minimum S Moce than
From— To— distance n&m‘)" Condition SeURne,

65 knots | More than | 0T thes
or less | 65 knots | 90 koels

l‘l?.-l.m.’........... ..... o DU e e *400-1 *00-1 #n-y
NodIine-BYOR.. .cccomiieccsnnasannns Wm—{” 'mcm-)}s $400-134
1 W04
00-2 600-2 ¥
400-1 4001
5002 $00-2 o2

*300-1 takeofl authorized on Rwys 31, 35, and 15,
#200-15 1akeof! suthorized on Rwys 31, 36, and 18,
Procodure turn West side of er, 350 Outhad, 170" Inbod, 2400” within 10 miles,
Minbmom altitnde over facility on final spproach ces, 2000°89; 11007 aftor passing 270° brg. ta LSE-LFR or Nodine BVOR R-076 (3.5 mi from Rwy 18),
"g.ll:‘x?; m. £ 1. (1300° celling) required If unable to determine passing 270° brg. to LSE-LFR or Nodine R-076,
| on alrport. »
Crs ant] dlstanco, breakofl point to Rwy 18, 175°—0,5 mL
ll;i ,\El}lxm;‘?m‘nlmmn% w: ::l shed npon ent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished over LEE-VOR maks right elimbing turn, ellmb to 30
on L ~318 witly milos.
CAUTION: 850" m, & L tower 2 mi SE of alrport. 12277 m. . |, blufls and 1460 tower 3 and 4 mi SE, respectively, of poet, 1279 m. . L tower d mi WBW of ct ood
1440 towor 3.6 mi West of nirport. 1240° blufis 2 mi NE af alrport. ' Lok f b

City, La Crosse; State, Wis.; Atrport Name, Municipal; Elev,, 653'; Fae. Clags, VOR; Ident,, LSE: Procedare No. Ter VOR-18, Amdt. 1; Eil. Date, 24 May 5§; Sup. Amds,
No, Orig.; Dated, 1| Mar, 88

ILSE-LFR...... LSE-VOR.... *400-1 “400-1 $300-1
NOAI-BYOR .. ccovrversonsncorasnes S LSE-VOR... *400-1 14} “400-11% #4001
00~1 -1 0o-1%

000-2 000-2 o-2

400-1 400-1 4004

A S e $00-2 500-2 §0-2

*300-1 takeof! sutborized on Rwys 31, 36, and 18

#200-44 takeolY authorized on Rwys 31, 35, and 18,

Procedure turn East side of ors, 151* Outhad, 001° Inbnd, 2000 within 10 ml. .

Minimum altitide over factlity on final approach crs, 2300°H; 1100” after passiug Nodine BVOR R-125 (3.2 ml from Rwy 36).

2300" 1, 8., (1600° celling) required if unable to detormine pasting LSE R-2235 or Nodine R135,

Facility on alrport.

Cra and dixtance, breakof! point to Rwy 34, 385°—0.4 ml. :
L.sE" !:l;(l!al c;w’ulu«wm‘gtuummd upon descent 1o sutborized landing mintmurms or if landing not socomplished over LSE-VOR make lefi climbing turn, ellmb to 24007 ot

~318 within 10 miles,

CAUTION: 950° m. w, |. tower 2 mi SE of alrport. 1227 m. &, L blufls and 1440° tower 3 and 4 mi SE, respectively, of alrport. 1273 m. 5. L tower 4 m! WSW of alrport snd

14 tower 3.5 mi Weat of alrport. - 12407 blufly 2 mi NE of slrport,

City, La Crosse; State, Wis.; Alrpoct Nume, Munleipal; Elov., 653 Fae. Class, VOR; Ident., LSE; Procédure No. Ter VOR-30, Amdt. 1; E(L Dato, 24 May 38; Sup. Amit
No. Orig.; Dated, } Mar, i8

Tdneeeeeee. 30-1 300-1 20034
[ o7 TN H0-1 401 w014
Bdn-12. .. .... 200-1 w01 100-1
A-on...oois.] L %02 w0-2 No-2

Procodure turn S side of ene, M8 Outhnd, 128 Inbnd, 20007 within 10 miles,

Mmimuom sititude over factlity on final sppronch ors, 14X,

Crs and distance, breakoff point to spp end ray 12, 12207, .

I visusl contset not established upon desoent to sithorized landing mintmums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 miles, make right elimbing tum to 2000, Inler
cept R-137 dnd proceed on R-137 within 20 milex,

City, Watetloo; State, Town; Alrport Namo, Munlelpal; Elev,, 80/ Fac, Class, BVOR; Ident , ALO; Procedure No. TrVOE-12, Amdt, 4 BIL Date, 31 Mar. 55; Sup. Amdl
No. 3; Dated, 14 Do, 57

5. The Instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 609.400 are amended to read in part:
ILS STANDARD INSTRUMEST Arrmoscu PROCXoUNS

Boarings, headings, conrses and radials aze magnetie, Elevations and altitudes are tu feet MSL, Cellings are In feet above alrport elevation, Distanoos sre (o nautiod
miles unless other wise indiguted, except visthilities which are in stattute milen, i

1f an tnstroment approach procedure of the above ty Jx\ 13 conduoted nt the below numed strport, 1t shall be in naocordance with the following tastrument approach proee l'l”b't
unless an approneh s conducted (n accordance with n different proosdare for such nlrport authorized by the Administrator of Civh Arromautics.  initial spproscls fisl
mado over specilied routes.  Minimum sltiiudes shall correspand with those establisbed for et route operation tn the particnlar area or as sot forth below,

T
Tronsition Colling and visibility minimuns
N
i Zenglne or e More thas
Mintmum 2+ngine
From— To— Conrse snd altitod Condition moee thit
distance (feet) 65 knots | Moew then | o knots
o lesy 65 knots
==
BFL L¥R.... T LT A SN P S T L B 2000 | T comenionee] 2001 ao-t | X0
BFL VOR. Direct, -~ 2000 | Cdn, . oereen 700-1 700-1 gy
Whitman 1o Diroct., 000 | S-dn-304. ....... 0034 4004 03
Maricopa Int_ Dicect........ 3000 | ArdDeeeenerree 002 00-2 :
Wheeler Ridge Int. . . DIOCL. ceeeeceranes oo
Grapevine Int. ... eeeanee i B 0 7Yy T BRI AT KN S Directe e ocaeaanes 5000

MO0-1 reguired with EI(!P slope Inoperative,

Procedure turn *8S side SE ers, 119 Outbnd, 260 Inbad, 1000° within 10 miof OM, Beyond 10 mi NA,

*Procediire turn § side for more favorable terrain,

Minimum sltitude st G, 8, Int Inbnd, 1900,

Altitudo of G, 8, and distance to appe end rmy at OM 1520--4.1, at MM 09006, 5 - o8 0F 10

1f wisun) contoet not established upon descent to suthorized landing minimums or If Janding not accomplished, elimb 10 2500" gn N'W ers BLF LFR within 20 mi
200" on R~322 BFL within 20 miles,

ALYEINATE MIssg0 Arrnoaci, when directed by ATOC, ellmb to 2000° on SW crs of BFL LFR within 15 miles,

Note: Tuke-offs snd lsndings runway 7-25 NA,  Night take-offs runway 16 NA.  Night Jandings ry M NA,

A Canrien Norew Sllding seale not applicable, excopt 2-engine take-off minimums of 40034 authorized,

Cavriox: Numerons unlighited TV recelving antetnas in approach areas (o runways 26-30-5.

Masox Onaxars: Alrport name changed from Kern County,

City, Bakersfield; State, Calil.; Atrpoct Name, Moadows Fleld; Elev., Bw;;ue&('mlas:‘ldn?s. BFL; Procedure No, 1L5-30, Amdt, 7; Eff. Date, 24 May &
0. 6; , 0 Aug.

Sup. Amdb
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ILS STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDOUNE—Continued
Transition Celling and visibility minlmums
- 2-eogine or less
Course and Mintmum s t"“'m
¥rom— To— o altitude | Condition iy
Ueot) 65 knots | Mare than | OCE tAIN
or 05 kuots
7 T R R B S 3001 J00-1 2A00-55
South Bend LFR.. 800-1 w0-1 sk
Seuth Bend VOR,
New '] 200-34 20014 )Ly
i via ors 311 (IL8 only). H00-1 B00-1 50~}
Geten LFR (ADF transition), .

u LFR Int (ILS only).... 2 600-2 000-2 o2
Unim VOR Tnt (LS only). .. .. LOM (ILS Final). . S00-2 S00-2 So0-2
joshen VO R via R-833 (1LS only), E ers ILS (ILS Finah)

Guben VOR (ADF transition). . eeeveeese| LOM .o ane o

*Lakeville Int—Int R-170 SBN and R-270 GSH.

'Fly o left of ADF ers to interoept localizer ery within 8 miof LOM when using trangition us final for ILS,
Procedare turn N side of ers, 088 Outhnd, 268 Inhnd, 2007 within 16 mi,

Minimum altitude at glide slope int Inbnd, 2000° ILS,  Min. alt. iInbod final, 1500° ADF.

Altizude of glide slope and distance to approach end of ranway at O M~ 19003 8; at MM —075-0.8,

1] visual contact not established upon
FUN LF R or when directed by ATC:

(1) Make right elimbing tam to 2100 on N ers SBN LFR.

() Make right turn, ciimb to 2000° on B-003 BN,

Cay, Bouth Bend; State, Ind,; Alrport Name, 8t. Josoph County; Eley,, 773" Fac. Cla
Efl. Date, 24 May 55; Sup, Amdt. No, 7; Dated, 26 May %0

descent to suthorized lunding minimums or i landing not accomplished within 3.8 mi afeer passing LOM, ellmb to 2100° on W ers

g5, TL8 SBN; Ident,, LOM 8B; Proeedure No. ILS-27, Comb. ILS-ADF, Amdr. §:

BPELIR. .. cocossimpmmanare seseiesosnasis LOME ooenaedane Diroct 2000

BERVOR. .. . i e B LOM. ........ Direct 2000

ot §-200 EP1, andlor BW ers SPI LFR | SW ore 1LS (final) Direet, 2000
and B-312 VLA (vin ers 015).

hi. h‘4'>n>'l-l VOR and 250°-000° Brg SPL | LOM . ccvenrcnccinnranas el Dirpete e ccacsoes A0
OM.,

lnl: 265 SPIVOR and 125°-305° Brg SPI | LOM . ceernnrenenssvianasasssnss cosss] DIrS. .o i iassons 2000

J00-1 J00-1 2015
400-1 S00-1 01ty
300-34 J00-34 300-3
400~1 4001 4001
000-2 00-2 0.2
300-2 B2 Noo-2

talied components of the TLE must be o

roting; otherwise, alternate minimoms of S00-2 apply,
turn 8 side of ors, 218 Onthad, 038 Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles,
2 altitode at O, 8, int inhnd, 20000 1LES; mintmum altitude over LOM lnh:)g, final, 150F ADF,

Altitnde of G. 8, and distanion to sppr ond of my at OM 2077—56.1, ot MM 767~0.6.

1 visual contaet not establinhed upon descent o suthorized Tandin

g minimums or i Jandiog not sccomplished within 5.1 mides, (.;\'.DF), make loft turn, climb to 20007 1o

Petensbierg Tot (Int R-288 8PT nod N'W crs SP1 LFR) via R-285 SFT, or if directed by ATC: (1) Climb to 20 and proceed to 811 VO

Nore: No approach Hghte.

Clty, Springeld; Stats, Miinols: Alrport Natoe, Capltal; Rk-vngkm. W3'; Fac, Clw, TLS-SPI; Ident,; LOM-8 P, Procodure No, 1LS-4, Comb, ILS-ADF, Amdt. §8; Eff, Date,

24 Muy 85; Sup, Amdt, No, 2; Dated, 11 May 67

Otlrd RBN
Derty R} LOM. __.
LOM (Fix

by R1
}(‘x‘i‘:!d Ik 3%
Cooway Int via R-080 ANY

———

| SW crs TLS (fnul)

Y . | IR 200-1 300-1 20-14
b | CORSR -1 500-1 Bo-144
S-dn-1:

JE St e dhn 200-14 200-%4 A0ty
‘A.I)F .......... $00-1 #0-1 $00-1
A-an;

ILS .. MAUR 00-2 o002 00-2

RN R s sN-2 S00-2 -2

‘,lm B-218 PNC VOR anil R-0%0 ANY VOR.

bl M contact not established u

i descont to aut
(2-: cved outbnd on N'W ers of IC

58 Bup., Amdt. No., 2; Dated, 22 Sept. 54

These procedures shall become effective on the dates indicated on the procedures.
(Sec, 205, 52 Stat. 084; 40 U. §, C, 425. Interpret or apply sec. 601, 52 Stat, 1007, as amended; 46 U, 8, C. 551)

[szar)

Arman 22, 1958,

—

| P. R. Doo; 58-3143; Filed, Apr. 20, 1058; 8:45 a. m.|

Acting

Tucedure turn W oside of ory, 100 Outbnd, 010 Tnbnd, 2500° withis 10 miles,  (Procedure turn non-<tandard to svold MeConnall A FB)
Mintmam altitude at G, 8, Int Inbnd, 2500' LS, Inhnd fingd 2000° ADF,

nde of G, §, and distance to approach ood of roy at OM 2600—-4.2, at MM 1530-0.6 .
rieed landing mintmums or if landing not accomplished within 4.2 miles, climb to 300’ on N ers ILS (010) Intgronpt
-LFR within 20 mlor, when directed by ATO: (1) make oft tamn, ¢llmb to 200° proceeding outhnd on R-216 ICT within 20 mi,
AUTION; Simaltaneous upproaches belng conducted on Derby RBN to McCOonnell AFB, 2

Oy, Wiekita: State, Kans,; Afrport Name, Municipal; Elev,, 1532°; Fae, Class

 MESL towee 7.5 ml NN W of alrport,
ILE-1CT; 1deat., LOM-1C; Procedure No, 1, Comb. ILS-ADF, Amdt. 3; EAf. Dite, 21 Apr.

WirrLiam B. Davis,
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics.

TITLE 20—EMPLOYEES'
BENEFITS

Ch°P*gf lll—Bureau of Old-Age and
Survivors Insurance, Social Security
Administration, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare

[Regs. 3, Purther Amended)

493~Ptozuu. OLb-AGE AND SURVI-
VORS INSURANCE (1940-1950)

MEMAYD OF casps BY APPEALS COUNCIL TO
REFEREES

lmS:;;ion 403,710 of Regulations No. 3, as

ed (20 CFR 403.710) is further

Panz

amended by revising paragraphs (¢) and
(d) to read:

§ 403.710 Appeals Council proceed-
ings on certification and review. * * *

(¢) Procedure before Appeals Council
on review of referee's decision or Bureau's
revised determination. (1) Whenever
the Appeals Council determines to review
a referee’s decision or the revised de-
termination of the Bureau (except when
the case is remanded to a referee in ac-
cordance with paragraph (d) of this
section) the Appeals Council shall make
available to any party upon request a
copy of the transcript of evidence ad-
duced at the hearing or a condensed

statement thereof or, where the hearing
before the referee was waived (see
§ 403.709 (1)), copies or a statement of
the contents of the documents upon
which the referee’s decision was based,
The parties shall be given, upon their
request, a reasonable opportunity to file
briefs or other written statements of
contentions. Coples of such brief or
other written statement, where there is
more than one party, shall be filed in a
sufficlent number that they may be made
available to any party requesting a copy
and to any other party designated by the
Appeals Council.

(2) Evidence in addition to the eyi-
dence introduced at the hearing before
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the referee, or the documents before the
referee where the hearing is walved,
may not be presented except where it
appears to the Appeals Council that ad-
ditional material evidence is avallable
which may affect its declsion. If it ap-
pears that such additional evidence is
available, the Appeals Council shall re-
celve such evidence or designate a ref-
eree or member of the Appeals Councll
before whom the evidence shall be Intro-
duced. Before additional evidence may
be presented, as provided in this para-
graph, notice shall be maliled to the
parties, unless such notice is waived, at
their last known addresses, that evidence
will be received with respect to certain
matters, and the parties shall be given
a reasonable opportunity to present evi-
dence which is relevant and material to
such matters. When the additional evi-
dence Is introduced before a referee or
a member of the Appesals Council, a
transcript or a condensed statement of
such evidence shall be made available to
any party upon request.

(d) Decision by Appeals Council or
remanding of case. (1) If a case is cer-
tified to the Appeals Council by a referee,
the Appeals Council shall make a deci-
sion. If the Appeals Council determines
to review a referee’s decision or the Bu-
reau's revised determination in a case,
/s provided in this section, the Appeals
Council may either make a decision in
such case or remand such case to a ref-
eree for hearing and decision In accord-
ance with the provisions of § 403.700,
which decision may be further reviewed
as provided in this section.

(2) The decision of the Appeals Coun-

cil, where the case is not remanded to
the referee, shall be based upon the evi-
dence adduced at the hearing or, where
the hearing before the referee was waived
(see § 403,709 (1)), the documents upon
which the referee’s decislon was based,
and such further evidence as the Appeals
Council may receive, as provided in
paragraphs (a) and (¢) of this section.
The declsion shall be made In writing
and contain findings of fact and a state-
ment of reasons. A copy of the decision
shall be mailed to the parties at their
last known addresses.
(Sec. 1102, 49 Stat. 647 as amended; 42U. 8. C.
1302. Interprets or applies sec. 205, 53 Stat,
1368 as amended, sec. 221, 66 Stat, T72; 42
U. 8. C. 405, 421)

[sEaL] CHARLES I, SCHOTTLAND,
Commissioner of Social Security.
Approved: April 22, 1958.
E. L. RICHARDSON,

Acting Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

[F. R. Doc, 58-3181; Flled, Apr. 29, 1058;
8:45a.m.]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

TITLE 46—SHIPPING

Chapter I-—Coast Guard, Department
of the Treasury

Subchopter B—Merchant Morine Officers and
Seamen

[CGFR 68-15]
PART 12—CERTIFICATION OF SEAMEN

SUsPART 12.25—CERTIFICATES OF SERV~-
10 FOR RATINGS OTHER THAN ABLE
SEAMAN OR QUALIFIED MEMBER OF THE
ENGINE DEPARTMENT

MEMBERS OF MERCHANT MARINE
CADET CORPS

The designation of students at the
United States Merchant Marine Acad-
emy has been changed from *Cadet-
Midshipman” to “Cadet” The text of
46 CFR 12.25-25 s, therefore, revised
to reflect this change of designation of
students. Because this amendment to
46 CFR 12.25-25 is editorial in nature, it
is hereby found that compliance with the
Administrative Procedure Act with re-
spect to notice of proposed rule making,
public rule making procedures thercon,
and effective date requirements thereof,
is unnecessary,

By virtue of the authority vested in me
as Commandant, United States Coast
Guard, by Treasury Department Orders
120, dated July 31, 1950 (15 F. R. 6521),
167-14, dated November 26, 1954 (19 F. R.
8026), and CGFR 56-28, dated July 24,
1956 (21 F. R. 6659), to promulgate regu-
lations in accordance with the statutes
cited with the regulations below, the fol-
lowing amendment to § 12.25-25 Is pre-
scribed and shall become effective upon
the date of publication of this document
in the FepERAL REGISTER:

§12.25-25 Members of Merchant Ma-
rine Cadet Corps. No ratings other than
cadet (deck) or cadet (engine) as appro-
priate, and lifeboatman shall be shown
on & merchant mariner's document
issued to 8 member of the U, 8. Merchant
Marine Cadet Corps. The merchant ma-
riner's document shall also be stamped
“Valid only while cadet in the U. S,
Maritime Administration training pro-
gram.” The merchant mariner's docu-
ment thus prepared shall be surrendered
upon the holder being certified in any
other rating or being issued a license and
the rating of cadet (deck) or cadet (en-
gine) shall be omitted from any new
merchant mariner's document issued.
(R. 8. 4405, 4417a, 4488, 4551, as amended,
sec, 13, 38 Stat, 1169, as amended, secs. 1, 2,
49 Stat. 1544, sec. 7, 40 Stat, 1038, seo. 1, 52
Btat, 753, 85 Stat, 579; 46 U. 8. C. 875, 801a,
481, 643, 672, 867, 689, 672b, 672-1, 672-2)

Dated: April 24, 1958,

[seAL) J. A. HIRSHFIELD,
Rear Admiral,
U. 8. Coast Guard,
Acting Commandant.

|F. R. Doc. 58-3198; Filed, Apr, 20, 1058;
8:40 n. m.}

TITLE 49—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce
Commission

Subchopter B—Carriers by Motor Vehicle
|Ex Parto MC-40]
PArt 190—GENERAL

QUALIFICATIONS AND MAXIMUM HOURS of
SERVICE OF EMPLOYEES OF MOTOR CAR-
RIERS AND SAPETY OF OPERATION AND
EQUIFMENT

At a general session of the Intersiate
Commerce Commission, held at its office
in Washington, D. C., on the 21st day of
April A, D. 1958,

The matter of field offices designated
for filing of reports under the Motor
Carrier Safety Regulations prescribed by
order dated April 14, 1952, as amended
by order dated March 25, 1853, belng
under consideration; and

It appearing that a notice of proposed
rule making was issued, dated February
19, 1958 (23 F. R. 1256), for the purpose
of amending § 190.40 in view of changes
in térritories of the Bureau of Motor
Carriers field districts, district office
locations, and district offices to which
motor carriers having their principal
place of business in Canada shall file
accident and monthly hours of service
reports and that no views or arguments
were received in response to the said
notice;

It is ordered, That 49 CFR Part 190 be,
and the same {8 hereby, amended by
deleting the cenfer head Subpart C—
Field Offices, and by revising § 190.40 50
as to read as follows:

§ 190,40 Accident and hours of service
reports—(a) Where filed. Motor carriers
shall file reports required by §§ 1045,
194.7, 1949, and 195.9 of this subchapier
by serving or the mailing by first-class
mail to the District Director, Bureau of
Motor Carriers, Interstate Commerce
Commission, for the district in which
such carrier has his or its principal place
tt:: :Juslness as shown in the following

ble:

Lotation of district
oflice

Dis-
trict

Territory Included
No.

1| Maine, Massachusetts, | Bostan 9, Mus

New Hampshire, Rhwdo

Island, and Vermont.

2 | Connoctiout, Now Jersey,

and New York.

3 | Delaware, District of Co-

Jumbis, Eastern Fenn.

sylvanis, Maryland, and

Virginia,

4| Ohdo, Western 15

vauin, and West Virginia,

6 | Alabama, ¥orkis, Georgls,
North _ Carolins, an
South Carolina,

Kentucky, Mississippl,

und Tenneswe,
Indiana,
tgan

Now Yark 13,
N.Y

Philadelphiaé, Ps

Caluymbus 15,
Oblo,
Atlanta §, Gn
Nashiville 3, Tesn
Chieago 7, T
N ol

Minnesots, North Dakots, | Minneapalis T,
South Dokots, and Wis |  Miun

10 | lown, Kansas, Kansas Cisy &

Mo, :
12 | Arkansss, Louisiana, Okls- | Fort Worth 2,
homa, snd Texss, Tox

Culorado, Moutm New | Denver 3, Cobo-
Ntel.lnco, Utaly, Wyo-
ming.

Idaho, Oregon, and Wish-

36 | Arizou Callfornis, and
Nevada.

and

Portland 5, (g 2

San Franoleo &
Calll
L
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(b) Reports by foreign carriers, where
fled. Motor Carriers having their prin-
¢lpal place of business outside the bor-
ders of the United States shall file the
reports required by §5 194.5, 194.7, 194.9,
and 195.9 of this subchapter at district
offices as follows:

Canada: Distriot
That part of Canada east of the
Richelleu, St. Lawrence, and St.
Maurice Rivers to La Tuque on
the north and thence a stralght
line due north to the Canadian
border
That part of Canada west of the
Richelleu, St. Lawrence, and St
Maurice Rivers to La Tuque on the
north and thence a straight line
due north to the Canadian border;
and enst of Highways 10 and 8
from Port Burwell to Goderich,
thepce & stralght line running
north through Tobermory and
Sudbury and thence due north to
the Canndinn border...o..ooo.o o
That part of Canadn on the west of
Highways 19 and 8 from Port Bur-
well to Goderich, thence n straight
line runuing north through To-
bermory and Sudbury and thence
due north to the Canadian border:
aud on the east of Highway 11
from Nipigon to Maediarmid and
thence a straight line due north to
the Canadian BOTAeT. cmecoecnana

.........................

FEDERAL REGISTER

Canada—Continued District
That part of Canada west of High-
way 11 from Nipigon to Macdiar-
mid and thence a stralght line due
north to the Canadian border;
and on and east of Highway 6
from Regway to Melfort and
thence a straight line due north to

the Canadian border... ... ... a9
That part of Canada west of High-
way 6 from Regway to Melfort and
thence & straight line due north to
the Canadian border, and all of

the Province of Alberta.. ... 13

All of the Province of British Co-
T R SR ER M TSR SO RS 15
Mexico: District
Baja Callfornia and Sonorf....-... - 16

Those in all other Mexican States... 12

It is further ordered, That this order
shall be effective May 15, 1958, and shall
continue in effect until further order of
the Commission,

Notice of this order shall be given to
the general public by depositing a copy
thereof in the office of the Secretary of
the Commission, Washington, D. C., and
by filing a copy thereof with the Director,
Division of the Federal Register,

(49 Stat. 546, as amended; 49 U. S. C. 304)
By the Commission.

[8EAL] Harorp D. McCoy,
Secretary.
[F. R, Doc. 58-3188; Filed, Apr. 20, 1958:

8:47 a.m,)

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

[7 CFR Part 969 1
Avocapos GrowN v Sovrn FLORIDA
PACK REGULATION

Notice is hereby given that the De-
Partment is considering the proposals,
hereinafier set forth, submitted by the
Avocado Administrative Committee, es-
tablished pursuant to the amended mar-
keting agreement and Order No. 69, as
imended (7 CFR Part 969; 22 F. R. 3513,
regulating
frown in South Florida, effective under
the applicable provisions of the Agricul-
;‘ifi;';fé\ékgung Agreement Act of 1937,

¢ ed (T U. 8. C. -
Stat, 505, 1045 S. C. 601 et seq.: 68
. Consideration will be given to any
e Views, or arguments pertaining to
bf" S2id proposals, which are received
v{; ‘_.he Director, Fruit and Vegetable Di-
Un‘;}f.‘- Agricultural Marketing Service,
i -tdrszaws Department of Agricul-
mf' Washington 25, D. C., no later than

¢ tenth day after publication hereof
i the Feogaar, RecisTes,

"‘l".l:c mepqsals are that the Secretary:
the - tablish as pack specifications for
the Lroding and packing of avocados
Sl;timdes 48 set forth in the United
(41 f)(i' Standards for Florida avocados
s, -girSO-m.aoes; 22 F, R, 6205);
lhéh'h' ohibit, on and after June 1, 1958,

andling of any container of avo-

cados unless such avocados are packed
in accordance with Standard pack, as
set forth In the aforesaid United States
Standards for Florida avocados:

(3) Prohibit, on and after June 1, 1958,
the handling of any container of avo-
cados unless the avoeados in such con-
tainer meet the requirements of one of
the United States grades (established as
pack specifications as aforesaid) and
each container in each lot is marked or
stamped to show the United States grade
applicable to such lot: Provided, That in
lieu of such marking requirement, any
handler may affix to the container a

the handling of avocados__Jabel, brand, or trademark. registered

with the Avocado Administrative Com-
mittee in accordance with the following,
which appropriately identifies the grade
of such avocados:

(1) Registration of each label, brand,
or trademark with the Avocado Admin-
istrative Committee shall be on forms
prescribed by it and shall be filed with
such committee not less than 30 days
prior to use in lleu of the foregoing mark-
ing requirement.

D) A label, brand, or trademark reg-
Istered with the committee, during a fis-
cal year, to {dentify a specific grade may
not be re-registered during the same fis-
cal year to identify any other grade,

(iii) Each label, brand, or trademark
registered with the committee shall in-
clude the name and address of the han-
dler and shall be sufficiently distinctive
otherwise that it can be readily identified
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and distinguished from other registered
labels, brands, or trademarks,

(iv) If a label, brand, or trademark is
registered by a handler to identify a
specific grade, in order for a label, brand,
or trademark of practically the same de-
sign and lettering with a different color,
or additional terms or name, to be reg-
istered to represent a different grade, the
name of the color and the additional
terms or name shall appear on the label,
brand, or trademark in block letters of
at least one-half (%) inch in height, of
contrasting color.

(v) A label, brand, or trademark reg-
istered with the committee to identify a
specific grade shall not be used on any
container packed with avocados of a
lower grade than that for which the
label, brand, or trademark is registered,

Dated: April 25, 1958,
[SEAL] S. 'R. Smrw,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable

Division, Agricultural Mar-
keting Service,

[F. R, Doc. 58-3212; Piled, Apr. 20, 1658;
8:52 a. m.]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Division of Public Contracts

~ [41 CFR Part 2021
MiINIMUM WAGE DETERMINATION

NOTICE OF FROPOSED DECISION IN THE DE=-
TERMINATION OF PREVAILING MINIMUM
WAGES FOR THE DRUGS AND MEDICINE
INDUSTRY

A complete record of proceedings held
under sections 1-and 10 of the Walsh-
Healey Public Contracts Act (41 U. 8. C,
35 and 43a) to determine the prevalling
minimum wages for persons employed in
the Drugs and Medicine Industry has
beéen certified to me by the Hearing Ex-
aminer. The record, having been fully
considered, the rules of practice, 29 CFR
203.21 (b) next require issuance of a
proposed decision in the matter, includ-
ing a statement of findings and conciu-
sions, as well as the reasons and basis
therefor, and the appropriate wage de-
termination.

DEFINITION

The notice of hearing defined the in-
dustry to include the following: Drugs
or medical preparations (other than
food) intended for internal or external
use in the diagnosis, treatment, or pre-
vention of disease in, or to affect the
structure or any function of, the body
of man or other animals. Typical prod-
ucts of the industry are: bulk organic
and inorganic medicinal chemicals and
their derivatives; endocrine products:
basic vitamins; active medicinal prin-
ciples such as alkaloids from botanical
drugs and herbs; drugs and medicines in
pharmaceutical preparations such as
ampules, tablets, capsules, ointments,
solutions and suspensions for human and
veterinary use, including vitamin prep-
arations and galenicals such as fluid ex-
tracts and tinctures; viruses, se
toxins, and analogous products such as
allergenic extracts, and normal serums
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and plasmas for human or veterinary
use: and bacteriological media,

Mansgement and labor representa-
tives at the hearing stated that they had
no objections to this definition. Its con-
tent is not substantially different from
the one currently in effect (41 CFR
202.28). After full consideration of the
record, I find that the definition as pro-
posed in the notice is appropriate for
this industry.

LOCALITY

The notice of hearing informed inter-
ested persons that they could appear at
the hearing and submit data, views, and
arguments as to whether there should be
a single determination for all the area
in which the industry operates or sep-
arate determinations for smaller geo-
graphic areas (including the appropriate
limits for such areas). Information was
particularly invited with reference to the
geographic pattern of competition
within the industry. Industry repre-
sentatives stated they had no objection
to an industry-wide determination.
Labor representatives recommended a
single determination for the entire in-
dustry. Past determinations for this in-
dustry have been on an industry-wide
basis.

Substantially all of the information
supplied on competitive and marketing
factors in the industry was offered in an
exhibit prepared by the Public Contracts
Division and by the testimony of a Gov-
ernment procurement officer of a Federal
Agency involved. It analyzed bidders,
contractors and shipments to the Gov-
ernment on contracts awarded by the
Veterans Administration and the Mili-
tary Medical Procurement Agency,
formerly the Armed Services Medical
Procurement Agency. The contracts
awarded by these agencies account for
most of the Federal Government pro-
curement of drugs and medicines, >

The products of the drugs and medi-
cine industry are marked by a relatively
high value per pound. Transportation
charges constitute only an insignificant
portion of the cost of the delivered prod-
ucts. Producers generally distribute
their production throughout the nation.
The study of origins and destinations of
actual shipments and bids on shipments
for Government use, here in evidence,
shows shipments and offers to ship from
the several geographic areas proportion-
ally to the concentration of the industry
in those areas, for destinations propor-
tionally to the concentration of Govern-
ment consumption requirements within
the areas of destination. This points to
industry-wide competition and nation-
wide distribution, as distinguished from
limited areas of competition.

The pattern of Government procure-
ment refiects the relative insignificance
of shipping costs, which inhibits devel-
opment of limited areas of competition.
The great majority of invitations to bid
oblige the successful bidder to deliver to
any point or points in the continental
United States that may be designated by
procuring agency during the term of the
contract,

Government Exhibit 8 shows that dur-
ing the fiscal years chosen for examinga-
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tion bids were received from each of the
4 geographical areas into which the Ex-
hibit divides the country. Bids from
each of these areas contemplated de-
livery of the finished product specifically
within its own area, to each other such
area, and to any area the purchasing
agency might thereafter designate.
Among the 20 possible origin-dellyery
combinations in this exhibit, such bids
were successful in 16 of them, The very
lack of a current minimum wage deter-
mination may explain the lack of suc-
cess attending the bids in three of the
remaining four possible combinations,
for they contemplated production in an
area showing high minimum wages for
delivery to three lower minimum wage
areas.

Though a substantial portion of the
Government procurement in this Indus-
try is for proprietary items, generally
manufactured by only a single company,
there are so many such items so nearly
alike that there Is substantial competi-
tion between them in their selection for
use at the level of the individual physi-
clian or hospital. There is thus substan-
tial industry-wide competition even in
this segment of the Government pro-
curement. Furthermore, the producers
of these proprietary items customarily
market them through wholesale distrib-
utors located throughout the industry.
Such distributors keep stocks of goods
on hand, and are regular dealers equally
eligible to bid on Government invitations
calling for the proprietary items as are
the proprietors who manufacture them.

Under all these circumstances, sepa-
rate determinations for separate geo-
graphic arcas would not accord with the
purposes of the Act, and I find that the
Jocality in which the materials, supplies,
articles, or equipment are to be manu-
factured or furnished under contracts
subject to the Act in the drugs and medi-
cine industry is all that area in which
the industry has its establishments.

WAGES

The wage data introduced at the hear-
ing is contained primarily in a tabulated
presentation of a survey of the Industry
conducted by the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics. The survey was based on the
August 15, 1956, payroll period. It in-
cluded all establishments within the in-
dustry employing 10 or more employees.
The survey revealed that there are 428
such establishments, employing a total
of 85,769 workers, 42,724 of whom were
considered “covered”, and protected by
the Walsh-Healey minimum wage de-
termination when the establishment is
engaged on the work to which it applies.
Wage data were obtained from 395 of
these establishments, employing 88,103
total, and 41,228 covered, workers. This
represents 92.2 percent of the establish-
ments in the defined industry, employing
96.9 percent of its total workers, and
96.5 perceni of its covered workers. In
accordance with standard statistical
techniques, the remaining 33 establish-
ments were included in the tabulated
results by aseribing to each of them the
wages found in those plants actually
studied which had similar characteris-
tics of size, location, and the like.

The AFL-CIO for itself, and two af-
fillated unions, the International Chemi-
cal Workers and the Oil, Chemlical and
Atomic Workers International Union,
relied on the following facts shown on
the Bureau of Labor Statistics tabula-
tions for thelr proposals as to the pre-
valling minimum wage. Hall of the
covered workers in the industry were em-
ployed in establishments which pald
none of them less than $1.36 per hour,
In establishments employing 507 per-
cent of the covered workers at least 09
percent of them recelved wages of $1.40
per hour or more. Only 6 workers in
those establishments recelved less than
$1.40 per hour. The unions took the posi-
tion that these figures justified a finding
that & minimum wage of $1.38 per hour
prevalled in August of 1956. On the basis
of increases in minimum wages which
had occurred since August 1956, as re-
flected by their collective bargaining
agreements, the unions urged that the
prevailing minimum wage had risen
seven cents per hour since the survey.
Adding the $1.38, which they derive from
the data based on the August 1956 pay
period, and the seven cent increase they
contend has subsequently occurred, the
unions take the position that the present
prevailing minimum wage is $1.45 per
hour.

The drugs and medicines trade associa-
tions did not make affirmative minimum
wage recommendations or present evi-
dence at the hearing, but post-hearing
recommendations were filed by the
American Pharmaceutical Manufac-
turers Association on behalf of its mem-
bers. This Association commented that
on one basis a present determination of
$1.24 per hour would be comparable to
the $0.93 per hour determination in
which it acquiesced when it was made in
1952. In order to avold what they char-
acterize as harmful discrimination
against small establishments they “ure¢
recognition of the fact that a §1.00 rate
actually prevalled In August 1956 * * '
for more than a ‘handful of workers'”,
and “earnestly recommend that the
minimum not be extended beyond §1.20"

The contention of the unions that in
determining the prevailing minimum
wage in this industry operative effect be
given a minimum wage of not less than
$1.36 per hour pald by about 17 percent
of all plants to half of all covered em-
ployees, réquires evaluation of whether
such rate is best representative of ihe
minimum wage practices in this industry
as disclosed by the evidence viewed 85 &
whole. The $1.36 figure represents the
median minimum wage paid by plants in
the industry, weighted in accordance
with the total covered worker employ-
ment in such plants,

The evidence of record shows that 355
of the 428 plants in this industry (OF
$2.9 percent of them) have a lower mini«
mum wage than $1.36 an hour. Though
these 355 plants employ not moré than
half the workers in- the industry, the¥
constitute all but & small portion of the
employment and production units in tb¢
industry.

In these circumstances, the sugzested
weighting of the evidence would exclud®
altogether from consideration of GO¥
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enment  contrects; am overwhelming
partion of the possible contractors in this
ndustry. The evidence: of minimum
wages does: not compel this result.
Neither would such result be necessary
10 accord to the statutory terms nor for
sceomplishment of the Congressional
purpose “to-eliminate the practice under
which the Government is compelled to
deal with sweat shops” and' “substandard
factories” (House' Report 2946, T4th
Cong,, 2d Sess:),

On the other hand, a median plant
approsch encompasses evaluating: the
gvidence of minimum wages without
weighting the plants in accordance with
their employment of total covered
workers. Under the evidence here, the
minimum wage for the median plant
(unweighted for covered workers), is
$1.06 per hour. The record here also
demonstrates, however; that inflexible
application: of only the unweighted plant
median, which disregards the relative
emplovment, size and production of the
several plants, also does not appropri-
ately realize the statutory terms and
purpose. The fact that the lower mini-
mum wage half of the plants in the in-
dustry employ only 14.2' percent of its
workers, and presumably account for not
much more of its production; indicates
fairly clearly that their wage practices
cannot be used to-mark the boundary of
these which are prevailing for persons
employed in the industry.

The unions also suggest $1.40 per hour
s appropriate for consideration of the
prevailing minimum wage here. 'This
flgure is arrived at by not reflecting or
faking cognizance of the minimum wage
of the lowest paid covered worker in the
plants at the criticall median level
Selection of the prevailing minimum
wage rate, as proposed by the unions,
from o list of wages which exceed: the
actual minimum wages-paid by the sev-
eral plants in the industry, would not
adequately. weigh the substantial evis
dence of record on actual minimum
Wiges paid in determining the prevailing
minimum wage. This suggested method
of determining prevailing minimum
Wages from among minimum wages paid
10 the bulk of employees at the lower end
of each. plant’s wage scale rather than

the actual minimum wage paid. by
€ach plant to its lowest paid covered em«
blayee, would be- pertinent in certain
stuations not, existing here invalving the
fcope or quality of the evidence as to the
:Cl;::l minimum wage pald by each
X The Unions.also recommend $1.38 per
m‘}‘r‘;{ rvt)m dotiarminnt;lom as the prevailing

um wage in this industry, ‘This
?‘“”-‘ s drawn from: the midpoint be-
WEED the $1.40 and, $1.36 per hour rates
mm*’“m‘fd by the unions. Sinee
s £r $1.40 or $1.36 per hour is found
fig “¢ 10 represent. the industry prevail
is mag um wage, and: since: the $1.38
ity wade dependent on each of them. for
natiop L, It is. not. proper for determi-
ooy as the minimum wage which

ﬂ‘mlm this industry,

erican Pharmaceutical Manu
¢ » -
,::;‘3’05 Assoglation did not recom-
Post-hen RcCHIE minimum. wage, but. its
Faring brief analyzing the evidence
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commented: that. $1.20 an hour appeared
ta it to be the highest minimum wage
appropriate for determination as pre-
vailing in thisdindustry.

This rate Is so situated within the
range between' the rates of $1.36 and
$1.06, respectively found to be too high
and too low for consideration as prev-
alent, as to-avoid their disabilities. The
wage survey data on payment of $1.20
as & minimum: wage show that 67.5 per-
cent of all covered workers in: the in-
dustry are employed: in establishments
which: pay plant minimum wages of not
less than: $§1.20 an: hour.

The substantial evidence of record,
considered as & whole; supports the rate
of $1.20 as appropriate for determination
as the prevailing minimum wage in this
industry. 3

The Bureau of Labor Statistics wage
survey data discloses certain' special
characteristics of this industry which
have direct bearing on evaluation of the
minimum wage data. One of these fac-
tors Is the very large concentration of
the Industry’s total covered employment
in a relatively small number of large
plants. Table 1A of Government's Ex-
hibit No. § discloses that 57 percent of all
covered employees are employed in 7.2
percent of the industry’s establishments,
each of which employs 501 or more em-
ployees. Another unususal circumstance
is the relatively smail number of covered
employees employed. by the numerical
majority of establishments in the indus-
try. Table 1A also shows that 54.3 per-
cent of the total number of establishe
ments in:the industry, all in the 10 to 50
worker smallest size category, employ a
total of only 8.2 percent of all covered
workers. —~

Thus, the evidence presents two ex-
tremes with relation to the data normally
in closer approximation and usually ad-
verted to for a finding as to the minimum
wage which prevails. As to industries
where the employment is better diffused
among the various plants in the industry,
relating establishment minimum wages
separately to total employment units or
to total covered employment in such
units has yielded minimum wages which
are in relative proximity so that either
could be characterized as prevailing in
the particular industry. The exercise of
statutory discretion in such cases has
favored choice of one of these two min-
Imum wages which under all the facts of
record most accurately measures the
prevailing minimum wages in the indus-
try considered as a whole, Such process
of’ determinution; however, is precluded
here by the evidence which shows & sub=
stantial spread’ between the minimum
wage suggested: by each of the two ap-
proaches. Any choice between them in
appraising the minimum wages of the
industry as a whole, would depend’ upen
whether the various sizes of plants as to
employment should be disregarded and
all should be:treated as equals in: their
contribution to the prevailing minimum
wage standard of theindustry, orwheth-
er they should be accorded force and
influenece i accordance with their size.

In this industry, no single minimum
hourly wage is found among the several
plants-with such frequency that it fatrly
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may be: sald. ta: be “prevailing” in the
industry, in the sense that it will serve
to distinguish the plants which pay “not
lessthan * * * the prevailingminimum
wages for persons employedin. * * * the
particular or similar industries.” In this
context, the minimum. wage practices of
the Jarge plants dominating employment
in the industry. inherently have greater,
but not necessarily exclusive weight in
influencing the practice which is prev-
alent in fhe industiy as a whole, than
the practices of its least substantial em-
ploying and productive units. However,
each productive unit regardless of size
offers same measurable contribution to
the minimum wage practices. of the in-
dustry viewed asa whole requiring evalu-
ation and weighting,

These several considerations.are satis-
fled by the $1.20 rate suggested. This
rate has substantial representation as a
minimum wage in.the various sizes of
plants studied from the largest to the
smallest. While it recognizes the impact
of the minimum wages paid by the large
plants. employing the majority of the
covered workers, it also gives due weight
to the minimum wage practices of the
smaller sized plants. Thus, all but 2 of
the 31 largest plants each with an em-
ployment of 501 and more workers em-
ploying 57.7 percent of the covered
workers in the industry, paid experienced
workers minimum wages.of not less than
$1.20 an hour. Similarly, 51.4 percent of
the establishments in the 251 to 500
worker size, and: virtually 30 percent of
the establishments in both the 51 to 250"
and- the smallest 10 to 50 worker size,
also paid covered workers minimum
wages of not less than $1.20 per hour.

It is evident from this analysis that the
$1.20 rate more accurately measures the
prevalent minimum wage practice in this
industry than other rates proposed as
appropriate for determination,

The unions-also urge that the prevail-
ing minimum wage which is justified by
the data resulting fram the August 1956
payroll period should be increased seven
cents per hour to adjust to wage in-
creases which have occurred since that
time. At the hearing in April of 1957,
they submitted data as to the wage
changes which had occurred since August
of 1856. In 36 plants employing 14,886
workers where the unions had collective
bargaining status, it appears that mini-
mum wage increases have occurred in 21
of these plants employing 9,919 workers.
Only one of these plant wage increases
invalve minimum wage movements
touching or crossing the $§1.20' per hour
minimum wage point in the wage tabu-
Iations. ‘This necessarily leads to the
conclusion that even iff all the wage
changes which have been proved by the
unions had been in effect in August of
1956, and fully reflected in the Bureau
of Labor Statistics" tabulations, they
would not have been effective to vary the
cited support for the $1.20 rate above
discussed. These particular changes do
not, therefore, alter the conclusion that
$1.20 per hour is the prevailing minimum
wage in this industry.

There remains the question whether
the proof’ of union minimum wage ine
creases together with Increases in avers
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age hourly earnings as tabulated by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics in the
Monthly Labor Review warrants an in-
ference of such a general increase in
minimum wages as to justify a deter
mination that the prevailing minimum
wage has risen above its August 1956
level. The union showing relates to 8.4
percent of the plants employing 35 per-
cent of the covered employees in the in-
dustry. Minimum wages were increased
in 58 percent of the union plants employ-
ing 60.9 percent of the cbvered employees
in the union plants, and 23.4 percent of
all covered workers in the industry. The
union minimum wage increase averages
6.8 cents among the employees receiving
it, or 4.5 cents among all the union em=-
ployees. '

Average hourly earnings in this in-
dustry published by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics in the Monthly Labor Review
adjusted to reflect only straight time
wages, have risen seven cents per hour
from August 1956 to June 1957. Such
wages rose 42 cents per hour from Janu-
ary 1951 to August 1956, when, as dis-
cussed above, the prevalling minimum
wage increased 27 cents. No method is
suggested to measure moyvements in pre-
vailing minimum wages solely by move-
‘ments in adjusted average hourly
earnings, which are composed of such
factors, unrelated to increase in mini-
mum wages as variations in the amount
of shift work, employment as between
high-wage and other plants, relative
number of workers paid above the mini-
mum, and others.

The data presented here both as to the
relationship between these movements
in this industry over a long period of time
and the actual data as to the recent
movement of minimum wages as to 23.4
percent of all covered workers in the in-
dustry, suggests an inference that some
measure of increase in the prevailing
minimum wage may have occurred since
August 1956. However, there appears
no way to measura such increase as may
have occurred with the necessary sup-
port of the substantial evidence of rec-
ord, and none may be found for failure
of prool.

BEGINNERS

Separate wage data for beginners was
obtained in the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics' survey. It showed that only 66
establishments in the industry employed
746 workers classified as beginners. The
labor union representatives at the hear-
ing specifically recommended that no
wage rates be authorized to be pald be-
low the general prevailing minimum
wage to be established for the industry,
The American Pharmaceutical Manu-
facturers Association stated in a post
hearing submission that there was no
strong sentiment in the Industry for
separate beginner or learner rates.

By reason of these positions of inter-
ested parties, and the scarcity of such
special wage rates in the industry, the
tables reflecting the wages pald all cov-
ered workers, including beginners, are
the ones which have been baslcally re-
lied on to ascertain the prevailing mini-
mum wage. In this situation, there
appears to be no basis for a tolerance for
learners or beginners, and none will be
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provided. Apprentices and handicapped
workers may, of course, be employed at
special rates as provided in the general
regulations (41 CFR Part 201).

PROPOSED DETERMINATION

Accordingly, upon the findings and
conclusions stated herein, and pursuant
to authority under the Walsh-Healey
Public Contracts Act (49 Stat. 2036, 41
U. 8. C. Sec. 35 et seq.) , and in accordance
with the Administrative Procedure Act
(60 Stat. 237, 5 U. 8. C. Sec. 237), notice
is hereby given that I propose to amend
the minimum wage determination for the
drug, medicine and toilet preparations
and cosmetics industry by deleting all
reference to the drug and medicine
branch thereof in 41 CFR 202.28 and
promulgating a new section entitled
“Drugs and Medicine Industry”, as
follows: -

§202.60 Drugs and Medicine In-
dustry—(a) Definition. (1) The drugs
and medicine industry is defined to in-
clude the following: Drugs or medical
preparations (other than food) intended
for internal or external use in the diag-
nosis, treatment, or prevention of dis-
ease in, or to affect the structure of any
function of the body of man or other
animals.,

(2) Typical products of the industry
are: Bulk organic and inorganic medic-
inal chemicals and their derivatives; en-
docrine products; basic vitamins active
medicinal principles such as alkaloids
from botanical drugs and herbs; drugs
and medicines in pharmaceutical prep-
arations such as ampules, tablets, cap-
sules, ointments, solutions and suspen=
sions for human and veterinary use,
including vitamin preparations and ga-
lenicals such as fluid extracts and tinc-
tures; viruses, serums, toxins, and anal-
ogous products such as allergenic
extracts, and normal serums and plas-
mas for human or veterinary use; and
bacteriological media.

(b) Minimum wage. The minimum
wage for persons employed in the manu-
facture of products of the drugs and
meditine industry under contracts sub-
ject to the Walsh-Healey Public Con-
tracts Act shall be not less than $1.20
per hour arrived at either on a time or
plece rate basis,

(c) Effect on other obligations. Noth«
ing in this section shall affect any obli-
gations for the payment of minimum
wages that an employer may have under
any law or agreement more favorable to
employees than the requirements of this
section.

Within thirty days from the date of
the publication of this notice in the Fep-
ERAL RecisTEr, interested parties may
submit written exceptions to the pro-
posed actions above described, Excep-
tions should be addressed to the Secre-
tary of Labor, United States Department
of Labor, Washington 25,D. C.

Signed at Washington, D. C., this 25th
day of April 1958.

James P. MITCHELL,
Secretary of Labor.

[F. R. Doo, 58-3218; Plled, Apr. 20, 1058;
8:52a.m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

147 CFR Part 31
[Docket No. 12076; FCC 58-394]

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENRTS, TELEVISION
BROADCAST STATIONS

(ERIE, PA., AKRON-CLEVELAND, ONIO,
CLARKSBURG AND WESTON, W. VA., FLINT-
SAGINAW-BAY CITY, MICH.)

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule
Making issued in this proceeding on June
27, 19567 (FCC 57-629) , proposing to shift
Channel 12 from Erie, Pennsylvania, to
Cleveland, Ohlo, or to Cleveland-Akron,
Ohio, and to shift Channel 12 from Fiint,
Michigan, to Saginaw-Bay City-Flint,
Michigan. This proceeding was initiated
at the request of several petitioners who
requested amendments of § 3.606, Tele-
vision Broadcast Stations, as follows:
(1) Great Lakes Television Company,
permittee of Television Statlon WSEE
on'Channel 35 in Erie, on July 13, 1056,
petitioned that Channel 12 be deleted
from Erie and assigned to Cleveland; (2)
Lake Huron Broadcasting Corporation,
licensee of Station WEKNX-TV on Chan-
nel 57 in Saginaw, Michigan, on August
30, 1956, requested that Channel 12 be
shifted from Flint to the hyphenated
area of Saginaw-Bay City-Flint; and
(3) Summit Radio Corporation, per-
mittee of Station WAKR-TV on Channel
49 in Akron, on May 27, 1957, requested
that Channel 12 be deleted from Erie and
assigned to the hyphenated communities
of Cleveland-Akron. The WAKR-TV
petition further requested that the Com-
mission order the permittee of Station
WBLE-TV, authorized to operate on
Channel 12 at Clarksburg, West Virginia,
to show cause why its transmitter should
not be relocated at a site south of Clarks-
burg and that a final grant on Channel
12 in the presently pending Flint ad-
judicatory proceeding for the channel be
conditioned upon selection of a site at
least 170 miles from the Cleveland “an-
tenna farm" at Parma, Ohio,

2. On February 19, 1958, the Detroit
Educational Television Foundation, li
censee of noncommercial educational
station WTVS on Channel 56 at De-
troit, Michigan, filed & petition for
rule making to delete Channel 12 from
Flint, Michigan, and to reserve the chan<
nel for education in Detroit. Since this
petition involves one of the channels un-
der consideration in this proceeding and
is in conflict with certain other proposals,
it is being treated herein as s counter-
proposal,

3. On June 7, 1957, Telecasting, Inc.
permittee of Station WENS, author
to operate on Channel 16 in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, petitioned to exchange
Channels 9 and 16 between Steubenville,
Ohio and Pittsburgh, or, in the alternd=
tive, to add Channel 6 to Plitsburgh by
making VHF channel changes in seven
areas (Pittsburgh, Erle, Lancasiel
and Johnstown-Altoona, Pennsylvania:
Cleveland-Akron, Ohio; Clarksburs
West Virginia; and Philadelphia-Wi
mington-Camden-Atlantic City). 2“
August 30, 1957, and on November 1%
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1057, Telecasting: filed’ comments and
eply comments in the subject proceeds-
ing, re-urging as counterpropesals the
identical proposals which it advanced: in
its June 7, 1957, petition and aiso sug-
gesting certalin additional channel
changes. Several other parties filed
reply comments in the instant case,
which were directed: solely to Telecast-
Ing's alternative proposals, On Decems~
ber 18, 18567, the Commission adopted a
Memorandum: Opinion: and Order (FCC
57-1384) denying Teleecasting’s proposais.
Thus, the comments filed In the instant
proceeding relating solely to- Telecast-
ing’s proposals need not be discussed
hereln,

4 Comments and reply comments fa-
voring the proposal to shift Channel 12
from Erie to Cleveland or Cleveland-
Axron were filed by Great Lakes Tele-
vision Company (WSHE) ; Summit Radio
Corporation (WAKR~TV); Peoples
Broadeasting Corporation, licensee of
AM broadeast Station WGAR, Cleveland;
Forest City Publishing Company; per-
mittee of Stationn WHE-TV, author-
led to operate on Channel 19 at Cleve-
land; and Cleveland Broadeasting, Inec.,
permiltee of Station WERE-TYV, author-
ixed to operate on Channel 65 at Cleve=
land. Comments and reply comments in
opposition to. this proposal were filed
b7 Dispatch, Ine., licensee of Station
WICU on Channel 12 at Erie; Westing-
houze Broadeasting Company, Inc.,
lcensee of Station KYW-TV on Channel
3 at Cleveland: Seripps-Howard Radio,
Inc, licensee of Station WEWS on Chan-
nel 5 at Cleveland; Storer Broadeasting
Company, licensee of Station WIW-~TV
on Channel 8 at Cleveland: WSTV, Inc;,
permnittee of Station WBOY-TV, author-
ized to operate on Channel 12 at Clarks-
burg; Midwest TV Company, permittee
of Station WMAC-TV, authorized. to
‘herate on Channel 23 at Massillon,
Ohlo; and Sparton Broadcasting Com-
pany, licensee of Station WWTV on
Channel 13 at Cadillae, Michigam.
Comments and reply comments favoring
ihe proposal to shift Channel 12 from

t to Sapinaw-Bay City-Flint were
flled by Lake Huron Broadeasting Cor=
Poration (WENX-TV) ; and oppositions
1a this proposal were filed by WJR, The
Goodwill Station, Ine., permittee of tele-
Wslan.  Station WJRT, authorized to
%lvemte on Channel’ 12 at Flint; and
™ S. Butterfield Theatres;, Inc., and

bt Corporation (Jointly), applicants
for Charmel 12 in Flint,
¢ 5. Various parties have tendered.coun-
HProposals. Tri-Cities Telecasting, Inc:,
?tﬂmu(;e of Station WTLC, authorized
0 operate on Channel 28 at Canton;

0. and Brush-Moore Newspapers.
gorporatton of the Ohio
tSmtions WH'BC' Oa?nmy.luncewc me! ?; a‘g?
E?"j- ask that Channel 12 be shifted from
C‘ ‘810 Canton, Washitenaw Broadeasting
A;\":]m:ny. Ine. (WPAG-TV, Channel 20;
ob th rbor, Michigan), and- the Regents
that oroiVersity of Michigan,
A annel 12 be'moved' from Flint to
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censee of Station: KYW-TV on Channel
3 in Cleveland, and: Storer Broadeasting
Company, licensee of Station WIW-T'V
on Channel 9'in Cleveland, all oppose the
proposal to:delete Channel 12 from Erie;
but. urge that, if the Commission shifts
Channel 12 from Erie, it be assigned to
Akron or reserved for education in Cleve-
land: Various parties filed oppositions
to these counterproposals.

6. In sum,; the original proposals and
counterpropoesals in this proceeding are
as follows: (1) to'shift Channel 12 from
Erie, Pennsylvania, to the Cleveland-
Akron area; (2) to reassign Channel 12
from Flint, Michigan, to the hyphenated
communitiesof Saginaw-Bay City- Fiint,
Michigan; (3) to shift Channel 12 from
Erie to Canton; Ohjo; (4) to assign Chan-
nel 12 to Akron alone or reserve it for
education in Cleveland; (6) to shift
Channel 12 from Fiint to Ann Arbor,
Michigan; and.: (6) to shift Channel 12
from. Flint. to Detroit, Michigan; and re-
serve the: channel for education in De-
troit. .

7. The Commission's Report and
Order of June 26, 1956 (FCC 56-587) in
the general television allocations pro-
ceeding (Docket No. 11532) stated with
respect to various proposals for city-by-
city’ deintermixture of UHF and VHP
channels (par. 31): “Beeause of the
widely varying' circumstances in indis-
vidual markets and.the numerous factors
which bear on the choice of teechniques in
any individual community or area, it is
not possible to formulate rigid criteria
whose perfunctory application to indi-
vidual cases will automatically indicate
the course which would best serve the
public interest in each community.”
Nevertheless; the Commission announced
in that Report and Order that the merits
of proposals to eliminate a VHF com-
meroial assignment would depend to a
large extent on such factors as;

1. Whether significant numbers of people
would lnck: service na a result of ellmination
of the VHF channel

2. Whether one or more UHF statlons are
operating in the area.

3. Whethier a reasonably high propertion of
the sets In use can recelve UHF signals,

4. Whether the terrnin is reasonabdly fav-
orable for UHF coverage.

5. Whether, taking into account all the
local’ clreumstances, the elimination of o
VHP channel would be consistent with the
objective of improving the opportunities for
effective competition among n greater nume
ber of stations,

The Commission further held that the
desirability of assigning a first VHP
channel or-of adding an additional VHF
channel’ would: depend principaily upon:

1. Whether it is possible to locate the new
transmittér so as to meet mintmum tans-
mitier spacings,

2. Whether, in cases where It is necessary
to move the chianuel fromranother city, thers
s grester need for the channel in the area to
which. it ia proposed to be assigned.

4. Whether the addition of a new VHE
assignment would be consistent with the ob-
Jective: of Improving the opportunities for
effective competition among a greater nume
ber of stationsy,

8. Prediotions as. ta. population losing
their only Grade B signal (1. e., papula~
tion within a “white area”) resulting
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from' the- deletion of Ghannel 12 from
Erie, as computed by the various parties,
range from zero to16,254 depending upon
the assumptions made and the methods
used. WSEE. (Channe! 35, Erie) asserts
that no: one would lack service since
WSEE presently serves a substantially
preater arvea. and: larger population than
WICU: (Channel 12, Erie), and:since the
entire area within the WICU Grade B
contour is within the WSER Grade B
contour, Both WSEE and WICU have
recently received authorizations to ims-
prove their facilities. WSEE and
WAKR-TV (Channel 49, Akron) have
calculated that the authorized WSEE
and WICU Grade B service areas are
approximately equalin area and popula-
tion. WICU submitted data showing
that the deletion of Channel 12 from
Erie would result in the creation of a
Grade B “white area’ of 440 square miles
and 12,600 persons; while a similar en-
gineering study by WEWS (Channel 5,
Cleveland) shows a “white area” of 380
square miles and 16,254 persons. The
WICU and WEWS computations are not
slgnificant; however, since they take into
consideration WICU's authorized facil-
ities but not WSEE's authorized facilities.

9. Since any computation of the area
and population that might lase service
by the deletion of Channel 12 from Erie
must of necessity be grounded on so
many variables and assumptions, includ-
ing heights and powers to be employed
in the future and additional stations that
might take the air, significant computa-
tions are difficult. We believe that the
record supports the conclusion that some
“white area’ would result from the dele=-
tion of Channel 12 from Erie, but that
this white area would contain fewer than
16,254 persons.

10. The proponents of the proposal to
delete Channel 12 from Erie assert that
the Erie area is predominantly UHF,
while the opponents contend that it is
overwhelmingly VHF. One UHF station
(WSEE) and one VHP station (WICU)
now operate in Erie. Three competing
applications: are pending for a second
UHF station. A UHF station (WICA)
operated in Ashtabula, Ohio;, 41 miles
from Erie, until June 16, 1956, and the
proponents argue that WICA will prob-
ably return to the air if Erie Is deinter-
mixed. The permittee of WICA, how-
ever, did not flle any comments in this
proceeding. UHF stations operate In
Youngsfown, Ohio and Buffalo, New
York, 75 and 85 miles; respectively; from
Erie. The closest VHF stations: to Erie
are in Buffalo; Cleveland and Plttsburgh,
86; 95 and 115 miles away. Our review
of the record discloses that VHF stations
other than WICU serve the greater part
of the authorized WICU Grade B service
ares, although the Grade B contours of
these ather VHF stations fall short of
the city of Erie. We therefore find that
the deletion.of Channel 12/ from Erie will
not result in effective deintermixture in
much of the authorized service areas of
the Erie stations:

11. Estimates of UHF set conversion
in the city’ of Erie vary from 69i8 per-
cent: to 82:2 percent. AN parties agree
that the number of UHF equipped tele-
vision homes declines rapidly as the dis-
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tance from Erie increases; and WICU
asserts, on the basis of a survey that it
conducted, that less than 50 percent of
the television homes within the entire
WSEE (Channel 35, Erie) Grade B con-
tour can receive UHF signals, and that
less than 25 percent of the homes within
the WSEE Grade B contour but outside
the Erie metropolitan area are So
equipped, We are of the opinion that,
while there is reasonably high UHF set
conversion in Erie, the average set con=-
version throughout the entire service
areas of the Erie stations is moderately

low,

12. While it is clear that the terrain
within five miles of Lake Erié, the coastal
area in which the city of Erle and nearby
communities to the east and west are
located, is quite smooth and favorable
for the propagation of UHF signals, the
terrain in the remainder of the area
served by the Erle UHF and VHF sta-
tions is rough and broken., As would
normally be expected, and as field in-
tensity measurements made by WICU
disclose, the propagation of the UHF
signals in the area south of the coastal
plain is poorer than along Lake Erie. At
the same time, a large part of the popu-
lation within the computed service area
of the Erie stations live in communities
Jocated in valleys well below the line of
sight of both WICU and WSEE. From
data submitted in this record we con-
clude that while the terrain within the
WICU and WSEE computed Grade B
service areas south of the Lake Erie
coastal plain substantially suppresses
UHF signals, there is markedly less sup-
pression of VHF signals in that area.

13. The parties favoring the deletion
of Channel 12 from Erie predict that the
Erie area would enjoy a significantly
greater availabllity and choice of serv-
ices If deintermixture is effected; that
the continued operation of WICU on
Channel 12 may force all UHF stations
off the air in the area; that only UHF
can provide three fully competitive out«
lets in Erie for the three national net-
works; and that if WICA in Ashtabula
i5 to return to the air and any other com-
munities within sixty miles of Erie are
ever to have their own stations, these
must be in the UHF band. Contrarily,
the opponents of the proposal assert
that Erie should be permitted to retain
its only VHF station, since other cities
of similar size have at least one VHF
station; that limiting Erie to UHF fa-
cilities would impair its ability to serve
many rural, remote, isolated persons
whose economic interests are tied to
Erie; that effective deintermixture can-
not be achieved in the area now served
by the Erie VHF station because a sub-
stantial portion of this area is blanketed
by VHF signals from other cities; and
that UHF stations can continue to com-
pete with a single VHF facility in Erie.

14. Cleveland and Akron are about 25
miles apart. Cleveland has three VHF
stations (KYW-TV on Channel 3,
WEWS on Channel 5 and WJW-TV on
Channel 8), and Akron has one UHF
station (WAKR-~TV on Channel 49).
Advocates of the proposal to move the
channel argue that it is needed to pro-
vide a fourth competitive VHF service
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to the Cleveland-Akron area; that unless
the proposal is adopted, the Cleveland
metropolitan area, one of the top ten
markets in the nation, will be perma-
nently limited to three stations; and
that & fourth station is needed to pro-
vide effective local television service,
since the best viewing hours of the three
present Cleveland stations are utilized
by the networks. WAKR-TV asserts
that since the three Cleveland VHF sta-
tions provide Grade A service to Akron,
WAKR~TV cannot compete effectively
with the Cleveland stations in the Akron
market and cannot continue to operate
on a UHF channel indefinitely.

15. We are not convinced that a more
compelling need has been demonstrated
for the use of Channel 12 in the Cleve-
land-Akron area than in Erie. Some
“white area’ would result from the dele-
tion of Channel 12 from Erie. Erie is
not a predominantly UHF community.
Much of the area within the computed
Grade B service area of the Erie stations
is served with multiple VHF signals from
Buffalo, Cleveland and Pittsburgh sta-
tions. Although UHF set conversion is
moderately high In and immediately ad-
jacent to the city of Erie, there is con-
siderably less UHF conversion outside
the Erie metropolitan area. Except for
a narrow strip of coastal land along Lake
Erie, the terrain within the Grade B con-
tours of the Erie stations is rough and
hilly and not well suited to UHF propa-
gation. The deletion of Channel 12 from
Erie would probably deprive a number
of isolated communities of their best, or
of their only, dependable television serv-
ice, On the other hand, the entire
Cleveland-Akron area is already well
served with three VHF services, and
‘WAEKR~TV provides a local UHF tele-
vision service to Akron, In consideration
of the service and lack of service in the
Erie and Cleveland-Akron areas, we can-
not say that the latter has a greater need
for Channel 12 than the former, or that
the proposal to shift Channel 12 to the
Cleveland-Akron area would result in
greater compliance with the require-
ment of section 307 (b) of the Communi-
cations Act for a more fair, efficient and
equitable distribution of television facil-
ities to these communities.

16. Since we have decided that Chan-
nel 12 should not be removed from Erie,
no useful purpose would be served by dis-
cussing the arguments advanced by
various parties, with respect to where
Channel 12, if deleted from Erle, could
best be assigned and the transmitter site
difficulties attendant upon the assign-
ment of the channel to Cleveland, Akron,
or to the hyphenated allocation of
Cleveland-Akron.

17. There remains for discussion the
counterproposals to shift Channel 12
from Erie to Canton, Ohio. The two par-
tles who urge that Channel 12 be
assigned to Canton did not submit any
engineering data and did not comment
on the technical feasibility of this
counterproposal. However,
pendent study discloses that Canton is
approximately 118 miles from Clarks-
burg, West Virginia, where WBOY-TV is
authorized to operate on Channel 12,
The assigment of that channel to Can~

our inde-

ton would therefore represent a substane
tial departure from the minimum co-
channel spacing of 170 miles. As we have
often indicated, it is our view that such
an allocation would not serve the publis
interest - at the present time. See
Memorandum Opinion and Order of
December 19, 1956 (released December
27, 1956) in Docket No. 11532 (FCC 56-
1269). We reaffirm that view here,

18. The three existing VHF stations in
Cleveland (WEWS, KYW-TV and WJW-
TV) oppose the proposal to delete Chan-
nel 12 from Erie, but urge that, {f the
Commission nevertheless decides to
finalize that proposal, the channel be re-
served for non-commercial educational
use in Cleveland. 'We note, however, that
no educational organization has filed
comments requesting that the Channel
be so reserved, and we do not believe that
a compelling need has been demonstrated
for such a reservation.

19. Channel 12 is presently assigned to
Flint, Michigan, and WJR, The Good-
will Station, Inc.,, has a construction
permit for Station WJRT on that chan-
nel with a transmitter site near Chesan-
ing, Michigan, from which site city-grade
service will be provided to the cities of
Flint, Saginaw, and Bay City, Michigan/

1 On May 14, 1054 the Commission released
& Final Decision granting the appiication of
WJR and denying the mutually exclusive
applications of Trebit Corporation and W. 5
Butterfield Theatres, Inc, Within 30 dap
Trebit, Butterfield and a “Oltizens Commit-
tee for a VHP television station for Flint"
filed petitions to reconsider, On Decembet
6, 1054 the Commission reaffirmed its grant
to WJR. Ten days later WJR flled an sppll-
cation for modification of its CP to change
its transmitter location from COlarkston—&
community between Flint and Detroit—io
Chesaning, a community north of Filot ia
the direction of Saginaw and Bay CUtF,
Trebit and Butterfield by Joint petition
requested the Commission to wvacate and
set aside its original decision preferring WIR,
to reopen the record and to order a further
hearing. In a Memorandum Opinion and
Order, released April 1, 1955, the Commission
denied the Trebit and Butterfield joint
petition. On April 14, 1055, the Commission
granted WJIR's modification spplication.

Three television stations operating I8
Northern Michigan (including WENX-TV)
protested. On June 10, 1955, the Commis«
slon released its Memorandum Opinton and
Order designating the spplication for hoar
ing and postponing the effective date of iU
grant., After a hearing the Examiner Te
lensed an Initial Decision on January 1%
1958, and supplemented this Declsion 08
April 5, 1956, reaflirming the grant to WJR.

While the protest proceeding was pendics
Trebit and Butterfield sought court review
of the Commission’s refusal to reopen the
comparative hearing recard in light of facts
disclosed in the application for modmcntlt::
of CP, In a deocision released May 24, 1955
the Court of Appeals held that the Commis~
slon had abused its discretion in ror-.umg
to reopen the comparative hearing rcﬁ"d
along the lines suggested by Treblt &0
Butterfield, and directed the Commission
“conduct further hearings on the Q“"’"“ﬁ
of developments between WJR's originul 'i;’“
modmadproponalnnnd"‘wﬂ-‘cowl o,
its grant to WJR in the light of the develop
ments thus disclosed”,

On October 10, 1956, the Comm!sl&f;‘:
tssued an Order reopening the compars Dat
hearing and remanding the cases for fuf‘m”
hearing. One of the issues in this fur
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20. Lake Huron Broadcasting Corpo-
ntion (WENX-TV) urges that Channel
12 be shifted from Flint to Saginaw-Bay
City-Flint and that new parties be per=
mitted to file applications for the chan-
nel. Lake Huron contends that its re-
quest would not cause sny delay in the
eventual use of this channel; that UHF
has been unsuccessful in Saginaw-Bay
City-Flint, two UHF grants for Flint and
one for Bay City having been surrend-
ered, due to the presence of strong VHF
ggals from three pre-freeze VHF sta-
tons in Detroit, one pre-freeze VHF in
Lansing and a post-freeze VHF in Bay
City; that WENX-TV is the sole UHF
statlon on the air in north central
Michigan; that because of strong VHF
competition in the area, there is no like-
iihood that another UHF station will be
constructed; that WKNX-TV has only
been able to survive because of fortuitous
ciroumstances, the principal one being
that WIRT on Flint Channel 12 has not
yet become operative; that although
WENX-TV has been able to compete
with a single VHF station (WNEM-TV
on Channel 5 in Bay City), it cannot
possibly survive the advent of a Flint
Channel 12 station and the certain at-
tendant loss of WKNX's CBS affiliation:
that the WJR proposal for a Flint Chan-
nel 12 operation from a site only 11 miles
touth of Saginaw would place a city-
grade signal over Saginaw and Bay City,
and Its service area will wholly en-
tompass that of WENX-TV: that if
WENX-TV is forced to go off the air,
Saginaw will be left without a station of
s own; that {f the Commission is to
have an opportunity to pass upon the
Gesirability of granting the last remain-
Iog VHF channel in this area to an
ipplicant committed to giving some con-
sideration to the special needs of Sagi-
UAW, It must be through a joint
sllocation of that channel to Flint-
Saginaw-Bay City; that Saginaw is an
Important market in its own right, the
1815t market in the nation, and is about

If the size of Plint: and that Flint's
Wlevision needs are better served by out-
side stations than those of Saginaw, since
\—

Proceeding dealt with the roposed shift
f:vw.m of its site from the 3mnuy of De-

% T the outskirts of Saginaw, WKNX-
Z‘v fled a petition to intervene in the
i‘;;-'lﬂa_ On this lssue. On December 14,
m&. the Commission adopted a Memo-
’0“?‘“"“ o.hmlcm and Order denying the
mm?em.:»u .o! Trebit and Butterfield but

18 WENX-TV's petition to intervene,

On Jandary 23, 1057, the Commission

franted o request by WRKNX-TV that a final

?::‘2)01 In the protest hearing (Docket No.
teacn) ¢ deferred until a final decision 18
tp L0d In the further comparative proceed-
mg u(rj 45 not to prejudge matters on which
hr.m'v”ln Of Appeals had ordered o further
rv‘.dc;g; (?n January 6, 1057, the taking of
ang e [ the further hearing was begun,
On By CCOFd Was closed on April 17, 1957,
o Ibe{)‘lemher 12, 1657, the Examiner issued
: v?;r-:l Declslon preferring WIR.

o Chfw Asserta that, although WJIM-
s Grac, \nnel 6 in Lansing tn theory places
Sdjac © B signnl over Saginaw, because of
Eite. *Ht channe) interference, the strong
5 e signal of WNEM-TV on Channel
dgnay. LJt the weaker WIIM-TV Grade B
eunm,;!_n Baginaw and

KO, 85—y
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Flint gets Grade B signals from all three
Detroit stations, a Grade A signal from
both WJIM-TV in Lansing and WNEM-
TV in Bay City, and will recelve an addi-
tional VHF service from Parma-Onon-
daga, although Saginaw can hope to re-
celve only Station WNEM-TV and a
Channel 12 station. WEKNX-TV further
asserts that, when considering a suitable
site for a Channel 12 facility to serve
the Flint-Saginaw-Bay City area, maxi-
mum height and power will be needed
to provide city-grade slgnals over all of
the three principal cities; that the site
near Chesaning, Michigan presently pro=
posed by WJR, while furnishing city-
grade coverage to all three cities, would
not provide sufficient coverage in areas
now served by only one or two stations:
and that an assumed site two miles north
of Gilford, Michigan, in Zone II, with
maximum power (316 kw at 1,500 feet)
will provide city-grade coverage to un-
derserved areas,

21. WJR, In opposing the proposal to
shift Channel 12 from Flint to Saginaw-
Bay City-Flint, alleges that the Commis-
slon In its Sixth Report and Order made
an equitable allocation of VHF and UHF
channels to Flint, Saginaw and Bay City,
and that nothing has occurred to render
the allocation inequitable; that WEKNX-
TV’s principal purpose In filing its peti-
tion to shift Channel 12 is to delay the
inauguration of a Flint Channel 12 op-
eration; that no change in the allocation
of Channel 12 which would require WJR
to lose its Flint identification could be
effectuated without first affording WJR
a hearing pursuant to Section 316, since
WJR holds a valid construction permit;
that considerable delay would be involved
in getting a Channel 12 station on the air
by adopting the WKNX-TV proposal;
that the complexity of the present pro-
ceedings involying Channel 12, as alleged
by WEKNX-TV, does not exist, and these
proceedings should soon end with a final
decision in the further hearing ordered
by the Court; that even if the Flint
Channel 12 proceeding were as complex
as alleged by WENX-TV, legal com-
plexity affords no basis for discarding or
reopening the record or for reallocating
Channel 12; that any new hearing on
Channel 12 with new applicants would
probably require several more years for
final determination; that while opera-
tion by WJR on Channel 12 will result in
new competition to WENX-TV, WENX-
TV will probably still retain its ABC affil-
jation; and should be able to remain on
the air; and that Flint is far larger than
Saginaw or Bay City and is the only one
of these cities which does not now have
its operating station. WJR argues that
WENX-TV's contention that Flint's
needs are better served than Saginaw’'s
needs by outside stations lends no sup-
port to the proposed reallocation of
Channel 12, because such reallocation is
based upon the false premise that the en-
tire Flint-Saginaw-Bay- City area can
only support two stations, and because
the overriding fact of Flint's needs for a
local transmission facility of its own is
ignored.

22. The following civic and govern=
mental groups filed comments favoring
the proposal to shift Channel 12 from
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Flint to Saginaw-Bay City-Flint: City
Council of the City of Saginaw, President
and Executive Director of Saginaw Com-
munity Chest, Saginaw Chamber of Com-
merce, Bay City Commission, and City
Manager of Midland. The following
civic, governmental, fraternal, com-
mercial and miscellaneous groups have
filed comments opposing the proposal to
shift Channel 12 from Flint to Saginaw=-
Bay City-Flint; Board of Directors of
Flint Rotary Club, President of Flint
Clvitan Club, Flint Chamber of Com«
merce, Director Region No. 1-C, UAW-
CIO, City Manager of Flint, President of
Greater Flint Downtown Corporation,
President of Genesee County Trafic
Safety Commission, Flint Clty Commis-
sion, Greater Flint Council of Churches,
Board of Directors of Flint Community
Players, Flint Jewish Community Coun-
cil, Flint Junior College, Cooperative Ex-
tension Service of Michigan State
University in Genesee County, Manue
facturers’ Association of Flint, Citizens
Committee for VHFF Television Station
for Flint, Tall Pine Council, Boy Scouts
of American, Flint Youth Bureau, Flint
Junior Chamber of Commerce, Director
of Mott Foundation Program, Flint Pub-
lic Schools, Genesee County Chapter of
American Red Cross, Flint Farmers Club,
International Institute of Flint, Genesee
County Girl Scout Council, David ‘B,
Treat of Flint, Michigan, Catholic So-
cial Service Bureau of Flint, Flint Good-
will Industries, Kiwanis Club of Flint,
Red Feather Fund of Flint, and Couneil
of Social Agencies of Flint and Genesee
County, No new facts were alleged in
these comments which were not covered
in other formal comments.

23. We are not persuaded that Chan-
nel 12 should be moved from Flint to
Saginaw-Bay City-Flint. We believe
that as between the cities of Flint and
Saginaw, there is a decidedly greater
need for a VHF channel in Flint. The
Flint metropolitan area, with a popula-
tion of 270,963, is the 69th market in the
nation. The Saginaw metropolitan area,
with a population of 153,615, is the 111th
market,

24. Six years have transpired since the
adoption of the Sixth Report and Order
allocating Channel 12 to Flint, and that
city is still without local service. The
smaller cities of Saginaw and Bay City,
on the other hand, have long enjoyed
local television service (WKNX-TV on
Channel 57 at Saginaw and WNEM-TV
on Channel 5 at Bay City). Reopening
of the Flint Channel 12 proceeding would
entail further delay, and any Commis-
slon decision resulting in such delay, in
the absence of most compelling reasons
not present in this case, would not be in
the public interest.

25, Washtenaw Broadcasting Com-
pany, Inc,, authorized to operate Station
WPAG-TV on Channel 20 in Ann Arbor,
and the Regents of the University of
Michigan ask that Channel 12 be moved
from Flint to Ann Arbor, They propose
a share-time arrangement, with the Uni-
versity operating a non-commercial edu-
cational station during part of the
broadcast hours and with WPAG-TV
utilizing the remaining hours. They as-
sert that a VHF channel is needed in Ann
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Arbor because that city already receives
six VHF stations (three from Detroit, one
from Windsor, Ontario, one from Lansing
and one from Toledo) and will, at the
conclusion of pending hearings, also re-
ceive VHP signals from new stations at
Parma-Onondaga and Toledo; that elim-
ination of Channel! 12 from the Fiint-
Saginaw area would not result in a
significant number of people lacking
service because of the present service
from stations on Channel 6 at Lansing,
Channel 5 at Bay City and Channel 57
at Saginaw; that Station WENX-TV on
Channel 57 in Saginaw can continue to
render valuable UHF service if a Chan-
nel 12 station does not commence opera-
tion in the Saginaw-Bay City-Flint area;
that UHP set saturation in the Saginaw
area is about 90 percent, as compared
with a very low conversion rate in the
Ann Arbor area: that the Saginaw-Bay
City-Flint area is favorable for UHF
coverage, while the terrain in the Ann
Arbor area is extremely hilly and not
well suited for UHF propagation; and
that the shift of Channel 12 from Flint
to Ann Arbor would improve the oppor-
tunity for effective competition among a
greater number of stations in both the
Saginaw-Bay City-Flint and the Ann
Arbor areas. The Regents of the Uni-
versity of Michigan represent that if the
University is permitted share-time op-
eration on Channel 12 in Ann Arbor, it
will produce “quality programs in the
public interest and in keeping with the
educational policies and practices of the
University.”

26. The following civic, governmental
and educational groups have filed sepa-
rate comments favoring the counter-
proposal to shift Channel 12 from Flint
to Ann Arbor, Michigan: Superintendent
of Ypsilanti, Michigan, Public Schools,
Washtenaw County Board of Education,
Eastern Michigan College, and Ann
Arbor City Council. These parties ad-
vanced no arguments not also urged by
WPAG-TV and the Regents of the Uni-
versity of Michigan.

27. The counterproposal to shift Chan-
nel 12 from Fiint to Ann Arbor was first
considered and rejected by the Commis-
sion on June 27, 1957, when we adopted
our Notice of Proposed Rule Making in
the instant proceeding (FCC 57-699).
Few new arguments have been advanced
which were not included in the original
petition. We reaflirm our belief that our
interim objective, embodied in the Com-
mission’s Report and Order issued on
June 26, 1956, in Docket No. 11532 (FCC
58-587), of improving the opportunities
for effective competition among a greater
number of stations would not be served
by assigning Channel 12 to Ann Arbor
and thereby precluding its use as the first
local service in the much more populous
City of Fiint.

28. The Detroit Educational Television
Foundation requests that Channel 12 be
deleted from Flint and reserved for non-
commercial educational use in Detroit,
Michigan. The Foundstion asserts that
it desires to apply for and construct an
educational station on Channel 12 which
would serve the Detroit, Ann Arbor, and
Flint areas; that it has operated Station
WTVS on UHF Channel 56 in Detroit
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since September 27, 1955; and that with
four VHF commercial services available
(three Detroit stations and one in Wind-
sor, Ontario) the Foundation has found
it extremely difficult to promote the con-
ver?!on of recelvers to UHF on a large
scale.

28. We belleve that this counterpro-
posal should be rejected. It would be
contrary to the mandate of section 307
(b) of the Communications Act to.de-
lete the only VHF channel assigned to
Flint, which has no local operating sta-
tion, in order to add the channel to
Detroit, which already has three com-
mercial VHF stations and one noncoms-
mercial educational UHF station.

30. In view of the above considera-
tions, we are convinced that the adoption
of any of the proposals or counterpropo-
sals in this proceeding would not serve
the public Interest, convenience and ne-
cessity, and we conclude therefore that
the allocation of Channel 12 to Erie,
Pennsylvania, and the assignment of the
same channel to Flint, Michigan, should
remain unchanged.

31. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
petitions of Great Lakes Television Com~-
pany, Lake Huron Broadcasting Corpo-
ration, Summit Radio Corporation and
Detroit Educational Television Founda-
tion are denled and this proceeding is
terminated.

Adopted: April 23, 1958.
Released: April 25, 1958,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
|P. R. Doc. 58-3203; Filed, Apr. 29, 1058;
8:51a.m.)

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[ 49 CFR Part 196 ]
[Ex Parte MC-40]
INSPECTION AND MAINTENANCE

QUALIFICATIONS AND MAXIMUM HOURS OF
SERVICE OF EMPLOYEES OF MOTOR CAR~-
RIERS AND SAFETY OF OPERATION AND
EQUIPMENT

At a general session of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, held at its office
in Washington, D. C,, on the 22d day of
April A.D. 1958

The matter of inspection and mainte-
nance under the Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations prescribed by order dated
April 14, 1052, as amended, being under
consideration; and

1t appearing that experience has estab-
lished facts that certain motor carriers
fail to inspect and maintain motor ve-
hicles in safe operating condition;

It further appearing that the existing
administrative policy of the Bureau of
Motor Carriers in the matter of declar-
ing and marking “out of service” any
vehicle revealed by inspection or opera-
tion to be so imminently hazardous to
operate as to be likely to cause an accl-
dent or breakdown may be susceptible of
varying interpretations thereby making
it advisable to amend § 196.5 so as to

specify standards for which any motor
vehicle shall be declared and marked
“out of service" with a prescribed sticker
by certain employees of the Bureau of
Motor Carriers;

It is ordered, That pursuant to section
4 (a) of the Administrative Procedure
Act (60 Stat. 237, 5 U, 8, C. 1003) notice
is hereby given of the Commission’s pro-
posal to vacate and set aside § 1065,
other than the forms entitled, “Out of
Service Vehicle" and Form B. M. C. 63
(1958) “Out of Service Notice™ prescribed
therein; of the Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations, adopted April 14, 1852, as
amended (49 CFR 196.5) (49 Stat. 545,
as amended, 49 U. 8. C. 304) by substl-
tuting the following rule in lieu of the
rule now in effect:

$ 1965 Motor vehicles declared "out
of service.' (a) Any safety supervisor,
district supervisor or safety inspector of
the Bureau of Motor Carriers is author-
ized to declare and mark “Out of Serv~
jce” with the prescribed sticker, any
motor vehicle which in his judgment is
unsafe to operate because any of the re-
quired parts and accessories, referred to
in paragraphs (b) through (k) of this
section, are missing or have any of the
defects described therein. Such motor
vehicle shall not be operated until the
repairs required by the “Out of Service
Notice” on Form BMC-63 have been sat-
isfactorily completed and the “out of
service” sticker removed., No Dperson
shall remove the “out of service” sticker
from such motor vehicle prior to the
completion of the required repairs, and
when the repairs have been made, the
carrier shall so certify to the Commis-
sion on Form BMC-63, in accordance
with the terms prescribed thereon.

(b) Engine, The vehicle engine can-
not be made to start operating within
10 minutes without the use of equipment
or materials not carried on the vehicle.
“ (¢) Steering mechanism—(1) Turn=
ing. 'The steering wheels are incapable
of being turned from full-right to full-
left because of Interference by parts of
the steering mechanism,

(2) Steering wheel play. The steering
wheel turns more than 30 degrees with-
out associated movement of the front
wheels.

(3) Steering column. Any absence of
looseness of bolts or positioning paris 50
as to permit motion of the steering col
umn from its normal position.

(4) Steering boxr attachment, AnY
absence or looseness of bolts, or other
parts so as to permit motion of the steer
ing box at the point of attachment {0 the
vehicle frame.

(5) Ball and socket joints. Any loose
ness at any ball and socket joint i the
steering linkage in excess of one-hal
inch measured in alignment with tb¢
shank or neck of the ball. 5

(6) Fastening or locking parts. AW
absence or looseness of fastening or lock-
meparu!nmypnrtotmestcermg
mechanism,

(7) Front wheel play. The play “.‘”u}
either a horizontal or vertical axis °h
either front wheel exceeds one i€
measured at the tread surface of the Hr

(d) Brake systems—(1) .StOPP”‘ﬂ;
The vehicle or combination fails, n ¥
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wrials, to stop from a speed of 20 miles
per hour in & distance of 75 feet from &
point at which the brake controls are
first moved for the purpose of applying
prakes when tested on a smooth, dry,
level surface free from loose material,

(2) Missing or inoperative brakes.
Brakes missing or not operating on any
wheel of any vehicle except the front
wheels of trucks or truck-tractors having
three or more axles and except wheels
of one steerable axle of trucks or truck-
tractors equipped with two or more
steerable axles,

(3) Egqualization. The braking force
developed on any wheel is less than one-
half the braking force developed on the
other wheel of the same axle.

(4) Hozes, tubing, piping, and connec~
tions. (i) Any brake hose is worn,
charred, cut, or cracked through the
outer casing and through one ply of
fabric.

(i) Any brake hose or brake tubing, or
brake piping with audible leak, bulge,
or restriction.

(i) Any brake
with an audible leak.

(5) Lining. Any service brake lining
missing, cracked through across the face
or pulling away from the brake shoe.

(6) Drums. Any crack visible on the
exterior of any brake drum extending
more than one-half the width of the
drum.

(1) Any reservolr pressure. Begin-
ning &t governor cut-in pressure, with
the engine running at idling speed and
all alr service brakes fully applied, the
reservoir pressure drops more than 10
pounds per square fnch at the end of
d minutes or with emergency line dis-
tonnected, a trailer brake air system

leaks audibly,
(1) Beginning

system connection

8) Vacuum system.
¥ith the vacuum braking system of the
towing vehicle or single vehlole at
Mmospheric pressure and the trailer

€ connections, if any, closed, the
fgine Is started while moderate pres-
fure is maintained on the brake pedal,
and the brake pedal fails to move as an
indication that the vacuum system is in
working order,

UL With all vacuum brakes fu
I‘DDlled. with the trailer brake conneltl:{
hﬂnsg;x;n (if a trailer is connected) and

igine operated long enough to
:each constant vacuum, and then
ut)owcd. the brake application cannot

0 be maintained for at least 5 min-
ules without brakes releasing.

9) Brake chamber leaks. Any brake

oﬂu':bl:(r! leaking or not securely

cuo) _uydrauuc system. The hydrau-

mh&en_lce brake pedal, while applied
1 Uniform foot pressure, continues to
Ve forward or downward.

(11) Pedal res,
draulie bmkem' On mechanical or

released
I & straight un‘:’“mn when measured
) Any me-

(12) I;arking brake.
Anical pa
g, broken, o o parking brake miss-
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(ii) Parking brake not capable of
locking the rear driving wheels and not
adequate under any condition of loading
to hold the vehicle or combination to the
limit of traction of such braked wheels
on the grade on which it is tested.

(1i1) Parking brake mechanism, when
fully applied, will not hold in the applied
position without manual effort.

(e) Lighting devices, reflectors, and
electrical equipment. During the period
of one-half hour after sunset to one-half
hour before sunrise or during any other
time when there is not sufficient light to
render clearly discernible persons and
vehicles on the highway at a distance
of 500 feet:

(1) Headlamps. More than one fila-
ment In the headlight system is
inoperative.

(2) Lamps on rear. There are not at
least two lighted red lamps, other than
stop lamps, and at least one operative
stop lamp on the rear of the vehicle
visible from a distance of 500 feet.

(3) Lamps on projecting loads, There
are not at least two lighted red lamps on
the rear of loads projecting four or more
feet beyond the vehicle body.

(4) Reflectors on rear. There is not
at least one red reflector on the rear of
the vehicle mounted at a height of not
less than 24 inches or more than 60
inches above the ground or as near
thereto as the configuration of the ve-
hicle permits,

() Electrical connections. Any visi-
ble electrieal connections made by twist-
ing together wiring between the towed
and towing vehicle,

(f) Tires—(1) Any tire. Wear of any
tire exceeding four outer textile plies.

(2) Unvulcanized patches or boots,
Any tire containing an unvulcanized
blowout patch or boot.

(3) Cuts. Any single tire or both tires
on a pair of duals cut through 3 or more
layers of fabric, the cut being 4 inches
or more long at the third layer.

(4) Flat tires. Any tire on any wheel
flat or having an audible leak.

(5) Steering axle. Any tire on any
steering axle of a single vehicle or towing
vehicle in which any part of a carcass
ply is showing in the tread, or the
sidewall.

(6) Dual tires. More than one tire on
any dual tire installation having one or
more textile plies showing.

(g) Wheels and rims—(1) Loose or
cracked rims or wheels. Any rim, wheel,
or wheel flange loose or cracked.

(2) Bolts, nuts, and lugs. More than
one-fourth of the bolts, or the nuts, or
the lugs for attaching the wheels to the
hub or the rim to the wheel are missing,
loose, or defective.

(h) Exhaust systems. Exhaust sys-
tem not securely fastened or having
visible or audible leaks to a point
rear or above the passenger or driver
compartment.,

(1) Fuel systems—(1) Leakage. Gas-
oline or liquified petroleum gas fuel sys-
tem having a leak at any points, -

(il) Fill pipe caps. Any gasoline fuel
tank fill pipe without a cap.

(3) Coupling devices and adjustable
azle assemblies—(1) Tow-bars, adjusta~
ble fifth wheel, and adjustable azle as-
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sembly, locking devices. Tow bars,
adjustable fifth wheels, or adjustable
axle assemblies lacking one or more lock-
Ing devices, or any such locking devices
not properly fitted.

(2) Fifth wheel, tow-bar and axle
play. (i) Play lengthwise the vehicle
exceeding one inch between the upper
and lower fifth wheel halves.

(i) Where provision is made for ad-
Justment of a fifth wheel lower half, tow-
bar, axle, or tandem axle assembly, rela-
tive to the vehicle frame, there is more
than one-half inch of play lengthwise
the vehicle in any such adjustment when
locked or latched in position.

(3) Fifth wheel mounting. Fifth
wheel mountings including bolts, nuts,
and brackets, but not including adjusta-
ble features, which are loose, worn, or
broken so as to permit observable rela-
tive motion between the fifth wheel
mounting and the frame of the vehicle,

(4) Fifth wheel and tow-bar cracks or
breaks. Any cracks or breaks in the tow-
bar or the fifth wheel, except the horns.

(k) Suspension—(1) Axle position-
ing parts. Any torque arms, U-bolts,
spring hangers or other axle positioning
parts cracked, broken, loose, or missing
50 as to permit displacement of an axle
from its normal position,

(2) Leaf spring assembly. One-fourth
or more of the leaves in leaf spring
assemblies broken or missing, or the main
leaf depended upon for positioning the
axle is broken,

(3) Torsion bar assembly. Any part
of the torsion bar assembly or any part
used for attaching the torsion bar to the
vehicle frame or axle cracked, broken,
or missing,

(4) Torsion bar. Any torsion - bar
broken or having a crack extending
crosswise the bar, either directly or in-
clined, to an extent of one-half its diam-
eter or more.

(=(y) [Reserved.]

(z) Appeal by carrier, A carrier when
notified by a safety supervisor, district
supervisor, or safety Inspector, in writ-
ing, that a motor vehicle has been
declared and marked out-of-service be-
cause of the conditions set out and de-
scribed In said notice, may, before the
close of the first business day following
the date of sald notice, appeal by tele-
graph to the district director of the Bu-
reau of Motor Carriers for the district
in which sald carrier has his or its
principal place of business, and upon
receipt of such appeal, the distriot direc-
tor shall arrange for the assignment of
another safety supervisor, district super-
visor, or safety inspector other than the
one from whose decision the appeal is
taken to re-examine and inspect said
vehicle within 24 hours from date of
receipt of appeal. If upon re-examina-
tion the motor vehicle is found in service-
able condition, the district director shall
immediately notify the carrier, at the
carrier’s expense, by telegraph, where-
upon such motor vehicle may be put into
service without further delay; but if the
re-examination and inspection of said
motor vehicle sustains the decision of the
safety supervisor, district supervisor, or
safety inspector, the district director
shall at once notify the carrier owning or
operating such motor vehicle that the
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appeal from the safety supervisor, dis«
trict supervisor, or safety inspector is
dismissed, and upon the receipt of such
notice the carrier may, within thirty
days appeal to the Interstate Commerce
Commission, and upon such appeal, and
after hearing, said Commission may sus-
tain the prior findings or may revise,
modify, or set aside such action of the
distriet director and declare that said
motor vehicle is in serviceable condition
and authorize the same to be operated.
The fact that either appeal {5 pending,
however, does not authorize the opera-
tion of the vehicle.

It is further ordered, That interested
persons may on or before July 1, 1858,
submit written statements cortaining
data, views, or arguments, verified under

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

cath by a person having knowledge of
such data, views, or arguments, and that
thereafter consideration shall be given
to the proposed amendments, or some re-
vision thereof, in the light of the state-
ments which may be submitted.

It is further ordered, That one signed
copy and 14 additional copies of such
statements be furnished for the use of
the Commission by maliling to the Secre-
tary of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D. C. No oral
hearing is contemplated, but any reqguest
for such hearing shall be supported by
an explanation as to why the evidence to
be presented cannot reasonably be sub-
mitted in the form heretofore provided.
The Commission thereafter will deter-

mine whether or not assignment of the
matter for oral hearing is necessary or
desirable,

And it is further ordered, That notice
of this proposed rule modification shall
be given to motor carriers, other persons
of interest, and to the general public by
depositing a copy thereof in the office
of the Secrefary of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Washington, D. ¢,
and by filing a copy with the Director,
Division of the Federal Register,

By the Commission.
[sEAL] Harorp D. McCoy,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 58-3180; Plled, Apr, 29, 1038;

8:48 n, m.|

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (Pror-
‘ERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS) AND MIiLI-
TARY DEPARTMENTS

DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY WITH RESPECT
TO MAKING OF TAX DETERMINATIONS ON
WHERRY HOUSING PROJECTS

The Secretary of Defense approved the
Yollowing delegations of authority on
April 22, 1958 !

Reissuance. This Directive is a reis-
suance of DoD Directive 4165.30, “Taxes
on Wherry Housing Projects', November
16, 1956 (published at 21 F. R. 9228), in
order to clarify responsibility for the
making of determinations of amounts
which may be deducted appropriately
from the taxes or assessments on Wherry
projects constructed in connection with
installations of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission.

Delegation of authority. A. Pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of Defense by section 202 (f) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947, as amended,
and section 5 of the Reorganization Plan
No, 6 of 1953, the authority conferred on
the Secretary of Defense by section 511,
Public Law 85-1020 (70 Stat, 1110), is
hereby delegated as set forth below,

B. The Assistant Secretary of Defense
{Properties and Installations) is dele-
gated the autority to:

1, Issue instructions for the guidance
of the military departments in making
determinations under Public Law 85—
1020 as to the amounts which may be
deducted appropriately from the taxes
or assessments on Wherry projects.

2. Enter Into agreement with the head
of any executive department or agency
of the Federal Government for the fur-
nishing of information regarding the
amount of any payments or other con-
tributions made to local taxing or other
public agencies with respect to Wherry
projects or for establishing procedures to
facilitate implementation of Public Law
85-1020.

NOTICES

3. Perform such functions under Pub-
lic Law 85-1020 as are not otherwise
delegated to the Secretaries of the mili-
tary departments,

C. The Secretary of each military de-
partment, or his designee, is hereby
delegated the authorlty to:

1. Determine the amounts which may
be deducted appropriately under Public
Law 85-1020 from taxes or assessments
on Wherry projects constructed pursuant
to certification by that department.

2. Assist the lessees of Wherry projects
in furnishing information regarding ap-
propriate deductions to local taxing au-
thorities for the purpose of fixing the net
amount of taxes to be paid on Wherry
projects.

D. The Secretary of the Army, or his
designee, is hereby delegated the author=
ity to:

Determine the amounts which may be
deducted appropriately under Public Law
85-1020 from taxes or assessments on
Wherry projects constructed pursuant
to certification by the Atomic Energy
Commission.

Cancellation. This cancels and super-
sedes Federal Register document pub-
lished at 21 F. R. 9228.

Mavrice W. RoCHE,
Administrative Secretary,
Offlce of the Secretary of Defense.,
ArrIL 22, 1058.

[F. R, Doc. 56-3120; Plled, Apr. 20, 1958;
8:45 a. m.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
ALASEA

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND
RESERVATION OF LANDS

The Department of the Army has filed
an application, Serial Number A.027776
for the withdrawal of the lands described
below, from all forms of appropriation
under the public land laws including the
mining and the mineral leasing laws.
The applicant desires the land for Port
of Whittier Communications Facility.

For a period of 60 days from the dale
of publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments, sugges-
tions, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
their views in writing to the undersigned
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, Box
480, Anchorage, Alaska,

If circumstances warrant it, a public
hearing will be held at a convenient time
and place, which will be announced.

The determination of the Secrefary
on the application will be published in
the FEepEraL ' REGISTER. A  separate
notice will be sent to each interested
party of record.

The lands involved in the application
are: -

Tracr R
(Formerly Designated ACS Statlon Site)

Begloning at Corner No. 9, U. 8, Burvey
No. 2550, official survey of the Whittier Town«
site, Alaska, accepted 5 June 1042; thence
N. 78'51' W. 14837 to Corner No, 1, the
true polnt of beginning: thence 8. 53'M4
W. 180.25" to the SE corner of Lot 80, BIk. 13,
of sald survey which is Carner No. 2; thence
N. 74°00’ W. 228.28" along the northerly line
of 1st St. to the SW ocorner of Lot 36, Bk 15,
of sald survey which is Corner No. 3; thence
N, 16°00° E. 100.96 feet, nlong the West line
of Lot 36, to the 1-9 line of said survey which
is Corner No. 4; thence 8. 78'51' E. 350 6
feet, along eald 1-9 line to Corner No. 1, the
true point of beglnning.

Containing 0.82 acres.

L. T, MaIxn,
Operations Supervisor,
Anchorage.

[P. R. Doc, 58-3202; Filed, Apr. 29, 1938
8:50a.m.}

Office of the Secretary

VOLUNTARY OIL IMPORT PROGAAM

GOVERNMENT PURCHASES OF CRUDE PETRO®
LEUM AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

SecrroN 1. Purpose. ‘The purpos® of

these rules is to set forth the standmi"ﬁf
which will govern the issuance of cert
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cates of compliance, and representations
of compliance, with the Voluntary Oil
import Program pursuant to section 4 of
Executive Order 10761 entitled “Govern-
ment Purchases of Crude Petroleum and
Petroleum Products” (23 F. R. 2067).
The rules also make a change in the re-
quirements for reporting under the Vol-
untary Oil Import Program.

Sge. 2. Scope of compliance. If a
company has both an allocation for the
importation of crude ofl into Districts
I-IV and an allocation for importation
of crude ofl into District V, the company
must obeerve both the allocation re-
specting Districts I-IV and the allocation
respecting District V in order to be in
compliance with the Voluntary Oil Im-
port Program, A parent company and
its subsidiaries controlled by majority
stock ownership or wholly owned will be
regarded as a single organization with
respect to compliance with the program.

Sec. 3. Requests for certificates; re-
porting. Requests for certificates of
complinnce should be addressed to Ad-
minisirator, Voluntary Oil Import Pro-
gram, Department of the Interior,
Washington 25, D. C.~ Each company
reporting its actual and estimated im-
poris of crude ofl (on Form Budget Bu-
reau No. 42-R 1307) to the Administrator
Is requested to state its actual and esti-
mated Imports to the nearest 100 barrels
dally. Any company which requests the
Issuance of a certificate of compliance
must accompany the request with a
statement of its actual imports to the
nearest 100 barrels daily for the period
Which the certificate will cover, If that
tompany has not filed with the Admin-
Istrator reports of imports to the nearest
100 barrels daily for that period. In
connection with reports and statements,
attention is called to the provisions of
18U.8. C., sec. 1001,

8ec. 4. Submission of bids. Section 1
of Executive Order 10761 refers to a pe-
Hod of three months preceding “the
month in which a bid is submitted to a

overnment department or agency."
The month in which a bid is opened will

tonsidered to be the month in which a
bid is submitted to a Government de-
partment or agency,

ws:c. 5. Districts I-IV prior to July 1,

58, With respect to Districts I-IV

prior Lo July 1, 1958, an fmporter will be

meemr-d to be in compliance for the three

ign&hz ;l))»;r:cegdmg the u;nront.h in which a
ned, as re

O.'(der Ilioml' when:q i Exet‘:uuve

&) His average barrels per day of
fctual crude ofl imports forpethe ex{ure
?et%d during which he has had an allo-
o? 100 plus the average barrels per day
- crude ofl imports estimated for the
w%nths through June 1958 in the report
mﬁ{ng;cd 10 the Administrator, Volun-
e i1 Import Program in March 1958
: uxxrjm greater than his allocation as it

i L;l{rxL:rat;a Aprubl, 1958;

e . aVeTage barrels per day of
;:g;d Oll imports for the three mogmu
i edmg the month in which a bid is
g hﬁs Dot been greater than his
B Gllocation for the same months;
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(c) His average barrels per day of
crude oil imports for the entire period
during which he has had an allocation
has not been greater than his average
allocation for the same period.

Sec, 6. Districts I-IV on and after
July 1, 1958, (a) With respect to Dis-
tricts I-IV on July 1, 1958, and there-
after, an importer will be deemed to be
in compliance for the three months pre-
ceding the month in which a bid is
opened, as required by Executive Order
10761, when his average barrels per day
of crude oll imports for the three months
preceding the month in which a bid is
opened has not been greater than his
average allocation for the same months.

(b) If an importer's average barrels
per day of crude oil imports for a par-
ticular period of three months has ex-
ceeded his average allocation for that
period, the Administrator, Voluntary Oil
Import Program, may determine that
the importer is in compliance for that
period If the importer (1) makes a satis-
factory showing that the overage weas
due solely to the difficulty of scheduling
receipts or to an historical pattern of im-
ports based on seasonal availability of
transportation and (2) offers satisfactory
assurance that his imports during suc-
ceeding months through September 1958
will result in an average barrels per day
of crude oil imports during the period
April 1, 1958, through September 1958
that will not be greater than his average
allocation for that period,

Sgc. 7. District V. With respect to
District V, an importer will be deemed
to be in compliance for the three months
preceding the month in which & bid is
opened, as required by Executive Order
10761, when:

(a) His average barrels per day of
actual crude oil imports for the entire
period during which he has had an allo-
cation plus the average barrels per day
of crude oil imports estimated for the
months through June 1958 in the reports
submitted to the Administrator, Volun-
tary Oll Import Program; are not greater
than his allocation for the same period;
or

(b) His average barrels per day of
crude oll imports for the three months
preceding the month in which & bid is
opened has not been greater than his
allocation for the same months.

Sec, 8. Commingled foreign crude oil.
While an importing company may be in
compliance with the Voluntary Oil Im-
port Program insofar as its imports of
crude oil are concerned, it is possible that
the products of a particular refinery
owned by that company may not be
“complying petroleum products.” This
situation would arise if, under a process-
ing agreement, crude oll which had not
been imported in compliance with the
Voluntary Ofl Import Program were
commingled with other crude supplying
the refinery.

Sec. 9, Storage in bond. If, because of
the difficulty of scheduling tanker ship-
ments, the unloading of a particular
cargo or cargoes of crude oil would cause
an importer to exceed its allocation, the
importer may store the crude oil in bond
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and charge the crude against its alloca-
tion for the month in which the crude is
withdrawn.,

8kc. 10. Compliance during contract
period. (a) With respect to Districts
I-TV, an importer will be deemed to be in
compliance with the Voluntary Oil Im-
port Program during a contract period,
or that part of a contract period, falling
between April 1, 1958, and September 30,
1958, if his average barrels per day of
actual crude oil imports for those months
in which he has imported during the pe-
riod April 1 through September 1958
plus the average barrels per day of crude
oil imports estimated for the remainder
of the period April 1, through September
1958 In the reports submitted to the Ad-
ministrator, Voluntary Ofl Import Pro-
gram, are not greater than his average
allocation for the perfod April 1 through
September 1958,

(b) With respect to District V, an im-
porter will be deemed to be in compliance
with the Voluntary Oil Import Program
during a contract peried, or that part of
@ contract period, falling between April
1, 1958, and June 30, 1958, if his average
barrels per day of actual crude oil im-
ports for those months in which he has
imported during the period January 1,
1958, through June 1958 plus the average
barrels per day of crude oll imports esti-
mated for the remainder of the period
January 1 through June 1958 in the re-
ports submitted to the Administrator,
Voluntary Ofl Import Program, are not
greater than his allocation for the period
January 1, through June 1958,

(¢c) Assoon as is practicable, rules will
be issued covering a period following Sep-
tember 30, 1958 with respect to Districts
I-IV and a period following June 30, 1958
with respect to District V.

M. V. Carson, Jr,
Administrator,
Voluntary Oil Import Program,

APRIL 28, 1958,

[F. R. Doc. 58-3240; Filed, Apr. 28, 1058;
2:19 p. m.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Research Service
CERTAIN OFFICIALS

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO NEGOTIATE
CONTRACTS FOR AERIAL SPRAYING IN
STATES OF NEW YORK AND PENNSYLVANIA

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Administrator, Agricultural Research
Service, by the Secretary of Agriculture,
under date of April 16, 1958 (23 F, R.
2621), authority is delegated to the
Chief, Procurement Branch, Adminis-
trative Services Division, Washington,
D. C,, and to the Regional Business Man-
ager and the Administrative Services
Ofcer, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to
negotiate, without advertising, under
sections 302 (¢) (4) and 302 (¢) (9) of
the Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1849 (63 Stat. 377, as
amended) , contracts required by the De-
partment of Agriculture for aerial spray-
ing of approximately 140,000 acres of
wooded areas in New York and Pennsyl-
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vania for the period ending December
31, 1958.

The authority hereby delegated shall
be exercised in accordance with the re-
quirements of the above-titled act, par-
ticularly sections 304, 305 and 307, the
delegation of authority by the Admin-
istrator, General Services Administra-
tion to the Secretary of Agriculture,
under gdate of April 3, 1958 (23 F. R.
2304), the policies, procedures and con-
trols prescribed by the General Services
Administration, and the delegation of
authority by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture above-mentioned.

The authority herein delegated may
. not be redelegated.

Done at Washington, D, C., this 25th
day of April 1958,

[sEAL] B. T. Saaw,
Administrator,

Agricultural Research Service.

[P. R. Doc. 58-8213; Filed, Apr. 20, 1058;
8:52a.m.)

Office of the Secretary
FLORIDA

DESIGNATION OF AREA FOR PRODUCTION
EMERGENCY LOANS

For the purpose of making production
emergency loans pursuant to section 2
(a) of Public Law 38, 81st Congress (12
U. S. C. 1148a-2 (a)), as amended, it
has been determined that in the follow=
ing counties in the State of Florida a
production disaster has caused a need for
agricultural credit not readily available
from commercial banks, cooperative
lending agencies, or other responsible
sources,

FLORIDA
Broward. Lee.
Charlotte, Martin,
Coliter. Okeochobee,
Dade. Palm Beach.,
Glndes, 8t. Lucle,
Indian River,

Pursuant to the authority set forth
above, production emergency loans will
not be made in the above-named counties
after December 31, 1958, except to ap-
plicants who previously received such
assistance and who can qualify under
established policies and procedures.

Done at Washington, D. C,, this 24th
day of April 1958,

[SEAL] True D, MORSE,

Acting Secretary.

[P. R. Doc. 58-3191; Filed, Apr, 29, 1058;
8:48 a, m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
[Docket Nos. 11588, 11009; FCC 58M-412)

Josgrr M. RIrLEY, INC., AND DaAN
RICHARDSON

ORDER SCHEDULING ORAL ARGUMENT

In re applications of Joseph M. Ripley,
Ine,, Jacksonville, Florida, Docket No.
11588, File No. BP-9788; Dan Richard-
son, Orange Park, Florlda, Docket No,

NOTICES

11699, File No BP-10697; for construc-
tion permits. b

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration “Petition For Leave To
Amend” filed herein on April 2, 1958, by
Joseph M. Ripley, Inc.; “Opposition To
Petition For Leave To Amend” filed by
Dan Richardson, another applicant, on
April 14,°1958; “Reply of Broadcast Bu-
reau To Petition For Leave To Amend
Filed by Joseph M. Ripley, Inc.” filed on
April 11, 1958; “Notice of Taking Deposi-
tions” filed by Joseph M. Ripley, Inc. on
April 14, 1958; and “Motion To Quash
Request To Take Depositions' filed by
Dan Richardson on April 21, 1958: It is
ordered, This 234 day of April 1058, that
oral argument will be held on (1) “Peti-
tion For Leave To Amend” and (2)
“Notice of Taking Depositions™ on May
5, 1858, 10 o'clock a. m., at the Commis-
sion’s offices in Washington, D, C.

Released: April 23, 1958.
Feoerarn COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEaL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[P. R. Doe. 58-3204; Filed, Apr. 20, 1958;
8:51 & m.})

|Docket Nos, 11882, 12321; FCC 58M-415)

OrzcoN Ranro, Inc. (KSLM) AND LINCOLN
EvxcrronNics, Inc. (KBCH)

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING

In re applications of Oregon Radio,
Incorporated (KSLM), Salem, Oregon,
Docket No. 11882, File No. BP-10272;
Lincoln Electronics, Inec. (KBCH),
Oceanlake, Oregon, Docket No, 12321,
File No, BP-11556; for construction
permits

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration & motion filed April 22,
1958, by Oregon Radio, Incorporated
(KSLM), requesting that the further
pre-hearing conference now scheduled
for Wednesday, April 23, 1958, be con-
tinued until Friday, April 25, 1958; and

It appearing that the reason for the
requested continuance arises from the
fact that certain engineering material
will not be available in time for study by
all of the parties prior to Wednesday,
April 23, 1858, and the additional time
is necessary for such study; that all par-
ties have consented to the granting of
the motion for continuance and have
agreed to walve provisions of §1.43 of
the Commission's Rules to permit imme-
diate consideration of this motion; that
good cause for the granting of the con-
tinuance having been shown;

It is ordered, This the 23d day of April
1958, that the motion for continuance
is granted and the pre-hearing confer-
ence now scheduled for Wednesday,
April 23, 1958, is continued until Friday,
April 25, 1958, beginning at 10:00 a, m.
in the offices of the Commission, Wash-
ington, D. C.;

It is further ordered, That the eviden-
tiary hearing in this proceeding pres-
ently scheduled to begin on Tuesday,
April 29, 1958, is continued to a date to

be announced at the conclusion of the
hearing conference on April 25, 1958,

Released: April 24, 1958,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sSEAL] Manry JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 58-3205; Filed, Apr. 29, 1058;
8:51 a, m.]

[Docket No, 12031; FCC 58M-398|
Bircr BAY BroaApcasTing Co.
ORDER SCHEDULING HEARING

In re application of George A. Wilson
& L. N. Ostrander d/b as Birch Bay
Broadcasting Company, Blaine, Wash-
ington, Docket No. 12031, File No. BP-
10848; for construction permit.

It is ordered, This 17th day of April
1058, that Millard F. French will preside
at the hearing in the above-entitied pro-
ceeding which is hereby scheduled to
commence on June 25, 1958, in Washing-
ton, D. C.

Released: April 23, 1958.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] Mary JANE MORRIs,
Secretary.
{P. R. Doc. 58-3208; Filed, Apr, 20, 1958
8:51 a. m.]

| ——

{Docket. Nos, 12229, 12230; FCC 58M-408]

WALTER G. ALLEN AND MARSHALL COUNTY
BroavcasTing Co., Inc.

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING

In re applications of Walter G. Allen,
Huntsville, Alabama, Docket No. 12229,
File No. BP-10871; Marshall County
Broadcasting Company, Inc., Arab, Ala-
bama, Docket No. 12230, File No. BP-
11088; for construction permits.

The Hearing Examiner haying under
consideration “Petition For Posipone-
ment Of Hearing” filed by Marshall
County Broadcasting Company, Inc. on
April 21, 1958, requesting that the hear-
ing  in the above-entitled proceeding,
which is presently scheduled for this
date, be postponed to a later date;

It appearing that good cause exists for
the granting of such petition and there
is no oppaosition thereto;

It further appearing that counsel fof
all parties have consented to a walver 0
§ 1.43 of the Commission’s Rules;

It is therefore ordered, This 22d day of
April 1958, that the petition herein b
and the same is hereby, granted and the
hearing now scheduled to commence ob
this date is hereby continued without
date.

Released: April 22, 1958.

PEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.

1058

[sEaL)

[F. R. Doc, 58-8207; Filed, Apr. 3%
8:51 a, m.]
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|Docket Nos, 12287, 12288; FCC 58M-414]
SuaperiLy C. CORWIN axp K-VHF (TY)

QIDER FOLLOWING PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE
(SCHEDULING HEARING)

In re applications of Sherrill C. Cor-
win, Los Angeles, California, Docket No.
12287, File No. BPCT-2368; Frederick J.
Bassett and Willlam E. Sullivan (Part-
ners) as K-UHF (TV), Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia, Docket No. 12288, File No. BPCT-
2385; for construction permits for 8 new
telesision broadcast station (Channel
).

1. A pre-hearing conference in the
sbove-entitled proceeding was begun on
March 3, 1958, and resumed on April 21,
1058, Both conference sessions followed
published orders specifying the time and
place for such conferences. Sherrill C.
Corwin, applicant in Docket 12287, and
the Chief, Broadeast Bureau have been
represented by counsel. Frederick J,
Basselt and Willlam E. Sullivan, Part-
ners, d/b as K-UHF (TV), applicant in
Docket 12288, have not appeared in per-
son or by attorney but in lieu thereof sub-
mitted a pleading which was received in
the offices of the Commission on April
21, 1958, which communication is to be
found in the transcript of the hearing
conference held on that date.

2. The Commission by order dated
January 22, 1958, found that Sherrill C.
Corwin, hereinafter sometimes referred
10 s Corwin, is legally, financially, tech-
nically and otherwise qualified to con-
Struct, own and operate the proposed
station but was unable to find that Fred-
erick J. Bassett and William E. Sullivan,
Partners, d/b as K-UHF (TV), herein-
after sometimes referred to as K-UHF
(TV), were legally, financially or tech-
nically qualified to construct, own and
Operate the proposed station and as the
Wo applications were mutually exclu-
8ive, 8 hearing pursuant to the provisions
ol section 309 (b) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, was n
ind designated both applications for
bearing in a consolidated proceeding
upon the following issues:

L To determine whether K-UHP (TV) Is
I8 fact a legally qualified applicont inasmueh
Ml partnership agreement states that such
mrtnership shall not commence until the
elective date of the requested construction
permit
o'2k To determine the financial qualifications
‘;. ~UHP (TV) to construct, own and oper-
— lio"xhe proposed . television brondeast
u;' Tfll‘dctbrmlno whether the antenna sys-
'orl.:f".mw proposed by K-UHP (TV) would
X "y ;{;"4‘ & hazard to alr navigation,

e 0 determine the technical qualifica-

U8 of K-UHF (TV) to construct, own and

:’f:"::‘ the proposed television broadcast

P To determine on m comparative basis

:g)‘:b Of the operatlons proposed in the
"”:';r';i'“'med applications would better
Ve the

el Publio interest, convenience and
ﬂﬂ!-vj In the light of the record made
o R respect to the significant differonces be-
Ween the applicants ay to:
(2) The background and ex
o o perience of
vy :}:‘r“:z tpoearing on it ability to own
- trate e ro R
CM88 atation, Proposed télévision broad
(b
the 1. ¢ Proposals of each with reapect to

rmq’“&nngt-ment And operation of the telee
L broadeast station,
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(¢) The programming service proposed in
each of the above-captioned applications.

6. To determine, In the light of the evie
dence adduced t to the foregoing
issues, which of the applications should be
granted.

The Commission order also specified that
the issues may be enlarged by the Hear-
ing Examiner on his own motion or on
petition properly filed by a party to the
proceeding and upon a sufficient allega~
tion of facts in support thereof, by the
addition of the following issue: To deter-
mine whether the funds avallable to the
applicants will give reasonable assurance
that the proposals set forth in the appli-
cations will be effectuated.

3. In the written communication re-
ceived April 21, 1858, from K-UHPF (TV),
this applicant proposed that the presen-
tation of their case be handled entirely
by the submission of correspondence and
exhibits and through the exchange of
such exhibits. The other parties to the
proceeding and the Hearing Examiner
construe the pleading to be a written
request filed pursuant to the provisions
of § 1.111 of the Commission’s rules that
the parties present their direct affirma-
tive case in written form. This proposal
is accepted by counsel for Sherrill C.
Corwin and by counsel for the:Chief,
Broadcast Bureau and is approved by the
Hearing Examiner.

4. The written communication from
K-UHF (TV) received April 21, 1958, er-
roneously assumes that applicant Corwin
is required to respond to Issues 1 through
4 inclusive. EK-UHF (TV) is the only
applicant required to respond to these
four issues.

5. Both applicants are required to re-
spond to the comparative issue (Issue 5).
Each applicant will show to the extent
deemed necessary to him so much of the
background and experience of each of its
principals as may be necessary to show
the ability of the applicant to own and
operate the proposed television station.
Fach applicant will show, to the extent
deemed necessary by him, the facilities
proposed, including but not necessarily
limited to the transmitter, studio and
technical equipment, number of cameras,
size and location of studios, and such
other equipment and facilities as will be
used in the operation of the proposed
station. Each applicant will show to the
extent deemed necessary by him the
Progr: proposed, including the
availability of network, film, and plans
for locally originated programs together
with such material or information as the
applicant deems necessary to establish
that he is capable of programming as
proposed and to establish that the pro-
grams as proposed will serve the public
interest, convenience and necessity.
Each applicant will show his proposed
typical week and an appropriate analysis
thereof. He may include a statement of
program policies, If there are any types
of programs not reflected in the pro-
posed typleal week, he may so state and
explain why such programs are not
included.

6. No part of this order is to be con-
strued as limiting or restricting either
applicant to developing facts relating
only to those matters specifically referred
to herein. Each applicant will decide
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what exhibits he will prepare and what
facts will be shown in the exhibits. Each
applicant is authorized to prepare ex-
hibits disclosing all facts and informa-
tion deemed by him as necessary to give
a complete and adequate representation
of its plans and proposals to the extent
required by the issues specified by the
Commission. The exhibits will be ex-
changed by the parties on or before
June 2, 1958, and the exhibits exchanged
on that date shall constitute the entire
direct affirmative showing of the appli-
cant with respect to each issue to which
the applicant intends to respond.

7. Each of the exhibits to be exchanged
on June 2, 1958, will be verified by the
person or persons having personal
knowledge of the facts and representa-
tions made in the exhibit. An exhibit
which is intended to show the existence
of funds, availability of credit, ability
to purchase equipment or supplies on
time, to rent or build studio facilities or
lease property shall be verified by the
person who is to furnish the material,
extend credit, build or lease properties,
as the case may be.

8. The evidentiary hearing in this
proceeding will begin on Monday, June
16, 1858, Only those exhibits which have
been exchanged with the parties on or
before June 2, 1958, will be received in
evidence in support of the direct affirma-
tive case of the applicant. At the evi-
dentiary hearing, the principals or wit-
nesses for an applicant, if called, will be
permitted to testify but such testimony
will be limited to qualifying and explain-
ing the exhlbits exchanged on June 2,
1958, or in qualifying and explaining
plans or proposals advanced in exhibits
which, after being offered In evidence,
are rejected by the Hearing Examiner.
Testimony which will expand or amplify
the plans and proposals of an applicant
beyond those clearly defined In the ex-
hibits exchanged on June 2, 1958, will
not be received,

9. In rebuttal, each applicant may give
testimony and introduce exhibits to rebut
the affirmative case made by the compet-
ing applicant; however, such testimony
and exhibits will be clearly rebuttal testi-
mony and may not be used for the pur-
pose of amplifying the plans and pro-
posals of the applicant beyond those
clearly defined in the exhibits enchanged
on June 2, 1958, to establish his affirma-
tive direct case,

It is ordered, This the 23d day of April
1958, that in accordance with the pro-
cedures outlined above, all exhibits to be
offered in evidence in support of the
direct affirmative case of each applicant
will be exchanged with the other parties
to the proceeding on or before the close of
business on Monday, June 2, 1958;

It i3 further ordered, That the eviden-
tiary hearing in this proceeding will be-
gin on Monday, June 16, 1958, in the
offices of the Commission, Washington,
D.C.

Released: April 24, 1958,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL) MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doo, 58-3208; Filed, Apr. 20, 1058;
8:61 a m.]
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[Docket Nos. 12309; FCC 58M-418)

Viogo INDEPENDERT THEATRES, INC,
(

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING

In re application of Video Independent
Theatres, Inc. (KVIT), Santa Fe, New
Mexico, Docket No. 12309, File No.
BMPCT-4586; for modification of con-
struction permit.

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration an oral request by counsel
for applicant Video for further contin-
uance of the hearing of May 5 to May 26,
1058;

It appearing that counsel for Video has
appealed to the Commission from a rul-
ing of the. Hearing Examiner, released
April 18, 1958, ordering the production of
certain documents, and that counsel
deems it important that the appeal be
decided before hearing Is held; and that
counsel for the other parties have no
objection to the requested continuance;

It is ordered, This 23d day of April
1058, that the oral request is granted,
and that the hearing is further continued
from May b to Monday, May 26, 1958, at
10 a. m., in the offices of the Commission,
Washington, D. C.

Released: April 24, 1958,
FEpERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
[seaLl Many JaNE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 58-3200; Filed, Apr. 20, 1958:
8:51 n. m.]

[Docket Nos. 12340—12351; FCC 58M-413]
WJIPB-TV, INC., ET AL,
ORDER SCHEDULING PREHEARING CONFERENCE

In re applications of WJPB-TV, Inc.,
Weston, West Virginia, Docket No. 12349 ;
File No. BPCT-2318; West Virginia
Radio Corporation, Weston, West Vir-
ginia, Docket No. 12350, File No. BPCT-
2343; Telecasting, Inc., Weston, West
Virginia, Docket No. 12351, File No.
BPCT-2345; for construction permits
for new television broadcast stations
(Channel 5).

It .is ordered, This 23d day of April
1858, that all parties, or their counsel, in
the above-entitled proceeding are direc-
ted to appear for a pre-hearing confer-
ence pursuant to the provisions of § 1,111
of the Commission’s Rules at 10 o'clock
&, m., May 6, 1958, in the Commission’s
offices, Washington, D. C.

Released: April 23, 1858.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL) Magry JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R, Doc, 58-3210; Filed, Apr., 29, 19058;
8:51a.m.)

[Docket Nos. 12395, 12306; FCC 58M-390]

HISTORYLAND RADIO AND STAR
BroapcasTiNG Core.

ORDER SCHEDULING HEARING

In re applications of T. Harry Gatton,
tr/as Historyland Radio, Fredericksburg,

NOTICES

Virginia, Docket No. 12395, File No. BP-
11137; Star Broadcasting Corporation,
Fredericksburg, Virginia, Docket No,
12396, File No. BP-11460; for construc-
tion permits,

It is ordered, This 17th day of April
1858, that Herbert Sharfman will pre-
side at the hearing in the above-entitled
proceeding which is hereby scheduled to
commence on June 25, 1958, in Washing«
ton, D. C.

Released: April 23, 1058.
FeperAl. COMMUNICATIONS

CoMMISSION,
[seALl MArY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc, 58-3211; Piled, Apr. 20, 1958;
8:51a.m.|

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Federal Maritime Board

Memeer LiNEs oF PErsian Gure
OuTwaRD FreigHT CONFERENCE

NOTICE OF AGREEMENT FILED FOR
APPROVAL

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing described agreement has been filed
with the Board for aproval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (39
Stat. 733, 46 U. 8. C. 814): _

Agreement No. 7700-4, between the
member lines of The Persian Gulf Out-
ward Freight Conference, modifies the
basic agreement of that conference (No.
7700, as amended) to include within the
scope thereof the trade from ports in
Eastern Canada to ports in the Persian
Gulf and adjacent waters in the range
west of Karachi and north east of Aden
(but excluding both Aden.and Karachi).

Interested parties may inspect this
agreement and obtain copies thereof at
the Regulation Office, Federal Maritime
Board, Washington, D. C,, and may sub-
mit, within 20 days after publication of
this notice in the FeoprRAL REGISTER,
written statements with reference to the
agreement and their position as to ap-
proval, disapproval, or modification, to-
gether with request for hearing should
such hearing be desired.

Dated: April 25, 1958.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Board,

[sEaL] Geo. A. VIEEMANN,

Assistant Secretary.

[P. R. Do¢. 58-3100; Flled, Apr. 20, 1958;
8:49 a. m.]

REDERIET OCEAR A/S Axp WEeST COAST
Lixg, INC,, ET AL,

NOTICE OF AGREEMENT FILED FOR APPROVAL

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing described agreement has been filed
with the Board for approval pursuant
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916
(39 Stat, 783,46 U. S. C. 814) :

Agreement No, 8251, between Rederiet
Ocean A/S and West Coast Line Inc.,
(the carriers comprising the West Coast
Line joint service), and Bull Insular

Line, Inc., covers the transportation of
general cargo under through bills of
lading from Chile, Ecuador, Peru and
Colombian Pacific Coast ports to Puerto
Rico, with transhipment at New York,
Baltimore or Philadelphia. Agreement
No. 8251, upon approval, will supersede
and cancel approved Agreement No, 7768,
between the same parties in the same
trade.

Interested parties may Inspect this
agreement and obtain copies thereof at
the Regulation Office, Federal Maritime
Board, Washington, D. C., and may sub-
mit, within 20 days after publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER, writ-
ten statements with reference to this
agreement and their position as to ap-
proval, disapproval, or modification, to-
gether with request for hearing should
such hearing be desired.

Dated: April 25, 1958.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Board.

[sEAL] GEO. A, VIEINMARN,

Assistant Secretary.

[P. R. Doc, 58-3200; Filed, Apr. 20, 1968
8:50 a. m.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[|Docket No, G-14934]
Roomax, Lare & NokEL

ORDER FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING
PROPOSED CHANGE IN RATE

ApPRIL 24, 1958

Rodman, Late & Noel (Rodman), on
March 25, 1958, tendered for filing a pro-
posed change in his presently effective
rate schedule for sales of natural gas
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion. The proposed change, which con-
stitutes an increased rate and charge, I8
contained in the following designated
filing:

Deseription: Notice of Change, undated.

Purchaser: El Paso Natural Gas Company,

Rate schedule designation: Supplement No.
3 to Rodman's FPC Gas Rate Schedulo No. 1.

Effective date: April 25, 1958 (effective dsie
is the first day after expiration of the res
quired thirty days' notice).

In support of the proposed rate In-
crease, Rodman cites the fayored-nation
provision of the contract and refers 0
El Paso'’s letter agreeing to pay the in-
creased price subject to the Commission s
approval. Rodman further states that
the contract provisions were designed 10
protect the producer.

The increased rate and charge 50 pro-
posed has not been shown to be justified,
and may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly
discriminatory, or preferential, or other«
wise unlawful.,

The Commission finds: It is necessary
and proper in the public interest and 0
ald in the enforcement of the provisions
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com-
mission enter upon a hearing concerning
the lawfulness of the said pro
change, and that Supplement No. 3 ¥
Rodman's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1
be suspended and the use thereof de
ferred as hereinafter ordered.
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The Commission orders:

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the
yaturnl Gas Act, particularly, sections 4
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure, and the regu~
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. 1), a public hearing be held upon
1 date to be fixed by notice from the
Seeretary concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed increased rate and charge
contained in Supplement No. 3 to Rod-
man's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1.

(B) Pending such hearing and deci-
sion thereon, said supplement be and it
is hereby suspended and the use thereof
deferred until September 25, 1958, and
potil such further time as it is made
eflective in the manner prescribed by
the Natural Gas Act.

(C) Neither the supplement hereby
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought
to be altered thereby, shall be changed
untll this proceeding has been disposed
of or until the period of suspension has
explred, unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission.

(D) Interested State commissions may
participate as provided by £§ 1.8 and 1.37
() of the Commission's rules of practice
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (£)).

By the Commission (Commissioner
Kline dissenting).

[sear] JoserH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.
{P. B. Doc, 58-3182; Plled, Apr. 29, 1958;

8:45 u. m.|

[Docket No. G-14035]
TEXAS CO, ET AL,

ORDER FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING
PROPOSED CHANGE IN RATE

ArRIiL 24, 1958.

The Texas Company (Operator) et al.
(Texas), on March 25, 1958, tendered for
fliing 3 proposed change in its presently
¢fective rate schedule® for the sale of
Batural gas subject to the jurisdiction of
the Commission, The proposed change,
hich constitutes an increased rate and
tharge, is contained in the following
designated filing;

Description: Notice of Change, undated.

Purchoser: Natural G Line
of Amerion, s o

“Ru!c bchedule designation: Bupplement No.
zl; Texas' FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 133.

fe fclive date: May 10, 1958 (effective date
the ellective date proposed by Texas).

In support of the proposed rate in-
frease, Texas states that the increased
o 12 provided by the contract, that it

Ust and reasonable and that the pric-
mmmzement is common in long-term
ang 2ets and i to both buyer

seller In that it provides a low initial

which increases as seller's costs

I ame ¢ and buyer's capital investment

in mertmed. Texas also cites its exhibits

¥o G‘;:smnsion proceeding in Docket

1y waor 09 and recent fncreases in hour-
¥hies and steel prices,

B toct gun e PrevIously and 1s
G-12305 “SPJect to refund fn Docket No.

NO. 85wuugy
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The increased rate and charge so pro-
posed has not been shown to be justified,
and may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly
discriminatory, or preferential, or other-
wise unlawful.

The Commission finds; It is necessary
and proper in the public interest and to
aid In the enforcement of the provisions
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis-
sion enter upon & hearing concerning the
lawfulness of the said proposed change,
and that Supplement No. 16 to Texas'
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 133 be sus-
pended and the use thereof deferred as
hereinafter ordered,

The Commission orders:

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure, and the reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing be held
upon a date to be fixed by notice from
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness
of the proposed increased rate and
charge contained in Supplement No. 16
to Texas' FPC Gas Rate Schedule No, 133.

(B) Pending such hearing and deci-
sion thereon, said supplement be and it
is hereby suspended and the use thereof
deferred until October 10, 1958, and until
such further time as it is made effective
in the manner prescribed by the Natural
Gas Act.

(C) Neither the supplement hereby
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought
to be altered thereby, shall be changed
until this proceeding has been disposed
of or until the period of suspension has
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission.

(D) Interested State commissions may
participate as provided by §§ 1.8 and 1.37
(f) of the Commission’s rules of practice
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)).

By the Commission (Commissioners
Digby and Kline dissenting).

[sEAL) JosepH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.
{F. R. Doc. 58-3183; Filed, Apr. 29, 1058;

8:46 a. m.]

[Docket No, G-14054]
AsSSOCIATED O1L & Gas Co.

ORDER PROVIDING FOR HEARING AND
SUSPENDING CHANGES IN RATES

\ ArRiL 24, 1958,

On February 17, 1958, Associated Ol
& Gas Company (Associated), tendered
for filing a proposed letter agreement
with Trunkline Gas Company, dated
February 10, 1958. This tendered filing,
which was designated In duplicate as
Supplement No. 1 to Associated’s FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 5 and as Supple-
ment No. 2 to its Rate Schedule No. 6,
purported to release from performance
under each such schedule of acreage
under four leases previously committed
thereunder. The so-designated Supple=-
ments Nos. 1 and 2, which constituted,
in effect, notice of cancellation of a part
of an effective rate schedule, were ac-
cepled for filing to be effective on March
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2o.u 1958, upon expiration of statutory
notice.

On March 25, 1958, after the required
notice period had expired on the prior
filings, Associated tendered for filing as
an initial rate schedule a second sgree-
ment with Trunkline, also dated Feb-
ruary 10, 1958, The filing so tendered
on March 25 provides for the sale to
Trunkline of gas produced from acreage
covered under five leases, four of which
are the leases purportedly released by
the  prior flling of February 17, 1958,
The fifth lease had not heretofore been
dedicated under a gas sales contract.
Concurrently herewith, we have, by
separate action, vacated and voided our
prior acceptance of the filings tendered
on February 17, 1958.

The filing tendered on March 25, 1958,
has been designated in duplicate as Sup-
plement No. 2 to Associated’'s FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. § and as Supplement
No. 3 to its Rate Schedule No. 6.

The changes in rate schedules so pro-
posed have not been shown to be justi-
fied, and may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential,
or otherwise unlawful, ’

The Commission finds?

(1) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon
a hearing concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed changes and that Supple-
ments Nos, 1 and 2 to Assoclated’s FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 6 and Supple-
ments Nos. 2 and 3 to Associated's FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No, 6 be suspended
and the use thereol deferred as herein-
after ordered,

(2) It is also necessary and proper in
the public interest and to aid in the en-
forcement of the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the hedring herein-
after ordered and provided embrace the
question of compliance by Associated
with the Commission’s Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act, particularly
§ 154.97 thereof (18 CFR 154.97), In sub-~
milting its above-mentioned tendereéd
filing of February 17, 1958, ‘

The Commission orders:

{A) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly section 4

“and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules

of practice and procedure, and the regu-
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing be held
upon a date to be fixed by notice from
the Secretary concerning the matters
and issues referred to in paragraphs (1)
and (2) above.

(B) Pending such hearing and deci-
sion thereon, sald Supplements 1 and 2 to
Associated's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No.
5 and Supplements 2 and 3 fo Associ-
ated’s FPC Gas Rale Schedule No. 6 be
and they are each hereby suspended and
the use thereof deferred until April 26,
1958, and until such further time as they
are made effective in the manner pre-
scribed by the Natural Gas Act.

(C) Neither the supplements hereby
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought
fo be altered thereby, shall be changed
until this proceeding has been disposed
of or until the periods of suspension have
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expired, unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission.

(D) Interested State commissions may
participate as provided by §5 1.8 and 1.37
(f) of the Commission’s rules of practice
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)).

By the Commission,

Isear] JoserH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.
|P. R. Doc. 58-3184; Filed, Apr. 20, 1058;

8:46 a. m.|

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION
[Notice 214]

MOTOR CARRIER APFLICATIONS

Aprin 25, 1958.

The following applications are gove
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com=
mission's special rules governing notice
of filing of applications by motor car-
riers of property or passengers and by
brokers under sections 206, 209, and 211
of the Interstate Commerce Act and cer-
tain other procedural matters with re-
spect thereto (49 CFR 1.241),

All hearings will be called at 9:30
o'clock a. m. United States standard
time (or 9:30 o'clock a. m., local day-
light saving time), unless otherwise
specified,

APPLICATIONS ASSIGNED FOR ORAL HEARING
OR PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 222 (Sub No. 22), filed April
17, 1958. Applicant: LIBERTY MOTOR
FREIGHT LINES, INCORPORATED,
1535 Paterson Plank Road, Secaucus,
N. J. Applicant's attorney: David Axel-
rod, 39 South La Salle Stree’, Chicago
3, 1Il. Authorlty sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, trans-
porting: General commodities, except
those of unusual value, Class A and B
explosives, livestock, green hides, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re-
quiring special equipment, serving the
site of the plant of the Chysler Corpora~-
tion located at Valley Park, Mo., as an
off-route point in connection with ap-
plicant's authorized regular route opera-
tions between (a) Boston, Mass., and
St. Louis, Mo., (b) Philadelphia, Pa.,
and St. Louis, Mo., and (¢) Chicago, Il
and St. Louls, Mo, Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Massa-
chusetts, Illinois, New York, Ohio,
Indiana, Missouri, Pennsylvania, Con-
necticut, Rhode Island, New Jersey, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, West Virginia, Michi-
gan, and Delaware.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the
Missouri Public Service Commission,
Jefferson City, Mo., before Joint Board
No. 179.

No. MC 1124 (Sub No. 143), filed Feb-
ruary 24, 19858. Applicant: HERRIN
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 2301
McKinney Avenue, Houston, Tex. Ap-
plicant's attorney: Leroy Hallman, First
National Bank Building, Dallas 2, Tex.
Authority sought to operate as & coms=
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ire
regular routes, transporting: Carbon
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black, in bulk, between points in Texas,
Loulsiana, Arkansas, Tennessee, Missis~
gippi, and Alabama, Applicant is auth-
orized to conduct operations in Louisi-
ana, Texas, Arkansas, and Tennessee.

HEARING: June 12, 1958, at the Baker
Hotel, Dallas, Tex. before Examiner
Reece Harrison,

No. MC 3560 (Sub No. 13), filed April
23, 1958, Applicant: GENERAL EX-
PRESSWAYS, INC,, 221 West Roosevelt
Road, Chicago 5, IIl. Applicant's at-
torney: Floyd F. Shields, 33 North La
Salle Street, Chicago 2, IlI. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re-
quiring special equipment, serving the
site of the Chrysler Corporation assem-
bly plant at Valley Park, Mo., located on
the north side of U, S. Highway 66, ap-
proximately 19 miles west of St. Louis,
Mo., as an off-route point in connection
with applicant’s regular route operations
to and from St. Louis, Mo., and to and
from points in the St. Louis, Mo.-East
St. Louis, Ill.,, Commercial Zone. Appli-
cant is authorized to conduct operations
in Massachusetts;, District of Columbia,
Maryland, Connecticut, New York,
Rhode Island, New Jersey, Delaware,
Towa, Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
Missouri, Minnesota, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No.
179.

No. MC 8681 (Sub No. 66), filed April
11, 1958. Applicant: WESTERN AUTO
TRANSPORTS, INC., 430 South Navajo
Street, Denver, Colo. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Louis E. Smith, 1800 North Meridian
Street., Indianapolis 2, Ind. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Automobiles, in initial
movements, in truckaway service, from
Kalamazoo, Mich,, to points in Arizona,
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Idaho,
Iowa, Kansas, Loulsiana, Mississippi,
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada,
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oregon,
South Dakota, Utah, Washington, and
Wyoming; and rejected and/or damaged
shipments of automobiles, on return.
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper-
ations throughout the United States.

HEARING: May 8, 1958, at the Federal
Building, Detroit, Mich., bhefore Exam-
iner William R. Tyers.

No. MC 10343 (Sub No, 7), filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: CHURCHILL
TRUCK LINES, INC., Highway 36 West,
Chillicothe, Mo. Applicant’s attorney:
B. W. LaTourette, Jr., Suite 1230 Boat-
men's Bank Building, St. Louis 2, Mo,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting:
General commodities, except those of
unusual value, Class A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment, serving the
site of the Chrysler Corporation, Plym-
outh Division Plant, located on U. S,
Highway 66 at or near Valley Park, Mo.,
as an off-route point in connection with

applicant’s authorized regular route
operations. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Illincls, Iowa,
Kansas, and Missouri,

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis.
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer«
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 10472 (Sub No. 17, filed April
13, 1958. Applicant: BYERS TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY, INC, 901
Washington, Kansas City, Mo. Appli-
cant's attorney: Lowell L. Knipmeyer,
Waltower Building, Kansas City 6, Mo,
Authority sought to operate as a comnton
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting:
General commodities, except those of
unusual value, Class A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by.the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment, serving the
site of the Chrysler Corporation plant at
or near Valley Park, Mo, and Valley
Park, Mo,, as off-route points in connec-
tion with applicant’s authorized regular
route operations. Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Missour,
Kansas, and Illinois.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jefler-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 14582 (Sub No. 6), filed April
21, 1958, Applicant: ELFRINK TRUCK
LINES, INC., Advance, Mo. Applicant’s
representative: A. A. Marshall, 305 Buder
Bullding, St. Louls 1, Mo. Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, between Advance and
Lutesville, Mo., and points within 30
miles of each, on the one hand, and, on
the other, the site of the Chrysler Corpo-
ration Plant near Valley Park, Mo.
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper«
ations in Illinois and Missourl.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 20111 (Sub No. 2), filed April
21, 1958. Applicant; EAST SIDE EX-
PRESS, INC., 710 South Sixth Street, St.
Louis, Mo. Applicant's representative:
A. A. Marshall, 305 Buder Building, St
Louis 1, Mo, Authority sought to oper«
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve«
hicle, transporting: General com modi-
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, livestock, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requinng
special equipment, serving the site of the
Chrysler Corporation Plant near Valley
Park, Mo., as an off-route point in con*
nection with applicant’s authorized res-
ular route operations, Applicant is 8u*
thorized to conduct operations in Ilinos
and Missour, ’

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mig=
souri Public Service Commission, Jefler
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No-
179.

No. MC 29988 (Sub No. 69, filed Aprl
17, 1958. Applicant: DENVER-CHI®
CAGO TRUCKING COMPANY, INCs
45th Avenue at Jackson Street, Df-’“"‘;"'
Colo. Applicant’s attorney: David Axe;
rod, 39 South La Salle Street, Chicago >
I Authority sought to operate &5 ®
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common carrier, by motor vehicle, trans-
porting: General commodities, except
Class A and B explosives, serving the site
of the plant of the Chrysler Corporation
eated al Valley Park, Mo., as an off-
route point in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions between Denver, Colo., Chicago, IlL.,
and St. Louls, Mo, Applicant is author-
fzed to conduct operations in Colorado,
Washington, Idaho, Utah, Wyoming,
Ilinois, Missourl, Kansas, Arizona, Cali-
fornia, New York, Massachusetts, In-
dlana, New Jersey, New Mexico, Oregon,
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Michigan.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 448), filed April
11,1658, Applicant: P. B. MUTRIE MO-
TOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., Calvary
Btreet, Waltham 54, Mass. Applicant’s
attorney : Wilmer B. Hill, Transportation
Bullding, Washington 6, D. C. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irrégular routes,
transporting: Fluorinated hydrocarbons,
inbulk, in tank vehicles, from Edgewater
and Elizabethport, N. J., to Baitimore,
Md, Bronx and Brooklyn, N. Y., Lan-
caster, Norristown, and Tylersport, Pa.,
and Cleveland, Minerva, Portsmouth,
Teays, and Waverly, Ohlo. Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in Mas-
sachusctts, Rhode Island, New York,
Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire,
Pennsylvania; Vermont, Indiana, Michi-
gan, Delaware, Ohio, Tllinois, South Car-
olina, North Carolina, Maryland, West
Virginia, New Jersey, and Virginia.

HEARING: June 5, 1058, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
David Waters,

No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 449), filed April
14, 1958, Applicant: P. B. MUTRIE
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC.,
Calvary Street, Waltham, Mass. Appli-
tant’s attorney: Wilmer B. Hill, 216
Transportation Building, Washington,
D. C. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Distilled
ipirits, in bonded stainless steel tank ve-
hicles, from Owensboro, Ky., to Peeks-
kill, N, Y. Applicant is suthorized to
tonduct operations in Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, New York, Connecticut,
Maine, New Hampshire, Pennsylvania,
Vermont, Indiana, Michigan, Delaware,
Ohilo, Hlinois, South Carolina, North
?’m‘nma- Maryland, West Virginia, New
ersey, and Virginia.

HEARING: June 6, 1958, at the Offices
‘D'f' the Interstate Commerce Commission,

ashington, D. C.. before Examiner
Mack Myers,

No. MC 32838 (Sub No. 10), filed April

1953. Applicant: WEAVER W.
%“ERPF. doing business as SCHERFF'S
3 U.CK LINE, California, Mo. Appli-
F‘?“‘S attorney: Herman W. Huber, 101
A-Lst High Street, Jefferson City, Mo.
m“r‘:}ﬁ‘m&' sought to operate as a common
rout‘"' by motor vehicle, over regular
tes o Wransporting: General commodi-
by 4, €xcept those of unusual value, Class
denud B explosives, household goods as

b o the Commission, commaodities

and those requiring special equip-
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ment, serving the site of the Chrysler
Corporation, Plymouth Division plant,

~ located on U. S. Highway 66 at or near
Valley Park, Mo., as an off-route point in
connection with applicant’s authorized
regular route operations. Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in Mis-
sourd, Illinois, Kansas, Oklahoma, and
Towa.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 35320 (Sub No. 54), filed
March 3, 1958, Applicant: T. I. M. E.,
INCORPORATED, 2604 Texas Avenue,
Lubbock, Tex, Applicant's attorney:
W. D. Benson, Jr., 1105 Great Plains Life
Building, Lubbock, Tex. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by. motor vehicle, over an alternate
route, transporting: General commod-
ities, except sand, gravel, coal, livestock,
and articles not suitable for transporta-
tion in standard equipment, between
Junction unnumbered highway (formerly
U. 8. Highway 41), near Cassville, Ga.,
and junction U. S. Highway 41 and
Georgia Highway 203, over U. S. Highway
41, serving no intermediate points, as an
alternate route for operating conven-
lence only, in connection with appli-
cant's authorized regular route opera-
tions between Cincinnati, Ohlo, and At-
lanta, Ga. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Arizona, Arkansas,
California, Georgia, Ilinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Missourl, New Mexico, Okla-
homa, Tennessee, and Texas.

HEARING: June 6, 1958, at 680 West
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga., be-
fore Joint Board No. 101, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Richard H. Roberts.

No. MC 35320 (Sub No. 55), filed
March 3, 1958. Applicant: T. I. M. E.
INCORPORATED, 2604 Texas Avenue,
Lubbock, Tex. Applicant's attorney:
W. D. Benson, Jr., 1105 Great Plains Life
Building, Lubbock, Tex. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over an alternate route,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept Class A and B explosives, articles
requiring other than van-type equip-
ment, and household goods as defined by
the Commission, between Tulsa, Okla.,
and Oklahoma City, Okla,, over Turner
Turnpike, serving no intermediate points,
as an alternate route for operating con-
venience only, in connection with ap-
plicant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions between Tulsa and Oklahoma City,
Okla. Applicant is authorized to conduct
operations in Arizona, Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma,
Tennessee, and Texas.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the Federal
Bullding, Oklahoma City, Okla., before
Joint Board No. 88, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 36832 (Sub No. 11), filed April
22, 1958. Applicant: AMERICAN
TRANSIT LINES, INCORPORATED,
4535 West Adams Street, Chicago, Il
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, IlL
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, liquid com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, between the site of
the plant of the Chrysler Corporation
located at Valley Park, Mo., on the one
hand, and, on the other, St. Louis, Mo.
Applicant is authorized to conduct op-
erations in Illinois, Missouri, Kentucky,
Michigan, Iowa, Kansas, Indiana, and
Ohio.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jelfer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board Board
No. 135.

No. MC 43038 (Sub No. 406), filed
April 17, 1858. Applicant: COMMER-
CIAL CARRIERS, INC., 3399 East Mc-
Nichols Road, Detroit 12, Mich. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Motor vehicles, ex-
cept trailers, in initial and secondary
movements, in truckaway and driveaway
seérvice, from Kalamazoo, Mich, to
points in the United States and the Dis<
trict of Columbia. Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Alabama,
Arkansas, Colorado, District of Colum-
Bia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Massachusetts,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missourl; Ne-
braska, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon,
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Texas, Virginia, Washington, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.

HEARING: May 8, 1958, at the Federal
Building, Detroit, Mich., before Exam-
iner William R, Tyers. .

No, MC 43421 (Sub No. 23), filed April
17, 1958. Applicant: DORHN TRANS-
FER COMPANY, Robinson Bullding,
Rock Island, Ill. Applicant’s attorney:
David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle Street,
Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, transporting: General commod-
ities, except Class A and B explosives,
livestock, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities In bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
serving the site of the plant of the
Chrysler Corporation located at Valley
Park, Mo., as an off-route point in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized reg-
ular route operations between St. Louis,
Mo., and Indianapolis, Ind, Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in Illi-
nois, Iowa, Missouri, Michigan, Ohio,

Indlana, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No.
179.

No. MC 46599 (Sub No. 29), filed April
21, 1958. Applicant: HEALZER CART-
AGE CO., 1428 West Ninth Street, Kan-
sas City 1, Mo. Applicant's attorney:
Floyd F, Shields, 33 North La Salle Street,
Chicago 2, Ill. Authority sought to op=-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, livestock and house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
serving the site of the Chrysler Corpora=
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tion new Assembly Plant at Valley Park,
Mo., located on the north side of U. 8,
Highway 66, approximately 19 miles west
of St. Louis, Mo, as an off-route point
in connection with applicant's autho
regular route operations to and from St,
Louis, Mo., and to and from points in
the St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, I,
Commercial Zone. Applicant is author-
jzed to conduct operations In Illinols,
Missouri, Kansas, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis~
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 47336 (Sub No, 10), filed April
3, 1958. Applicant: ECLIPSE MOTOR
LINES, INC., 920 National Road, Bridge-
port, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: James
M. Burtch, Jr., 44 East Broad Street,
Columbus 15, Ohio. Authority sought to
operate as n common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Tin plate, black plate, and terne
plate, from Steubenville and Yorkville,
Ohto, Irwin and Aliquippa, Pa., and
Weirton, W. Va., to Cambridge, Md., and
damaged and rejected commodities of
the above-described commodities and
empty containers or other such inci-
dental facilities (not specified) used in
transporting the commodities specified
in this application on return. Applicant
is authorized to conduct regular route
operations in Pennsylvania and West
Virginta and irregular route operations
in Indiana, Maryland, New York, Ohlo,
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia,

HEARING: June 4, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner

Herbert L. Hanback.

No. MC 52657 (Sub No. 515), filed April
10, 1858. Applicant: ARCO AUTO CAR~
RIERS, INC., 7530 South Western Ave-

nue, Chicago 20, Ill. Applicant's attor-
ney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West Doty
Street, Madison, Wis. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (a) Trailers, other than those de-
signed to be drawn by passenger auto-
mobiles, in initial movements in truck-
away service, from Chicago, 111, to points
in Arizona, Nevada, New Hampshire,
Oregon, Utah, and Vermont; (b) trail-
ers, other than those designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles, in
initial movements in driveaway service,
from Chicago, I11., to points in the United
States, and Alaska; (¢) tfrailers, other
than those designed to be drawn by pas-
senger automobiles, in initial movements
in truckaway and driveaway service;
trailer parts and attachments, including
but not restricted to trailer converter
dollies, jeep dollies, third axle attach-
ments, goose necks, decks, and rear axle
assemblies, from Pleasant Ridge (Rens-
selaer P. 0., Ind, to points in the
United States and Alaska; (d) tractors,
in secondary movements in driveaway
service, only when drawing trailers mov-
ing in initial driveaway service as
described in (b) and (¢) above, from Chi-
cago, 11, and Pleasant Ridge (Rensse-
laer P. 0.), Ind., to points in Alabama,
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana,
Maine, Mississippi, Montana, Nevada,
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New Hampshire, New Mexico, North Da-
kota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont,
Washington, Wyoming, and the District
of Columbia, and Alaska; and (e) trail-
er converter dollies, from Chicago, IlL,
to points in the United States except
those in California, Colorado, Idaho,
Maine, Montana, New Mexico, Washing-
ton, and Wyoming; and to points in
Alaska. Applicant Is authorized to con-
duct operations throughout the United
States and Alaska.

HEARING : June 11, 1958, at Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 52877 (Sub No. 4), filed April
17, 1958. Applicant: CHICAGO-ST.
LOUIS EXPRESS, INC., 1030 South 11th
Street, St. Louls, Mo. Applicant’s at-
torney: David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought
to operate as as common carrier, by
motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except livestock, Class A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, and commodi-
ties in bulk, serving the site of the plant
of the Chrysler Corporation located at
Valley Park, Mo., as an off-route point
in connection with applicant’s author-
ized regular route operations between
Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo. Ap-
plicant is authorized to conduct opera-
tions in Illinois and Missouri.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the
Missouri Public Service Commission,
Jefferson City, Mo., before Joint Board
No, 179.

No. MC 56167 (Sub No. 2), filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: DAVID K. HER-
SHEY, R. D. No, 5, Hanover, Pa. Appli-
cant's attorney: John M. Musselman,
State Street Building, Harrisburg,. Pa.
Authority sought to operate as & com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Crushed
stone and crushed limestone products,
from points in Adams County, Pa., to
points in Delaware, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, and the District of Columbia; and
slag, from Sparrows Point, Md., to Han-
over, Pa., and points in Pennsylvania
within 50 miles of Hanover. Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in
Pennsylvania and Maryland.

HEARING: June 6, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
William E. Messer,

No. MC 59488 (Sub No. 23), filed April
16, 1958, Applicant: SOUTHWEST-
_ERN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY,

Cotton Belt Tracks and Lelia Street,

P, O. Box 619, Texarkana, Tex. Ap-
plicant's attorney: B, W. LaTourette,
Jr., Sulte 1230 Boatmen's Bank Build-
ing, St. Louis 2, Mo. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, transporting: General com-
modities, except those of unusual value,
Class A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving the site of
the Chrysler Corporation, FPlymouth
Division Plant, located on U. S. High-
way 66 at or near Valley Park, Mo, as an
off-route point in connection with ap-

plicant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions. Applicant is authorized to con.
duct operations in Missourl, Tennessoe,
Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana,

HEARING: May 22, 1858, at the Mis«
souri Public Service Commission, Jefler-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No,
179,

No. MC 59649 (Sub No. 10), filed April
16, 1958. Applicant: PEORIA CART-
AGE COMPANY, 905-911 South Wash-
ington Street, Peoria, IIl. Applicant's
attorney: B. W. LaTourette, Jr., Suite
1230 Boatmen’s Bank Bullding, St
Louis 2, Mo. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a commion carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, transporting: General commodi=
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods
(when transported as a separate and dis-
tinct service In connection with so-
called household movings), livestock,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving the site of the
Chrysler Corporation, Plymouth Divi-
sion Plant, located on U. 8, Highway 66
at or near Valley Park, Mo., as an off-
route point in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Illinois, Iowa, and
Missouri.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jefler-
son City, Mo,, before Joint Board No.
179.

No. MC 59680 (Sub No. 124), filed
March 5, 1958, Applicant: STRICK-
LAND TRANSPORTATION CO., INC,
P. O. Box 5689, Dallas, Tex, Applicant’s
attorney: Ewell H. Muse, Jr., 415 Perry
Brooks Building, Austin, Tex, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk and those requiring
special equipment, between Hope, ATk,
and Carthage, Tex., from Hope over Ar-
kansas Highway 29 and Louisiana High-
way 3 to Shreveport, La., and thence
over U. 8. Highway 79 to Carthage, and
return over the same route, serving no
intermediate points, as an alternate
route for operating convenience only in
connection with applicant's authorized
regular route operations between HODE
Ark., and Houston, Tex., via Texarkans,
Ark.-Tex. Applicant is authorized 0
conduct operations in Texas, Arkansis
Tennessee, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis-
sourf, Oklahoma, Nlinocis, Indiana, New
Jersey, Ohlo, and New York.

Norx: Applicant proposes that the abave
service be restricted to the transportatiod
of shipments to or from points east of Tex-
arkans but with no service to or from
Shrevepart, La. Applicant states tho sole
purpose for seeking the above-described al-
ternate route authority ia to allow it 10 use
fta station st Shreveport, La. as A Teisy
point instead of Texarkans, Ark-Tex on
equipment moving north and gouth from
and to Houston.

HEARING: June 27, 1958, at the Ar-
kansas Commerce Commission, Justicé
Building, State Capitol, Little R0k
Ark., before Joint Board No. 153, 0%
the Joint Board waives its right to Par*
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ticipate, before Examiner Reece Har-

rison.

No. MC 59680 (Sub No. 125), filed
April 10, 1958. Applicant: STRICK-
LAND TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.,
P. 0. Box 5680, Dallas, Tex. Applicant's
sttormey: Ewell H, Muse, Jr,, 415 Perry
Brooks Building, Austin, Tex. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities, in-
oluding Class A and explosives, and
except commodities 6f unusual value,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk and those
requiring special equipment, between Lit-
tle Rock, Ark,, and Shreveport, La., from
Little Rock over U. S. Highway 67 to
Hope, Ark., and thence over Arkansas
Highway 29 and Louisiana Highway 3 to
Shreveport, and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points, as
an alternate route for operating con-
venlence only in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions between Shreveport, La,, and Little
Rock, Ark., from Shreveport over U. S.
Highway 71 to Texarkana, Ark.-Tex.,
and thence over U. S. Highway 67 to
Little Rock, In Certificate MC 59680,
Applicant is authorized to conduct op-
erations In Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missourl, New
Jersey, New York, Ohlo, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, and Texas.

HEARING: June 27, 1958, at the
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Jus-
tice Bullding, State Capitol, Little Rock,
Ark., before Joint Board No, 35, or, if the
Joint Board waives its right partici-
pate, before Examiner Reece n.

No, MC 61616 (Sub No. 61) (CORREC-
TION), filed April 7, 1058, published
issue April 23, 1958. Applicant: MID-
WEST BUSLINES, INC., 319 Dowling
Street, Houston, Tex. Applicant’s at-
torney: R. Ben Allen, Boyle Building,
Little Rock, Ark. The publication of
April 23, 1958, at Page 2717, with regard
o route (2) was in error. Correctly
stated it should read: (2) from Junction
U. 8. Highway 65 and Louisiana High-
Way 15 near Clayton, La., to Natchez,
has. over U, S. Highway 65 and

No. MC 62835 (Sub No, 9), filed April
9. 1958, Applicant: C. E. S. TRUCK
LINES, INC, U. 8. Highway 61-67,
Crystal City, Mo, Applicant’s attorney:
B.W. La Tourette, Jr., Suite 1230 Boat-
men's Bank Bullding, St. Louis 2, Mo.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
;’107.1 carrier, by motor vehicle, transport-
0g: General commodities, except those

unusual value, Class A and B ex-
Rlosives, honsehold goods as defined by
e Commission, eommodities in bulk,
And those requiring special equipment,
®Iving the site of the Chrysler Corpo-
Tation, Plymouth Division plant, located
;2';1. S. Highway 66 at or near Valley
“NEU;J:I:&'{;S an ot!-ro'ube point in con-
ular applicant’s authorized reg-
nuthor&te Dk 7 APPUOKDE . I8
d to conduct regular route op-

in Illinois and Missouri, and
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HEARING: May 22, 1058, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, JefTer=
son City, Mo,, before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 64932 (Sub No. 238), filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: ROGERS CART-
AGE CO., a Corporation, 1934 South
Wentworth Avenue, Chicago, Ill.. Appli-
cant's attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill.  Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Muscatine, Iows, to points
in Michigan, Indiana, Ohfo, and Mis~
sourl. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations in Alabama, Arkansas,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippl, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahioma, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, West
Virginia, and Wisconsin,

HEARING : June 12, 1958, in Room 852,
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 64932 (Sub No. 239), filed
April 15, 1858. Applicant: ROGERS
CARTAGE CO., a Corporation, 1934
South Wentworth Avenue, Chicago, Il
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, N
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Liquid chem-
icals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Or-
dill, Ill., and points within 10 miles
thereof, to points in Ohio, Missouri,
Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan,
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Ar-
kansas. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations in Alabama, Arkansas,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Yowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Loulsiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missourl, Ne-
braska, New Jersey, New York, North
Caroling, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, West
Virginia, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: June 12, 1958, in Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, IIl, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty,

No. MC 67646 (Sub No. 46), filed April
2, 1958. Applicant: HALL'S MOTOR
TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation,
Fifth and Vine Streets, Box 738, Sunbury,
Pa. Applicant's attorney: John E. Pull-
erton, 131 State Street, Harrisburg, Pa,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over alter-
nate routes, transporting: General com-
modities, except those of unusual value,
Class. A and B explosives, household

‘goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, (1) between Amity
Hall, Perry County, Pa., and Lewistown,
Mifflin County, Pa., over U. S. Highway
322, serving no intermediate points, and
(2) between Lewistown, Mifiin County,
Pa., and Potters Mills, Centre County,
Pa., over U. S, Highway 322, serving no
intermediate points, as alternate routes
for operating convenience only, in con-
nection with applicant's authorized reg-
ular-route operations. Applicant is
authorized to transport similar commod-
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ities In Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and the
District of Columbia.

HEARING: June 4, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Allan P. Borroughs.

No. MC 69116 (Sub No. 44), filed April
17, 1958. Applicant: SPECTOR
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 3100 South
Wolcott Avenue, Chicago, IlIl. Appli=
cant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment other than refrigera-
tion, serving the site of the plant of the
Chrysler Corporation located at Valley
Park, Mo., as an off-route point in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized reg-
ular route operations between St. Louis,
Mo., and Boston, Mass,, and St. Louis,
Mo., and Quincy, IIl. Applicant Is au-
thorized to conduct operations in Mis-
souri, Massachusetts, Indiana, Pennsyl-
vania, New Jersey, New York, Connecti-
cut, Rhode Island, Illinois, Maryland,
Ohlo, Kansas, Iowa, and Nebraska.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis~
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 69402 (Sub No, 1), filed April
21, 1958. Applicant: BEE LINE TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, 718 South Seventh
Street, St. Louis, Mo. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: A, A. Marshall, 305 Buder
Building, St Louis 1, Mo. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as deflned
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
between points in the St, Louis, Mo.-East
St. Louis, Il1l.,, Commercial Zone, as de-
fined by the Commission in 1 M. C. C.
656, on the one hand, and, on the other,
the site of the Chrysler Corporation
Plant near Valley Park, Mo. Applicant
is authorized to conduct operations in
Illinois and Missouri.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer~
son City, Mo,, before Joint Board No. 135,

No. MC 72300 (Sub No, 28), filed April
16, 1958, Applicant: AMERICAN CAR-
LOADING CORPORATION, 261 Hast-
ings Street, Detroit 26, Mich. Appli-
cant's attorney: B. W. LaTourette, Jr.,
Suite 1230 Boatmen’s Bank Building, St.
Louis 2, Mo. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
serving the site of the Chrysler Corpora=
tion, Plymouth Division Plant, located
on U, 8, Highway 66 at or near Valley
Park, Mo,, as an off-route point in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized regu-
lar route operations, Applicant Is nu-
thorized to conduct operations in Michi-
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gan, Illinols, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin,
and Missourl,

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis~
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 74721 (Sub No. 63), filed April
16, 1958. Applicant: MOTOR CARGO,
INC,, 1540 West Market Street, Akron 13,
Ohio. Applicant's attorney: B. W,
La Tourette, Jr., Suite 1230 Boatmen's
Bank Building, St, Louis 2, Mo. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, transporting:
General commodities, except those of un-
usual value, Class A and B explosives,
other than small-arms ammunition,
livestock, household goods as defined by
the Commission, and liquids in bulk, in
tank vehicles, serving the site of the
Chrysler Corporation, Plymouth Division
Plant, located on U. S, Highway 66 at or
near Valley Park, Mo., as an off-route
point in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular route operations,
Applicant is authorized to conduct op-
erations in Ohio. Peénnsylvania, Min-
nesota, Wisconsin, Illinols, Iowa, Indi-
ana, New York, New Jersey, Maryland,
Missouri, and the District of Columbia,

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
sourl Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 75281 (Sub No. 4), filed April
21, 1958, Applicant: RIGHTER
TRUCKING COMPANY, INCORPO-
RATED, Charleston, Mo. Applicant's
representative: A. A. Marshall, 305 Bu-
. der Bullding, St. Louis 1, Mo. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving the site of the
Chrysler Corporation Plant near Valley
Park, Mo., as an off-route point in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized regu-
lar route operations. Applicant is au-
thorized to conduct operations in Illinois
and Missourt.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179.

No. MC 92983 (Sub No. 283), filed April
9, 1858. Applicant: ELDON MILLER,
INC., 330 East Washington Street, Iowa
City, Ia. Authority sought to operate as
f common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Wine, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Chicago, Ill.,
to points in Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missourl, Ohlo,
Tennessee, and Wisconsin, Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in Ala-
bama, Oklahoma, Mississippl, Georgia,
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Pennsyl-
vania, South Dakota, North Dakota,
Texas, New York, Michigan, Tennessee,
Florida, Louisiana, North Carolina,
South Carolina, EKentucky, Arkansas,
Ohio, Minnesota, Indiana, Kansas, Mis-
axsouri. Wisconsin, Nebrasks, Illinois, and

OWa.

HEARING: June 4, 1958, in Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 92983 (Sub No. 284), filed April
10, 1958. Applicant: ELDON MILLER,

NOTICES

INC., 330 East Washington Street, Towa
City, Ia, Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Fats and
oils, including blends thereof, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, between Jacksonville and
Champaign, 111, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Alabama, Con-
necticut, Delaware, the District of
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Massachu-
setts, Maryland, Mississippi, North Caro-
lina, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Virginia, and West Virginia. Applicant
is authorized to conduct operations in
Jowa, Illinois, Nebraska, Wisconsin,
Missouri, Kansas, Indiana, Minnesota,
Ohio, Arkansas, Kentucky, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Louisiana, Florida,
Tennessee, Michigan, New York, Texas,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Pennsyl-

vania, Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Georgia, Mississippi, Oklahoma, and
Alabama.

HEARING: June 4, 1058, in Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerly.

No. MC 102567 (Sub No. 67),_filed
March 24, 1958. Applicant: EARL
CLARENCE GIBBON, doing business as
EARL GIBBON PETROLEUM TRANS-
PORT, West First and Broadway, Bos-
sier City, La. Applicant's attorney: Jo E.
Shaw, First National Bank Bullding,
Houston, Tex. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Pulaski and Lonoke Counties, Ark,, to
points in Missouri east of Missouri High~
way 5. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations in Texas, Arkansas,
Louisiang, Mississippi, Missouri, Tennes-
see, Alabama, Georgia, and Oklahoma.

HEARING: June 28, 1958, at the
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Justice
Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, Ark.,
before Joint Board No. 81, or, if the Joint
Board walves its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 103880 (Sub No. 188), filed
March 26, 1958. _Applicant: PRO-
DUCERS TRANSPORT, INC., 224 Buf-
falo Street, New Buffalo, Mich. Appli-
cant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car=
rier, by motor vehicle, over irreguiar
routes, transporting: Acids and chem-
icals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Trenton, Mich., to points in Illinois, In-
diana, Iowa, Kentucky, Ohio, Minnesota,
New York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia,
and Wisconsin. Applicant is authorized
to conduct operations in Indiana, Mich-
igan, Ohio, Illincis, Kentucky, Wiscon-
sin, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Iowa,
Missouri, New York, Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, Kansas, Minnesota, Tennessce,
Arkansas, Mississippl, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Alabama, Florida, Geor-
gla, Louislana, Oklahoma, Texas, Rhode
Island, Delaware, Maryland, Maine, New
Jersey, Vermont, and New Hampshire,

HEARING: June 6, 1958, in Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC'/ 104210 (Sub. No, 62),
February 3, 1958. Applicant:
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 272
Agnes Street, Corpus Christie, Tex,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over fr-
regular routes, transporting: Aviation
gasoline and jet fuels moving on govern-
ment bills of lading, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Big Spring, Tex., to Altus
Air Force Base, Altus, Okla. Applicant
is authorized to transport petroleum and
petroleum products in Loulsiana, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas.

HEARING: June 18, 19568, at the Fed-
eral Office Building, Franklin and Fan-
nin Streets, Houston, Tex., before Joint
Board No. 16, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 105813 (Sub No. 31), filed
April 2, 1958. Applicant: BELFORD
TRUCKING CO., INC., 1299 North West
23d Street, Miami 42, Fla. Applicant’s
attorney: Sol H. Proctor, 713-17 Profes-
sional Building, Jacksonville 2, Fia,
Authority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod~
ucts and meat by-products, dairy
products, and articles disiributed by
meat-packing houses, as defined by the
Commission in Appendix I to Ex Parte
No. MC-45, Descriptions in Motor Car«
rier Certificates, 61 M, C. C. 209 (272),
from Joliet, Ill, to points in Florida
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper-
ations in Delaware, Florida, Illinois, In-
diana, Kansas, Maryland, Massachuseiis,
Missouri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
lina, Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

HEARING: June 9, 1958, in Room 852,
U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill, .before Examiner
Allen W, Hagerty.

No. MC 108049 (Sub No. 30), fild
March 10, 1958. Applicant; ATLANTA-
NEW ORLEANS MOTOR FREIGHT CO.
260 University Avenue SW., Atlanta 15,
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Allan Wai-
kins, 214-216 Grant Building, Atlania
3, Ga. Authority sought to operale 8%
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: Generol
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house
hold goods as defined by the Commise
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re
quiring special equipment, (1) between
Brewton, Ala., and Andalusia, Ala., OVer
U. 8. Highway 29, serving no intermedi-
ate points, (2) between junction of U. 8.
Highways 84 and 31 near Evergreeh
Ala,, and Monroeville, Alg., from junce
tion of U. S. Highways 84 and 381 over
U. 8. Highway 84 to the junction of Ala-
bama Highway 11, thence over Alabama
Highway 11 to Monroeville, and return
over the same route, serving no inter
mediate points, the above two rout&s
being alternate routes for operating cone
venience only, in connection with appii-
cant’s authorized regular route operss
tions. Applicant is authorized to conduct
operations in Alabama, Florida, Georgih
Louisiana, and Mississippi. el

HEARING: June 11, 1958, at the HO
Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham, Ala., D¢

filed

THE
2728



»

Wednesday, April 30, 1958

fore Joint Board No. 100, or, if the Joint
Board walves its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Richard H. Roberts.

No. MC 106049 (Sub No. 31), filed
March 10, 1958, Applicant: ATLANTA-
NEW ORLEANS MOTOR FREIGHT CO.,
260 University Avenue SW., Atlanta 15,
Ga, Applicant’s attorney: Allan Wat-
kins, 214-216 Grant Building,, Atlanta
3, Ga, Authority sought to operate asa
corsmon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
s regular route, transporting: General
commodities, including those of unusual
palue, but excluding Class A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
between Pensacols, Fla, and Panama
City, Fla, from Pensacola over U. S.
Highway 98 to Panama City, and return
over the same route, serving all inter-
mediate points, and the off-route point
of Pace, Fla. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Georgia, Alabama,
Louisiana, and Florida.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the May-
flower Hotel, Jacksonville, Fla., before
Joint Board No. 205, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Richard H. Roberts.

No. MC 108943 (Sub No. 63), filed
March 21, 1958. Applicant: EASTERN
EXPRESS, INC., 128 Cherry Street, Terre
Haute, Ind. Applicant's attorney: John
E lLesow, 3737 North Meridian Street,
Indianapolis 8, Ind, Authority sought to
operate a8 a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
Ing: General commodities, except Class
A and B explosives, livestock, grain, pe-
troleum products in bulk, household
£00ds as defined by the Commission, and
tommodities requiring special equipment,
rving the site of Centex Industrial De-
velopment at or near Elk Grove, 1L, as
i off-route point In connection with
spplicant's authorized regular route op-
tralons to and from Chicago, Il

HEARING : June 10, 1958, In Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Sireet, Chicago, 111, before Joint Board
No. 149, or, if the Joint Board waives its
Heht to participate, before Examiner
-‘ﬂlt:n W. Hagerty,

Ml\o. MC 107002 (Sub No. 119), filed

arch 14, 1858. Applicant: W. M.
MHAMBERS TRUCK LINE, INC. 920
Kulximm Boulevard, P. O. Box 5417,

enner, La, Authority sought to oper-
i &5 & common carrier, by motor ve-

icle, over irregular routes, transport-
o Corn syrup, unmixed, liguid sugar,
blends of corn syrup and liquid
:‘eq:r. In bulk, in tank vehicles, from
A Orleans, La., to points in Alabama,
neas2s, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten<
»8nd Texas. Applicant i author-
conduct operations in Alabama,

eln 5 Connecticut, Florida, Geor-
el Ilinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken-
asaep CUlslana, Maine, Maryland,
Chuseits, Michigan, Minnesots,

York &PDL Missouri, New Jersey, New
» North Caroling, Ohlo, Oklahoma,

Yivania, Rhode Island, South Car-'

Olina, Tennesses Texas, Virginia

nsin, and the District of commt':igb

i ARING: June 24, 1958, at the Fed-
Office Bullding, 600 South Street,
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New Orleans, La,, before Examiner Reece
Harrison,

No. MC 107107 (Sub No. 97), filed
March 7, 1958. Applicant: ALTERMAN
TRANSPORT LINES, INC,, P. O. Box 65;
Allapattah Station, 2424 Northwest 46th
Street, Miami 42, Fla. Applicant's attor-
ney: Frank B. Hand, Jr,, Transportation
Building, Washington 6, D, C. Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meat, meat products and
meat by-products, as deflned by the
Commission, from Detroit, Mich., to
points in Florida, Applicant is author-
ized to conduct operations in Alabama,
Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippl, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New’ Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohlo, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes-
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbin,

HEARING: June 3, 1958, at the May-
flower Hotel, Jacksonville, Fla, before
Examiner Richard H. Roberts,

No. MC 107403 (Sub No. 257), filed
April 9, 1958. Applicant: E. BROOKE
MATLACEK, INC,, Wilford Building, 33d
and Arch Streets, Philadelphia 4, Pa,
Applicant's attorney: Robert H. Shertz,
811 Lewis Tower Building, Philadelphia,
Pa. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Canton, Ohio, to points in
the lower péninsula of Michigan. Appli-
cant Is authorized to conduct similar
operations in Connecticut, Delaware,
District of Columbia, Illinois, Indiana,
Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohlo,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Tennessee,
Vermont, Virginia, and West Virginia,

HEARING: May 16, 1958, at the New
Post Office Bullding, Columbus, Ohlo,
before Joint Board No. 517.

No. MC 107515 (Sub No. 268), filed
February 6, 1958. Applicant: REFRIG-
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., 200
Unliversity Avenue SW., Atlanta 10, Ga.
Applicant’s attorney: Allan Watkins,
214-216 Grant Building, Atlanta 3, Ga.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, from Carizzo Springs, San An-
tonio and Houston, Tex., to points in
Tennessee, Georgia, Alabama, Florida,
South Carolina, and North Carolina.
Applicant is authorized to conduct op-
erations in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgla, Illinofs, Indiana, Jowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Missis-
sippl, Missouri, Nebraska, North Caro-
lina, Ohlo, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and
Wisconsin.

HEARING: June 20, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Office Building, Franklin and Fan-
nin Streets, Houston, Tex., before Ex~
aminer R.eece Harrison.
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No. MC 107515 (Sub No. 278), filed
April 7, 1958. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED TRANSPORT CO. INC, 290
University Avenue SW. Atlanta, Ga,
Applicant’s attorney: Allan Watkins,
214-216 Grant Building, Atlanta 3, Ga.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Frozen
joods, from Chambersburg, Pa.,, and
points within ten miles thereof, to points
in Kentucky, West Virginia, and those
points in Virginia on and south of the
southern boundaries of Shenandoah,
Warren, Fauquier, and Prince Willilam
Countles, Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Alabama, Arkan-
sas, Florida, Georgia, Illinols, Indiana,
ITowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,

‘Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-

braska, North Carolina, Ohlo, Oklahoma,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: June 10, 1958, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D. C., before
Examiner Charles H. Riegner.

No. MC 107757 (Sub No. 15), filed April
21, 1958. Applicant: M, C. SLATER,
INC., 1120 Bremen Avenue, St. Louls 7,
Mo. Applicant's representative: A. A.
Marshall, 305 Buder Building, St. Louls
1, Mo. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
transporting: General commodities, in-
cluding Class A and B erplosives, serving
the site of the Chrysler Corporation
Plant near Valley Park, Mo,, as an off-
route point in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Illinois and
Missouri.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis~
sourl Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 108461 (Sub No, 66), filed
April 11, 1958. Applicant: WHITFIELD
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 240 West
Amador Street, Las Cruces, N, Mex.
Applicant’s attorney: Loyal G. Kaplan,
924 City National Bank Building, Omahsa
2, Nebr. Authority sought to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities, except livestock, com~
odities of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission and commodities re-
quiring special equipment, between Salt
Lake City, Utah, and Aztec and Farm-
ington, N. Mex.: from Salt Lake City
over U. S. Highway 50 to junction U. S.
Highway 160, thence over U. S. High-
way 160 to junction U. S. Highway 550 at
Durango, Colo., thence over U. S, High-
way 550 to Farmington, serving Aztec
and Farmington, N. Mex., and serving in-
tfermediate points between Aztec and
Farmington, N. Mex., and return over the
same route; from Salt Lake City, Utah,
to Albuquerque, N. Mex.: from Salt Lake
City over U. 8, Highway 50 to junction
with U. S, Highway 160, thence over
U. 8. Highway 160 to junction with U, 8.
Highway 666 at Cortez, Colo., thence
over U. 8. Highway 666 to junction with
U. 8. Highway 66 at Gallup, N. Mex.,
and thence over U, S. Highway 66 to
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Albuquerque, serving all intermediate
points between Shiprock and Albuquer-
que, N. Mex.,, and the off-route points
Jocated within 30 miles of Grants,
N. Mex. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations in Texas, New Mexico,
Utah, Colorado, Arizona, and California,

HEARING: June 2, 1958, at the Utah
Public Service Commission, Salt Lake
City, Utah, before Joint Board No. 212.

No. MC 109637 (Sub No. 75, filed
March 21, 1058, Applicant; GASOLINE
TRANSPORT CO., a Corporation, 4107
Bells Avenue, Louisville, Ky. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid synthetic resin, and
liquid g¢lue, In bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Meredosia, IIl, and points within
5 miles thereof, to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippl, Tennessee, and Texas. Ap-
plicant is authorized to conduct opera-
tions in Illineis, Tennessee, Kentucky,
Indiana, Ohio, Georgia, Missouri, Minne-
sota Alabama, Florida, Loulsiana, Michi-
gan, Mississippi, North Carolina, Texas,
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Iowa.

Note: Applicant is under common control
with Alabama Tank Lines, Inc, Docket No,
MC 116387,

HEARING: June 24, 1958, at the

Federal Office Building, 600 South Street,
La., before Examiner

New Orleans,
Reece Harrison.

No. MC 110328 PETITION TO RE-
OPEN CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CON~-
VENIENCE AND NECESSITY ISSUED
TO ROY A. LEIPHART TRUCKING,
INC., South 16th Street, Columbia, Pa.,
filed April 3, 1958.

Petitioner's attorney: Norman T,
Petow, 43 West Duke Street, York, Pa.
Petitioner requests that certificate is-
sued to Charles John Smith, dba
Charles Smith Motor Express (MC
75559 Sub 1), be reopened for further
hearing. Petitioner acquired the au-
thority from Smith November 13, 1953,
and was issued Certificate No. MC
110328, March 17, 1954. Contained in
sald certificate issued to Smith was au-
thority (in part) to transport Canned
goods and groceries, from Baltimore,
Md., and Dallastown, Pa, to Lebanon,
Lykens, Harrisburg, Lancaster, Read-
ing Shamokin, Sunbury, York, Hanover,
Red Lion and Hershey, Pa. Petitioner
states that Smith regularly and con-
tinuously transported canned goods and
groceries and in so transporting carried
such merchandise as is commonly dealt
in by wholesale, retail and chain gro-
cery and food business houses which
merchandise included all items com-
monly dealt in by such organizations
which would not be fit for human con=
sumption but which would be generally
sold and distributed by said organiza-
tions, That Petiticner upon grant of its
certificate March 17, 1954, continued
such service, assuming that it had au-
thority to transport such merchandise as
is dealt in by the above organizations.
Petitioner has filed gn application in con.
junction with this petition requesting
authority to transport such merchandise
as is dealt in by wholesale, retall, chain
grocery and food business houses, and
requests consolidated hearing of both.

NOTICES

Petitioner states that since the grant
of authority to Smith, it has regularly
and continuously transported such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retall, chain grocery and food business
houses, until on or about December 1,
1957.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commision,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Isadore Freidson, -

No. MC 110328 (Sub No. 5), filed April
3, 1958. Applicant: ROY A. LEIPHART
TRUCKING, INC., South 16th Street,
Columbia, Pa. Applicant’s attorney:
Norman T, Petow, 43 West Duke Street,
York, Pa. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retall and chain grocery and food busi-
ness houses, from Baltimore, Md., to
Windsor, Lebanon, Lykens, Harrisburg,
Lancaster, Reading, Shamokin, Sunbury,
York, Hanover, Red Lion, and Hershey,
Pa. Applicant is authorized to conduct
operations in Delaware, Pennsylvania,
Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey,
Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia,
Ohio, Rhode Island, and West Virginia.

Nore: Applicant has filed & petition to re-
open Certificate No, MC 110828 and requests
hearing be held st same time as this appli-
cation.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
Isadore Freidson.

No. MC 110525 (Sub No. 354), filed
April 11, 1958. Applicant: CHEMICAL
TANK LINES, INC., 520 East Lancaster
Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. Applicant's
attorney: Gerald L. Phelps, Munsey
Building, Washington 4, D. C. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor wvehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fulorinated hydro-
carbons, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1)
from Edgewater, N. J., to Albany, New
York City, and Sufféern, N. Y., Bridge-
port, Conn., Chicopee, Easthampton, and
West Rocksbury, Mass., Cleveland,
Minerva, Portsmouth, Teays, and Wav-~
erly, Ohlo, Lancaster, Norristown, and
Tylersport, Pa., (2) from Elizabethport,
N. J., to Albany, New York City, and
Suffern, N. Y., Bridgeport, Conn., Chico-
pee, Easthampton, and West Rocksbury,
Mass,, Cleveland, Minerva, Portsmouth,
Teays, and Waverly, Ohio, and Tylers-
port, Pa. Applicant is authorized to
conduct operations in Maryland, New
Jersey, Kentucky, Pennsylvania, Dela-
ware, West Virginia, New York, Connec-
ticut, Massachusetts, Michigan, Rhode
Island, Tennessee, Illinois, Ohio, North
Carolina, Indiana, Virginia, Wisconsin,
Missouri, Alabama, and Minnesota.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C., before Examiner
David Waters,

No. MC 111159 (Sub No, 52), filed
March 20, 1958. Applicant: MILLER
TRANSPORTERS, LTD,, P. O, Box 1123,
Jackson, Miss., Applicant’s attorney:
Phineas Stevens, Suite 900 Milner Build-
ing, P. O. Box 14, Jackson, Miss. Aue-
thority sought to operate as a common

carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Petroleum and
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Moundville, Ala,, and points
within 25 miles thereof, to points in Mis.
sissippl. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations in Alabama, Arkansas,
Plorida, Georgia, Kentucky, Loulsiana,
Mississippl, Missourl, Oklahoma, and
Tennessee.

HEARING: June 11, 1958, at the Hotel
Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham, Als,
before Joint Board No. 14, or, If the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Richard H. Roberts,

No. MC 111231 (Sub No. 33), filed
April 14, 1958. Applicant: JONES
TRUCK LINES, INC,, 514 East Emma
Avenue, Springdale, Ark. Applicant's
attorney: Wentworth E. Griffin, 10th
Floor, 1012 Baltimore Building, Kansas
City 5, Mo. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Class A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
serving the site of the Chrysler Corpo-
ration, Plymouth Division Plant located
on U. 8. Highway 66 near Valley Park,
Mo., as an off-route point in connection
with applicant’s authorized regular route
operations.” Applicant is authorized (o
conduct operations in Missourl, Arkan-
sas, Oklahoma, Kansas, Illinols, and
Texas.

HEARING: May 22, 1858, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 111281 (Sub No. 10), filed April
17. 1958. Applicant: ECK MILLER
TRANSFER CO,, 421 East Second Street,
Owensboro, Ky. Applicant’s attorney:
David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle Streel,
Chicago 3, Ill.” Authority sought to op=
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, transporting: General commodi=
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods 88
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, serving the site of the plant
of the Chrysler Corporation located at
Valley Park, Mo., as an off-route point
in connection with applicant’s aul horized
regular route operations between Evans
ville, Ind., and St. Louis, Mo. Applicant
is authorized to conduct operations in
Indiana, Kentucky, Tllinois, Tennessee
Ohio, Missouri, Virginia, West Virginia,
and Michigan.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
sourl Public Service Commission, Jeffer=
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No. 179,

No. MC 111401 (Sub No. 93), fild
March ~17, 1958. Applicant: GROEN-
DYKE TRANSPORT, INC., 2204 Norlh
Grand, Enid, Okla. Authority sousht ©
operate as a common carrier, by mowr
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Turpentine, in bulk, in tank vemclcs'.
from Picayune, Miss., to Oklahoma City,
Okla., and empty coniginers or other
such incidental facilities used in transu:
porting turpentine, on return. APP
cant is authorized to conduct operations
in Oklahoma, Kansas, Colorado, Tex#%
New Mexico, Louisiana, prl. Ten
nessee, Missour], and Californis.
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HEARING:June 4, 1958 at the Federal
Bullding, Oklahoma City, Okla., before
Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 111472 (Sub No. 56), filed April
10,1958. Applicant: DIAMOND TRANS-
PORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 1919 Ham-
fiton, Racine, Wis. Applicant’s attorney:
Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West Doty
Street, Madison 3, Wis. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Agricultural machinery
snd parts thereof, and tractor attach-
ments for earth moving, from Topeka,
Salina, and Hesston, Kans., Fort Dodge
and Pella, Towa, Milwaukee and New
Holsteln, Wis., Bloomington, Ill., Glencoe,
Minn,, and Cleveland, Ohio, to Ports of
Entry on the boundary between the
United States and Canada at Noyes,
Minn., Detroit, Mich., and Buffalo, N, Y.,
and rejected shipments of the above-
described commodities, on return. Ap-
plicant is authorized to conduct opera-
tions in Towa, Indiana, Illinois, Minne-
sota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Wisconsin, Michigan,
Kansas, Ohlo, Tennessee, Pennsylvania,
Oklahoma, New York, Colorado, Georgia,
Eentucky, Maryland, Virginia, West Vir-
ginlg, Delaware, New Jersey, Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Alabama,
Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Texas,
Arlzona, Callfornia, Idaho, Mississippi,
Montans, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,
Washington, Wyoming, and Florida,

Nore: A proceeding has been Instituted
under section 212 (o) No. MC 111472 (Sub
§1), to determine whether applicant’s status
1s that of & contruct or common carrier,

HEARING: June 13, 1958, in Room 852,
U. 8, Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 112020 (Sub No. 43), filed Feb-
Tuary 19, 1958. Applicant: COMMER-
CIAL OIL TRANSPORT, a Corporation,
1030 Stayton Street, Fort Worth, Tex.
Applicant’s attorney: Leroy Hallman,
Pirst Nutional Bank Building, Dallas 2,
Tex, Authority sought to operate as a
fommon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Itregular routes, transporting: (1) For-
Maldehyde, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from points in Tennessee on and west
of Kentucky Lake and Tennessee River,
polnts in Alabama (except Fox), and
Points in Louisiana (except points in
é;cemon Parish, Bossier City, Lake
munr-le}' and points within thirteen (13)
Rom of Lake Charles, North Baton

UL'P.' Shreveport, and Superior),
boints in Kansas (except Lawrence), and
N?Ef h} Missouri, to Tyler, Tex., and
% LlE within ten (10) miles thereof : and

! Liguid resins, in bulk, in tank ve-
mtltes_ from Tyler, Tex., and points with=-
Arkcn (10) miles thereof, to points in
4 1]msas. Loulsiana, Oklahoma, Missis-
0‘5"?{ + Polnts in Tennessee on and west
mm:snFUCky Lake and Tennessee River,
Alabs in Kansas, Missouri, and those in
mm,'ma ‘except Fox). Applicant is au-
53 ized to conduct operations in Arkan«

» Colorado, Illinols, Indiana, Iowa,
Missisay - bicky, Loulstana, Michigan,
York :)?,I,’;' o;dl:ﬁourl, Nebraska, New

Wisconsin, oma, Tennessee, Texas,
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HEARING : June 11, 1958, at the Baker
Hotel, Dallas, Tex.,, before Examiner
Reece Harrison.

No. MC 112497 (Sub No. 108), filed
March 24, 1958, Applicant: HEARIN
TANK LINES, INC., 6440 Rawlins
Street, Baton Rouge, La. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid acids and chemi-
cals, in bulk, In tank vehicles, between
MciIntosh, Ala., and points within 10
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Loulsiana and Mis-
sissippl. Applicant {s authorized to con-
duct operations in Loulsiana, Arkansas,
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi,
California, Ohio, New York, South Caro~
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Kentucky, and
North Carolina,

HEARING: June 23, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Office Building, 600 South Street,
New Orleans, La., before Joint Board
No. 165, or, If the Joint Board walves its
right to participate, before Examiner
Reece Harrison.

No. MC 112750 (Sub No. 29), filed
March 21, 1958. Applicant: ARMORED
CARRIER CORPORATION, DeBevoise
Bldg., 222-17 Northern Boulevard, Bay-
side, L. I., N. Y, Applicant’s attorney:
James K. ‘Knudson, 1821 Jefferson
Place, Washington 6, D, C. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such commercial papers,
documents and written instruments (ex-
cept currency, coin and bullion), as are
used in the businesses of banks and
banking institutions, (1) between Dallas
and Fort Worth, Tex., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Oklahoma,
Johnston, Coal, Atoka, Bryan, Pushma-
taha, Choctaw, and McCurtain Coun-
ties, Okla., (3) between Wichita Falls,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Jefferson, Stephens, Coman-
che, Cotton, and Oklahoma Counties,
Okla., (3) between Dallas and Fort
Worth, Tex., on_the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Miller County, Ark.,
and (4) between Dallas and Fort Worth,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Sabine, Natchitoches, Grant,
LaSalle, Catahoula, and Concordia
Counties, La,, and points in all counties
in Louisiana north of the above-named
Louisiana countles, and empty contain-
ers or other such incidental facilities
used in transporting the above-specified
commodities, on return. Applicant is
authorized to conduct similar operations
between specified points in New York,
New Jersey, Connecticut, Pennsylvania,
Ohio, West Virginia, Massachusetts,
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and the
District of Columbia,

HEARING: June 16, 1958, at the
Baker Hotel, Dallas, Tex., before
Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 112822 (Sub No, 14), filed
February 13, 1958. Applicant: EARL
BRAY, INC,, P, O. Box 910, Linwood and
North Streets, Cushing, Okla. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liguid dairy waz, in bulk,
in insulated tank vehicles, from Ponca
City, Okla., to all points in Minnesota;
Iubricating oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
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from Kansas City, Kans,, to all points in
Arkansas; and rejected or contaminated
shipments of the commodities specified
from points in Arkansas and Minnesota
to Ponca Clty, Okla., and Kansas City,
Kans, Applicant is authorized to trans-
port dairy wax in Arkansas, Illinois,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Missouri, Ne=
braska, Oklahoma, Tennessee, Texas,
and Louisiana and petroleum products in
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Jowa, Kan-
sas, Mississippi, Missourl, Nebraska,
Oklahoma, and Texas.

HEARING ' June 5, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Building, Oklahoma City, Okla,, be-
fore Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 113325 (Sub No. 2), filed April
21,1958. Applicant: SLAY TRANSPOR~
TATION CO,, INC., 718 South Seventh
Street, St. Louls, Mo, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: A. A. Marshall, 305 Buder
Building, St. Louis 1, Mo. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requir-
ing speclal equipment, serving the site of
the Chrysler Corporation Plant near
Valley, Mo., as an off-route point in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized
regular route operations. Applicant is
authorized to conduct operations in
Illinois and Missouri.

HEARING: May 22, 1958, at the Mis-
souri Public Service Commission, Jeffer-
son City, Mo., before Joint Board No, 179.

No. MC 114004. (Sub No. 17, filed
March 12,1958, Applicant: ARKANSAS
TRUCKING CO., INC,, P. O. Box 1715,
8828 New Benton Highway, Little Rock,
Ark. Applicant's attorney: Ed E. Ash-
baugh, 902 Wallace Bullding, Little Rock,
Ark. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Trailers,
designed to be drawn by passenger auto-
mobiles, in initial movements, by haul-
away method (except utility trailers),
from points in Comanche and Grady
Counties, Okla,, to points in the United
States and the District of Columbia, ex-
cept Mt., Clemens, Flint, and Detroit,
Mich., and damaged or rejused trailers
on return. Applicant Is authorized to
conduct operations throughout the
United States.

HEARING: June 4, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
before Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 114019 (S8ub No. 16), filed April
18, 1958. Applicant: THE EMERY
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a Cor-
poration, 7000 South Pulaski Road,
Chicago 29, IlIl. Applicant's attorney:
Charles W. Singer, 1825 Jefferson Place
NW., Washington 6, D. C. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Salf, in bulk and in pack-
ages or containers, from points in Lake
County, Ohio, to points in Illinois, In-
diana, Michigan, Pennsylvania, New
York, Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland,
Kentucky, and St. Louis, Mo., and emply
containers or other such incidental
Jacilities used in transporting salt, on
return. Applicant is authorized to con-
duct operations as a contract carrier
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in No. MC 0685 and sub-numbers there--

under, in Tennessee, Ohio, Indiana,
1Ninois, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, Towa,
New York, West Virginia, Missouri,
Michigan, Kentucky, Minnesota, New.
Jersey, Nebraska, Georgia, North Caro-
lina, South: Carolina, Virginia, Florida,
the Distriet of Columbia, Maryland,
Arkansas, Mississippl, Massachusetis,
New Hampshire, Vermont, and Dela-
ware,

Norte: A proceeding has been instituted
under section 212 (¢), No. MC 9685 Sub No.
58, to determine whether: appiicant’s status
1s that of a contract or common carrier.

HEARING: May 15, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C.,, before Examiner
Harold P. Boss.

No. MC 114028 (Sub No. 37, filed Feb-
yuary 27, 1958. Applicant: PELLHAM
TRANSPORTATION CO. INC. 554
South 11, Kansas City, Kans: Appli-
cant’s nttormey: James F. Miller, 500
Board of Trade, 10th and Wyandotte,
Kansas City 5, Mo. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle; over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, including
those requiring refrigeration; but exclud-
ing commodities of unusual value; Class
A and B explosives, houschold goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, between Chicago, IiL, and
the site of the Olin-Mathieson Chemical
Corporation Plant near Mapleton, L
Applicant is authorized to conduct oper-
gtions in Illineois; Missour!, and Kansas,

Nore: The Commission has instituted a
proceeding on its own motion under section
212 (¢) of the Interstate Commerce Act for
determining whether the carrier's outstand-
ing contract carrier authority as of August
22, 1057, should be revoked and a certificate
of public convenience and necessity issued In
lien thereof,

HEARING: June 10, 1958, in Room
852, U. S. Custom House, 610 South
Canal Street, Chicago, 111, before Joint
Board No. 21, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC 114028 (Sub No. 4), filed Feb-
ruary 27, 1958 Applicant: PELLHAM
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. G554
South' 11, Kansas' City, Kans. Appli-
cant’s attorney: James F. Miller, 500
Board of Trade, 10th and Wyandotte,
Kansas City 5, Mo. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: General commodities, including
those requiring refrigeration, but exclud-
ing commodities of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment; between Chicago, I1l, and the
site of the Hotpoint Company Plant,
bounded by Devon Avenue on the Seuth,
Tonne Road on the West, Landmeir Road
on the North, and Busse Road on the
East, located in Cook County, IIL. Ap-
plicant is authorized to conduct opera-
tions in Ilinots, Missouri, and Kansas,
" Nors: The Commission has instituted a
proceeding on its own motion under section
212 (¢) of the Interstate Commerce. Aot for
determining whether the carrier's outstand-

NOTICES:

Ing contract. carrler. authorlty as. of . August
22, 1957, should be revoked and u certificate
of public convenience- and necessity lesued
in lleu thereof.

HEARING: June 10, 1958, at Room.

852, U. S. Custom House, 610° South
Canal Street, Chicago, I, before Joint
Board. No. 21, or, if’ the Joint, Board
waives its. right to participate, before
Examiner Allen W. Hagerty.

No.MC 116008 (SubNo.14), (CORREC-

TION) filed March. 27, 1958, published.

issue April 18, 1058, at page 2471. Ap-
plicant: ARCHIE'S. MOTOR FREIGHT,
INC., 316 East Sixth Street, Richmond,
Va. Applicant’s attorney: Herbert
Baker, 50 West Broad Street, Columbus
15, Ohio. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Paper,
paper products, wood pulp, and pulp-
board, between West Point, Va,, on the
one hand, and, on the other, Hampton,
Newport News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, and
Richmond, Va. Applicant Is authorized
to conduct operations in Penmsylvania,
Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, West Vir-
ginia, Maryland, District of Columbia,
New Jersey, North Carolina, Georgia, and
Florida. .

Norx: Previous- publication gave appll-
cant’s name &8s Archie's Motor Erpress
Freight, INC, This was in error. The correct
name s ARCHIE'S MOTOR FREIGHT, INC.

HEARING: Remains as assigned May
22, 1958, at the U. 8. Court Rooms, Rich~
mond, Va., before Joint Board No. 108;
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to
participate, before Examiner Richard H.
Roberts.

No. MC 116178 (Sub No. 1), (Correc-
tion) filed March 10, 1958, published
April 16, 1958, at page 2471. Applicant:
ERVIN DAVIS, doing business as A-
EMERGEN@Y TOW SERVICE, 1326
Washington® Avenue, Kansas City, Mo.
Applicant's attorney: Lee Reeder, 1012
Baltimore Building, Kansas City 5, Mo.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon: carrier; by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Wrecked,
damaged, disabled, repossessed or aban-
doned motor vehicles with transporta=-
tion of replacement motor vehicles to
point of wreck; damage, or disablement;
and wrecked, damaged or disabled trafl-
ers by the use of wrecking equipment
only, between points in Iowa, Kansas,
Missouri, Nebraska, and Oklahoma, in
non-radial, cross-hauling service. Ap-
plicant is authorized: to conduct operss
tions in Jowa, Kansas, Missouri, Ne=
braska; and Oklahoma: Previous pubs
lication inadvertently omitted the State
of Missouri from the territory proposed
to be served.

HEARING: June4, 1958, at the Hotel
Pickwick, Kansas City, Mo., béfore Ex-
aminer Gerald F. Colfer.

No, MC 116387 (Sub' No. 12), filed
March 14, 1858. Applecant: ALABAMA
TANK LINES, INC., P. O. Box 38, Pow=
derly Station, Birmingham; Ala:. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor: vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liguid acids and
chemicals, in balk, in tank vehicles; be-
tween McIntosh, Ala., and points within
ten (10) miles thereof; on the one hand,
and; on the other, points in Loulsiana

and Mississippl. Applicant is authorized
to conduct operations in Alabamsa, Ar-
Kansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Tennessee,

HEARING: June 23, 1958, at'the FPed-
eral Office Building, 600 South Streef,
New Orleans, La., before Joint Board No.
185, or, if' the Joint Board waives its
right to participate; before Examiner
Reece Harrison.

No. MC 116947 (Sub No. 2), filed March
24, 1958. Applicant HUGH H. SCOTT,
doing business as SCOTT TRANSFER
COMPANY, 5 Haynes Street SW, At-
lanta, Ga. Applicant's attorney: R. J.
Reynolds, Jr., 1403 Citizens & Southemn
National Bank Building, Atlanta 3, Ga.
Authority sought to operate asa contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Uncrated store
fixtures, from Atlanta, Ga., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Florida, Towa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Mississippl, Missouri, New Mexico,
Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Texas, Virginig, and Washington,
and damaged or rejected shipments of
uncrated store fixtures on return.

HEARING: June 6, 1958, at 680 West
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Go., be«
fore Examiner Richard H. Roberts.

No. MC 117162, filed February 4, 1958.
Applicant: FOREIGN AUTO TRANS-
PORT, L'TD., & Corporation, 222 North
Osage, Independence, Mo. Applicant’s
attorneys: John R. Miller, Sulte 928
Dwight Building, Kansas City, Mo., snd
James F. Miller, 500 Board of Trade
Building, Kansas City, Mo. Authority
sought o operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehiele, over irregular roufes,
transporting: Motor vehicles, including
passenger automobiles and busses, and
parts and equipment for motor vehicles,
from Houston, Tex., to all points in Okla-
homa, Kansas, Missouri, and Colorado;
and damaged, rejected. or refused motor
vehicles and parts and equipment [of
motor vehicles, and empty containers or
other such incidental facilities, not specls
fied, used in transporting parts and
equipment for motor vehicles, on refur
RESTRICTION: Applied-for authorily
to be limited to transportation of the
commodities specified which are manu+
factured outside the continental lmis
of the United States.

HEARING: Jime 19, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Office Building, Franklin and Fane
nin Streets, Houston, Tex, befor®
Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 117175, filed February 10, 1958
Applicant: SCHWERMAN TRUCKING
CO. OF TEXAS, 620 South 26th street,
Milwaukee 46, Wis. Applicant’s attor=
ney: Adolph E. Solle, 715 First Nat'L
Bank Building; Madison 3, Wis. Author-
ity sought to-operate as & contract ¢
rier, by motor vehicle, over rregular
routes; transporting: Cement and 7o~
tar, from Dallas and Houston, Tex, 10
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, and Oki#*
homa. .

HEARING: June 8, 1958, at the B\‘tktr
Hotel, Dallas, Tex, before Examin®
Reece Harrison. s 1058

No. MC 117203, filed February 24 /50
Applicant: HERMAN LORENZ, ¢0
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pusiness a5 NORTHBROOK GARAGE,
1891 Shermer, Northbrook, Ill. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Wrecked or dis-
abled motor vehicles, from points in Illi«
nois to points in Wisconsin.

Nore: Applicant states that he will trans.
port the vehicles specified above for mem-
bera of the Motor Vehlele and Amiliated Truck
Owners Association, and to render emergency
repalr services required, predicated upon site
of wreck or breakdown,

HEARING: June 6, 1858, In Room 852,
U. 8. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, 111, before Joint Board
No. 13, or, if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner
Allen W. Hagerty.

No. MC, 117206, filed February 26, 1958.
Applicant: NATIONAL TRUCKING
COMPANY, a Corporation, 709 Talley-
rand Avenue, Jacksonville, Fla. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Martin Sack, 500 Atlan-
tic National Bank Bullding, Jacksonville
2, Fla. Authority sought to operate as
& common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: New auto-
mobiles, new trucks, new chassis, and
cutomobile and truck parts, in Initial
movements, in truckaway and driveaway
service, from points of manufacture and
assembly in Jacksonville, Fla., to points
in Florida, and that part of Georgia on
and south of U. S. Highway 78; Auto-
mobiles, trucks, and chassis, new, used,
or unfinished, in secondary or subsequent
movements, in truckaway and driveaway
wervice, between Jacksonville, Fla., and
points in Florida and that part of Geor-
Eia on and south of U, S. Highway 78:
Automobiles, trucks, and chassis, new or
unfinished; in secondary movements, in
Ruckaway and driveaway service, be-
iween Ridgeland, S. €., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Florida and
that part of Georgia on and south of
U. 8. Highway 78; Automobiles, trucks,
C_kass:s, and auiomobdile and truck parts
When moving with new automobiles,
tucks, or chassis, in {nitial movements,
In truckaway and - driveaway service.
from Hapeville, Ga., to points in Florida-
ad Automobiles, trucks, chassis, and
Qktomobile and truck parts when mov-
g with new automobiles, trucks, or
:h‘mﬂ- In secondary movements, in
fuckaway and driveaway service, from
m;’““m\h. Ga.,, and Sanford, Fla., to
m“‘;f in that part of Georgia In and
w' of Seminole, Decatur, Mitchell,

orth, Turner, Ben Hill, Telfair,

eeler, Treutlen, Candler, Bullock an
Teven Counties, Ga. } R

m:‘f’?!-‘ Applicant ls authorized to conduct

Gt carrier operstions in Permit No. MC
lapeo“-l»d .b‘.lbcv thereunder, It has filed an
tion 1 t¢ application with this Commise
“i'lmno;x & determination of its status as &
212 () lw contract carrier, under section
Yo, MCO lhc act, which was aasigned Docket
the m_{?ﬁo& (Sub No. 8). The purpose of
convert ¥ MPPlication (MO 117206) is to

¢ applicant’s status trac
Carrier 0 common carrier. from con t

neARING: May 14, 1958, at the May-
Joing Bo::d' Jacksonville, Fla., before
s d No. 354, or, if the Joint
alves {ts right to participate, be-

fore Examiney Harold W, Angle,
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No. MC 117219, filed March 3, 1958.
Applicant: GERALD DEAN SQUIER, 521
Maple Street, Osage, Iown. Applicant’s
attorney: Joseph B. Casey, Home Trust
& Savings Bank Building, Osage, Iowa.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over a regular
route transporting: Liquid animal blood,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Austin,
Minn., to Osage, Towa, from Austin over
U. 8. Highway 218 to Osage, serving no
intermediate points, and empty contain-
ers or other such incidental facilities
(not specified) used in transporting the
above-specified commodity on return.

Norx: Applicant states he proposes to pick
up the liquid animal blood at the plant of
George A. Hormel & Co., Austin, Minn., and
to transport it by bulk tank to the spray dry-
ing plant of Pacific Adhesives Co, Inc, at
Osage, Town,

HEARING: May 29, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Office Building, Fifth and Court
Avenues, Des Moines, Iowa, before Joint
Board No. 146, or, if the Joint Board
walves its right to participate, before
Examiner Allen W, Hagerty.

No. MC 117222, filed March 4, 1958.
Applicant: DAVID J. PRUDEN, 3111
Madison Street, Little Rock, Ark., Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Louis Tarlowski, Rec~
tor Building, Little Rock, Ark. Author-
ity sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Brick, tile, and
other clay products; chemicals, in sacks
and in bulk, used in the manufacture of
brick; and equipment and machinery,
and parts therefor, used in the manu-
facture of brick and tile, between points
in Arkansas, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Oklahoma, Texas,
Louisiana, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, Kan-
sas, Tennessee, Mississippi, Illinois, and
Kentucky.

HEARING: June 26, 1958, at the Ar-
kansas Commerce Commission, Justice
Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, Ark.,
before Examiner Reece Harrison.

No. MC 117266, filed March 17, 1058,
Applicant: GRAY & SON TRUCK LINES,
INC., 1918 North Eighth Street, P. O.
Box 786, Paducah, Ky. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Lamps and shades, and parts
and supplies used in the making of the
lamps and shades, between Arlington,
Ky., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Ohio, Tennessee, Mississippi,
Wisconsin, Louisiana, Georgia, Alabama,
and Arkansas.

HEARING: May 28, 1958, at the Ken-
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before Ex-
aminer Alfred B. Hurley,

No, MC 117266 (Sub No. 1), filed March
17, 1958, Applicant: GRAY & SON
TRUCK LINES, INC,, 1918 North Eighth
Street, P. O. Box 786, Paducah, Ky, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, Class
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, between Paducah, Ky., and
points in McCracken, Marshall, and Cal-
loway Countles, Ky., and Cairo, Ill., on
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the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Kentucky on U. 8. Highway 51 between
Junction U. 8. Highways 60 and 51 near
Wickliffe, Ky., and junction Kentucky
Highway 94, all points on Kentucky
Highway 94 between the Mississippi
River and Murray, Ky., points on U. S.
Highway 45 between Paducah, Ky., and
Fulton, Ky., excluding Mayfield and Ful-
ton, Ky., points on Kentucky Highway
07 between Mayfield, Ky., and junction
Kentucky Highway 94, points on Ken-
tucky Highway 121 between Mayfield,
Ky., and junction Kentucky Highway
94, points on Kentucky Highway 58 be-
tween Mayfield, Ky,, and Benton, Ky.,
and those on Kentucky Highway 80 be-
tween Mayfield, Ky., and junction Ken-
tucky Highway 94.

HEARING: May 28, 1958, at the Ken-
tucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before Joint
Board No. 156, or, if the Joint Board
walves its right to participate, before
Examiner Alfred B, Hurley.

No, MC 117323, filed April 7, 1958,
Applicant: A. N. EDDINS AND I. T.
EDDINS, A Partnership, doing business
as EDDINS LIVESTOCK DEALERS,
Stanardsville, Va. Applicant’s attorney:
David F. Berry, Stanardsville, Va. Au-
thority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fertilizer, in bags,
from Baltimore, Md., to Stanardsville,
Va, and points within 15 miles of
Stanardsville.

HEARING: June 5, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D, C., before Joint
Board No. 68.

No. MC 117326 (Sub- No. 1), filed
April 11, 1958. Applicant: W. EDWIN
MOSER, Route No, 2, Boonsboro, Md.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Burned
lime, in bulk, in spreader vehicles, from
Blair and Martinsburg  (Berkeley
County), W. Va., to points in Washing-
ton and Frederick Counties, Md.

HEARING: May 23, 1958, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D. C.,, before Joint Board
No. 113,

No. MC 117337, filed April 14, 1958,
Applicant: HOWARD M. NELSON, do-
ing business as NELSON TRUCKING
SERVICE, Jefferson, Iowa, Applicant’s
representative: Willilam A. Landau,
1307 East Walnut Street, Des Moines 16,
Iowa. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Live-
stock and poultry watering and feeding
troughs, feeders, tanks, pans and tank
heaters, from Jeflerson, Iowa, to points
in Illinois on and north of a line begin-
ning at U. 8. Highway 40 a§ the Illinois-
Missouri State line and extending along
U. S, Highway 40 to Vandalia, thence on
and west along U. 8. Highway 51 to the
Illinois-Wisconsin State line; points in
Minnesota on and south of U. 8. High-
way 212; points in Missour] on and north
of U. 8. Highway 50; points in Nebraska
on and east of U, 8. Highway 281; and
points in South Dakota on and south of
a line beginning at U. 8, Highway 14 at
the South Dakota-Minnesota State line
and extending along U. S, Highway 14
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to junction U. S. Highway' 281, and
thence on and east of a line extending
along U, S. Highway 281 to. the South
Dakota-Nebraska State: line.

HEARING: May 29, 1068, at the Fed-
eral Office Bullding, Fifth and: Court
Avenues, Des Moines, Jowsa, before
Examiner Allen W. Hagerty.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 117324, filed April 7,1958. Ap-
plicant: FORT DODGE TRANSPOR-
TATION COMPANY, a Corporation, 425
First Avenue North, Fort Dodge, Towa:
Applicant’s attorney: Homer E. Brad-
shaw, Suite 510 Centrel National Build-
ing, Des Moines 9, Iowa. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes;
transporting: Passengers and their bag~
gagé, in round-trip charter operations,
peginning and ending at Fort Dodge;
Jowa, and points within fifty (50) miles
of Fort Dodge, and extending. to points
in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Ne-
braska, Missourl, Arkansas, Colorado,
California, New York, Louisians, South
Dakota, and the District of Columbia.

HEARING: June 2, 1958, at the Fed-
eral Office Bullding, Fifth and Court
Avenues, Des Moines, Iowa, before Ex«
aminer Allen W. Hagerty.

APPLICATIONS IN WaHIcH HANDLING WiTH-
ouT ORAL HEARING IS REQUESTED

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 29886 (Sub No. 115) filed April
.0, 1958. Applicant: DALLAS & MAVIS
FORWARDING CO., INC, 4000 West
Sample Street, South Bend, Ind. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Charles Pieroni, 523
Johnson Building, Munice, Ind. Auth-
ority sought to operate as a common car=
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
youtes, transporting: Freight carrying
trailers, trailer and truck bodies, dollies
with and without bodies, set up or
knocked down, from the site of the plant
of Willys Motor, Inc., in Toledo, Ohio, to
points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Jowa, Idaho, Maine, Maryland, Minne-
sota, Montana, New Hampshire, Nevada,
North Dakota, New Mexico, Nebraska;
Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Virginia,
Vermont, Washington, West, Virginia,
and Wyoming. Applicant Is authorized
to conduct operations throughout the
United States.

No. MC 30319 (Sub No. 93), filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: SOUTHERN PA-
CIFIC TRANSPORT COMPANY, 810
North San Jacinto Street, P, O, Box. 4054,
Houston, Tex. Applicant's attorney:
Edwin-N. Bell, Esperson Bullding, Hous-
ton 2, Tex. Authority sought to operate
as & common. carrier, by motor vehicle,
over a regular route, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities, except those of unusual
value, Class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, between Oak Hill
Tex,, and Llano, Tex., from. Oak Hill
over Texas Highway 71 to junction of
U. S. Highway 281, thence over U. 8.
Highway 281 to Marble Falls, thence
return over U. S. Highway 281 to junection,
of Texas Highway 71, thence over Texas
Highway T1 to Llano, and return over the
same route, serving no. intermediate

NOTICES

points, as-an alternate route for operat-
ing convenience only. Applicant is au=-
thorized to conduct operations:in Texas.

Nore: Dual operations or comimon controt
may be invoived. Applicant’ states that it
does not seek to serve any intermediate points
between Oak Hill and Llano, except Marble
Palls, which point it is presently authorized
to serve in connection with its regular route
operations.

No. MC 61403 (Sub No. 28), filed April

3 Applicant: ROBINSON
TRANSFER MOTOR LINES; INC., Wil-
cox Drive, Kingsport, Tenn. Authority
sought to operate as & Common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Nitric acid, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from. Mineral Springs, Ala., to
points in Tennessee on and east of U. 8
Highweay:431. Applicantis authorized to
conduct operations in Tennessee, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, West
Virginia, Georgia, Kentucky, Indiana,
fllinois, Louisiana, Mississippi, New
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont, Ar-
kansas, Ohio, District of Columbia,
Florida, Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey,
Maryland; New York, Delaware; Pennsyl-
vania, Alabama, Texas, Connecticut,
Maine, Massachusetts, Minnesota, and
Wiseconsin.

No. MC 102608 (Sub No. 11),
March 31, 1958. Applicant: BURLING-
TON-CHICAGO CARTAGE, INC., 604
Tremont Street, Kewanee, IIl.  Authority
sought to. operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, transporting: General
commodities; except those of unusual
value, Class A and.B. explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in. bulk, and those requir-
ing special equipment, serving the new
plant-site loeation. of the Caterpillar
Tractor Co., located on Illinois Highway
29, approximately six and one-half (612)
miles north of Peoria, Ill. (north of Moss-
ville, I11.), and south of Chillicothe, Ill.,
as an off-route point in connection with
applicant’s. authorized. regular route
operations. Applicant is authorized to
conduet operations in Illinois, Iowa, and
Nebraska.

No. MC 114004 (Sub No. 18), (Amend-
ment) published issue of April 2, 1958, at
Page 2165, filed March 14, 1958. Appli.
cant: ARKANSAS TRUCKING CO,
INC., P. O. Box 1715, 8828 New Benton
Highway, Little Rock, Ark.. Applicant’s
attorney: Ed. E. Ashbaugh, 902 Wallace
Building, Little: Rock, Ark. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes;
transporting: Prefabricated buildings,
knocked down, from Camden, Ark., and
points within 25 miles thereof to points
in the United States ineluding District
of Columbia and damaged or rejused
panels and material, and materials used
in said buildings-on return. Applicant is
authorized. to conduct operations
throughout the United States,

Noret Verified statoments filed-1n support
of the application indloate a need for service
in the transportation of pauels, prefabricated
pulldings, and pannelied homes.

No. MC 114194 (Sub No. 8}, filed-April
10, 1958. Applicant: KREIDER TRUCK
SERVICE, INC., 8003 Coliinsville: Road,
East St. Louls; Ill. Authority sought to
operate as a common: carrier, by motor

vehiele, over irregular routes; transport«
ing: Used wooden: pallets, skids, bozes,
and. wood sawdust, chips, and shavings,
packaged and in bulk; from St. Louis,
Mo., and Collinsville, Ili., to points in
Ilinois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wis-
consin, Missouri, Iowa; and Minnesota,
and empty containers or other such
incidental facilities (not specified) used
in transporting the commodities speci-
fied in this application. on return. Ap-
plicant is authorized: to- conduct opera«
tions in Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Ohilo,
and Tennessee.

No, MC 114958 (Sub No. 1) filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: GEORGE H
BROWN, doing business as OCEANWAY
TRANSPORT, P. O. Box 747, Route No.
1, Florence, Oreg. Applicant's-attorney:
Earle V. White, 1401 Northwest 18th
Avenue, Portland 9, Oreg. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Lumber, from points in
those portions of Lincoln, Lane, and
Douglas Counties, Oreg., located west of
a line running north and south through
the post. office site at' Greenleaf, Oreg,
to points on Coos Bay, Oreg. Applicant
is authorized to transport lumber In

Oregon.

No. MC 115380 (Sub No. 1), filed April
11, 1958, Applicant: JOHN W, BOL-
TON, 35 Aronld Street, Westfleld, Mass,
Applicant’s attorney: Arthur M. Mar-
shall, 145 State Street, Springfield 3,
Mass. Authority sought to operate 85
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular vroutes, transporting
Liquefied petroleum gases, in contalners,
and equipment and supplies required for
the installation of appliances using
liquefied petroleum gases, from West+
field, Mass., to Bristol, Thomaston, and
Wallingford, Conn., Bellows Falls and
Norwich, Vt. and empty. steel containers
used in transporting liquefied petroleum
gases on return. Applicant is author
ized to conduct operations in Massachus
setts and New York.

No. MC 115904 (Sub No. 2), filed April
14, 1958. Applicant: LOUIS GROVER,
Route 5, West Broadway, Idaho Falls
Idaho. Authority sought to operaie s
a commaon carrier, by motor vehicle, Over
{rregular routes, transporting: (1) As-
phalt, roofing materials or tar in cons
tainers, from the site of the Flant of
Husky Refining Co., approximately 4
milés north of Cody, Wyo., to points i
Idaho south and: east of the Salmon
River: (2) Pumice, cinder or cement
building blocks; from points in. Bonne
ville County, Idaho to points in Montansd
and Wyoming, except points in Teton
County, Wyo. Applicant is authorized
to conduct operations in Montana, I
and Utah.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 3647, (Sub-No: 285, filed April
22, 1958, Applicant: PUBLIC SERVI
COORDINATED TRANSPORT, & C0F"
poration, 180 Boyden: Avenue, MOpiE:
wood, N. J. Applicant’s attorney: Ri¢
ard’ . Law Department, o
Boyden Avenue, Maplewood, N. J-
thority: sought:to operate as & common
carrier; by motoy: vehicle; over wd
routes, transporting: Passengers ©
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their bagpage in the same vehicle with

ngers, in round-trip special opera-
tions during the racing seasons, (1) be-
ginning and ending at Paterson, Clifton
and Passafe, N, J., and extending to
Agueduct Race Track, New York, N. Y.,
Belmont Race Track, Elmont, N. Y,
Jamalca Race Track, New York, N, Y,
Roosevelt Raceway, Westbury, N. Y.,
pelaware Park Race Track, Stanton,
pel, Pimlico Race Track, Baltimore, Md.,
Laurel Race Track, Laurel, Md., and
Bowie Race Track, Bowie, Md,, and (2)
beginning and ending at Clifton and
Passale, N. J., and extending to the
Yonkers Raceway, Yonkers, N. ¥. Appli-
cant Is authorized to conduct operations
in Delaware, Connecticut, Maryland,
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island, Vermont, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Vihrginia, and the
District of Columbia,

PETITION

No. MC 116365, APPLICANT'S PETI-
TION dated February 25, 1958 FOR RE-
OPENING, RECONSIDERATION AND
MODIFICATION OF CERTIFICATE,
DEPENDABLE FREIGHT LINES, INC.
OF BURLINGTON, 4501 North Howard
Street, Philadelphia 40, Pa. Applicant's
representative: Jacob Polin, P. O, Box
37, Bala-Cynwyd, Pa. Petitioner re-
quests waiver of Rule 101 (e) of the Com-
mission's general rules of practice and
permission 1o flle petition for modifica-
tion of its certificate No, MC 116365 dated
February 14, 1958, Petitioner is the
eighth successor-in-interest to the orig-
mal “grandfather” applicant, Flavio
Vannozi (deceased) in No, MC 41134 who
Was granted a certificate dated July 29,
I¥1 authorizing the transportation of
feneral commodities except household
£00ds as defined by the Commission,
dangerqm explosives and other danger-
Ous articles, ete, Petitioner states that
the exceptions were modified, as set forth
fn‘lhe general commodity authority con-
wined In Vannozi's application; that a
fmup of exceptions was adopted beyond
the scope of the application and contrary
¥ proof submitted. Petitioner contends
it the general commodity description
A the “grandfather* application ex-
tepled “explosives” but by not lsting
other dangerous artieles” Vannoz held

self out to transport any dangerous
irticle not of an explosive nature,
% erefore, petitioner requests leave to
€ the Instant petition, and seeks to
“n?‘_ﬂf)‘ the general commodity rights in-
Yoived herein by excluding the phrase
and other dangerous articles” from the
exeeptions thereto,

No. MC 103362 (Sub No. 4), SUPPLE-
RYERS Apmlcam.: SUPERIOR CAR-
ey h}A\'C.. Berkshire Valley Road,
g €W Jersey. Applicant’s attor-
o John T, Hildemann, P. O, Box 457,
mmdbr?d;e. New Jersey. Carrier filed
me'IF'Dhcauon, under section 212 (¢) of

Dierstate Commerce Act, for a de-

o tion of its status pertaining to
M::“ carrier authority issued on or
1958 m‘\“mwt 22, 1957, On April 10,
k ® carrier requested dismissal of
Y ?hmioﬂ. and an order was en-
R April 21, 1958, effective June 4,
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1958, dismissing the application and dis-
continuing the proceeding.

APPLICATION YOR CERTIFICATES OR Prmre
MITs WaICH ARE To BE PROCESSED CON-
CURRENTLY WITH APPLICATIONS UNDER
SectioN 5, GOVERNED BY SPECIAL RULE
1.240 10 THE EXTENT APPLICABLE

MOTOR CARRIER OF PROPERTY

No. MC 98404 (Sub No. 3), filed April
22, 1958. Applicant: JAMES C. COPE,
doing business as COPE TRUCKING
COMPANY, 53 Garfield Street, Asheville,
N. C. Applicant’s attorney: Francis W,
MecInerny, 1625 K Street NW,, Washing-
ton 6, D. C. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities, except those of un-
usual value, Class A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment, between
points in North Carolina as follows:
(1) From Murphy over U, S, Highway 19
to Asheville, serving Murphy, Andrews,
Topton, Bryson City, Cherokee, Maggie,
Waynesville, Lake Junaluska, Clyde,
Canton, Enka, and Asheville; (2) from
Cherokee to the North Carolina-
Tennessee State line over N. C. Highway
107; (3) from Lauada to Franklin over
N. C. Highway 28; (4) from Lake Juna-
luska over U. S. Highway 23 and 19-A to
Waynesville, Hazelwood, Sylva, Dills-
boro, and Franklin; (5) from Sylva to
Whittier via U. 8. Highway 18-A, includ-
ing Dillsboro and Ela; (6) from Franklin
over U. S. Highway 64 to Hayesyille and
Murphy; (7) from Topton over U. 8.
Highway 129 to Robbinsville and Tapoco
and the North Carolina-Tennessee State
line, and over an unnumbered highway
to Fontana Village; (8) from Bryson
City over U. 8. Highway 19 to Lauada;
thence over U, S. Highway 19 to junction
with N.C.Highway 28 leading to Stecoah,
thence over N, C, Highway 28 to Stecoah,
thence over unnumbered paved highway
to Fontana Village; and return, serving
all intermediate points; (9) from Ashe-
ville over U, S, Highway 23 via Weaver-
ville, Stocksville, and Swiss to Ramsay-
town; from intersection of U. S. Highway
23 and N. C. Highway 36-A southeast of
Mars Hill, over N, C. Highway 36-A, to
Mars Hill; thence northeast over N. C.
Highway 213 to the intersection of U. S.
Highway 23; (10) from the intersection
of U. 8. Highway 23 and U. 8. Highway
19-E over U. S. Highway 19-E via Burns-
ville, Micaville, Spruce Pine, Ingalls,
Plumtree, and Cranberry to Elk Park;
from Burnsville over N. C. Highway 197
to Pensacola; from Micaville over N, C,
Highway 80 to Celo; (11) from the inter-
seclion of U. 8. Highway 19-E and N. C.
Highway 197, west of Burnsville, over
N. C. Highway 197 via Day Book and
Green Mountain to Red Hill; thence over
N. C. Highway 26 via Bakersville and
Spruce Pine to the intersection of N. C.
Highway 26-A, thence over N. C. High-
way 26-A to Little Switzerland; from
Day Book over an unnumbered road to
Ramsaytown on U, 8. Hichway 23; (12)
from Ingalls over N. C. Highway 194 via
Crossnore, Newland, and Banner Elk to
Vilas, thence over U, S. Highway 421 to
Boone; thence over U, 8. Highways 321
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and 221 to Blowing Rock; from Newland
over N. C, Highway 181 to Linville, thence
over U, 8. Highway 221 via Pineola to the
Junction of N. C. Highway 194. -

OFF-ROUTE OPERATION from N. C.
Highway 194 over N. C. Highway 26 to
Sevier to Woodlawn over U. S. Highway
221 and from Woodlawn over U, S. High~
way 221 north by Ashford to the inter-
section of U. 8. Highway 221 and N. C.
Highway 194; (13) from Marshall to
Hot Springs via Walnut, on and over
U. 8. Highway 25-70, serving Barnard
as an off-route point; (14) from Ashe-
ville to Marshall over U. S, Highways 25
and 70 via Alexander, and alternate
route from Asheville to Marshall over
N. C. Highway 181 via Woodfin and Elk
Mountain to junction with U, 8, High-
ways 25 and 70 one mile south of Alex-
ander, thence U, 8. Highway 25 and 70
to Marshall; (15) from Morganton to
Newland over N. C. Highway 181, From
Morganton to Marion over U, S. High-
way 70; (18) from Marion to Pineola
over U. 8. Highway 221, From Wood-
lawn to the N. C.-Tenn. State line over .
N. C. Highway 26. From the intersec«
tion of N. C, Highwa¥ 26 and N. C: High-
way 80 over N. C. Highway 80 to its inter-
section with U. 8. Highway 19-E; (17)
from the N. C.-Tenn, State line to the
N. C.-Tenn. State line, viz: From the
N. C.-Tenn. State line at a point 15 miles
south of Erwin, Tenn., over U. S. High=-
way 10-W to King River, thence over
U. 8. Highway 19-E to the N. C.-Tenn.
State line at a point 3 miles northwest
of Elk Park. From Pensacola to Red
Hill over N. C. Highway 197; (18) from
Ingalls to Banner Elk over N, C. High-
way 194. Heturn over the same routes
serving all intermediate points; (19) be-
tween Waynesville, N. C,, and Cruso,
N. C., over U, S. Highway 276 serving all
intermediate points; and between Can-
ton, N. C,, and intersection N. C. High-
way 110 and U. 8, Highway 276, over
N. C. Highway 110, serving all interme-
diate points, and return over the same
routes.

IRREGULAR ROUTES: Between
points within 50 miles of Asheville, N. C.,
including Asheville, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in North Carolina
on and west of U. S, Highway 1; caustic
soda, from points within a 50-mile radius
of Asheville, N. C,, including Asheville,
to Plymouth, New Bern, and Fayette-
ville, N. C, :

Nore: By this application, directly related
to No, MC-F 6801, published this issue, ap=-
plicant seeks a Certificate of Public Convene
lence and Necessity authorizing continuance
of Interstate operations conducted wunder
the second proviso of section 206 (a) (1) of
the Interstate Commerce Act, in leu of
Intrastate certificate on file with this
Commission.

APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 5 AND
210a (b)

The following applications are gove
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission’s special rules governing notice
of filing of applications by motor carrier
of property or passengers under section
65 (a) and 210a (b) of the Interstate
Commerce Act and certain other pro-
cedural matters with respect thereto
(49 CFR 1.240).
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MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC-F 6890. Authority sought for
purchase by SANDERS TRUCK LINE,
INC., 301 Forster, Farmington, Mo., of
the operating rights of C. D, BENTON
AND L. G. BENTON, (C. D. BENTON,
EXECUTOR), doing business as SAN-
DERS TRUCK LINES, 301 Forster,
Farmington, Mo., and for acquisition by
C. D. BENTON AND L. G. BENTON
(C. D. BENTON, EXECUTOR), also of
Farmington, of control of such rights
through the purchase, Applicants' at-
torney: J. Richard Roberts, Farmers
Bank Building, Farmington, Mo. Oper-
ating rights sought to be transferred:
General commodities, with certain ex-
ceptions including household goods and
commodities in bulk, as a common car-
rier over regular routes between Frede-
ricktown, Mo., and East St. Louis, 111,
gerving certain intermediate and off-
route points: livestock, from Farming-
ton, Mo., to East, St. Louis, Ill, serving
no intermediate points., Vendee holds
no authority from this Commission, but
is affiliated with UNITED VAN LINES,
INC,, of St. Louis, Mo,, which is author-
ized to operate as a common carrier in
gll States in the United States and the
District of Columbia. Application has
not been filed for temporary authority
under section 210a (b),

No. MC-F 6891. Authority sought for
purchase by JAMES C. COPE, doing
business as COPE TRUCKING COM-
PANY, Bryson City, N. C,, of the operat-
ing rights and property of R. FRANK
BUCKNER, doing business as BUCKNER
TRANSFER COMPANY, 33 Garfield
Street, Asheville, N. C. Applicants' at-
torney: Albert Edward May, 1625 K
Street NW., Washington 6, D. C. Op-
erating rights sought to be transferred:
General commodities, with certain ex-
ceptions including household goods and
commodities in bulk, as a common car-
rier over regular routes between Ashe-
ville, N. C., and Ramsaytown, N. C., be~
tween Marshall, N, C., and junction
North Carolina Highway 213 and U. 8.
Highway 23, between Elk Park, N. C,
and junction U. S. Highways 19 (form-
erly U. S. Highway 23) and 19E, between
Red Hill, N, C., and Pensacola, N. C., be-
tween Micaville, N. C,, and Celo, N. C,,
between Red Hill, N, C., and Little Swit-
zerland, N. C., between Ramsaytown,
N. C., and Day Book, N. C., between In-
galls, N. C., and Vilas, N. C., between
Zionville, N. C,, and Deep Gap, N. C., be-
tween Newland, N. C., and Pineola, N. C,,
and between Burnsville, N. C., and John-
son City, Tenn., serving all intermediate
points. Vendee is authorized to operate
#s a common carrier in the State of
North Carolina under the Second Pro-
viso of section 206 (a) (1) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act. Application has
been filed for temporary authority under
section 210a (b).

Norz: No. MC 98404 Sub 3 Is a matter di-
rectly related,
By the Commission.
[sEAL] Harorp D. McCovy,
Secretary.

|F. R. Doo. 58-3186; Filed, Apr, 29, 1058;
8:46n.m.)

NOTICES

[Notice 23]

MoToR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE
DEVIATION NOTICES

APRIL 25, 1958.

The following letter-notices of pro-
posals to operate over deviation routes
for operating convenience only with no
service at intermediate points have been
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com=
mission, under the Commission’s Devia=
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1
(¢) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter-
ested persons is hereby given as provided
in such rules (49 CFR 211.1 (d) (4)).

Protests against the use of any pro-
posed deviation route herein described
may be filed with the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in the manner and
form provided in such rules (49 CFR
211.1 (e)) at any time but will not op-
erate to stay commencement of the pro-
posed operation unless filed within 30
days from the date of publication.

Successively flled letter-notices of the
same carrier under the Commission’s
Deviation Rules Revised, 1957, will be
numbered consecutively for convenience
in identification and protests if any
should refer to such letter-notices by
number.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC-3598 (Deviation No. 2),
WOOSTER EXPRESS, INC,, 2039 Main
Street, Hartford, Conn,, filed April 16,
1958. Attorney for said carrier, Louis
B. Warren, 410 Asylum Street, Hartford
3, Conn. Carrier proposes to operate as
a common carrier by motor vehicle of
general commodities, with certain excep-
tions, over a deviation route, between the
Eastern Terminus of the Massachusetts
Turnpike at or near Weston, Mass,
(Interchange No, 14) and Interchange
No. 3 of the said Turnpike in the Town
of Westfield, Mass,, as follows: From the
Eastern Terminus of the Massachusetts
Turnpike over the Massachusetts Turn-
pike and access routes to Interchange
No. 3 of the said Turnpike and return
over the same route, for operating con-
venience only, sérving no intermediate
points. The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port the same commodities over the fol-
jowing pertinent routes: From North-
ampton, Mass., over U. S, Highway 5 to
New Haven, Conn, thence over U. S,
Highway 1 to Newark, N, J.; from North-
ampton over U. S. Highway 5 to Spring-
fleld, Mass,, thence over Alternate U, 8,
Highway 5 to Hartford, Conn., thence
over Connecticut Highway 8 to Middle-
town, Conn,, thence over Connecticut
Highway 15 to New Haven, Conn,, and
thence over U, 8. Highway 1 to Newark;
from Northampton to Hartford as speci-
fied above, thence over U, S, Highway 6
to Thomaston, Conn., thence over Con-
necticut Highway 8 to Stratford, Conn,,
and thence over U. S. Highway 1 to
Newark: from Southbridge, Mass,, over
Massachusetts Highway 131 to Stur-
bridge, Mass.,, thence over Massachu-
setts Highway 15 to the Massachusetts«
Connecticut State line, and thence over
Connecticut Highway 15 to Hartford,
Conn.; from Boston, Mass, over U, 8.
Highway 20 to Springfield, Mass.; from

Northampton over Massachusetis High«
way 10 to the Massachusetts-Connecticut
State line, thence over Connecticut
Highway 10 to New Haven; from Boston
over U. S. Highway 20 to junction Mas-
sachusetts Highway 9, thence over Mas-
sachusetts Highway 9 to Northampton;
and from Boston over U. S. Highway
20 to Marlboro, Mass., thence over Mas-
sachusetts Highway 85 to junction Mas.
sachusetts Highway 16 at a point
approximately two miles east of Milford,
Mass., thence over Massachusetts High-
way 16 to Douglas, Mass,, thence over
unnumbered highway to junction Mas.
sachusetts Highway 197 at a point ap-
proximately two miles northeast of
Webster, Mass,, thence over Massachu-
setts Highway 197 to junction Mnssa-
chusetts Highway 131, and thence over
Massachusetts Highway 131 to South-
bridge, Mass.; and return over the same
routes,

No. MC-3598 (Deviation No. 3,
WOOSTER EXPRESS, INC,, 2039 Maln
Street, Hartford, Conn., filed April 21,
1958. Attorney for sald carrier, Louls B.
Warren, 410 Asylum Street, Hartford 3,
Conn. Carrler proposes to operale asa
common carrier by motor vehicle of
general commodities, with certain excep-
tions, over a deviation route, belwem
Boston, Mass., and the junction of U.S,
Highway 20 and Massachusetls Highway
9 east of Worcester, Mass,, as follows:
From Boston over Massachusetts High
way 9 to Junction U, 8. Highway 20
and return over the same route, for op-
erating convenience only, serving ne
intermediate points. The notice indi-
cates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport the same commodis
ties over the following pertinent roules:
From Boston, Mass., over U. S. Highwa!
20 to Springfield, Mass.; and from Boston
over U. S. Highway 20 to junction Mas-
sachusetts Highway 9, thence over Mas
sachusetts Highway 9 to Northampton,
Mass.; and return over the same routés.

No. MC-9876 (Deviation No. 2), THE
NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION CON-
PANY, 251 State Street, Extensiod
Bridgeport 5, Conn., filed April 17, 1658
Carrier proposes to operate as a com mon
carrier by motor vehicle of general com
modities, with certain exceptions, 0ver 8
deviation route between the Easterd
Terminus of the Massachusetts Tur®
pike at Weston, Mass., and East Lee,
Mass., as follows: From the Buastern
Terminus of the Massachusetts Turs
pike over the Massachusetts Turnpie
and access routes to East Lee, and
turn over the same route, for operalié
convenience only, serving no intermedi=
ate points. The notice indicates that the
carrier. is presently authorized 1o mm-‘;‘
port the same commodities over the fo:
lowing pertinent routes: from Sprife
field, Mass., over U. 8, Highway 20
Albany, N. Y., thence over New Yo
Highway 5 to Schenectady. N. Y.; F s
Greenfield, Mass., over Massachlk‘.‘gh,
Highway 2 to junction unnumbered bi
way (formerly Massachuset! -
2) near Westminister, Mass. muou
over unnumbered highway to JUDCC.
Massachusetts Highway 31 (0rB0
Massachusetts Highway 2), thence o'
Massachusetts Highway 31 to Fitehow
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Muss, thence over Massachusetts High-
wiy 2A (formerly Massachusetts High-
way 20 to Junction Massachusetts
Highway 2 near East Acton, Mass,, thence
over Massachusetts Highway 2 to Boston,
Mass.; and return over the same routes.

No, MC-9876 (Deviation No, 3), THE
NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, 251 State Street, Extension,
Bridgeport 5, Conn., filed Apml 17, 1958.
Carrier proposes to operate as a common
carrier by motor vehicle of general com-
modities, with certain exceptions, over a
deviation route, between the Eastern
Terminus of the Trenton Freeway in
Trenton, N. J., and the Western Terminus
of said Freeway in Morrisville, Pa., as
follows: From the Eastern Terminus of
the Trenton Freeway over the Trenton
Preeway to the Western Terminus, and
return over the same route, for operat-
ing convenience only, serving no inter-
mediate points, The notice indicates
thst the carrier is presently authorized
to transport the same commodities over
the following pertinent routes: From
New Freedom, Pa., over Pennsylvania
Highway 516 to junction U, 8. Highway
111, thence over U. S, Highway 111 to
York, Pa., thence over U. 8. Highway
0 1o Philadelphia, Pa., and thence over
U. 8. Highway 1 to junction U. S. High-
way 9; and from junction Pennsylvania
Highway 516 and U. S. Highway 111 over
U. 8. Highway 111 to Baltimore, Md.,
thence over U. 8. Highway 40 to New
Castle, Del., thence by ferry across the
Delaware River to Pennsville, N, J.,
thence over U, S. Highway 130 to junc-
Hon U, 8. Highway 1 thence over U. S.
Highway 1 to junction U, S. Highway 8;
and return over the same routes.

No. MC-40858 (Deviation No. 1), THE
SILVER FLEET MOTOR EXPRESS,
INC, 216 Pear] Street, Louisville 3, Ky.,
fled April 17, 1958, Carrier proposes to
bperate as a common earrier by motor
yehicle of general commodities, with cer-
fin exceptions, over a deviation route
between Nashville, Tenn., and Birming-

m, Ala, ss follows: From Nashville
Jer U. S, Highway 31A to Lewisburg,
Tenn., thence over U. 8. Highway 431
% Payetleville, Tenn,, thence over U. S.
Highway 231 to junction Alabama High-
WY 79 near Cleveland, Ala., thence over

bama Highway 79 to Birmingham,
and return over the snme route, for oper-
# convenience only, serving no in-
that e‘t)ilnu-' p.o‘lma. The notice indicates
bt lf c.fxr.er is presently authorized
Tansport the same commoditics be-
L"N’ﬂ Nashville, Tenn., and Birming-

ﬁ:\. Ala, over U. S. Highway 31.

U% MC-74721 (Deviation No. 2,
ke SLOrR CARGO, INC., 1540 West Mar-

eet, Akron 13, Ohio, filed April 21,
Commo &rrier proposes to operate as a
general oo 2TTieT by motor vehicle of
tiom ol commodities, with certain excep-
m;“‘f‘” two deviation routes, (A) be-
unnum{;?:é‘? U. S. Highway- 66 and
my lghway (approximately 4

168 south of
Mnction U, g mvgt}x‘vlwt:yaw' R

.8 Highway g6 and
. unnumbered high-
"AY over U, 8. Highway 66 to Junc!tglon
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Illinois Highway 4; and (B) between
junction U. S. Highway 68 and Ilinois
Highway 4 (approximately 2 miles north
of Hamel, 111.), and St. Louis, Mo., as
follows: From Junction U, S. Highway
66 and Tllinois Highway 4 over U. S.
Highway 66 to St. Louls, Mo.; and return
over the same routes, for operating con-
venience only, serving no intermediate
points, The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port the same commodities between St,
Louis, Mo., and Onarga, Ill, over the
following pertinent route: From St.
Louis over City U. 8. Highway 66 to
Junction U, S. Highway 66, thence over
U. S. Highway 66 t0 junction Ilinois
Highway 4, approximately two miles
north of Hamel, 111, thence over Ilinois
Highway 4 to Staunton, Ill., thence over
unnumbered highway to junction U. S.
Highway 66, south of Mount Olive, I,
thence over U. S, Highway 66 to junction
Illinois Highway 48, thence over Illinois
Highway 48 to Fullerton, Ill., and thence
over U. S. Highway 54 to Onarga.

No. MC-76032 (Deviation No. 2},
NAVAJO FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1205
South Platte River Drive, Denver 23,
Colo,, filed April 18, 1958. Carrier pro-
poses to operate as a common carrier
by motor vehicle of general commodities,
with certain exceptions, over a deviation
route, between Chicago, I11., and South
Bend, Ind., as follows: From Chicago
over Indiana East-West Toll Road using
all Interchange points to and from said
Toll Road within the Chicago Commer-
cial Zone as defined by this Commission,
to the point of interchange with U. S.
Highway 31, thence over U. 8. Highway
31 to South Bend and return over the
same route, for operating convenience
only, serving no intermediate points,
The notice indicates that the carrier is
presently authorized to transport the
same commodities between Chicago, 111.,
and South Bend, Ind., over the following
pertinent routes: from Chicago over U. 8.
Highway 41 fo junction U. S, Highway
30, thence over U. S. Highway 30 to
Valparaiso, Ind., thence over Indiana
Highway 2 to South Bend (also from
Chicago over U. 8. Highway 20 to Elk-
hart, Ind.).

No. MC-105225 (Deviation No. 2),
SERVICE, INCORPORATED, 617
Waughtown Street, P, O. Box 213, Win-
ston-Salem, N, C., filed April 21, 1958,
Carrier proposes to operate as a common
carrier by motor vehicle of general com-~
maodities, with certain exceptions, over a
deviation route, between Strasburg, Va.,
and junction U, 8. Highway 340 and Vir-
ginia Highway 277, as follows: From
Strasburg over Virginia Highway 55 to
junetion U. S. Highway 340, thence over
U. S. Highway 340 to junction Virginia
Highway 277 and return over the same
route, for operating convenience only,
serving no Intermediate points. The
notice indicates that the carrier is pres-
ently authorized to transport the same
commodities between Strasburg, Va., and
junction Virginia Highway 277 and
U. S. Highway 50 near Boyce, Va., over
the following pertinent route: from
Strasburg over U. S. Highway 11 to junc-
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tion Virginia Highway 277 at Stephens
City, Va., thence over Virginia Highway
277 to junction U. S, Highway 50.

. No. MC-106977 (Deviation No. 2),
T. 8. C. MOTOR FREIGHT LINES,
INC., 400. Pinckney Street, P. O. Box
2625, Houston 1, Tex., filed April 22, 1958.
Carrier proposes to operate as a common
carrier by motor vehicle of general com-
modities, with certain exceptions, over
a deviation route, between Houston, Tex.,
and Virginia Point, Tex., as follows:
From Houston over U, 8. Highway 75 to
Virginia Point and returngpver the same
route, for operating convenlence only,
serving no intermediate points. The
notice indicates that the carrier is pres-
ently authorized to transport the same
commodities between Houston, Tex., and
Virginia Point, Tex., over Texas High-
way 3.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC-13300 (Deviation No, 2),
CAROLINA COACH COMPANY, 1201
South Blount Street, P. O. Box 1591,
Raleigh, N. C,, filed April 18, 1958. At~
torney for said carrier, Robert E. Quirk,
Investment Building, Washington 5,
D. C. Carrier proposes to operate as a
common carrier by motor vehicle of pas-
sengers, over a deviation route, between
Richmond, Va., and Petersburg, Va., as
follows: from Richmond over the new
Richmond-Petersburg Turnpike and ac¢-
cess routes to Petersburg and return over
the same route, for operating conveni-
ence only, serving no intermediate
points. The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port passengers between Richmond, Va.,
and Petersburg, Va., over combined U. S.
Highways 1 and 301.

No. MC-13300 (Deviation No. 3), CAR-
OLINA COACH COMPANY, P. O. Box
1591, Raleigh, N, C,, filed April 21, 1958,
Attorney for said carrier, Robert E.
Quirk, Investment Building, Washing-
ton 5, D. C. Carrier proposes to operate
as a common carrier by motor vehicle
of passengers over a deviation route, be-
tween Petersburg, Va., and junction U. 8.
Highways 1 and 401 approximately 6
miles north of Raleigh, N. C., as follows:
From Petersburg over U. 8. Highway 1
to its junction with U. S. Highway 401
and return over the same route, for oper-
ating convenience only, serving no inter-
mediate points, The notice indicates
that the carrier i{s presently authorized
to transport passengers between Peters-
burg, Va., and the junction of U. S.
Highways 1 and 401 approximately 6
miles north of Raleigh, N. C,, over the
following pertinent route: From Peters-
burg, over U. 8. Highwey 301 to Pleasant
Hill, N, C,, thence over North Carolina
Highway 48 to Brinkleyville, . N. C.,
thence over North Carolina Highway
561 to Louisburg, N. C,, thence over U, 8.
Highway 401 to its junction with U, S,
Highway 1.

By the Commission.

[sEaL) HaroLp D. McCoy,
Secretary.

[F. R. Doc. 58-3187; Filed, Apr, 29, 1058;
8:47 &, m.)
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FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR RELIEF

APRIL 25, 1958.
Protests to the granting of an appli-
eation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac-
tice (49 CPR 140) and filed within 15
days from the date of publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL

FSA No, 34625: Anti-knock com-
pound—Dowling, Tex., to Illinois points,
Piled by Southwestern Freight Bureau,
Agent (SWFB-No. B7265), for interested
rail carriers. Rates on motor fuel anti-
knock compound, carloads from Dowling,
Tex., to Lemont and Lockport, Il

Grounds for relief: Market competi-
tion with Baton Rouge, La.

Tariff: Supplement 454 to Southwest-
ern Freight Bureau tariff I, C. C. 4139,

FSA No. 34626: Cement and related
articles—El Paso, Tex., to New Mexico,
Piled by Southwestern Freight Bureau,
Agent (SWFB No. B-7264), for inter-
ested rail carriers. Rates on cement and
related articles, carloads, as described
in the application from El Paso, Tex., to
specified points in New Mexico,

Grounds for relief: Truck competition.

Tariff: Supplement 30 to Southwest-
ern Freight Bureau, Agent, tarift L. C. C.
4186,

FSA No, 34627: Caustic soda—Plague~-
mine, La., to Tennessee points. Filed by
Southwestern Freight Bureau, Agent
(SWFB No. B-7271), for interested rail
carriers. Rates on caustic soda, in solu-
tion, tank-car loads from Plaquemine,
La., to Boyce, Calhoun, Chattanoogsa,
Lowland, and North Chattanooga, Tenn.

Grounds for relief: Market competi-
tion with Baton Rouge, La.

Tariff: Supplement 300 to Southwest-
ern Frelght Bureau, Agent, tariff I. C. C.
4087,

FSA No. 34628: Fertilizer and mate-
rials from and to points in southern ter-
ritory. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent
(SFA No. A3650), for Interested rail
carriers. Rates on fertilizers and fer-
tilizer materials, liquid, as described in
the application, tank-car loads (a) be-
tween points in southern territory, also
between points in southern territory, on
the one hand, and Ohio and Mississippi
River crossings and related points, and
points in Virginia and West Virginia, on
the other, and (b) from South Points,
Ohio, to points in southern territory.

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance
formula, grouping, and maintenance of
rates including relief line arbitraries,

Tariffs: Supplement 51 to Southern
Freight Association, Agent, tariff, I. C. C.
1267. Supplement 120 to Southern
Freight Association, Agent, tariff, I, C. C.
1510,

FSA No. 34629: Fertilizer and ma-
terials—South Point, Ohio, to southern
points. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent
(SFA No. A-3651), for interested rail
carriers. Rates on fertilizers and ferti-
lizer materials, carloads from South
Point, Ohilo, to specified points in Ken-
tucky, North Carolina, Tennessee and
Virginia.

NOTICES

Grounds for relief: Short-line distance
formula and grouping.

Tariff: Supplement 120 to Southern
Freight Association, Agent, tariff L C. C,
1510.

FSA No. 34630: Rubber between points
in official territory. Filed by O. E.
Schultz, Agent (ER No. 2435), for inter-
ested rail carriers. Rates on rubber
(artificial, guale, natural, neoprene or
synthetie), reclaimed, carloads, as de-
seribed in the application between points
in official territory, on the one hand, and
points on the Chicago, Burlington and
Quincy Railroad Company in Illinols
territory, on the other.

Grounds for rellef: Short-line distance
formula and grouping.

Tariff: Supplement 71 to Traffic Ex-
ecoutive Association—Eastern Rallroads,
Agent, tariff I, C. C. A-1059.

FSA No. 34631: Bituminous fine coal to
Rock Rapids, Iowa. Flled by R. G.
Raasch, Agent (I. F'. A. No. 2), for inter-
ested rail carriers. Rates on bituminous
fine coal, carloads from Mines in Illinois,
Indiana, and western Kentucky to Rock
Rapids, Towa.

Grounds for relief: Gas competition,

Tariffs: Supplement 2 to Illinols
Freight Association, Agent, tariff I. C. C,
890: supplement 16 to Southern Freight
Association, Agent, tariff I. C. C. 1603,
and supplements to individual lines
tariffs listed in the application.

FSA No. 34632: Vegetables from Ala-
bama, Louisiana and Mississippi points.
Filed by O. W. South, Jr,, Agent (SFA
No. A3652), for interested rail carriers.
Rates on vegetables, fresh or green (not
cold-packed nor frozen), straight or
mixed carloads from specified base points
in Alabama, Louisiana (east of the Mis-
sissippi River), and Mississippi, and
points grouped with and teking base
point rates to specified points in southern
territory.

- Grounds for relief: Rate relationship
formula, grouping, and competition with
motor trucks.

Tariff: Supplement 26 to Southern
Freight Association, Agent, tariff I, C. C,
1558.

FSA No. 34633: Vegetables—Alabama,
Mississippi, and Louisiana points to offi-
cial territory. Filed by O. W. South, Jr.,
Agent (SFA No. A3653), for interested
rail carriers. Rates on vegetables, fresh
or green (not cold-packed nor frozen),
straight or mixed carloads from speci-
fied base points in Alabama, Loulsiana
(east of the Mississippi River), and Mis-
sissippli and points grouped with and
taking base point rates to specified
points in official (including Illinois ter-
ritory).

Grounds for relief: Rate relationship
formula, grouping, and competition with
motor trucks.

Tariff: Supplement 55 to Southern
Freight Association, Agent, tariff I, C, C,
12917,

FSA No. 34634: Sand—Missouri points
to Jamestown, N. Y. Filed by South-
western Freight Bureau, Agent (SWFB
No. B-7267), for interested rail carriers,
Rates on sand, noibn, carloads, and sand,
ground or pulverized, carloads from

North Jefferson and Jefferson City, Mo,
to Jamestown, N, Y.

Grounds for relief: Modified short.
line distance formula,

Tariff: Supplement 153 to Southwest.
ern Lines Freight tarift I. C. C. 4135

FSA No, 34635: Commodities between
points in Texas. Filed by Texas-Louisi-
ana Freight Bureau, Agent (No. 319),
for interested rail carriers. Rates on
anhydrous ammonia, carloads, and other
commodities described in the applica-
tion, between points in Texas as de-
scribed in the application.

Grounds for relief: Short-line
tance formula,
competition.

Tariff: Supplement 57 to Texas-
Louisiana Freight Bureau, Agent, tarill
1. C. C. 865.

FSA No. 34637: Liquid caustic soda—
Arkansas,. Louisiana, and Tezxas, to
Natchez, Miss, Filed by Southwestern
Freight Bureau, Agent (SWFB No. B-
7273), for interested rall carriers. Rates
on liquid caustic soda, tank-car loads
from Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas
points named in the application W
Natchez, Miss.

Grounds for relief: Market competl-
tion with Baton Rouge, La.

Tariffs: Supplement 301 to South-
western Freight Bureau, Agent tfarfl
I. C. C. 4087 and two other schedules.

FSA No. 34638: Cement—Hydrae,
Kans., to southern, western, and ecastern
points., Filed by Western Trunk Line
Committee, Agent (No. A-1973), for in-
terested rail carriers. Rates on cement,
and related commodities, carloads from
Hydrae, Kans, to specified points In
southern, southwestern, official, and
western trunk line territories.

Grounds for relief: Short-line disiance
formula,

Tariffs: Supplement 19 to Western
Trunk Line Committee, Agent, tarif
I C. C. A-4137 and two other schedules.

PSA No. 34639: Coal—Tennesset
mines to South Carolina points. Filed
by O. W. South, Jr., Agent (SFA No.
A3654), for interested rafl carriers
Rates on coal, carloads from mines i
Tennessee on the Louisville and Nashvilie
Railroad in groups 1. and 2 to stationsin
South Carolina on the Columbia, New=
berry and Laurens Rallroad Company.

Grounds for relief: Maintenance 08
origin group relations with cross-country
destinations on Southern Railway Com-
pany.

Tariff: Supplement 54 Lo Southern
Freight Tariff Bureau tariff I. C. C. 14%.

AGGREGATE-OP~INTERMEDIATES

FSA No. 34636: Commodities belween
points in Tezas. Filed by Texas-Lousr
ana Freight Bureau, Agent (No. 318,
for interested rail carriers. Rates on
anhydrous ammonia, carloads, and othef
commodities, as described in the appli-
eation, carloads between points in Texss
as described in the application. of

Grounds for relief: Malntenwﬂ‘m_
depressed rates established to meet in
trastate competition not appllcnble )=
constructing combination rates {rom &
to points beyond the named point
Texas,

dis-
and Texas intrastate
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Tarifl; Supplement 57 to Texas-Loulsi-
ana Frelght Bureau, Agent, tariff I. C. C.
263,

By the Commission,

{seaL] Hanorp D, McCoy,
Secretary.
|[F. R Doc. 58-8185; Flled, Apr. 20, 1058;

8:46 a. m.|

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Office of Alien Property
ANNET)E COHEX

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED
PROPERTY

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad-
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended,
notlee s hereby given of intention to re-
furn, on or after 30 days from the date
of publication hereof, the following prop-
erty, subject to any inorease or decrease
resulting from the administration
thereof prior to return, and after ade-
quate provision for taxes and conserva-
tory expenses:

Claimant, Claim No,, Property, and Location

Aunetje Cohen nee Aleng: Antwerp, Bol-
plum; 81628055 in the Treasury of the
United States: Vesting Orders Nos, 17013,
17047, 17950, 17914, 17045 and 17807, Clalms
Nos. 61803, 61804, 81806 and 61808,

Exscuted at Washington, D. C., on
April 23, 1958.

For the Attorney General.

{s2a) DaLtas S. TOWNSEND,
Assistant Attorney General,
Director, Office of Allen Property.

{F. R Doc. 58-3194; Filed, Apr. 20, 1958;
8:48 n, m.)

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Wage and Hour Division
Leasxzn Emrrovaent CERTIFICATES
ISSUANCE TO VARIOUS INDUSTRIES

, Notlce is hereby given that pursuant
zau'ctlon 14 of the Fair Labor Standards
29ct of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as amended:
U.8.C. 201 et seq.), the regulations on
mployment of learners (29 CFR Part
‘23'. &nd Administrative Order No. 485
F. R. 200), the firms listed in this
g&mxcc haye been ssued special certifi-
s futhorizing the employment of
s 75 at hourly wage rates lower than
- minimum wage rates otherwise ap-
c:glf: under section § of the act. The
om,‘? and expiration dates, occupa-
- lea“ 8¢ rates, number or proportion
x:-".ucimm' learning periods, and the
tmmow broduct manufactured by the
i mslcx; rgr certificates issued under
§2211) 4. rBer regulations (§§522.1 to
ris &re as indicated balow, Condi-
i mplrlovlded in certificates {ssued under
Nae Ddustry regulations are as estab-
° In these regulations.
29 Nh‘;n{’ndu.stry Learner Regulations
5"’.;'.,1 0 522.11, as amended, and
The § 1i---...(l Lo 52224, as amended) .
linued : owing learner certificates were
1 mteulhorlzing the employment of
Nt of the total number of {ac-
Xo.95—g
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tory production workers for normal labor
turnover purposes. The effective and ex-
piration dates are Indicated.

Barnesville Manufacturing Co., Inc., 315-
319 South Gardner Street, Barnesville, Ohlo;

effective 4-18-58 to 4-17-50 (ladies’ pa-
jamas) .
Bilue Bell, Inc, Columbla City, Ind.;

effective 5-1-58 to 4-830-59 (men's and boys'
dungarees),

Blue Bell, Ino., Prentiss County, Boone-
ville," Miss; effective 5-1-58 to 4-30-50
(shirts).

Ely & Walker, Inc., Ilimo, Mo.; effective
4-30-58 to 4-20-50 (dungarees, overalls,
Jeans).

Glen Lyon Bra Co., West Enterprise and
Market Streets, Glen Lyon, Pa.; effective
4-18-58 to 4-17-50 (ludies' brassleres).

Linn Manufacturing Co,, Linn, Mo, ef-
fective 5-1-58 to 4-30-50 (men's trousers).

McEwen Manufacturing Co., McEwen,
Tenn.; effective 4-16-58 to 4-15-59 (over-
alls, playsuits, dungarees).

Rellance Manufacturing Co., Magnolia
Factory, Laurel, Miss; effective 5-1-88 to
4-30-50 (men’s and boys' sport shirts),

Stately Lady Nitewear, Inc., 315 East 12th
Street, Charlotte, N. C.; effective 4-24-58 to
4-23-50 (ladies' and children’s pajamas and
gowns).

The following learner certificates were
issued for normal labor turnover pur-
poses. The effective and expiration
dates and the number of learners au-
thorized are indicated.

Branch Fashlons, Inc., 20 Seventh Avenue,
Long Branch, N, J.; effective 4-18-58 to 4-17-
60; =ix learners (ladies’ blouses).

Lomna Manufacturing Co., Inc., 101 South
Maln Street, Winchester, Ky.; effective 4-18-
58 to 4-17-59; 10 learners (ladles' blouses,
chlldren’s outer garments),

Seiro Manufacturing Co,, 113 Gay_ Street,
Cambridge, Md.; effective 4-20-58 to 4-10-
§9; 10 Jlearners (women's sportswoar-—
Capri—pedal pushers, eto.).

Selro Manufacturing Co., Rear 115 Race
Street, Cambridge, Md.; effective 4-25-58
to 4-24-59; 10 learners (women's sports-
wear—Capri—pedal pushers, ete.).

Nelly Don, Inc., Nevada, Mo.; effective 4-
15-58 to 10-14-58; 15 learners for plant ex-
pansion purposes (women's dresses).

Clgar Industry Learner Regulations
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and
29 CFR 522.80 to 522.85, as amended).

Bayuk Cigars, Inc., Second and Washington
Stroets, Steelton, Pa.: effective 4-16-58 to
4-15-50; authorizing the employment of 10
percent of the total number of factory pro-
duction workers for normal labor turnover
purposes, in the occupations of: (1) cigar
machine operating for a learning perlod of
820 hours; (2) pecking (eclgars retalling for
6 centa or less) for a learning period of 160
hours, and (3) machine stripping for a
learning period of 160 hours. All at 80 cents
an hour.

Glove Industry Learner Regulations
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522,11, as amended, and
20 CFR 522.60 to 522.65, as amended),

The Boss Manufacturing Co., 3012 South
Adams Street, Peoria, Il effective 5-1-58 to
4-30-59; 10 percent of the total number of
machine stitchers for normal labor turnover
purposes (work gloves).

Hoslery Industry Learner Regulations
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and
29 CFR 522.40 to 522.43, as amended).

Atlantic Hoslery, Inc, 948 White Horse
Plke, Elwood, N, J.; eflcctive 4-18-58 to
4-17-59; five learners for normal labor turn-
over purposes (scamless),
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Georgia Hoslery Mills, Cave Spring, Ga.;
effective 4-16-58 to 10-15-58; 25 learners for
piant expansion purposes (seamless).

Hanover Mills, Inc., Carolina Beach Road
and Marion Drive, Wilmington, N. C.: effec-
tive 4-20-58 to 10-28-58; 60 learners for plant
expansion purposes (sesmless).

Kale Knitting Mills, Inc., Mebane, N, C;
effective 4-19-58 to 4-18-80; five learners for
normal labor turnover purposes (seamless),

Merrimac Knitting Mills, Inc., 225 Central
Street, Franklin, N, H; effective 4-26-58 to
4-25-50; five learncrs for normal labor turn-
over purposes (seamless).

Rockford Textile Mills, Inc, McMinnvilte,
Tenn.; effective 4-21-58 to 4-20-59; 5 percent
of the total number of factory production
workers for normal labor turnover purposes
(seamless),

Rockwood Hoslery Co, P. O, Box 60, Rock-
wood, Tenn.; effective 5-2-58 to 5-1-59; 5 .
percent of the total number of factory pro-
duction workers for normal labor turnover
purposes (seamless).,

Van Raalte Co., Inc,, Franklin, N, C., effec-
tive 4-18-58 to 4-15-50; five learners for
normal labor turnover purposes (full-
fashloned),

Knitted Wear Industry Learner Regu-
latlons (29 CFR 522.1 to 52211, as
amended, and 29 CFR 522.30 to 522.35,
as amended).

Dixle Belle Textiles, Inc., Gibsonville,
N. C; effective 4-14-58 to 4-13-59; 5 percent
of the total number of factory production
workers for normal labor turnover purposes
(women’s and children’s woven underwear).

Junier Form Lingerie Corp., Atkinson Way,
Boswell, Pa.; effective 4-1-58 to 3-31-80; &
percent of the total number of factory pro-
duction workers for normal labor turnover
purposes (ladies' underwear, slips), This
certificate was listed in the April 19, 1958,
issue of the Froemar RzoisTEr without spe-
cifically indicating that the authorized oc-
cupations included final Inspection of assem-
bled garments for a learning perlod of 160
hours,

Junior Form Lingerle Corp. 428 Morris
Avenue, Boswell, Pa,; effective 4-26-58 to
4-25-59; 5 percent of the total number of
factory production workers for normal labor
turnover purposes (ladies’ underwear, slips,
nightgowns, panties). This certificate was
listed In the Aprll 19, 1958 lssue of the Fro-
ERAL RecisTer without specifically indleating
that the authorized occupations included
final inspection of assembled garments for
a learning period of 160 hours.

Shoe Industry Learner Regulations
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and
20 CFR 522.50 to 522.55, as amended) .

Casey Manufacturing Co,, East Main Street,
Casoy, IlL; effective 4-14-58 to 4-13-59; 10
percent of the total number of factary pro-
duction workers for normal labor turnover
purposes (children's and misses’ shoes) .,

Regulations Applicable to the Employ=
ment of Learners (28 CFR 522.1 to 522.11,
as amended),

The following learner certificates were
issued in Puérto Rico to the companies
hereinafter named. The effective and
expiration dates, learner rates, occupa-
tions, learning periods, and the number
or proportion of learners aunthorized to
be employed, are as indicated.

Anvil Metal Products, Inc, P. O. Box 324,
Barranquitas, P. R.; effective 3-31-58 to
9-30-58; authorizing the employment of 20
learners for plant expansion purposes, in
the occupations of metal polisher (bufing);
metal spinner (molding); metal stamping;
inspection, and assembly, each for a learning
period of 480 hours at the rates of 75 cents
an hour for the first 240 hours and B3 cents
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an hour for the remaining 240 hours (plant-
ers, parts for trophies and parts for electric
lamps).

Edro Corp. P. O. Box 355, Anasco, P. R.
effeotive 3-21-58 to 6-12-58; authorizing the
employment of 32 learners for plant expan-
rlon purposes, in the occupations of machine
stitching, inseam thumbing, lnseam closing,
balf P. K. fitting, and darting, each for a
learning period of 480 hours at the rates of
55 cents an hour for the first 240 hours and
64 cents an hour for the remaining 240 hours
(replacement certificate) ( fabric gloves).

Edro Corp., P. O. Box 355, Anasco, P. R:
effective 4-10-58 to 9-24-58; suthorizing
the employment of 10 learners for normal
labor turnover purposes, in the occupations
of sewing machine operators, and laying off,
each for a learning period of 480 hours at the
rates of 55 cents an hour for the first 240
hours and 64 cents an hour for the remuin-
ing 240 hours (replacement certificate)
(fabric gloves).

Gordonshire Knitting Mills, Inc., P. O. Box
1127, Cayey, P. R.; effective 4-3-58 to 6-2-568;
suthorizing the employment of 35 learners

NOTICES

for plant expansion purposes, in the otcupa-
tions of (1) loopers, and menders, each for
a learning period of 960 hours at the rates of
50 cents an hour for the first 480 hours and
§7 cents an hour for the remaining 480 hours;
(2) examiners, and knitters, each for & learn-
ing period of 240 hours at the rate of 50 cents
an hour (replacement certificate) (seamless
hoslery).

Puerto Rico Hoslery Mills, Inc., P. O. Box
038, Arecibo, P. R.; effective 4-3-58 to 9-4-58;
suthorizing the employment of 11 learners
for normal labor turnover purposes, in the
occupations of knitting, and seaming, each
for a learning period of 860 hours at the rates
of 55 cents an hour for the first 480 hours and
61 cents an hour for the remaining 480
nours (replacement certificate) (ladles' full
fashioned hoslery).

Each learner certificate has been is-
sued upon the representations of the em-
ployer which, among other things, were
that employment of learners at submini~
mum rates is necessary in order to pre-

vent curtailment of opportunities for
employment, and that experienced work-
ers for the learner occupations are
not available., The certificates may be
annulled or withdrawn, as Indicated
therein, in the manner provided in Part
528 of Title 29 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. Any person aggrieved by
the issuance of any of these certificates
may seek a review or reconsideration
thereof within fifteen days after publi.
cation of this notice in the FeoiaL Rc-
1sTER pursuant to the provisions of 29
CFR 522.9.

Signed at Washington, D. C.,, this 23d
day of April 1958.

MiLTON BROOKE,
Authorized Representative
of the Administrator,

[F. R. Doc. 58-3106; Filed, Apr. 20 1958
8:49 a. m.)
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