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Rules and Regulations

Title 7— AGRICULTURE

Chapter 1X— Agricultural Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders), Department of Agriculture

PART 1031— ORANGES AND GRAPE-
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS

Fruit Exempt From Regulations

Pursuant to the provisions of the mar-
ketln% agreement and Order No. 131 (7
CHRPart 1031; 25 F.R. 9093) regulating
the handling of oranges and grapefruit
grown in the lower Rio Grande Valley
In Texas, effective under the applicable
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
AgSreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
US.C. 601-674), the Texas Valley Citrus
Committee, established under the afore-
said marketing agreement and order,
has adopted rules and regulations, here-
inafter set forth, to effectuate the pro-
visions of the said marketing agreement
andorder.

Itis hereby found and determined that
the said rules and regulations are in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the
marketing agreement and order and will
tend to effectuate the declared policy
ofthe act ; and the said rules and regula-
tions are hereby approved as follows:

§1031.120
tions.

(@ Minimum quantity. Any handler
may handle oranges and grapefruit in
quantities not to exceed 400 pounds, net
weight, exempt from the provision of
§103134, 103140, and 1031.45: Pro-
vided, That such exempt quantity shall
not be included as a part of any ship-
ment of fruit exceedin% 400 pounds.

(b) Processing into fresh juice. Any
handler may handle oranges and grape-
fruit for processing into fresh juice ex-
empt from the provision of §1031.40:
Provided, That, prior to such handling
the handler notifies the committee of
the proposed handling and furnishes the
committee (1) with a, statement, exe-
cuted by the intended processor, that the
fruit will be used only for processing
mto fresh juice, and (2) with an agree-
ment by such processor to furnish the
committee with a report as to the quan-
tity of each shipment of fruit received
and the carrier (including the truck
ucense number or railroad car number,
as_the case may be) of each such
shipment.

(O Relief or charity. Any handler
hiay handle oranges and grapefruit for
euef or charitable purposes exempt
irom the provision of 8§ 1031.34, 1031.40,
nd 1031.45: Provided, That, prior to
ach handling the handler notifies the
ommittee of the proposed handling and

nishes the committee with a state-

fn> rece*ver will not sell such
wJt in “yesh market channels but will
on ™ *or re”e” or charitable purposes

Fruit exempt from regula-

It is hereby further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to gi\_/e preliminary notice, en-
gage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date hereof
until 30 days after publication in the
Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011)
because the time iIntervening between
the date when information upon which
the provisions hereof are based became
available and the time when such pro-
visions must become effective in ordei
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act is insufficient; and such provisions
relieve restrictions on the handling of
oranges and grapefruit.

The provisions of this section shall
become effective at 12:01 am., c.st.,
October 10, 1960.

Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 TJS.C.
01-674)

Dated: October 7, 1960.

] _ S.R.Smith,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Agricultural Mar-

keting Service.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9558; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

[Orange Reg. 2]

PART 1031—-ORANGES AND GRAPE-
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS

Limitation of Shipments; Correction

In Federal Register Document 60-9471
appearing at page 9671 of the issue of
Saturday, October 8,1960 C5F.R. 9671),
the figures “2%%” appearing in the next
to the last line of § 1031.303, Orange Reg-
ulation 2, are corrected to read, “2%%-"’

Dated; October 10,1960.
S. R. Smith,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Agricultural Mar-
keting Service.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9649; Filed, Oct.
11:20 a.m.]

11, 1960;

Title 12— BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter V— Federal Home Loan Bank
Board

SUBCHAPTER G— FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN
SYSTEM

[No. 13,915]
PART 555— BOARD RULINGS

Savings Accounts

October 6,1960.
Resolved that the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board, upon the basis of consider-
ation by it of the advisability of amend-
ment of §555.8 of the rules and regula-
tions for the Federal Savings and Loan
System (12 CFR 555.8) as hereinafter set

forth, and for the purpose of effectin

such amendment, hereby amends sai
section as follows, effective immediately:

Paragraph (a) of said §555.8 is hereby
amended to read as follows:

a Payments on; receipt of; defined

(@ ! eipt.
in relation to a fixed determination date.
In the case of a Federal association that

.has fixed a determination date as pro-

vided in the charter, payments on sav-
ings accounts must actually be received
by the association by such date in order
to be considered as having been invested
on the first day of the month. If the
board of directors of a Federal associa-
tion has fixed a determination date,
which may not of course be later than
the tenth of the month, no supervisory
objection will be raised if, as to any
month in which such date is a non-busi-
ness day for the association, savings re-
ceived by the association not later than
the first business day next succeeding the
date so fixed participate in dividends
from the first of the month. It is ob-
jectionable, however, for an association
to make the broad representation, for ex-
ample, that savings received by the elev-
enth will earn dividends from the first,
without stating the month to which the
representation applies, because such rep-
resentation can be accurate only with re-
sh)ect to a particular month in which
the tenth is a non-business day,

(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 TJ.SC.
1464; Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4981,
3 CFR, 1947 Sug)) .; secs. 3, 12, 60 Stat. 238,
244, 5 U.S.C. 1002, 1011)

Resolved further that since the afore-
said amendment contains only state-
ments of general policy or interpretations
of substantive rules adopted or formu-
lated by the Board for the guidance of
the public, the requirements of notice
and public procedures set out in §508.12
of the general regulations of the Fédéral
Home Loan Bank Board (12 CFR 508.12)
and section 4(a) of the Administrative
Procedure Act do not apply, and for the
same reasons, deferment of the effective
date is not required under section 4(c)
of the Administrative Procedure Act.

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

Harry W. Cattlsen,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-0548; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:49 am.]

[seal]

Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter lll—Federal Aviation Agency

SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION
REGULATIONS

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-208]
PART 608— RESTRICTED AREAS

Modification

The purpose of this amendment to
§608.29 of the regulations of the Admin-
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istrator is to reduce the altitude and
change the controlling agency of the
Camp Edwards, Mass., Restricted Area
(R-14) (Boston Chart).

The Department of the Army has con-
curred in the reduction of R-14 from
13,000 feet MSL to 12,000 feet MSL and
changing the controlling agency from
Department of the Army to the Federal
Aviation Agency, Otis AFB, Mass.,
RAPCON. Such action is taken herein.

Since the changes effected by this
amendment are less restrictive in nature
than the J)resent requirements, and im-
pose no additional burden on any person,
notice and public procedure thereon are
unnecessary and it may be made effective
in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing the
following action is taken:

In §608.29 Massachusetts, the Cam
Edwards, Mass., Restricted Area (R-14
(Boston Chart) (23 F.R. 8582, 25 F.R.
5929) “Surface to 13,000 feet MSL” and
“Department of Army, TAC Camp
Edwards, Mass.” is deleted and “Surface
to 12,000 feet MSL” and “Federal Avia-
tion Agency, Otis AFB Mass., RAPCON”
is substituted therefor.

_This amendment shall become effec-
tive upon the date of publication in the
Federal Register.

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October
6, 1960.
James T. Pyle,
Acting Administrator.

[F.R; Doc. 60-9528; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:45 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 60-KC-78]
PART 608— RESTRICTED AREAS

Revocation

The purpose of this amendment to
§608.30 of the regulations of the Ad-
ministrator is to revoke the Camp Lucas,
Mich., Restricted Area (R-467) (Lake
SuFerlor Chart).

he Department of.the Army has re-
quested the Federal Aviation Agency to
revoke R-467 since they have no forsee-
able requirement for the area.

In view of the above, the Federal
Aviation Agency is revoking Rr-467
herein.

Since this amendment eliminates a
burden on the public, compliance with
the notice, public procedure and effec-
tive date requirements of Section 4 of
the Administrative Procedure Act is
unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing the
following action is taken:

In §608.30 Michi%an (23 F.R. 8582,
24 F.R. 9989), the Camp Lucas, Mich.
(Manainse Point, Ontario, Canada) Re-
stricted Area (R™467) (Lake Superior
Chart) is revoked.

This amendment shall become effective
upon the date of publication in the Fed-
eral Register.

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C, 1348)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc-
tober 6,1960.
James T. Pyle,

Acting Administrator.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9527; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:45 a.m.]

Title 16— COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter |— Federal Trade Commission

[Docket 7882 c.0.]
PART 13— PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES
Bond Upholstering Co., Inc., et al.
Subpart—Adbvertising falsely or mis-
leadingly: §13.155 Prices: §13.155-40

Exaggerated as regular and customary;
§13.155-80 Retail as cost, etc., or dis-
counted. S ubpart—Misrepresenting
oneself and goods—PRICES: §13.1805
Exaggerated as regular and customary;

§13.1820 Retail as cost, etc., or dis-
counted.1
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret

or agply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Bond
Upholstering Co., Inc., etc. (Baltimore, Md.),
et al., Docket 7882, August 11, 1960]

In the Matter of Bond Upholstering Co.,
eInc., a Corf\)ﬂoration, Trading as Bond
Furniture Manufacturing Co., Bond
Furniture Manufacturing Company,
Inc., a Corporation, and, Melvin Weis-
berg, and Seymour S. Weisberg, Indi-
vidually and as Officers of Each of Said
Corﬂorations, and Herbert Kaplan, and
Anthony Trifilletti, Individually and
as Officers of Bond Furniture Manu-
facturing Company, Inc.

This proceeding was heard by a hear-
ing examiner on the complaint of the
Commission charging two associated
corporate manufacturers of household
furniture, with main offices in Baltimore
and Philadelphia and retail outlets in
and around those cities and Washington,
D.C., with such false representations in
advertising as that sofas they offered for
sale at $129 and $129.50 sold at retail for
$300 and purchasers of their furniture
would save the difference; and that be-
cause of a “Manufacturers’ Close-Out”,
a particular line of sofas could be bought
at the manufacturers’ wholesale price.

Accepting a consent agreement, the
hearing examiner made his initial de-
cision and order to cease and desist
which became on August 11 the decision
of the Commission.

The order to cease and desist is as
follows:

It is ordered, That Bond Upholstering
Co., Inc., a corporation, and its officers,
trading and doing business under the
name of Bond Furniture Manufacturing
Co., or trading and doing business under
any other name or names, and Bond

1Amended to read as set forth.

Furniture Manufacturinngompany, Inc.,
a corporation, and its officers, and Sey-
mour S. Weisberg and Melvin Wkisherg,
individually and as officers of each of
said corporations, and Herbert Kaplan
and Anthony Trifilletti, individually
and as officers of said Bond Furniture
Manufacturing Company, Inc., and re-
spondents’ agents, representatives and
employees, directly or through any
corporate or other device, in connection
with the offering for sale, sale or distri-
bution of household furniture or any
other articles of merchandise, in com
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from representing,
directly or indirectly:

(@) That any amount is the usual
and regular retail selling price of said
merchandise when such amount is in
excess of the price at which said mer-
chandise is or has been usually and
customarily sold at retail in recent,
regular course of business by retailers
and dealers regularly selling said
merchandise;

(b) That purchasers at retail of said
merchandise are afforded savings in an
amount greater than the difference be-
tween respondents’ retail selling price
for said merchandise and the usual and
customary retail selling price of said
merchandise in the normal course of
business in respondents’ trade area; or
that savings in any amount are afforded
purchasers of said merchandise unless
such is the fact;

(¢) Through the use of the term
“Manufacturers’ Close-Out” or
other words or phrases, that because of
some unusual event or manner of busi-
ness said merchandise is offered for sale
at a savings from respondents’ usual
and customary price of said merchandise
in the recent, regular course of respond-
ents’ business unless such is the fact.

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc,,
report of compliance was required as
follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Bond
Upholstering Co., Inc., a corporation,
trading as Bond Furniture Manufactur-
ing Co., Bond Furniture Manufacturing
Company, Inc., a corporation, and Mel-
vin Weisberg and Seymour S. Wkisberg,
individually and as officers of each of
said corporations, and Herbert Kaplan
and Anthony Trifilletti, individually ad
as officers of Bond Furniture Manufac-
turing Company, Inc., shall,'within sixty
ﬁO) days after service upon them of
this order, file with the Commission a
report in writing, setting forth in detail
the manner and form in which they
have complied with the order to cease
and desist.

Issued: August 11, 1960.
By the Commission.

Robert M. Parrish,
Secretary.

[seal]

[F.R. Doc. 60-9529; Filed, Oct. U. 190,
8:46 am.]



"Wednesdayy October 12, 1960

[Docket 78Q9 CQO]

PART 13— PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Charles Glickman

Subpart—Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act.

[Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. Inter-
prets or applies sec. 5 38 Stat. 719, as
amended: sec. 8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45,

. [Cease and desist order, £ Charles
Glickman, New York, N.Y. Docket 7809,
August 11,1960]

The complaint in this case charged a
New York City furrier with violating the
Pur Products Labeling Act by failing to
comply with invoicing, provisions.

Accepting a consent agreement, the
hearing examiner made his initial de-
cision and order to cease and desist which
became on August 11 the decision of the
Commission.

The order to cease and desist is as
follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Charles
Glickman, an individual trading as
Charles Glickman, or under any other
name, and respondent's representatives,
agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the introduction into
commerce, or the sale, advertising, offer-
ing for sale, transportation or distribu-
tion, in commerce, of fur, or in connec-
tion with the sale, advertising, offerin
for sale, transportation, or distribution o
fur which has been shipped and received
in commerce, as “commerce” and “fur”
are defined in the Pur Products Labeling
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from
falsely or deceptively invoicing fur by
failing to furnish to purchasers of fur
an invoice showing all the information
required to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of Section 5(b) (1) of the
Pur Products Labeling Act.

By “Decision of the Commission,” etc.,
reloort of compliance was required as
follows:

It is ordered, That the respondent
herein shall within sixty (60) dafys after
service upon him of this* order,, file with
the Commission a report in writing set-
ting forth in detail the manner and
form in which he has complied with the
order to cease and desist.

Issued: August 15, 1960.
By the Commission,

[seal] Robert M. Parrish,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 60-9530; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:46 a.m.f

[Docket 6973 o.]

PART 13— PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Grand Union Co.

Subpart—Discriminating in  price
under section 5, Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act: §13.892 Knowingly inducing or
receiving discriminating payments.

FEDERAL REGISTER

(Sec. 6,.38 Stat. 721; 15.U.S.C. 46. Interprets
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15
US.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Hie
Grand Unién Company, East Faterson, N.J.,
Docket 6973, August 12, 1960]

This proceeding was heard by a hear-
ing examiner on the complaint of the
Commission charging a 340-store eastern
supermarket chain with inducing or
receiving from a number of its supgllers
advertising payments and other bene-
fits—not made available to all its com-
petitors on proportionally equal terms—
In connection with the suppliers’ adver-
tising on a “‘combined electric spectacular
and animated cartoon display” in the
Times Square area of New York City
for which some 30 firms each paid Grand
Union $1,000 a month for advertising
one minute of each 20 of the sign’s adver-
tising cycle, receiving in return assurance
of in-store promotion of their products,
agreement to take on additional items
of their lines, or the handling of their

roducts on an exclusive or preferential

asis.

Following pre-trial conference, hear-
ing, and stipulation of facts, the hearin
examiner made his initial decision an
order to cease and desist, from which
respondent appealed. Having heard the
matter on briefs and oral argument, the
Commission denied the appeal and on
August 12 adopted the initial decision.

The order to cease and desist is as
follows:

It is ordered, That respondent The
Grand Union Company, a corporation,
its .officers, employees, agents, or repre-
sentatives, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in or in
connection with the purchase in com-
merce (as “commerce” is defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Act) of
grocery products or related merchandise

o forthwith cease and desist from:
Knowingle/ inducing, receiving or con-
tracting for the receipt of anything of
value as compensation or in considera-
tion for advertising, promotional dis-
pla%/s or other services or facilities fur-
nished by or through respondent in con-
nection with the sale or offering for sale
of products sold to respondent by any
of its suppliers, when such payment is
not affirmatively offered or otherwise
made available by such suppliers on pro-
portionally equal terms to all their other
customers competing with respondent in
the sale and distribution of the suppliers’
products.

By “Final Order”, report of compliance
was required as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent, The
Grand Union Company, shall, within
sixty (60) days after service upon it of
this order, file with the Commission a
report, in writing, setting forth in detail
the manner and form in which it has
(éomplied with the order to cease and

esist.

Issued: August 12,1960.

By the Commission (Commissioner
Tait dissenting).

Robert M. Parrish,
Secretary.

[FIR. Doc. 60-9531; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:46 a.m.]

[seal]
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Title 21— FOOD AND DRUGS

Chapter |— Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare

PART 8— COLOR ADDITIVES
PART 9— COLOR CERTIFICATION

Transitional Regulations Under Title
Il of Color Additives Amendments
of 1960 to Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act

The purpose of this order is to provide
for the provisional listing and for the use
on an interim basis, until the basic pro-
visions of section 706 of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act shall have be-
come fully effective, of established color
additives, to the extent and under con-
ditions consistent with the public health;
provide for the termination of provi-
sional listing of certain color additives
where such action is found necessary for
the protection of the public health; and
provide, in the case of certain color addi-
tives, temporary tolerance limitations
and conditions of use. This action is
taken pursuant to the authority vested
in the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare by Title H of the Color Ad-
SO3(0) (1) (A, 208100 (1) (C). 203(c) G
74 Stat. 484; 21 U.S.é., note under sec.
376) and delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs (22 F.R. 1045, 23 F.R.
9500,25 F.R. 5611). )

1 Title 21 is amended by adding thereto
the following new part:

PART 8— COLOR ADDITIVES

Sec.
8.501
8.502.

Provisional lists of color additives.

Termination of provisional listings of
color additives.

Temporary tolerances.

Cancellation of certificates.

Limitation of certificates.

Authority: 88 8501 to 8.515 issued under
Title Il of Public Law 85-618, gee 203 éc),
(d); 74 St&t. 405; 21 U.S.C., note under 376.

P rovisional Regulations

§ 8.501"
tives.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
finds that the following lists, of color
additives, the specifications for which
appear in Part 9 of this chapter, are
deemed provisionally listed under section
203(b) of the Color Additives Amend-
ments of 1960: o o

(a) Color  additives  provisionally
listed for food, drug, and cosmetic use.

FD&C Green No. 1 (§89.21 of this chapter).
FD&C Green No. 2 (§ 9.22 of this chapter).
FD&C Green No. 3 (§ 9.23 of this chapter).
FD&C Yellow No. 5 (§ 9.40 of this chapter).
FD&C Yellow No. 6 (§ 9.41 of this chapter).
FD&C Red No. 1 (8 9.60 of this chapter).
FD&C Red No. 2 (§89.61 of this chapter).
FD&C Red No. 3 (§9.62 of this chapter).
FD&C Red No. 4 (8§ 9.63 of this chapter).
FD&C Blue No. 1 (8 9.80 of this chapter).
FD&C Blue No. 2 (§ 9.81 of this chapter).
FD&C Violet No. 1 (8 9.90 of this chapter).
Lakes (FDC) (8§ 9.100 of this chapter).

Provisional lists of color addi-
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Color additives provisionally I|stedE><tt D&C Blue No. 1 (§9.370 of this chap-

for c?rug and cosmetic use.

D&C Green No. 5 (§ 9.103 of this chapter).
D&C Green No 6 (8§ 9.104 of this chapter).
D&C Green No. 7 (8 9.105 of this chapter).
D&C Green No. 8 §9.106 of this chapter).
D&C Yellow No. 8§ 9.130 of this chapter
D&C Yellow No. 89.131 of this chapter).

D&C Yellow No. 1 E§ 9.133 of this chapter).
D&C Yellow No. 11 (8§ 9.134 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 5 (8§ 9.150 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 6 (§ 9.151 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 7 (§ 9.152 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 8 (§ 9.153 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 9 (§ 9.154 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 10 (8§ 9.155 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 11 (§ 9.156 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 12 (§ 9.157 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 13 (§9.158 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 14 (§ 9.159 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 17 (§ 9.162 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 18 (8§ 9.163 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 19 (8§ 9.164 of this chapter).

D&C Red No. 21
D&C Red No. 22
D&C Red No. 24
D&C Red No. 27
D&C Red No. 28
D&C Red No. 29
D&C Red No. 30

§ 9.166 of this chapter).
§9.1
§
8
8
:
D&C Red No. 31 g
8
8
8
8
8
8

1

1

9.

9.167 of this chapter).
169 of this chapter).

8172 of this chapter).

9.

9.

174 of this chapter).

175 of this chapter).
9.176 of this chapter).
178 of this chapter).

9.
173 of this chapter).
9.

D&C Red No. 33
D&C Red No. 34
D&C Red No. 35
D&C Red No. 36

179 of this chapter).
180 of this chapter).
181 of this chapter).
182 of this ohapter).
183 of this chapter).
184 of this chapter).
9.200 of this chapter).
9.201 of this chapterg.
9.202 of this chapter).
9.205 of this chapter .
g 207 of this chapte
9.
9.
9

9.
9.
9.
D&C Red No. 37 9.
D&C Red No. 38 (§9.
D&C Red No. 39 (89.
D&C Orange No. 3 (§
D&C Orange No. 4 (8§
D&C Orange No. 5 (8§
D&C Orange No. 8 (8§
D&C Orange No. 10 (8§
D&C Orange No. 11 (§
D&C Orange No. 14 (8
D&C Orange No. 15 (8§
D&C Orange No. 16 (§

208 of this chapter).
211 of this chapter).
212 of this chapter).
213 of this chapter).

D&C Orange No. 17 (§ 9.214 of this chapter).
D&C Brown No 1 (8§ 9.230 of this chapter).
D&C Blue No. 4 (§9.240 of this chapter).
D&C Blue No. 6 g § 9.242 of this chapter).
D&C Blue No. 7 (8 9.243 of this chapter).
D&C Blue No. 9 (8§ 9.245 of this chapter).

D&C Black No. 1 (§ 9.260 of this chapter).
D&C Violet No. 2 (8 9.270 of this chapter).
Lakes (D&C) (89.280 of this chapter).

(©) CoZor additives prowsmnally listed
for use in externally applied'drugs arid

cosmetics.

Ext. D&C Yellow No. 1 (§ 9.301 of this chap-
3 (8 9.303 of this chap-

ter%.

Ext. D&C Yellow No.
te%&

Ext. C Yellow No.
ter).

Ext. D&C Yellow No.
ter).

Ext D&C Yellow No. 7 (§ 9.307 of this chap-

Ext I)D&C Yellow No. 9 (8§ 9.309 of this chap-

Extt. I?&C Yellow No. 10 (8§ 9.310 of this chap-
er

Ext D&C Red No. 1 (§9.340 of this

2 (8§9.341 of this

er) .
Ext D&C Red No.
3 (89.342 of this

Ext D&C Red No.

Extt D&C Red No. 8 (8 9.347 of this chap-
Ext. I)D&C Red No. 10 (8§ 9.349 of this chap-
11 (8 9.350 of this

ter).
Ext. D&C Red No.

13 (§9.352 of this chap-
14 (8 9.353 of this

5 (§ 9.305 of this chap-

chap-
chap-
chap-

chap-
Ext D&C Red No.

Ext D&C Red No.

chap-
ter) . P

Ext.

6 (8 9.306 of this chap-

&C Blue No. 4 (§ 9.373 of this chapter).
Ext. D&C Green No. 1 (89.400 of this chap-

terb.
Ext &C Violet No. 2 (§ 9.411 of this chap-

Ext %&C Orange No. 1 (8 9.420 of this chap-
te%&

Ext C Orange No. 3 (§ 9.422 of this chap-
ter

Ext. &&C Orange No. 4 (8§ 9.423 of this chap-

Lakeg (Ext. D&C) (8§ 9.440 of this chapter).

(d) Color additive provisionally list-
ed for use on mature oranges.

Citrus Red No. 2 (8 9.16 of this chapter).

(e) Color additives provisionally list-
ed for food use on the basis of prior com-
mercial sale but which have not been
subject to certification.

Annatto.

Beet juice.

Bixin and norbixin.

Caramel. o

Carbon black (prepared by the “impinge-
ment” or “channel” process).

Carminic acid.

Carotene, natural and synthetic.

Charcoal (NF X1).

Chlorophyll copper complex and chlorophyl-
lin copper complex.

Cochineal.

Iron oxides.

Titanium dioxide (limit of 0.4 percent as
plgn;ent in bakery and confectionery prod-
ucts

Turmeric and curcumin.

Ultramarine blue, 0.5 percent in salt for
animal feed.

(f) Color additives provisionally listed
for drug use on the basis of prior com-
mercial sale, but which have not been
subject to certification.

Carotene, natural and synthetic.

Charcoal (NF X1).

Chlorophyll copper complex and chlorophyl-
lin cop?er complex.

Cochinea

Logwood.

Iron oxides.

Titanium dioxide.

(g) Color additives provisionally listed
for cosmetic use on the basis of prior
commercial sale, but Whjch have not been
subject to certification.

Alloxan.

Aluminum powder.

Barium sulfate (blanc fixe).
Bentonite.

Bismuth oxychloride.

Bronze powder.

Calcium carbonate.

Calcium silicate.

Calcium sulfate.

Carbon black (prepared by the “impinge-
ment” or “channel” process

Chlorophyll copper complex and chlorophyl-
lin copper complex.

Chromium oxide greens.

Cobaltous aluminate (cobalt blue).

Cochineal.

Copper, metallic powder.

Dihydroxyacetone.

Fuller’s earth.

Gold.

Iron oxides.

Kaolin.

Kieselguhr (diatomite).

Lapis lazuli (lazurite).

Lithopone.

Logwood (bluewood, campeche wood).

Magnesium carbonate.

Manganese violet (probably
2(NIL)2Mn2(PD7)2).

Potassium ferrocyanide.
Talc.

Tin oxide.

Titanium dioxide.
Ultramarine blue.

Zinc oxide.

Zirconium oxide.
Zirconium silicate.

igecs 203gb) (2), Public Law 86-618; 74 Stat.
5; 2 C., note under 376)

§ 8.502 Termination of provisional list-
ings of color additives.

(@) Ext. D&C Yellow Nos. 9 and 10.
These colors cannot be produced with
any assurance that they do not contain
/3-naphthylamine as an impurity. While
it has been asserted that the two colors
can be produced without the impurity
named, no method of analysis has been
sug ested to establish the fact. JS-Naph+
thylamine is a known carcinogen; there-
fore, there is no scientific evidence that
will support a safe tolerance for these
colors In products to be used in contact
with the skin. The Commissioner of
Food and Drugs, having concluded that
such action is necessary to protect the
public health, hereby terminates the pro-
visional listing of Ext. D&C Yellow No. 9
and Ext. D&C Yellow No. 10 (889.309
and 9.310 of this chapter).

blgé% D&C Red Nos. 8, 9, 10, 19, 33
37; Yellow No. 7; D&C OrangeNos
5and 17. Subacute studies have estab-
lished that these colors are toxic sub-
stances, unsafe for unrestricted use in
drugs and cosmetics.

(2) D&C Red Nos. 11, 12, and 13
These colors are chemlcally related to
D&C Red No. 10, being the calcium,
barium, and strontium salts of the same
dye, and are chemicall Jindistinguish-
able from D&C Red No. 10 in the analysis
of a product in which such colors have
been used. They therefore must be sub-
ject to the same restrictions imposed on
D&C Red No. 10.

(3) D&C Yellow No. 8. This color is
chemically and pharmacologically re-
lated to D&C Yellow No. 7, and therefore
must be subject to any restriction im-
posed on that color.

The Commissioner of Food and ,
having concluded that such action is
necessary for the protection of'the pub-
lic_health, hereby terminates the pro-
visional Ilstlng for the_colors named m
this section for unrestricted use in drugs
and cosmetics. These colors are now

listed in Part 9 of this chapter as
follows:

D&C Red No. 8 g§ 9.153 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 9 (§ 9.154 of this chapter).
D&C Red. No. g§ 155 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. § 9.156 of this chapter).

i
D&C Red. No. 12
D&C Red. No. 13 158 of this chapter).

9 164 of this chapter .

3 178 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 37 182 of this chapter).
D&C Yellow No. 7 (8§ 9.130 of this chapter).
D&C Yellow No. 8 %§ .131 of this chapter).
D&C Orange No. 5 (8§ 9.202 of this chapter;.
D&C Orange No. 17 (8§ 9.214 of this chapter;.

58.503 Temporary tolerances.

Two-year chronic feeding stu&esJrf
D&C Red No. 9 and D&C Red No. 10wers
;ompleted in early October 1960. A
seport awaits the results of thorm j-
listopathological studies of the an

D&C Red. No. 1
D&C Red No. 3

L'

1!
9.
9.
3157 of this chapter).
9.
9.
9

A~
"\(m
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However, pharmacologists ot the Food
and Drug Administration have com-
pleted gross examination of the vital
organs of the sacrificed animals. When
these gross data are evaluated, together
with growth response, mortality, and
condition of the animals prior to sacri-
fice, a safe level of feeding of 100 parts
per million will be accepted pending the
completion of the pathology. Since
these two colors in the subacute studies
were of the same order of toxicity as the
other seven colors tested, it can be as-
sumed for the purpose of temporary tol-
erances that the same safe level of feed-
ing for the seven colors is also 100 parts
per million. Data have been submitted
which indicate that the maximum
amount of the color additives listed in
this paragraph likely to be ingested
daily from lipstick will correspond to
about 0.01 ﬂart per million in the daily
diet. On this basis, it is not inconsist-
ent with the protection of the public
health to allow, during this transitional
period, continued use of these products
in lipstick and in other products that
may be ingested in the amounts specified
in this section.

(@ Pursuant, therefore, to the au-D&C Red No. 33

thor%ty in 8203(d)(1) (C) of the Color
Additives Amendments of 1960, tempo-
rary tolerances are established for the
following color additives:

D&C Orange No. 5 (§ 9.202 of this chapter).
D&C Orange No. 17 (§ 9.214 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 8 (8§ 9.153 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 9 (§9.154 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 10 (§ 9.155 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 11 (§ 9.156 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 12 (§ 9.157 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 13 (§ 9.158 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 19 (8 9.164 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 33 (§ 9.178 of this chapter).

These color additives are therefore re-
tained on the provisional list for use in
lipstick with a temporary tolerance for
each such color additive or combination
of color additives of not more than 6
percent pure dye by weight of each lip-
stick and for use without tolerance
restrictions_in externally applied drugs
and cosmetics.

Statement of policy re pharmacological
testing. The basic responsibility. for pro-
viding adequate safety data to support the
listing of, as well as permanent tolerances
for, color additives rests with persons who
Proposed the use of such color additives.
The Pood and Drug Administration cannot
possibly perform all the pharmacological
testing’ during the transitional period that
will be necessary to meet the requirements
or section 706 of the Color Additives Amend-
ments of 1960 for the listing of color addi-
tives. Before the conclusion of the 212 year
period which began July 12,1960, substantial
pnarmacological testing is required to sup-

listing of suitable food, drug, and cos-
etic color additives. It will therefore be
necessary that organizations other than the

01 . Administration assume re-
sponsibility for making the necessary tests.
fli7nC’mmissioner of Pood and Drugs speci-

Cas attention to the fact that ehronic
win i3 °n least two species of animals

e necessary to support the permanent
erances. The Commissioner invites in-
terested persons to meet with him on
N “er 21 at 10:00 am., in Room G-751,

orth Health, Education, and Welfare Build-
rag. 330 Independence Avenue, SW., Wash-

Ston, D.C,, to discuss the existing and

FEDERAL REGISTER

planned programs of Food and Drug Admin-
Istration, to obtain a clear understanding
of what part of the scientific work can be
conducted by the Pood and Drug Adminis-
tration and” what must be conducted by
outside scientists.

(b) The colors named in paragraph
éa) of this section may also be used in

rug products and in such other prepar-
ations subject to ingestion as mouth
washes and dentifrices, where total usage
reasonably to be expected to be ingested
does not contribute more than 1 part
per million of any such color additive or
combination of color additives to the
human diet. The following colors are
retained on the provisional list of color
additives for use in drug products for
internal use, mouth washes, dentifrices,
and proprietary products, under a tem-
porary tolerance, provided that in no
instance shall such color additives con-
tribute more than 0.75 milligram of the
color additive, exEressed as pure dye, to
the amount of the product reasonably
expected to be ingested in 1 day:

D&C Orange No. 5 (§9.202 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 8 (89.153 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 19 (89.164 of this chapter).

89.178 of this chapter).
D&C Red No. 37 (§9.182 of this chapter).
Sec. 203(d)(1)(C): 74 Stat. 405; 21 U.S.C,
rgote undeE' :%6))( )

§ 8.510 Cancellation of certificates.

Certificates issued heretofore for
colors being removed from the pro-
visional list (8 8.502) are canceled and
of no effect after December 1, 1960, and
use of such color additives in drugs or
cosmetics after that date will result-in
adulteration.

Sec. 203(d)(1)(E); 74 Stat. 405; 21 tT.S.C,
rgote undel(’ 3%6))( )

§ 8.515 Limitation of certificates.

Certificates issued heretofore for color
additives being retained on the pro-
visional list in §8.503, but under toler-
ance and usage restrictions, are hereby
limited to those uses and under those
conditions imposed by that section. Use
of such color additives in any other man-
ner after December 1, 1960, in drugs or
cosmetics will result in adulteration.
Any color additive certified under such
tolerance and usage restrictions after
October 12,1960, shall bear a label state-
ment of the name of the color additive
and of the tolerance and use limitations
applicable to it.

Sec. 203(d)(1)(E); 74 Stat. 405; 21 U.S.C,,
r(10te tindeg’ 3)§6))( )

2a. The following sections in- Part 9
shall continue in effect, insofar as they
are not inconsistent with this order, until
new regulations for the enforcement of
section 706 of the basic Color Additives
Amendments of 1960 can be proposed and
made effective:

Definitions.

2 General specifications for straight
colors.

3 Mixtures that may be certified.

4 Sampling, storage, and packaging.

.5 Requests for certification.

6  Certification.

7 limitation of certificates.

8 Labeling

9 Records of distribution.
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89.16 Citrus Red No. 2; certification and

tolerance for use on mature
oranges.

b. The fee schedule provided in §9.12
shall be continued for batches of colors
submitted for certification from the pro-
\éigioognally listed colors in 8§8501 and

c. Sections 9.309 and 9.310 are repealed
(see amendment 1).
(Sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055; 21 U.S.C. 371)

Effective date. This order shall be
effective upon publication in the Federal
Register. Notice and public procedure
are not necessary prerequisites to the
promulgation of this order, because sec-

tion 203(d)(2) of Public Law 86-618 so
provides.

(Title n, Public Law 86-618; 74 Stat. 404 et
seq.; 21 U.S.C., note under 376)
Dated: October7,1960.

[seal] John L. Harvey,

Deputy Commissioner
of Food and Drugs.

[P.R. Doc. 60-9561; Piled, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

Title 32— NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter VIl— Department of the Air
Force

SUBCHAPTER G—APPOINTMENT OF CFHCER
PERSONNEL

PART 887— APPOINTMENT OF DIS-
TINGUISHED AIR FORCE ROTC
GRADUATES AS OFFICERS IN THE
REGULAR AIR FORCE

Sections 887.20 to 887.28 supersede
88 887.20 to 887.28 (32 CFR 887.20).
Sec.
887.20
887.21

Purpose.

Recognition of outstanding cadets
and graduates.

Eligibility requirements.

Selection of distinguished cadets.

Selection of distinguished graduates.

When cadets must apply.

Selection.

887.27 Tender of appointment.

887.28 Probationary period.

Authority: 88 887.20 to 887.28 Issued under
sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. In-
tSeZEﬂret or apply sec. 1, 70A Stat. 507; 10 U.S.C.

887.22
887.23
887.24
887.25
887.26

Source: APR 36-54, August 5, 1960.
§ 887.20 Purpose.

Sections 887.20 to 887.28 set forth the
general policy, eligibility requirements,
special criteria, and administrative

rocedure for submission of applications
or appointment in the Regular Air
Force. They apply only to distinguished
Air Force ROTC cadets and graduates.

§ 887.21 Recognition of outstanding ca-
dets and graduates.

It is Air Force policy to recognize those
persons who, during Air Force ROTC
training, have distinguished themselves
academically and have demonstrated
outstanding qualities of leadership for
service in the Air Force.

(a) Selection of distinguished Air

Force ROTC cadets is first made by the
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Professor of Air Science on a best quali-
fied basis; designated qualified graduates
who apply and are selected will be offered
Regular Air Force commissions.

) Final selections are made by a
board of officers at Headquarters, United
States Air Force; itis recommendations
are final, except that the President of the
United States may remove the name of
any officer on the list selected by the
board who, in his opinion, is not quali-
fied for appointment.

(c) Distinguished graduates who do
not a p!)y for Regular appointment under
§8 887.20 to 887.28 will be given appropri-
ate consideration when they become eli-
gible and apply for Regular appointment
under other directives.

§ 887.22 Eligibility requirements.

The following requirements must be
met by each selected applicant at time of
appointment.

(a) Distinguished graduates. Ap-
pointments will be tendered only to those
selected applicants who have been desig-
nated as distinguished Air Force ROTC
graduates.

(b) Age. At the time of application,
an applicant may not be over 30 years of
age by more than the number of years,
months, and days he has served on active
duty as a commissioned officer in the
Armed Forces of the United States. An
applicant may request, in writing, a
waiver of the age limitation. Such
waiver is subject to final approval by
the Secretary of the Air Force. How-
ever, no person may be appointed if he
will attain his 55th birthday prior to the
time he completes 20 years of active Fed-
eral commissioned service. The Regular
appointment of any person selected, who
is under 21 years of age, will be withheld

until after he has reached his 21ist
birthdag/.
(c) Citizenship. An applicant must

be a citizen of the United States. If he
is not a citizen by birth, he must furnish
a certificate by an officer, notary public,
or any other person authorized by law to
administer oaths, giving the following
information:

| certify that | have this date seen the
original Certificate of Citizenship No.
(or certified copy of court order establishing
citizenship) stating that

Fu name?
was admitted to United States citizenship
by the Courtof ,

(District or county)
(State) (Date)

Note: Facsimiles or copies, photographic
or otherwise, will not be made of naturaliza-
tion certificates under any circumstances.
The Act of June 25, 1948 (62 Stat. 767; 18
US.C. 1426(h)) provides that “whoever,
without lawful authority, prints, photo-
graphs, makes, or executes any print of im-
pression in the likeness of a certificate of
arrival, declaration of intention to become
a_citizen, or certificate of naturalization or
citizenship, or any part thereof, shall be fined
not more than $5,000 or imprisoned not more
that five years, or both.”

(d) Medical. After selection, physi-
cal ‘qualification is a prerequisite” to
appointment. An applicant must be
qualified in accordance with physical
standards for commission.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(e) Background. (1) The appointee
must be of such background, character,
and reputation to insure that appoint-
ment into the Regular Air Force is clear-
ly consistent with the best interests of
the Air Force.

2) Persons who resign, or are dis
missed from an officer training program
of the Army, Navy, or Air Force for rea-
sons of Honor Code violation, military in-
aptitude, indifference, undesirable traits
of character, or disciplinary reasons, are
not eligible under 88 887.20 to 887.28.
However, superintendents of service
academies and commanders of officer
training programs may recommend
waivers of this policy to the Secretary
of the Air Force in exceptional cases
which are worthy of consideration.

(f) Dependents. A male applicant is
not restricted with regard to dependents.

§ 887.23 Selection of distinguished ca-
dets.

(a) Criteria. Inorder to be selected as
a distinguished Air Force ROTC cadet
by the Professor of Air Science, an in-
dividual will meet the following require-
ments:

(1) Possess outstanding qualities of
leadership and high moral character.
He must possess definite aptitude for the
military service.

(2) Clearly demonstrate leadership
ability through his achievements while
participating in recognized campus ac-
tivities.

(3) Attain an academic standing in
tr|1e upper one-third of his graduating
class.

. (4) Attain an academic standing in
the upper one-third of his class in mili-
tary subjects.

) Attain a standing in the upper
one-third of all cadets at his Air Force
ROTC summer training unit if he has
attended the summer training unit prior
to entr% into Air Science IV.

_ﬁb) esignation procedure. A cadet
will be tentatively designated a distin-
guished Air Force ROTC cadet not later
than 15 days prior to his completion of
Air Science HI.

. (a) Criteria.

sion concurrently with those persons who
attended their normal Air Force ROTC
summer training phase.

§ 887.24 Selection of distinguished grad-
uates.

In order to be desig-
nated a distinguished graduate by the
Professor of Air Science, a distinguished
Air Force ROTC cadet will meet the fol-
lowing requirements:

(1) Designated by Professor of Air
Science as a distinguished cadet.

(2) Maintain required standards be-
tween time of designation as a distin-
guished cadet and date of commissioning.

(3) Complete Air Science IV and Air
Force ROTC summer training.

(4) Attain a standing in the upper
one-third of all cadets at his Air Force
ROTC training unit'.

5) Receive a baccalaureate degree.

b) Designation procedure. en
the criteria in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion have been met, a distinguished Air
Force ROTC graduate will be designated
by official letter as follows:

él) When the distinguished Air Force
cadet has successfully completed Air Sci-
ence 1V prior to graduation, and gradua-
tion is from an institution having no Air
Force ROTC unit, the designation will be
made by the Professor of Air Science of
the Air Force ROTC unit at which his
work was completed. The Professor of
Air Science will assure that a cadet so
designated has maintained the prescrib-
ed standards during the interim between
completion of Air Science IV and gradu-
ation.

(2) A distinguished Air Force ROTC
cadet will not be designated as a distin-
guished Air Force ROTC graduate until
such _desi%nation is approved by the in-
stitution head or his representative.

53) A distinguished Air Force ROTC
cadet who does not apply for Regular ap-
pointment but completes the require-
ments under paragraph (b) (1) of this
section may be designated a distinguish-
ed Air Force ROTC graduate. An-
nouncement of all cadets selected for
designation as distinguished Air Force

1) He will not be officially designatedROTC p'aduates will be made with

as a distinguished cadet, however, until
such designation is approved by the insti-
tution head or his representative.

(2> Official designation will be made
by letter not later than 30 days after
cadets begin Air Science IV. This desig-
nation may be withdrawn at any time
prior to the date that the cadet becomes
eligible for graduation.

(3) A qualified cadet who is scheduled
to complete Air Science IV prior to aca-
demic graduation will be designated a
distinguished Air Force ROTC cadet
concurrently with those cadets who are
scheduled to complete Air Science IV on
the same date.

(4) A qualified cadet who is unable to
attend Air Force ROTC summer training
beween the first and second year of the
advanced course will be ‘tentatively
designated a distinguished Air Force
ROTC cadet at completion of Air Science
H1 and will be officially designated at the
same time as other members of the Air
Science IV class. He will be eligible to
apply for a Regular Air Force commis-

appropriate ceremony at graduation
exercises.

(4) When the cadet is to be commis-
sioned at the summer trainin? unit, the
Professor of Air Science will furnish an
undated letter of designation to the sum-
mer training unit commander for de-
livery upon commissioning, provided the
cadet remains eligible.

§ 887.25 When cadets must apply.

Applicants will normally be notified of
selection or non-selection approximately
six months following close of the applica-
tion period. This application period is
as follows:

(@) Between October 1st and 31st an-
nually, for those cadets who are qualified
and graduate between May and August
of the next calendar year.

(b) Between March 1st and 3ist an-
nually, for those cadets who are qualified
and graduate between September of tha
calendar year and April of the next ca -
endar year.
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§887.26 Selection.

Upon their receipt in Headquarters
USAF, ap]plications will he forwarded to
a board of officers, for Regular Air Force-
selection on a best qualified basis. Ap-
plicants will be notified through the
Commander, Air University, of selection
ornon-selection.

§887.27 Tender of appointment.

Tender of appointment will be made
by letter of aPpointment issued by the
Department of the Air Force. The ten-
der may be withdrawn, for cogent rea-
sons, or declined at any time prior to
actual acceptance.

§887.28 Probationary period.

The a(g)pointment of any person under
§887.20 to 887.28 is probationary for 3
years and may be revoked by the Secre-
tary of the Air Force at any time before
the third anniversary of the acceptance
of such appointment.

R. J. Pugh*
Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Deputy
Director of Administrative
Services.

[FR Doc. 60-9526; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:45 am.]

Title 39— POSTAL SERVICE

Chapter I— Post Office Department

PART 31— STAMPS, ENVELOPES, AND
POSTAL CARDS

PART 414—SERVICE IN POST OFFICES

Miscellaneous Amendments

The regulations of the Post Office De-
partment are amended as follows:
I. In §31.6 Validity- of stamps, para-
raphs (c) and (d) are amended to
show that boat stamps, special handling,
and certified mail stamps are not good
for postage. As so amended, para-
graphs (c) and (d) read as follows:
§31.6 Validity of stamps.
* * * *

*

_ (©) Nonpostage stamps (documentary
internal revenue stamps, migratory-bird
hunting stamps, U.S. savm%and thrift
stamps, boat stamps, and the like!.

d) Postage-due, special-delivery; spe-
cial-handling, and certified mail stamps.

Note; The corresponding Postal Manual
section is 141.6 ¢ and d.

§R.S. 161, as amended, secs. 501, 2501, 2504,
505, Pub. Law 86-682 (74 Stat. 580, 605,
6065 5U.S.C. 22, 39 U.S. Code 501, 2501, 2504,

H. Section 41.3 Post office boxes, is
amended by (I) providing that the fur-
bishing of false information on Form
1093, Application for a Post Office Box,
Is sufficient reason for denial of a box
(See paragraph (b) of this section; (I1)
requiring that postmasters of all first-
class offices, regardless of gross annual
receipts, adjust box rental rates when
conditions warrant at the beginning of
each fiscal year in accordance with the
rate schedule provided in subdivision (ii)
°r Paragraph (c) (1) of this section, thus
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eliminating the distribution of individual
rate schedules to post offices by the
Bureau of Finance (See |_Faragraph (c)
(2) of this section.) ; (HI) adding in-
structions for making adjustments in
box rental rates (See paragraph (c) (3)
of this section.) ; (IV) clarifying the
advance rental payment requirements
ESee paragraph of this section) ;
V) providing that renters of lockboxes
may not obtain or use any keys except
those issued throulglh the post office (See
Baragraph (9) of this sectlon? ;and (V1)
y making editorial changes for the pur-
pose of clarification. As so amended,
§41.3 reads as follows:

8§ 41.3 Post office boxes.

(@) Purpose of boxes. Post office
boxes and drawers are for the conven-
ience of the public in the delivery of mail.
The service affords ;l))atrons privacy, and
permits them to obtain mail at their
convenience during the hours the lobby
is kept open.

(b) How to rent a box. The patron
must submit Form 1093, Application for
Post Office Box, to the postmaster at
the post office where the box is located.
The application will be approved or de-
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application is approved, a box will be
assigned.

~ <c) Rental rates—(1) Main post of-
fices.—(i) Office groups. The following
nine groups are for use in determinin
the correct rate category for call an
lock boxes at main post offices.

Group A. Post offices offering city delivery
service and with the position of the post-
Tgaster ranked in salary levels 16, 17, 18, or

Group B. Post offices offering city delivery
service and with the position of the post-
master ranked in salary levels 14 or 15.

Group C. Post offices offering city delivery
service and with the position of the post-
master ranked in salary levels 12 or 13

Group D. Post offices offering city delivery
service and with the position of the post-
master ranked in salary levels 10 or 11.

Group E. Post offices offering city delivery
service and with the position of the post-
master ranked in salary levels 7, 8 or 9.

Group F. Post offices not offering city
delivery service and with the position of
the postmaster ranked in salary levels 8, 9,
or above. ) ) )

Group G. Post offices not offering city
delivery service and with the position of the
postmaster ranked- in salary level 7. .

Group H. Post offices not offering city
delivery service and with the position of the
postmaster ranked in salary levels 5 or 6.

nied by the postmaster. Furnishing Group I. All fourth-class post offices.
false information on the application is (ii) Schedule. The quarterly box rent
sufficient reason for denial. When the schedule for main post offices is as follows:
Rate per quarter
Call boxes Lock boxes and drawers
Size No. Size No.
P
ost Office groups 1 2 1 2 3 4 5

Cubic-inch capacity

Cubic-inch capacity

To25 225t050 To25 25to 500 to 900 to 3,08\9grnd
Oﬁi%suw}&h city carrier service; $225 B0 #© $6.00  $800  $1000  $1200
roup? B 150 2.25 3.'88 450 6.00 750 9.00
Group G 110 150 223 200 450 6.00 750
Group D 80 110 . 2.25 300 450 6.00
_rou@vEt X X - 65 80 120 150 2.25 3.00 450
1ces Wi FTOﬁt_CTty_C'aTTTeTS'ETWC'e—
50 65 20 110 1.50 2.25 3.00
oub E 35 50 70 90 110 150 2.25
rouB H. o s 20 20 50 66 90 110 150
Group | i 15 20 35 50 65 90 110
2 Rates at stations, branchesout_city carrier service and with the

annexes, and airport mail facilities—
(i) Stations, branches, annexes, and air-
p(Jo)rt mail facilities of first-class offices.
a
or stations and branches primarily serv-
icing academic institutions (see sub-
division (iii) of this subparagraph), box
rent rates at stations, branches, annexes,
and airport mail facilities affiliated with
first-class post offices, regardless of gross
annual postal receipts, shall be based
on the following:

(1) At classified stations, branches,
and airport mail facilities, with or with-
out city carrier service and with the
position of the superintendent ranked in
salary levels 9 or above, the rates are
those prescribed in the box rent schedule
for the first group below that of the main

ffice.
(2) At classified stations, branches,
and airport mail facilities with or with-

position of the superintendent ranked
in salary levels 8 or below, the rates are
those prescribed in the box rent schedule

With the exception of rural stations for the second group below that of the

main office. - )

(3% At designated classified stations
and branches located very near the main
office and at annexes, the rates shall be
the same as those charged at the main
office.

(4) All contract_stations will charge
those rates prescribed in the box rent
schedule for the second group below
that of the main office.

(b) All rural stations shall charge the
fees prescribed in the box rent schedule
for group | post offices.

(c) Stations and branches with box
equipment owned or supplied by an
academic institution shall establish box
rental charges in accordance with sub-
division (iii) of this subparagraph. Star
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tions and branches primarily serving
academic institutions with lockbox
equipment not owned or supplied by an
academic institution shall charge regular
applicable box rental rates.

(if) Stations and branches of second-
and third-class offices, (a) With the
exception of rural stations or certain sta-
tions and branches primarily servicing
academic institutions, stations and
branches of second- and third-class post
offices will charge the same rental fees
as those charged at the main office.

(b) All rural stations will charge the
fees prescribed in the box rent schedule
for group | post offices.

(c) Stations and branches with box
equipment owned or supplied by an aca-
demic institution will establish box rental
charges in accordance with subdivision
(iii) of this subparagraph. Stations and
branches primarily servicing academic
institutions with lockbox equipment not
owned or supplied by the academic insti-
tution will charge regular applicable box
rental rates.

(iii) Stations and branches servicing
academic institutions. The following

Call boxes Lockboxes
No. 1 No 2 No. 1 No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5
.60 .60 $0.90 $1.50 $2.40
$0.':238 $0.'§8 $0.35 $0.40 60 1.00 160

(3) When new rates are effective—
(i) Adjustments. Box rental rate ad-
Lust_me_nts shall be made on July 1, the

e%lnnlng of each fiscal year when either

or both of the following actions occur:
i . Chan?e box
.Type of action Date of aetion rentaf rates
effective—
Establishment Ifchanlge occurred July 1, the be-
or dis(Contin- on or after July gnnnlng of
uance of city 1, and on or bé- e new fis-
delivery fore June 30, of cal year.
Service: the present fis-
) cal year.
.Change in sal- Ifchan%e occurred Do.
ary level o afterthe first
postmaster day of the first
or of station, ?a eriod in
branch, an- he present fis-
nex, or air- cal year and on
ort mail ]Qr efore the
acility su- Irst day of the
perintendent.  first'pay period
|C r; Ithgar;ew fis-
Noyl' E: this is
based on ad-
f_usted ross
eceipts.

(i) New units. Box rental rates at
all new units placed in operation after
July 1, will be based on those factors in
effect on the oEenlng date of the installa-
tion, except that when a post office is
discontinued and is reestablished as a
classified station or branch of another
post office, the rental rates that were in
effect at the discontinued post office at
the beginning of the fiscal year will con-
tinue In effect during the remainder of
thetfiscal year at the newly established
unit.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

applies_only to stations and branches
primarily servicing academic institutions
when the box equipment is owned or sup-
plied by the academic institution:

(@) When box equipment i§ separated
from designated post office quarters and
the mail 1s ?Iaced in the boxes bP/ per-
sonnel emp (_)?/ed by the school, box
rental fees, if any, are subject to the
control of the academic institution, and
the revenues therefrom, if any, are not
considered postal funds.

(b) When box equipment is not sepa-
rated from designated post office quarters
or the mail is not placed in the boxes by
personnel employed by the academic in-
stitution, call and lockbox charges are
based on the following schedule and all
revenues therefrom are considered as
postal funds. Pees may be paid on an
annual basis or on either a semester or
quarterly basis to coincide with the sys-
tem used by the school. Box rental fees
applicable during the summer session of
schools operating on a semester basis
will be one-half the regular semester
rates.

(4) Fees applicable under special cir-
cumstances. When larger size boxes are
not available or cannot be provided to
handle the average daily mail volume of
a patron, arrangements may be made by
postmasters to utilize bags or other con-
tainers instead of lockboxes. The fee
for this service will be equivalent to the
rental that would be collected if the
patron had been provided with the larg-
est size box in the installation.

(d) Payment of box rent. Box rent
must be paid in advance. Form 1538,
Box Rent Receipt, is given for each pay-
ment. The rent may be paid quarterly
or annually at the option of the box
holder as follows:

(1). Annually. Annual rent must be
paid in advance on or before June 30 for
the full fiscal year. Rent for the quar-
ters remaining in the fiscal year must
be paid in advance (see subparagraph
(3) of this paragraph). The fiscal year
begins July 1 and ends June 30.

%2) Quarterly. Quarters begin July 1,
October 1, January 1, and April 1
Rent must be paid on or before June 30,
%eiptember 30, December 31, and March

(3) After beginning of quarter, (i)
Fi{st month of quarter: Entire quarterly
rate.

(ii) Second month of quarter: Two-
thirds of quarterly rate. To determine
the amount to be paid, multiply quar-
terly rate by two and divide by three.
Drop fractions of a cent.

(iti) Third month of quarter: If
rented before the twenty-first day, one-
third quarterly rate. On or after the
twenty-first day, no rent will be charged
for the remaining days in the quarter,
but full payment must be made for the
following quarter.

(e) Refund of box rent. When a box
is surrendered, no portion of the rent
will be refunded to a patron who has paid
on a quarterly basis. A patron renting
a box on an annual basis who surrenders
the box before the end of the fiscal year
for which rent has been paid may apply
for a refund of that portion of the box
rent that is applicable to all full quarters
remaining in the fiscal year. No refund
will be made for the remaining portion
of the quarter in which the box is sur-
rendered. AEpllcatlon for refund should
be made on Form 3533, Application and
Voucher for Refund of Postage and
Fees, in duplicate in the same manner as
postage refunds, as outlined in §37.2 of
this chapter.

_ () Use of box.—(1) Individuals. An
individual renting a box may have placed
in it:

1) Mail addressed to himself.

_(ir) Mail directed to a temporary
visitor.

(iii) Mail addressed to his care or to
the number of his box by persons who
wish him to take care of it Tor them not
more than 30 days.

(iv) Mail addressed to members of his
family.

(v) Mail addressed to his servants or
other employees who live in his house.

(vi) Mail addressed to a relative or
other person who lives permanently in
his house as do the other members of his
family. Boarders or roomers are not
considered members of the family.

(2) Firms or corporations. A firm
renting a box may have placed in it:

gi) Mail addressed to its name..

||? Mail addressed to any of its of-
ficials and office employees.

(iii) Mail addressed to any member
of a firm, or members of his family, by
the consent of all members of the firm

(3) Students and teachers. Mail ad-
dressed to students and teachers at an
educational institution may be deposited
in the box rented by the school, if con-
sistent with the rules of the school.

(4) Public institutions. Mail ad-
dressed to inmates of a public institution
may be deposited in the box rented by it,
if consistent with its rules.

(5) Associations. An association or
society may rent a box, but it may not
be used for individual members, other
t_hlan officers addressed by their official
titles.

(6) Hotel or boarding house. Mail
addressed to guests or transient boarders
at a hotel or boarding house will ke
placed in the box assigned to it or its
proprietor.

(7) Mail addressed to box number.
Mail addressed only to a box number
may be delivered to the box holder as
long as no improper or unlawful business
is conducted in this manner.

(9) Keys—(1) Regular. A patron
renting a key-type lockbox must be sup-
ﬁ!led with one or two Kkeys, according to

is needs. Renters of lockboxes are not
permitted to obtain or use any
except those issued through the post

office. . .

. (2) Additional. Keys in excess of two
ir"ay be obtained from the post office on
completion of Form 1094, Application
-for Additional Keys to Post Office Box,
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and payment of a 50-cent fee for each
key. Under no circumstances may the
boxholder or his agent obtain additional
keys for the box assigned to his use from
any other source or supplier.

(3) Duplicate. Duplicates of lost keys
may be secured by payment of a 50-cent
fee for each key.

(4) Fees notrefundable. Pees for du-
plicate and additional keys are not
refundable.

(5 Worn and broken. Worn or
broken keys shall be replaced without
charge if the damathed key is surrendered.

(6) Return. AIl keys must be re-
turned when the box is surrendered. If
the patron has lost a regular key, he must

y a fee of 50 cents for each missing

(h) Restrictions—(lz) Improper pur-
poses. A box will not be rented to any-
one who the Postmaster has good reason
to believe will use it for the purpose of
deception, for immoral or improper pur-
poses, or for the conduct of a fraudulent
or lottery business.

(2) Misuse. A box will not be re-
rented to anyone who does not take
proper care of it or who disregards the
rules concerning its use.

(3) Improper matter in box. Only
matter which has passed through the
mail, or official postal notices, may be
placed in a post office box. (See para-
graph (a) of this section.) (Interprets
or applies 62 Stat. 784; 18 U.S.C. 1725)

(4) Closing of box. When a post-
master has reason to believe that a box
is being used for a fraudulent, deceptive,
or unlawful scheme, or for an immoral
or improper purpose, or for the purposes
of a lottery, or that the safety of the
mail is endangered by its continued use,
or that its use is for other than the
receipt of mail or official postal notices,
he will report the facts to the General
Counsel who, if he finds that the box is
being used for any of said ﬂurgoses, shall
have the right to order the box closed.

Note’ The corresponding Postal Manual
section is 1513.

(RS. 161, as amended, secs. 1, 501, 708, 2209,
Pub. Law 86-682 §74 Stat. 578, 580, 584, 596);
5USC. 22, 39 U.S. Code 1, 501, 708, 2209)

Herbert B. Warburton,
General Counsel.

[PR. Doc. 60-9537, Piled, Oet. 11, 1960;
8:47 am.]

[seal]

PART 168— DIRECTORY OF
INTERNATIONAL MAIL

International Mail Regulations

The regulations of the Post Office De-
partment in Part 168—Directory of In-
ternational Mail—are amended by mak-

__the following changes in §168.5 In-
dividual country regulations:

[h country “Bermuda”, under Par-
cel Post, amend the tabular information
immediately following the item Air par-
cel rates by striking out “22 pounds.”,
u .fex ~ appears opposite “Weight

>and inserting in lieu thereof ™33
pounds”. The weight limit of parcel post
Packages addressed to Bermuda is in-
creased to 33 pounds.

Pnv' 2n countr(%/ “British, Guiana”, under
reel Post, amend the item Import re-
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strictions by deleting the second para-
graph therein. Addressees are no longer
required to obtain import licenses before
the arrival of parcels.

I11. In country “Sweden”, under Par-
cel Post, the item Prohibitions is amend-
ed by striking out “saccharine and simi-
lar substances” where it appears in the
second paragraph therein, and insertin
in lieu thereof “sugar”. As so amended,
the second paragraph reads as follows:

Prohibitions. * * *

Firearms and parts thereof; pharma-
ceutical drugs including bacteriological
preparations; sugar; perfumes and other
preparations containing alcohol; tobacco
in any form and machines, tools and
paper for tobacco manufacture. As an
exception, tobacco manufactures not ex-
ceeding 35 ounces in any one parcel may
be sent as a gift to an individual for
personal use.

IV. In country “Trinidad and Tobago”,
under Parcel Post, amend the second
paragraph of the item Prohibitions to
read as follows:

Prohibitions. * * *

Carbon paper unless coated with wax
and containing no oxidizable, oily or
fatty substances, and so described on the
customs declaration.

V. In country “Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics”, as amended by Fed-
eral Register Document 60-5926, 25 F.R.
5937-5938, Federal Register Document
60-6615, 25 F.R. 6758-6759, make the fol-
lowing changes to show that medicines
sent must be accompanied by a Soviet
prescription issued by a physician in a
Soviet health establishment:

A. Under Postal Union Mail, amend
the second paragraph of the item Obser-
vations to read as follows:

Observations. * * *

Duty-prepaid packages not exceeding
18 ounces in weight containing medicines
may be imported in letter packages (sur-
face or air) and will be delivered on con-
dition that the prescription for the
medicine, issued by a physician in a
Soviet health establishment and bearing
the stamp and seal of such establish-
ment, is enclosed in the package.

B. Under Parcel Post amend the item
Observations to read as follows :

Observations. Parcels containing used
clothing and used shoes are admitted
only on the condition that the articles
are fit for use and are accompanied
by certificates from_a commercial firm
attesting that the said articles have been
subjected to disinfection. The'certifi-
cates must be dated and the relative
articles should be mailed as soon after
such date as possible. The wrapper of
each such parcel must be endorsed to
indicate that the certificate of disinfec-
tion is enclosed. Parcels not accom-

anied with disinfection certificates will

e returned to origin.

Each parcel containing medicine must
have the prescription therefor, issued by
a physician in a Soviet health establish-
ment and bearing the stamps and seal
of such establishment, enclosed in the
parcel.

Parcels must not be closed by means
of metal bands or metal straps.
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(R.S. 161, as amended, secs. 501, 505, Pub.

Law 86-682 (74 Stat. 580, 581); 5 U.S.C. 22,

39 U.S. Code 501, 505)

Herbert B. Warburton,
General Counsel.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9536; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:47 am]

[seal]

Title 49— TRANSPORTATION

Chapter |I— Interstate Commerce
Commission
SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[Fourth Section Order No. 18900]

PART 143— LONG-AND-SHORT-HAUL
AND AGGREGATE-OF-INTERMEDI-
ATES RATES

Filing of Fourth Section Applications

At a General Session of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, held at its office
in Washington, D.C., on the 29th day
of September A.D. 1960.

Upon consideration of the record in
the above-entitled proceedings, petition
of rail carriers in Southern region filed
August 9, 1960, for reopening the pro-
ceedings for reconsideration by the en-
tire Commission, of the report and order
of Division 2, decided June 29, 1960 (25
F.R. 6629), and for oral argument, and
the water carriers’ reply thereto, filed
August 29,1960 (25 F.R. 8486) :

It is ordered, That the said petition
be, and it is hereby, denied, for the
reason that the matters submitted in
sugport of the petition do not present
substantial and material grounds to
warrant granting the action sought.

It is further ordered, That the order
entered in this proceeding on June 29,
1960, which order, pursuant to section
17(8) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
was stayed pending disposition of the
petitions, be, and it is hereby, reinstated,
and modified to become effective on
November 17,1960.

By the Commission.

Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 60-9542; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
*8:47 am.]

Title 50— WILDLIFE

Chapter |— Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior

PART 32—HUNTING
Cape Romain National Wildlife
Refuge, South Carolina

The following special regulation is
issued.

§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game;

for individual wildlife refuge areas.
* * * * *

[seal]

South Carolina

Cape Romain National Wildlife Ref-
uge. Hunting of big game on the Cape
Romain National Wildlife Refuge, South
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Carolina is permissible only under the
following conditions:

(a) Species permitted to be taken:
Deer.

(b) Open season: Prom .sunrise to
8:30 a.m. and from 3:30 p.m. to sunset
standard time), November 28, 1960,
through December 3, 1960.

(c) Daily and total bag limits: Deer of
either sex—2. .

d) Methods of hunting: o

1) Weapons: Bows with minimum
recognized pull of 45 pounds and arrows
with- minimum blade width of seven-
eights (49 inch. .

(2) Dogs: One dog ;l)(er hunting party
may be used to track wounded game
only. Dogs must be on leash at all
times.

(3) Prohibited methods: Firearms,
crossbdWs, or any other type of me-
chanical bow. i )

§4) Stand hunting: Stand hunting
only is permitted. Drive and stalk hunt-
ing is prohibited.

(e) Description of areas open to
hunting:

Hunting is permitted in accordance
with (a) above on the posted area which
comprises approximately 2,495 acres and
7 percent of the total refuge and which
is described as follows:

Entire Bulls Island Unit, except the
Headquarters area and waterfowl con-
centration areas suitably posted as
closed.

f) Other provisions: ) )

1) The provisions of this special
regulation supplement the_ regulations
which govern hunting on wildlife refuge
areas generally which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 32.

(2) A Federal permit is required to
enter the public hunting area. Permits
may be obtained from the Refuge Man-
ager, Cape Romain National Wildlife
Refuge, McClellanville, South Carolina
until 4:00 p.m., November 18, 1960. A
maximum of 75 hunters will be accom-
modated each day.

(3) The provisions of this special reg-
ulation are effective October 10, 1960
through December 3, 1960.

(4) Hunters must check in with refuge
personnel upon arrival and check out
upon departure from Bulls Island.

(5) All deer must be tagged before
leaving Bulls Island headquarters.

(6) Camping is permitted at desig-
nated camping area only, and fires must
be confined to this area.” *

. . W._L. Towns,

Acting Regional Director, Bu-
reau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife.

October 4, 1960.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9532; Filed, Oct.
8:46 a.m.]

11, 1960;
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PART 32— HUNTING

Wheeler National Wildlife Refuge,
Alabama

The following special regulation is
issued.

§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland
game; for individual wildlife refuge
areas.

* * * * *
Alabama
Wheeler National

Wildlife Refu?e.
Hunting of upland game on the Wheeler
National Wildlife Refuge, Alabama is
permissible only under the following
conditions:

(a) Species permitted to be taken:
rabbit: trow; fox.

(b) Open season: 8:00 am. to 5:00
p.m. (standard time), February 13, 1961,
through February 18, 1961.

(c) DaiIY bag limits: Rabbit—6;
crow—no limit; fox—mno limit.

d) Methods of hunting:

1) Weapons: Shotguns only, with
maximum capacity of three (3) shells.

(2) Dogs: The use of dogs is per-
mitted.

(e). Description of areas open to
hunting:

Hunting is permitted in accordance
with (a) above on the posted area which
comprises approximately 8,582 acres and
25 percent of the total refuge and which
is described as follows:

Those parts of Wheeler National Wild-
life Refuge on the north side of the
Tennessee River from Piney Creek east
to the Redstone Arsenal boundary, and
on the south side of the Tennessee River,
all parts of the refuge east of Cave
Springs.

(f) Other provisions:

(1) The provisions of this special reg-
ulation supplement the regulations
which govern hunting on wildlife refuge
areas generally which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 32.

(2) A Federal permit is required to
enter the public hunting area. Permits
may be obtained from the Refuge Man-
ager, Wheeler National Wildlife Refuge,
Decatur, Alabama starting February 1,
1961.

(3) The provisions of this special reg-
ulation are effective October 15, 1960,
through February 18, 1961.

. . W. L. Towns,

Acting Regional Director, Bu-
reau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife.

October 4,1960.

[Fit. Doc. 60-9533; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:46 am.]

PART 32— HUNTING

Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge,
New Mexico

~ The following special regulation is
issued.

§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland
game; for individual wildlife refuge

areas.
* * * * *

New Mexico

Bitter Lake National Wildlife Refuge.
Hunting of upland game on the Bitter
Lake National Wildlife Refuge, New
Mexico, is permissible only under the fol-
lowing conditions:

(a) Species permitted to be taken:
Quail.

(b) Open season: From one-half hour
before sunrise to sunset, during the
period November 24, 1960, through Jan-
uary 1, 1961.

(c) Daily bag limit: 10 per day and
10 in possession.

m(d) Methods of hunting:

1) Weapons: Shotguns only may be
used. (Shotguns larger than 10 gauge
or capable of holding more than three
shells in magazine and chamber com-
bined and all pistols and rifles are pro-
hibited in taking of quail.)
~ (e) Description of areas open to hunt-
ing:

Hunting is permitted in accordance
with (a) above on the posted area which
comprises approximately 1,600 acres and
7 percent of the total refuge and which
is described as follows:

That portion of the Bitter Lake National
Wildlife Refuge in the North Tract east of
the west hank of the Peeos River and ex-
tending to the refuge boundary, including
portions of Secs. 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 26, and
35, T8S, RSB E

(f) Other provisions:

(1) The provisions of this special reg-
ulation supplement the regulations
which govern hunting on wildlife refuge
areas generally which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 32.

(2) A Federal permit is not required
to enter the public hunting area.

(3) The provisions of this special reg-
ulation are effective November 24, 1960,
through January 1, 1961.

John C. Gatlin,
Regional Director, Bureau of
port Fisheries and Wildlife.

October 4, 1960.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9547; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:48 am.]



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[43 CFR Part 196 1

PHOSPHATE LEASES, PROSPECTING
PERMITS AND USE PERMITS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Basis and purpose. Notice is hereby
given that pursuant to the authority
vested in the Secretary of the Interior
under sections 9 to 12, inclusive, of the
Mineral Leasing Act of February 25,1920,
asamended (30 US.'C. 211-214), it is pro-

to completely amend Part 196,
Title 43 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as set forth below. The principal
purpose of this amendment is to imple-
ment the Act of March 18, 1960 (Public
Law 86-391, 74 Stat. 7), which amend-
ed sections 9, 12 and 27 of the Mineral
Leasing Act of 1920 (30 ILS.C. 211, 214
and 184, respectively), as follows:

Section 9, by providing for (a) issuance
toany applicant qualified under the act,
aprospecting permit which, shall give the
exclusive right to prospect for phosphate
deposits,, including associated minerals,
inany unclaimed, undeveloped area, for
aperiod of two years, for not more than
2530 acres, (b) an extension of such a
permit for an additional period, not in
excess of four years, as deemed advisable,
if it is found that the permittee has been
unable, with reasonable diligence; to de-
termine the existence or workability of
Phosphate deposits in the area covered
by the permit and desires to prosecute
further prospecting exploration, or for
other reasons warranting such an exten-
sion, and (c) issuance of a Phosphate
lease based upon discovery of valuable
Phosphate deposits in the permit land
Prior to the expiration of the permit.

Section 12, by providing for the holder
of a phosphate permit to be granted the
same right to use unappropriated and un-
entered public land, not exceeding 80
acres, as the holder of such a lease, for
Proper extraction, treatment or removal
of the deposits covered by the permit.

Section-27, by providing that the acre-
age limitation of 10,240 acres that may be
held at any one time under Fhosphate
leases in the United States shall apply to
Permits or leases.

The proposed amendment eliminates
the noncompetitive lease system-which is
Pot based on an express statutory re-
quirement but upon regulation. Under
tne present re%ulations a noncompetitive
tease issues when further exploration is
ueemed necessary before development
ould reasonably be undertaken. Since it

necessary for an applicant for a

ucompetitive lease to publish notice
i @°f in a newspaper of general circu-
lation in the county in which the land is

naliwiS opportunity exists for third
p riies to protest the issuance of the pro-

posed lease. Should the. protest be con-
sidered valid, a competitive rather than
anoncompetitive lease issues. When this
occurs, an applicant who may have
performed certain investigations with re-
spect to the land prior to seeking a non-
competitive lease loses the benefits of
such work unless he outbids his rivals.
The proposed amendment, if approved,
would correct that situation since a per-
mittee would have a.preference right to
a lease as in the case of permittees seek-
ing coal, sodium, sulphur and potassium.
The proposed amendment also provides
for an annual rental of 25 cents an acre
or fraction thereof for lands under pros-
pecting permits; and it establishes a rule
that after the expiration of the permit
term, the landsembraced therein will not
be segregated from further leasing be-
cause a previously filed relinquishment
of the permithas not been noted on the
record. Thiswill insure that all members
of the public have equal opportunity to
file an application for the permit lands
even though notation of the relinquish-
ment or cancellation of the permit has
not been made on the official records. It
is the policy of the Department of the In-
terior whenever practicable, to afford the
public an opportunity to participate in
the rule making process. Accordingly,
interested persons may submit in tripli-
cate written comments, su%?estions, or
objections with respect to the proposed
amendment to the Director, Bureau of
Land Management, Washington 25, D.C,,
within thirty days from the date of pub-
lication of this notice in, the Federal
Register.
George W. Abbott,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

October 5, 1960;

Fart 196, Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is. completely amended to
read as follows:

Sec.

196.1  Statutory authority. .

196.2 Area; limitation on holdings; term.

196.3  Qualifications of applicant. o

196.4 Protection of pre-existing mining
claims, . .

1965 Application foroi)rospectlng permit.

196.6  Bights conferred.

196.7 Permit rental.

198.8 Permit bond;

1969 Extension of permit.

196.10 AvailabilitY of lands for further per-
mit applications where a permit is
canceled; relinquished or termi-
nated. . .

196.11 Reward-of discovery under permit.

196.12 Application for lease by competitive
bidding.

196.13 Lease bond.

196.14 Minimum production.

196.15 Lessee’s petition for change in mini-
mum. production.

196.16 Offer of lands or deposits for lease
by competitive bidding.

196.17 Notice of lease offer.

196.18 Bidding requirements; deposits.

196.19 Action after lease offer;

196.20 Use of silica, limestone or other rock.

196.21 Payments and reports.

Sec.

196.22 Assignments of leases and permits or
interests therein.

196.23 Limitation on overriding royalties.

196.24 Readjustment of Ifease terms and
conditions at end of twenty-year
periods.

196.25 Relinquishment of lease.

196.26 Cancellation of lease.

196.27 Use permits for additional lands.

Authority: 8 196.1 to 196.27, issued under
sec. 32, 41 Stat. 450; 30 U.S.C. 189.

§ 196.1 Statutory authority.

Sections 9 to 12, inclusive of the Act
of February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. 440; 441,
30 US.C. 211-214), as amended, herein-
after referred to as the act, authorizes
the Secretary of the Interior to:

(a) lIssue permits to prospect for
phosphate deposits, including associated
minerals, in public lands or in public
lands disposed, of with a reservation of
such deposits to the United States;

(b) Lease such lands known to con-
tain such deposits, and

(c) Grant to a permittee or lessee of
such lands the right to use unappro-
priated and unentered public land not
exceeding 80 acres for proper extraction,
treatment or removal of the deposits cov-
ered by the permit or lease.

§ 196.2" Area; limitation on holdings;
term,

(a) Except where the rule of approxi-
mationl aciaplles, a permit or lease ma
not exceed 2,560 acres. The lands will
be in reasonably compact form and en-
tirely within an area of six miles square
or within an area not exceeding six sur-
veyed or protracted sections in length
or width.

(1) No person, association, or corpo-
ration, may hold at any one time more
than 10,240 acres in the United States,
whether directly through the ownership
of phosphate- leases, permits and appli-
cations therefor or interests in them, or
indirectly through association member-
ship or stock ownership.

(2) All leases will be issued on Form
4-1110s for a primary term of twenty
years and so long thereafter as the lessee
complies with the terms and conditions
of. the lease. All prospecting permits
will be issued on Form 4-15152 for a
primary term of two years and may be
extended for such an additional period,
not in excess of four years, as the Bureau
of Land Management deems advisable, if
it is found that the permittee has been

1The rule of approximation applies to ap-
plications for prospecting permits or leases
only where elimination of the smallest legal
subdivision involved would result in a de-
ficiency of area, under 2,560 acres greater
than the excess over 2,560 acres resulting
from the inclusion of such subdivision.

JA copy of the lease form, as well as the
other forms mentioned in this part, may be
obtained from any land office or the Director,
Bureau of Land. Management, Washington

»Filed as part of the original document.
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unable, with reasonable diligence, to de-
termine the existence or workability of
phosphate deposits in the permit lands
and desires to prosecute further pros-
pecting, or for other reasons warranting
such an extension in the opinion of the
Bureau of Land Management.

(b) A lessee, upon a showing that the
leased deposits extend into adjoining
Federal lands may, upon apglication to
be filed in the Land Office, be granted,
subject to the acreage limitation under
paragraph (a? (1) of this section, a lease
for additional acreage, if the authorized
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, after consultation with the Minmgi
Supervisor of the Geological Survey shal
determine that the increased acreage
will result in conservation of natural
resources and will provide for the most
economical and efficient recovery of a
minable deposit without waste. In ap-
plying this paragraph, fringe acreage in
an area not of interest to more than one
operator, and lacking sufficient reserves,
of phosphate deposits to warrant inde-
pendent development, may be leased
noncompetitively without™ publication
either by separate lease or by adding to
an existing leasehold (within the aggre-
gate limitation of 2,560 acres), subject to
a bonus of not less than $1 an acre, a
minimum royalty, and such other terms
and conditions as may be determined at
the time the lease offer is made. If,
however, the fringe acreage has sufficient
reserves to warrant independent develop-
ment, or, if, following appropriate in-
quiry of operators in the area and con-
sultation with the Mining Supervisor, the
authorized officer of the Bureau of Land
Management determines that there is
competitive interest therein, the lands

will be offered competitively under
§196.17.
§ 196.3 Qualifications of applicant.

(@) Asused in this section, “applicant”
means an applicant for a permit under
§196.5, for a lease under 88 196.2(b) and
196.11, the high bidder to whom a lease
is awarded under § 196.18, or an assignee
or transferee under § 196.22.

(b) Permits and leases may be issued
to citizens of the United States, asso-
ciations of citizens, and corporations
organized under the laws of the United
States or of any State or «Territory
thereof.

(c) All applicants must file in the
Properlanc_l office specified in §196.12(a),
he following:

(1) If an individual, a statement as
to Citizenship indicating whether native
born or naturalized.

(2) If an association (including a
partnershlfp), a certified copy of the
articles of association and the same
showing as to citizenship and acreage
holdings of its members as required of
an individual.

(3). If a corporation,
showing :

(i) The State in which it is incor-
porated;

(if) That it is authorized to hold per-
mits and leases of the mineral for which
the permit or lease is sought and the
person executing an instrument, on be-

a statement
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half of. the corporation is authorized to
act_in such matters; )

||? The percentage of voting stock,
of all the stock owned by aliens, and of
all the stock owned by those outside of
the United States. If more than 10 per-
cent of the stock is owned or controlled
by or on behalf of such persons, the
corporation must give their names and
addresses, the amount and class of stock
held by each and, to the extent known
to the corporation or which can be rea-
sonably ascertained by it, the facts as
to the citizenship of each;

(iv) The name, address, citizenship,
and acreage holdings of any stockholder
owning or controlling 20 percent or more
of the stock of any class of the
corporation;

(4)

exceed the acreage limitation specified

in §196.2(a) (1). §
(d) Mérg the information required

under paragraph (c) of this section has
previously been filed, a reference by
serial number to the record in which it
has been filed, together with a state-
ment as to any amendments will be
accepted.

§ 196.4 Protection of pre-existing min-
ing claims.

Mining claims for deposits described
in §196.1(a3 which were valid on Feb-
ruary 25, 1920, if duly maintained-, ma
be patented under the law under whic
they were initiated. Otherwise, such
deposits may be secured only under the
act.

§ 196.5
mit.3

(@) The act of March 18, 1960 (Pub.
Law 86-391, 74 Stat. 7), authorizes,
among other things, the issuance of
phosphate prospecting permits. All
applications for such a permit shall be
filed in duplicate in the office specified in
§196.12(a§). A filing fee of $10, which
is not returnable, and full payment of
the first year’s rental in the amount
specified in § 196.7, must accompany the
application. No specific form is required
but the application should:

(1) Contain the applicant’s name and
address and his qualifications as to
citizenship and acreage holdings as set
forth in 8196.3(c) (1), (2), (3) and (4).

(2) Contain a description of the
lands for which permit is desired as
specified in §196.12(a) (2).

(b) All applications must be signed
by the applicant or his. attorney-in-fact,
and if executed by an attorney-in-fact
must be accompanied by the power of at-
torney and the applicant’s own state-
ment as to his citizenship and acreage
holdings. Applications on behalf of a
corporation must be accompanied by
proof of the signing officer’s authority
to execute the instrument and must
have the corporate seal affixed thereto.

(c) All applications filed on or after
March 18,1960, the date of enactment of

Application for prospecting per-

318 U.S.C. 1001 makes it a crime for any
person knowingly and willfully to make to
any department or agency of the United
States any false, fictitious or fraudulent
statements or representations as to any mat-
ter within its jurisdiction.

A statement that holdings do no

P.L. 86-391 (74 Stat. 7), including appli-
cations filed on and after the effective
date of these amendatory regulations,
will be considered with respect to priority
in accordance with the time of filing
such applications in the appropriate land
office.
(d)  All applications filed in the man-

ner specified in_§295.8 of this_chapter,
will be deemed simultaneously filed.

§ 196.6 Rights conferred.

Two-year permits grant the permittee
the exclusive right to prospect and ex-
plore the lands described therein to de-
termine the existence of or workabili
of the Phosphate deposits. Only sucl
material may be removed from the land
as is necessary to experimental work or
the demonstration of the existence of
valuable phosphate deposits.

196.7 Permit rental.

A permittee shall pay an annual rental
of 25 cents an acre or fraction thereof
covered by his permit, but not less than
$20 per year, such annual payment of
rental shall be made on or before the
annlversar¥ date of the permit. The
payment of such rental will be required
as to permits issued upon applications
filed prior to the effective date of these
amendatory regulations.

§ 196.8 Permit bond.

Prior to the issuance of a permit the
applicant must furnish a bond of not
less than $1,000, with approved corporate
surety (Form 4-1130), or his personal
bond in similar amount (Form 4-%131)
secured by negotiable Federal securities
in the amount of the bond.

§ 196.9 Extension of permit.

Phosphate permits may be extended by
an authorized officer of the Bureau of
Land Management for an additional
ﬁerlod, not in excess of four years, as

e deems advisable, if he finds, after
consultation with the Mining Supervisor
of the Geological Survey, that the per-
mittee has been unable, with reasonable
diligence, to determine the existence or
workability of phosphate  deposits
covered by the permit and desires to
prosecute further prospecting or ex-
ploration, or for other reasons warrant-
Ing such an extension. An application
for extension shall be filed in duplicate
in the proper land office within the
period beginning 90 days prior to the
date of expiration of the permit. The
application must be accompanied by a
$10 filing fee which is not returnable,
and must show what efforts, if any, the
permittee has made to comply with the
terms of his permit and the reasons for
failure to comply therewith. The appli-
cation must also show how much addi-
tional time is considered necessary to
complete prospecting work. Upon fail-
ure of permittee to file such an applica-
tion within the specified period, the per-
mit will expire without notice to the
permittee.

§ 196.10 Availability of lands for further
permit applications where a permi 1
canceled, relinquished or terminate

Where the lands embraced in a can-
celed or relinquished permit are n
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withdrawn from leasing, such lands be-
come available for, and subject to, filing
of new permit apPIications immediately
upon notation of the cancellation or
relinquishment on the official status
records. If prior to such notation the
term of a permit would have expired in
the absence of the cancellation or re-
linquishment, the lands shall, upon such
exB_lratlon of the permit term, become
subject to the filing of permit applica-
tions even though the notation of the
cancellation or relinquishment has not
beenmade on the records.

§196.11 Reward of
permit.

(@ A permittee who, prior to the ex-
piration of his permit, shows to the Sec-
retary that valuable phosphate deposits
have been discovered upon the land cov-
ered by the permit is entitled to a prefer-
ence right lease for all or part of the
land, in'a reasonably compact form. An
application for preference right lease
shall be filed in duplicate in the proper
land office not later than 30 days after
the permit expires. The application must
describe the lands desired, show any
change in the information contained in
the application for permit, specify fully
the extent and mode'of occurrence of the
deposits as disclosed by the prospecting
work, and show that valuable phosphate
deposits were discovered before the per-
mit expired. The application must be
accompanied b% the first year’s rental
at the rate of 25 cents per acre or frac-
tion thereof. The lease will be dated the
first day of the month following the date
of the decision notifying the applicant
that he is entitled to a preference right
lease, unless otherwise specified therein.
If the permit expires and the application
for lease is finally rejected, royalty for
the deposits mined will be charged at the
permit rate and such mining will not
constitute a trespass.

(b) The survey of unsuryeyed lands

embraced in the permit will be made at
the expense of the Government prior to
the issuance of a lease of the lands.
. te), If the permittee dies before the
lease Is issued, the lease will be issued to
the executor or administrator of the
estate if probate of the estate has not
been completed; if probate has been
completed, or is not required, to the
heirs or devisees; and if there are minor
heirs or devisees, to their legal guardian
« “fusfee in his name, provided there is
hied in  all cases the following
information;

0El) Where probate of the estate has
not been completed:

(i> Evidence that the person, who as
executor or administrator submits forms
.*tfase anc*6°nfi. has authority to act
n that capacity and to sign such forms.

ui) Evidence that the heirs or de-

sees are the heirs or devisees of the
, .eased permittee and are the only
neirs or devisees of the deceased.

<> A statement over the signature
Torfy- heir, <* devisee concerning citi-

nsfup and ho?c?in S simﬁar tog that
required by §196.3(c) (1) and,(4).
trai y here the executor or adminis-
v , “as been discharged or no probate
Proceedings are requiréd:

discovery under

FEDERAL REGISTER

(i) A certified copy of the will or
decree of distribution, if any, and if not,
a statement signed by the heirs that they
are the only heirs of the permittee and
citing the provisions of the law of the
deceased’s domicile showing no pro-
bate is required.

(i) A statement over the signature
of each of the heirs or devisees with
reference to C|t|zensh|g and holdings
similar to that required by § 196.3(c) él)
and (4), except that if the heir or de-
visee is a minor, the statement must be
over the signature of the guardian or
trustee.
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established by any agency of the United
States (such as the United States Geo-
logical Survey, the Coast and Geodetic
Survey, or the International Boundary
Commission), if the record position
thereof is available to the general public.

(3) To the extent such information is
known to the applicant, a description of
the phosphate and associated or related
mineral deposits in the land based upon
such actual examination as can be ef-
fected without an injury to the land or
deposits (such examination shall not be
deemed a trespass), giving nature and
extent of the deposite; an outline in gen-

(3)  Where there is a legal guardianeral terms of the proposed method of

or trustee:

(i) A certified copy of the court order
authorizing the guardian or trustee to
act as such and to fulfill in behalf of the
minor or minors all obligations of the
lease or arising thereunder; statements
by the guardian or trustee as to the
citizenship and holdings of each of the
minors and as to his own citizenship
and holdings, including his holdings for
the benefit of other minors similar to
that required by §196.3(c) (1) and (4).

§ 196.12 Application for lease by com-
petitive bidding.

(a) Applications shall be filed, in du-
plicate, in the proper land office in the
State, or for lands in a State in which
there is no land office, shall be filed with
the Bureau of Land Management, Wash-
ington 25, D.C., except applications for
lands in North or South Dakota shall be
filed in the land office at Billings, Mon-
tana; applications for lands in Nebraska
or Kansas, shall be filed in the land office
at Cheyenne, Wyoming; and for lands in
Oklahoma, in the land office at Santa
Pe, New Mexico. A filing fee of $10,
which is not returnable, must accompany
the application. No specific form is re-
quired, but the application should in-
clude the following.

(1) The applicant’s name and ad-

ress.

(2) A complete and accurate descrip-
tion of the lands for which the lease is
desired. If the lands have been surveyed
under the public land rectangular sys-
tem, each apf)lication must describe the
lands by legal subdivision, section, town-
ship, and range. When protracted sur-
veys have been approved and the effective
date thereof published in the Federal
Register, all applications to lease lands
shown on such protracted surveys, filed
on or after such effective date, must de-
scribe the lands only according to the
section, township, and range shown on
the approved protracted surveys. If the
lands have neither been surveyed on the
ground nor shown on the records as pro-
tracted surveys, each application must
describe the lands by metes and bounds,
giving courses and distances between the
successive angle points on the boundary
of the tract, in cardinal directions except
where the boundaries of the land are in
irregular form, and connected by courses
and distances to an official corner of
the public land surveys. In Alaska the
description of unsurveyed lands must be
connected by courses and distances to
either an official corner of the public
land surveys or to a triangulation station

mining and processing the same; the pro-
posed investmeht in_mining operations
]Ehereon, and processing facilities there-
or.

_ﬁ4) Evidence showing in sufficient de-
tail that:

(i) The amount of phosphate lands,
Federal and non-Federal, held by him,
together with the lands described in the
application are necessary for his pro-
posed development plan. )

(||? He intends to explore, mine and

develop the property in good faith.
(iii) His Froposed operations of the
property will be in accordance with good
conservation practice and this additional
development Is needed in order to suEpIy
an existing demand which cannot other-
wise be reasonably met.

(b) The application must be signed by
applicant, or by his attorney-in-fact sup-
ported by the power of attorney.

8§ 196.13 Lease bond.

A compliance_bond, in no event less
than $5,000, with approved corporate
surety (Form 4-1113), or the lessee’s per-
sonal bond in similar amount (Form
4-1114), will be required prior to the is-
suance of a lease. Personal bonds must
be accompanied by negotiable Federal
securities irf the amount of the bond.
The right is reserved at any time before
or after issuance of the lease to require
an increase of the amount of the bond,
whether a corporate or personal bond, in
any case where the Bureau of Land Man-
agement deems it proper to do so.

§ 196.14 Minimum production.

Each lease will contain appropriate
conditions fixing a minimum annual
production of the leased deposits begin-
ning with the fourth year from date
thereof or payment of a minimum royal-
ty in lieu thereof, except when produc-
tion is interrupted by strikes, the ele-
ments, casualties not attributable to the
lessee, or upon a satisfactory showing
that market conditions are such that the
lessee cannot operate except at a loss.
When authorized in the lease the mini-
mum_production requirements may be
satisfied by production from other prop-
erties controlled by the lessee and con-
stituting a necessary reserve so located
as to be a part of a successful unit
operation.

§ 196.15 Lessee’s petition for change in
minimum production.

The lessee may request at any time

prior to the end of the thirtieth lease
month, that the Secretary reduce the
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amount of the minimum production
SEecified in the lease upon the basis of
the showing submitted by the lessee.
The petition must be filed in duplicate
with the office from which his lease was
delivered. It should give, among other
relevant information, (a) his estimate
of tonnage of mineral phosphate rock
and associated or related minerals ih the
leased land, (b) all available informa-
tion as to the grade thereof, (c) his plan
of operation for the property and ad-
jacent property to be worked therewith,
(d) a general statement of the method
or methods which he intends to use in
mining and processing of the phosphate
rock and associated or related minerals,
(e) the estimated rate of its extraction
and (f)V\}Jossmle absorption in the mar-
kets. Within six months *after receipt
of this information the authorized offi-
cer, after considering what would be a
reasonable period within which to mine
the leased deposits taking into account,
where material, the lessee’s mining op-
erations on adjacent phosphate land
owned or controlled by him, will deter-
mine whether the minimum production
requirement in the lease shall be
changed to a lesser figure than the
amount then provided.

§ 196.16 Offer of lands or deposits for
lease by competitive bidding.

If the authorized officer shall deter-
mine, after consultation with the Mining
Supervisor of the Geological Survey that
specific lands or deposits, not under an
outstanding permit or application for
preference right lease, which constitute
an acceptable leasing unit are subject
to phosphate lease, they will be offered
for such lease on the terms and condi-
tions to be specified in the notice of lease
offer to the qualified person who offers
the highest bonus by competitive bidding
either at public auction or by sealed bids
as provided in the notice of lease offer.

8§ 196.17 Notice of lease offer.

Notice of the offer of lands for lease
will be by publication once a week for
four consecutive weeks, or for such other
period as may be deemed advisable, in
a newspaper of general circulation in the
county in which the lands or deposits
are situated. The notice will show the
time and place of. sale ; whether the sale
will be at public auction or by sealed
bids; the description of the lands; and
the place where a detailed statement of
the terms and conditions of the lease
offer and the obligations of the high bid-
der to pay for publication of that notice
may be obtained. It will also, contain a
statement that sealed bids may not be
modified or withdrawn unless the modifi-
cation or withdrawals are received prior
to the time fixed for opening of the bids.
The detailed statement will set forth the
terms and conditions of the sale, includ-
ing the manner in which bids may be
submitted, and statements (a) that the
high bidder will be required, prior to the
issuance of a lease, to pay his proFor-
tionate share of the total cost of publica-
tion of the notice of lease offer which
shall be that portion of the totaf adver-
tising cost that the number of parcels of
land awarded to him bears to the number
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of parcels for which high bidders are
declared; (b) that the terms of minimum
production will not be reduced or waived
at the leesee’s request except as provided
in §196.14, §196.15, §191.25, or §191.26,
or upon a satisfactory showing that
market conditions are such that.the
lessee cannot operate except at a loss;
(c) that the lease will be canceled if
production, or the construction of
production facilities, including process-
ing plants, is not commenced b?/ the
beginning of the fourth year of the lease;
and '(d% that the Government reserves
the right to reject any and all bids. The
detailed statement will also contain a
warning to all bidders against violation
of 18 U.S.C. 1860, which prohibits unlaw-

ful combination™ or Intimidation of

bidders.

§ 196.18 Bidding requirements; de-
posits.

(a) At a sale by oral auction the high
bidder must deposit with the officer con-
ducting the sale, on the day of the sale,
and each bidder at a sale by sealed bids
must include with his bid, one-fifth of
the amount of his bid. )

(b) At the close of an oral auction, or
the opening of sealed bids, the officer
conducting the sale, subject to the right
to reject any and all bids, will award the
lease to the high bidder, who will be
notified accordingly.

(c) All deposits must be made in cash
or by certifled check, cashier’s check,
bank draft, or money order, and the bid
shall be accompanied by a statement over
the bidder’s own signature with respect
to citizenship and holdings as prescribed
in §196.3(c) (1), (2), (3) and (4). De-

osits made on rejected or unsuccessful
ids will be returned to the bidders.

§ 196.19

If the land is surveyed, four copies of
the lease will be sent to the high bidder
and he will be required within 30 days
from receipt thereof to execute them,
P_ay the balance of the bonus bid, the
irst year’s rental and the cost of pub-
lication of the notice of lease offer as
specified in §196.17, and file a bond as
required by §196.13. The lease will be
dated the first day of the month follow-
ing its issuance unless the high bidder
requests that it be dated the first day
of the month of issuance. If the land
is unsurveyed, the high bidder will not
be required to comply with the require-
ments of this paragraph until the land
has been surveyed and the plat of such
survey accepted and officially filed.
Such survey will be at the expense of the
Government. If the high bidder fails to
comply with the requirements necessary
to complete the lease or otherwise com-
ply with the applicable regulations, his
deposit will be forfeited and disposed of
as other receipts under the act. If the
lease is executed by an attorney acting
in behalf of the bidder, it must be ac-
comganied by the power of attorney. If
the bidder dies before the lease is issued,
there must be furnished satisfactory evi-
dence such as specified in §196.11(c), in
order that the authorized officer of the
land office may determine to whom the
lease may be issued.

Action after lease offer.

8 196.20 Use of silica, limestone or other
rock.

Any lease to develop and extract phos-
phates, phosphate rock, and associated
or related minerals under the provisions
of the act shall provide that the lessee
ma¥ use so much of any deposit of silica
or limestone or other rock situated on
any public lands embraced in the lease
as may be utilized in the processing or
refining of the leased deposits or deposits
from other lands upon payments of such
royalty as may be determined by the
authorized officer, which royalty may be
stated in the lease when issued, or, may
be provided for by an attachment to the
lease to be duly executed by the lessor
and the lessee.

§ 196.21 Payments and reports.

(a) Rentals under all leases or per-
mits shall be paid to the authorized
officer of the proper land office, except
that rentals and roglalties on productive
leases shall be paid to the appropriate
Mining Supervisor of the logical
Survey. All remittances to the author-
ized officer of the land office shall be
made payable to the Bureau of Land
Management, those to the Mining Super-
visor shall be made payable to the United
States Geological Survey.

(b? All reports concerning operations
shall be filed with the Mining Supervisor.

§ 196.22 Assignments of leases and per-
mits or interests therein.

(@) Leases and permits may ke
assigned or subleased as to all or part of
the lands involved to any person or cor-

oration qualified to hold phosphate
eases and permits. The approval of an
assignment or transfer of only part of
the lands described in a permit or lease
will create a separate permit or lease of
the lands assigned or transferred which
will be given a current serial number,

but a discovery on lands under one per-
mit will not inure to the benefit of the
other. The approval of such an assign-
ment will not ‘extend the life of the per-
mit or the readjustment periods of the
lease. Assi%nments of permits ad
leases, whether by direct assignment,
operating agreements, working or royalty
interests, subleases, 0™ otherwise st
be filed for approval at the proper lad
office within 90 days after execution.

Evidence of the qualifications of the

assignee or transferee to hold the permit
or lease, as required by 8§ 19%.3 ad

196.12 (a) 14) and (b), must be sub-
mitted simultaneously. ~ Assignments
record title interests must be filed «1
duplicate. A single executed copy of mi j
other instruments of transfer is sui-
ficient. An assignment will take effect;
the first day of the month following itsi
final approval by the Bureau of Lad j
Management, or if the assignee requests, j
the first day of the month of gpproval.

(b) An application for approval o
any instrument transferring a lease, per-
mit, or interest therein, must be accom
panied by a $10 filing fee. An applies i
tion nob accompanied by such a “eewp
not be accepted. The fee will not &,
returned even though the application

later withdrawn or rejected. ,
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(¢) Where an assignment does not
create separate leases or permits, the as-
signee must submit a new bond, or the
consent of the surety on the bond of
record to the substitution of the assignee
as principal. If the assignment is for
part of the land covered by a lease or
permit, the assigned portion must be
definitely described and the exact area

iven, and there must be submitted:
%1)_The consent of the surety to the
assignment and its agreement to remain
bound as to the interest retained by the
lessee or permittee, and (2) a new bond
with the assignee as principal covering
the portion of the land assigned. .

(d) The assignor or sublessor and his
surety will continue to be responsible for
the performance of any obligation under
the lease or permit until the effective
date of the assignment or sublease. If
the assignment or sublease is not ap-
proved, their pbligations to the United
States shall continue as though no such
assignment or sublease had been filed for
approval. After approval the assignee
or sublessee and his surety will be re-
sponsible for the performance of all lease
or permit obligations notwithstanding
anytermin the assignment or sublease to
the contrary.

(&) In order for the heirs or devisees
of a deceased holder of a lease or permit,
an opetatln? agreement, or a royalty
interest in a lease or permit, to be recog-
nized by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment as the holder of the lease or permit,
agreement or interest, there must be
furnished the aggropriate showing re-
quired under §196.11(c).

(f) No assignment will be approved if
the assignee fails to file the evidence re-
quired by this section and the account
under the lease or permit is not in good
standing. A minor, except a minor heir
or devisee of a lessee or permittee, is not
qualified to hold a lease or permit and an
assignment to a minor will not be
approved.

§196.23
alties.

An overriding royalty interest shall
not be created by assignment or other-
wise exceeding one percent of the gross
value of the output at point of shipment
to market or an overriding royalty in-
terest which when added to any other
overriding royalty interest exceeds that
Percentage, excepting that where an
interest In the leasehold, permit, or
operating agreement is assigned, the
assignor may retain an overriding roy-
alty interest in excess of the above
limitation if he shows to the satisfac-
tion of the authorized officer that he has
made substantial investments for im-
provements on the land covered by the
assignment.

Limitation on overriding roy-

§196.24 Readjustment of terms and
conditions at end of twenty-year
periods.

The terms _and conditions of a lease
may be readjusted at the end of each
rJdy'year Peri’d succeeding. the date
5? “le' lease. Prior to the expiration of
of n, peri°’d> the lessee will be advised
mthe reasonable readjustment of terms
Proposed or notified that no readjust-
ment is to be made for the next period.
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The lessee may file his consent to such
proposed readjustment or inform the
authorized officer as to the terms which
are unsatisfactory. After considering
the suggestions of the lessee, the author-
ized officer shall make his determination
as to the reasonable readjustment of
terms to be effective for the twenty-year
period under consideration.

§ 196.25 Relinquishment of lease.

UFO”. a satisfactory showing that the
ublic interest will not be impaired, the
essee may surrender the entire lease or
any legal subdivision thereof. A relin-
uishment must be filed in duplicate in
the appropriate land office. Upon its
acceptance it shall be effective as of the
date it is filed, subject to the continued
obligation of the lessee and his surety to
make payment of all accrued rentals and
royalties and to provide for the preserva-
tion of any mines or productive works or
ermanent improvement on the leased
ands in accordance with the regulations
and terms of the lease.

8§ 196.26 Cancellation of lease.

If the lessee shall fail to comply with
the provisions of the act, or of the
eneral regulations promulgated and in
orce at the date of the lease, or at the
effective date of any readjustment of
the terms and conditions thereof under
§196.24 or make default in the perform-
ance or observance of any of the terms,
covenants, and stipulations of the lease
and such default shall continue for 30
days after service of written notice
thereof by the lessor, then the lessor may
institute "appropriate proceedings in a
court of competent jurisdiction for the
forfeiture and cancellation of the lease
as provided in section 31 of the act. A
waiver of any particular cause of for-
feiture shall notPrevent the cancellation
and forfeiture of the lease for any other
cause of forfeiture, or for the same
cause occurring at any other time.

§ 196.27 Use
lands.

(a) A lessee or permittee may be
granted a right to use the surface of not
exceeding 80 acres of unappropriated
and unentered public land not included
within the boundaries of a national for-
est as may be necessary for the proper
extraction, treatment, or removal of the
leased deposits. The annual charge for
the use of such land will be not less than
$1 per acre or fraction thereof.

(b) Applications for permits for such
additional land shall be filed in the office
specified in §196.12(a). A filing fee of
$10, which is not returnable, must ac-
company each application. Such ap-
plications must set forth the specific rea-
sons why the additional land is necessary
to the permittee or lessee for the use
named, describe the land desired in ac-
cordance with §196.12(a) (2), and also
set forth the reasons Wh% the land is
desirable and adapted to the use named,
either in point of location, topography,
or otherwise, and that it is unoccupied
and unappropriated. The application
must also contain an agreement to pay
the annual charge prescribed in the
permit. Use permits will be issued on
Form 4-1111 and dated as of the first

permits for additional
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day of the month after its issuance un-
less the permittee or lessee requests that
it be dated the first day of the month of
issuance.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9534; Filed, Oct.
8:47 a.m.]

11, 1960;

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND \WELFARE

Fo'od and Drug Administration
[21 CFR Part 81
COLOR ADDITIVES

Denial of Temporary Tolerances for
FD&C Yellow No. 3 and FD&C
Yellow No. 4

The Commissioner of Food and
Drugs is in receipt of a petition from
Dyestuffs and Chemicals, Inc., request-
ing the provisional Iistin? of FD&C Yel-
low No. 3 and FD&C Yellow No. 4 (now
Ext. D&C Yellow No. 9 and Ext. D&C
Yellow No. 10) for use in the coloring of
foods, with a temporary tolerance of 25
parts, per million. Aside from the_defi-
ciencies in the petition itself, studies in
the laboratories of the Food and Drug
Administration have shown that under
any reasonably expected food usage
these colors decompose into substances
of unknown toxicity. The studies indi-
cate that beta-naphthylamine may be
produced by thermal destruction of the
dyes. There is no scientific evidence
that will support a safe tolerance for
these color additives in foods. It would
not be consistent with the protection of
the public health provisionally to so list
them. The petition of Dyestuffs and
Chemicals, Inc., to restore the color ad-
ditives to the food list with a 25 parts
per million tolerance is hereby denied,
pursuant to section 203(c) of Public Law
86-618 (74 Stat. 405; 21 U.S.C. note
under 376).

Dated: October 7,1960.

[seal] John L. Harvey,
Deputy Commissioner

of Food and Drugs.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9559; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 am.]

E21 CFR Part 81
COLOR ADDITIVES

Request for Data on Prevailing Use
Levels and Data To Support Tem-
porary Tolerances

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs,
pursuant to authority in section 208(d)
(3) of the Color Additives Amendments
of 1960 to carry out his functions with
respect to color additives deemed pro-
visionally listed, hereby gives notice and
an opportunity for interested persons
to present all relevant data as to the
prevailing levels of use of the color addi-
tives listed in 88 8.501 and 8503 of Part
8—Color Additives, and of the other color
additives that are believed to be deemed
provisionally listed and to support any
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temporary tolerances that may be re-
quired for the protection of the public
health. Such data should be submitted
to the Hearing Clerk, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington 25, D.C., prior to January
1,1961.

Dated: October 7,1960.
[seal] John L. Harvey,
Deputy Commissioner of
Food and Drugs.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9560; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[14 CFR Part 241 1
"{Docket No. 11769]

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS
AND REPORTS FOR CERTIFICATED
AIR CARRIERS

Supplemental Notice of Proposed Rule
Making
October 7, 1960.

The Board, in 25 F.R. 8784, and by
circulation of a notice of proposed rule
making dated September 8, 1960, gave
notice that it had under consideration
amendments to Part 241 of the Economic
Regulations concerned with the estab-
lishment of standards for self-insurance
reserves; separation of traffic and capac-
ity statistics as between “domestic”, ter-
ritorial” and “international” operations;

and other accounting and reporting

In its notice the Board requested inter-
ested parties to submit such comments
as they might desire not later than
October 12, 1960. Requests have been
received by the Board asking for an
extension of time within which to file
comments. .

The undersigned, acting under author-
ity duly delegated to him by the Board,
finds that good cause has been shown
and that it will be in the public interest
to grant an extension of time for the
filing of comments. )

Therefore, pursuant to the authority
delegated under §7.3 of Public Notice
PN-14 and redelegated under §7.6
thereof, the undersigned hereby extends
the date for comments on EDR-17 until
November 10, 1960. All relevant matter
in communications received on or before
that date will be considered by the Board
before taking final action on the pro-
posed rule. Copies of such communica-
tions will be available on and after
November 10, 1960, for examination by
interested persons in the Docket Section
of the Board, Room 711, Universal Build-
ing, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C.

(Secs. 204(]&9 and 1001 of the Federal Avia-
tion Act, Stat. 743, 788; 49 U.S.C. 1324,
1481)

[SEAL] _ROSS I. NEWMANN,
Associate General Counsel,
Rules and Legislation.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9567; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:51 am]



DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Maritime Administration
[Docket No. S-117}

PACIFIC FAR EAST LINE, INC

Notice of Application and of Hearing

Notice is hereby given of the applica-
tion of Pacific Par East Line, Ine., for
written permission of the Maritime Ad-
ministrator, under section 805(a) of the
Merchant Marine Aet, 1936, as amended,
46 U.S.C. 1223, for “SS India Bear”,
which is under bareboat charter to the
Applicant from Long Island Tankers
Corporation and being operated as an
unsubsidized vessel by said Applicant in
its Guam service, to lift at San Diego,
California on or about October 14, 1960,
approximately 650 measurement tons of
Military Cargo for discharge at Hono-
lulu, Hawaii. This application may be
inspected by interested parties in_ the

ice of Hearing Examiners, Maritime
Administration, Washington, D.C

A hearing on the application has been
set before the Maritime Administrator
for October 13, 1960, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t.,
in Room 4458, General Accounting Of-
fice Building, 441 G Street NW., Wash-
ington 25, D.C. Any person, firm, or
corporation having any interest (within
the meaning of section 805(a)) in such
application and desiring to be heard on
issues pertinent to section 805(a) must,
before the close of business on October
12, 1960, notify the Secretary, Maritime
Administration in writing, in triplicate,
and file petition for leave to intervene
which shall state clearly and concisely
the grounds of interest, and the alleged
facts relied on for relief. Notwithstand-
ing anything in Rule 5(n) of the rules
of practice and procedure, Maritime Ad-
ministration, petitions for leave to inter-
vene received after the close of business
on October 12, 1960, will not be granted
in this proceeding.

Dated: October 10, 1960.

Thomas Lisi,
Secretary.

Doc. 60-9606; Piled, Oct. 11, 1960;
10:25 am.}

[Docket No. 11742; Order No. E-15887]
CITY OF KINGSFORD, MICHIGAN

Tentative Findings and Conclusions
and Order To Show Cause

In the matter of the application o
City of Kingsford, Michigan, Docke
11742; for reissuance of the certificate a
North Central Airlines for Route 86.

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautic
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 7th day of October 1966.

Notices

On August 25,1960, the City of Kings-
ford, Michigan (Kingsford), filed an
application requesting the Board, in the
alternative, (1) to amend the certificate
of public convenience and necessity
issued to North Central Airlines; Inc.

NOR) for route 86 so as to redesignate
the present point, Iron Mountain, as
Iron Mountain-Kingsford; or (2) to
grant North Central an exemption so
that the carrier may designate the pres-
ent point Iron Mountain, as Iron Moun-
tain-Kingsford. )

In support thereof, Kingsford alleges
as follows: (1) NOR operates daily air-
line passenger service In and out of the
Ford Airport which is located wholly
within the corporate limits of the city of
Kingsford; (2) despite the physical
location of this airport the airline stop
is presently certificated by the Civil
Aeronautics Board as an intermediate
stop on route 86 as “lron Mountain,”
which is a city adjacent to the city of
Kingsford; 1 (3) the cities of Iron Moun-
tain and Kingsford are “twin cities” and
actually constitute one community as
evidenced by the local chamber of com-
merce being known as “lron Mountain-
Kingsford Chamber of Commerce”; the
failure to designate the stop as “lron
Mountain-Kingsford” is unrealistic and
unfair; and (4) other twin cities in this
area, such as Haneock-Houghton and
Marinette-Menominee are so designated ;-
and the proper designation for the stop
at the Ford Airport in the city of Kings-
;org should be “lron Mountain-Kings-
ord.”

No answer to Kingsford’s application
has been filed with the Board.

The Board has decided to institute a
proceeding under section 401(g) of the
Act with a view toward amending North
Central’s certificate of public con-
venience and necessity for route 86 so as
to redesignate the present fpoint, Iron
Mountain, as_Iron Mountain-Kingsford.
The Board will deny the application for
an exemption inasmuch as no showing
has been made that there would be an
undue burden upon NOR to participate
in the aforementioned section 401(g)
proceeding.

The salient factual allegations made
by Kingsford have not been controverted.
In addition the Board notes that the
population of Kingsford is over 5,000
while that of Iron Mountain is about
9,200. Upon consideration of the fore-
going and in view of the relative size of
these communities, their relative location
to each other and the faet that the Ford
Airport serving Iron Mountain is wholly
within the corporate limits of Kingsford,
the Board tentatively concludes that the

public convenience and necessity require
that the certificate of public convenience
and necessity held by North Central Air-
lines, Inc. for route 86 should be amend-
ed so as to redesignate the present point
Iron Mountain, as Iron Mountain-Kings-
ford on segments 2 and 6 thereof.

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That a proceeding be and it hereby
is instituted in Docket 11742, pursuant to
section 401(g) of the Act, to determine
whether the public convenience and ne-
cessity require, and the Board should
order, the amendment of the certificate
of public convenience and necessity held
by North Central Airlines, Inc., for route
86 so as to redesignate the present point
Irog Mountain, as Iron Mountain-Kings-
ford;

2. That copies of this order shall be
served on the following persons who are
hereby made f)artles to this proceeding:
North Central Airlines, Inc., the City of
Iron Mountain, Michigan, the City of
Kingsford, Michigan, and the Postmaster
General;

3. That the parties and any other in-
terested person be and they hereby are
directed to show cause why the Board
should not issue an order making final
the tentative findings and conclusions
stated herein and issue to North Central
Airlines, Inc. an amended certificate of
public convenience for route 86 redesig-
nating the present point, Iron Mountain,
as Iron Mountain-Kingsford on segments
2 and 6 thereof;

4. That if there is any objection to the
issuance of such an order, notice thereof
must be filed within 15 days after the
date of service of this order; _

5. That upon the expiration of the
15-day period provided for by ordering
paragraph 4, _thlsTproceedl_ng shall be set
down forthwith for hearing before an
Examiner of the Board limited to consid-.
eration of the issues raised by the objec-
tions filed; and

6. That Kingsford’s request for an ex-
emption be and it hereby is denied.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Robert C. Lester,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9562; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 am.}

[seal]

¢ [Docket 2811 etc.}

FLORIDA-MEXICO CITY SERVICE
CASE

Notice of Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby ‘given, pursuant to
Order No. E-15801, that a prehearing
conference is assigned to be held on the
above-entitled matter on October 26,

1 NOR is certificated to serve Iron Moun4960, at 10:00 a.m., e.djs.t., in Room 1027,

tain on segments 2 and 6, of its route 86.
The city is served through the Ford Airport
which “is located just outside of Iron
Mountain.

Universal Building, Connecticut and
Florida Avenues NW., Washington, D.C.,
before Examiner William J. Madden.
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Dated at Washington, D.C., October 7,
1960.

[seal] Francis W. Brown,

Chief Examiner.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9563; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

INTERNATIONAL LATEX CORPORA-
TION AND AAXICO AIRLINES

[Docket 11449]

Notice of Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that a hearing in the
above-entitled proceeding is assigned to
be held on November 8, 1960, at 10:00
a.m., e.s.t., in Room 911, Universal Build-
ing, Connecticut and Florida Avenues
NW., Washington, D.C., before Examiner
John A Cannon.

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 7,
1960.

[seal] Francis W. Brown,

Chief Examiner.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9564; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

[Docket 11714]
PHILIPPINE AIR LINES, INC.
Notice of Postponement of Hearing

In the matter of the application of
Philippine Air Lines for a foreign air
carrier permit to operate between the
Philippines and San Francisco via Tokyo
and Honolulu.

Notice is hereby ?:iven, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, that the hearing in the above-
entitled matter now assigned for the 25th
of October 1960, is gostponed to Novem-
ber 9, 1960, at 10:00 a.m,, e.s.t.,, in Room
911, Universal Building, Connecticut and
Florida Avenues NW., Washington, D.C.,
before Examiner John A. Cannon.

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 7,
1960.

[seal] Francis W. Brown,
Chief Examiner.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9565; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:50 a.m.]

[Docket 11692 etc.; Order No. E-15891]

SEABOARD AND WESTERN AIRLINES,
INC> ET AL.

Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 7th day of October 1960.

In the matter of the application of
Seaboard & Western Airlines, Inc.,
RICHARD M. JACKSON and PETER J.
AIRD, for a disclaimer of jurisdiction or
for aPprovaI if required under section
409 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
as amended, Docket 11692; in the matter
of the application of Seaboard &Western
Airlines, Inc., for a disclaimer of jurisdic-
tion or approval if required under section
408 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,

NOTICES

as amended, Docket 11693; in the matter
of the application of Seaboard &Western
Airlines, Inc., for approval if necessary
under section 408 of the Federal Aviation
Act of an agreement, or for an exemption
therefrom under section 416 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended,
Docket 11718.. .

By application filed on August 9, 1960
(Docket 11692), as amended August 26,
1960, Seaboard & Western Airlines, Inc.
)&S&W), Richard M. Jackson, and Peter J.

ird request a disclaimer of jurisdiction
or, if necessary, approval under section-
409 of certain positions in S&W assumed
by the foregoing individuals.

By application filed on August 9, 1960
SDocket 11693), as amended August 26,

960, S&W requests a disclaimer of juris-
diction under section 408 of the Act, or
approval under that section of an agree-
ment dated July 29,1960 (interim agree-
ment). On August 18, 1960, S&W filed
an application in Docket 11718 requesting
an exemption under section 416, or ap-
proval under section 408, of an agreement
dated July 7, 1960, as amended and sup-
plemented (long term agreement).
Taken together, these agreements con-
stitute a major refinancing program
undertaken by S&W to extricate itself
from existing financial difficulties. And
since the two agreements are concerned
with the same objective—providing the
carrier with funds—and by their terms
are interrelated, the Board will consider
both agreements in this order.

We shall not here attempt to detail
fully the interstices of the financial ar-
rangements which have been made, or
are contemplated for Seaboard’s sur-
vival, but shall summarize them only
so far as necessary to explain our con-
clusions.l In essence, the short term
agreement is designed to supply S&W
with working capital until the long term
financing agreement is implemented.
Various temporary securities are created
by the short term agreement which are
to be converted into long térm securities
pursuant to the long term refinancing
agreement. The long term agreement
provides, inter alia, for a recapitalization
and the public placement of certain
debentures.

The initial or interim arrangement is
one where S&W’s major creditors, Cana-
dair Limited (Canadair), Esso Export
(Esso), and Curtiss-Wright (Curtiss)
have agreed to accept 6 percent Tempo-
rary Series A debentures and some non-
convertible notes for current and unpaid
obligations, and for additional such
debentures, Canadair and certain share-
holders have agreed to furnish such op-
erating funds as are necessary to keep
the carrier going until its ultimate re-
financing plan can be consummated.
When consummated, Canadair is to have
approximately $2 million in S&W obli-
gations, Esso is to have $2.3 million,
Curtiss/just short of $0.9 million, and
current/shareholders (for new capital
contributions) no more than $630,000.
In addition, for other obligations, Cana-
dair has agreed to advance S&W $141,250

~ 1These are appended to the various plead-
ings filed by S&W.

for each of the months of July, August,
September and October, 1960.1

Upon the execution of the short term
agreement, that is, August 1, 1960, SQWN
agreed to: (1) Hold a Board of Directors
meeting at which its board would ratify
both the short and the long term agree-
ments; éz deliver the irrevocable
proxies of its officers and directors au-
thorizing Richard M. Jackson to vote all
shares of common stock owned by them
at any S&W stockholders meeting up to
and including December 31, 1960; and
(3) elect Richard M. Jackson as acting
chairman of the S&W Board of Directors
and make the chairman S&W'’s general
manager and chief executive officer.
While not a formal part of the agree-
ment, S&W also elected as a member of
its Board of Directors, Peter J. Aird, who
is assistant to. the Comptroller of
Canadair.

The short term agreement provides
for certain standard events of default,
but it also contains a provision that the
agreement shall be in default if Carl M
Loeb-Rhoades & Co. (Rhoades) fails to
execute an underwriting agreement as
provided for in the long term agreement,
or if Rhoades notifies S&W, Esso and
Canadair that it is terminating its obli-
gations under the underwriting agree-
ment. In the event of default, holders
of 70 percent of the temporary Series A
debentures may declare the debentures
immediately payable, and any holder of
notes issued pursuant to the short term
agreement may declare such securities
due and payable. )

The long term financing of the com-
pany is predicated upon an undertaking
to purchase either by Rhoades alone or
with others of $1,595000 principal
amount of Series A convertible deben-
tures 8with detachable warrants author-
izing the purchase for five years of
291% shares of New Common Stock for
each $1,000 principal amount. S&W
will offer to its stockholders the right to
purchase New Common Stock on the
basis of two shares at $3 per share for
each share held.1 The purchasing group
is obligated to buy the following securi-
ties (at Rhoades’ discretion) in an
amount equal to thé difference between
$2,000,000 and the gross proceeds of the
rights offering to S&W stockholders: ei-
ther (i) Series B convertible debentures,’
or (ii) unsubscribed New Common Stock,
or (iii) a combination of Series B deben-
tures and New Common Stock. In the
event the Series A debentures are placed,
Canadair, Esso and Curtiss have agreed
to purchase $1,100,000, $500,000 and
$175,000, respectively, of such Series A
debentures.

2In the long term agreement, Esso has
agreed for the six month period July-Decem-
ber 1960 to lend $40,000 per month to t*
evidenced b}é“F_ueI Notes.” ]

3Convertible into common stock at $3 p
share for a period of five years.

*Part of the refinancing’is a reverse sto
split with current shareholders getting °
New Common Share for each three old co
mon held. .

Eldentical terms as Series A, except
there is no detachable stock warrant.
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Additionally, the underwriter has
agreed to purchase at $0.10 per warrant,
10-year common stock warrants in the
amount of 350,000, exercisable at $3 per
share for the first 5 years and $1 higher
for each succeeding year.

As a means of assuring the mainte-
nance by S&W of an adequate cash posi-
tion, Esso and Canadair have agreed
either to act as guarantors on bank loans
for the carrier or to lend S&W during
the period June 30, 1961 through De-
cember 31, 1983, in either event a maxi-
mum of $500,000 by Esso and $1,100,000
by Canadair. Should these commit-
ments be met and S&W require addi-
tional funds, the two companies have
agreed to extend to S&W additional
limited funds pursuant to a formula set
forth in the supplement to the long term
gl%zeement, dated September 12, 1960.

carrier is obligated to repay these
loans by December 31, 1963.

S&W will secure its current aircraft
equipment through monthly loans by
Canadair to cover lease payments to Air-
borne Carriers which will total almost
$L5 million for which Canadair will re-
ceive $337,500 of 6 percent promissory
notes, and $1,020,000 of negotiable 6 per-
cent five-year cumulative income de-
bentures; purchasing certain aircraft by
assuming certain chattel mortgages of
the Air-World Corp. and International
Aviation Corp. upon which approxi-
mately $500,000 is still owed, by issuing
to Air-World a total of almost $1.3 mil-
lion in secured and unsecured notes; by
paying Air-World $156,000 and issuing
to Air-World and International Aviation
Corp., respectivelg, 150,000 and 134,000
of New Common Shares.

Finally, Canadair has arranged a
stretchout of payments due on the new
Canadair CL-44s which S&W has on
order, and has given S&W more favor-
able reacquisition terms on the sale-
leaseback equipment deal for 5 constella-
tions entered into in April 1959. For
this consideration, Canadair. will be
issued 200,000 shares of New Common
Stock. n

The long term agreement also pro-
vides that, upon the i1ssuance of the new
securities, the S&W directors shall sub-
mit their resignations and a new board
shall be appointed subject to the
approval of the Series A debenture hold-
ers. Canadair has agreed to place the
New Common Stock, income debentures
and Series A debentures8 acquired pur-
suant to the long term agreement in a
five-year voting trust. The agreement

rovides that one of the trustees shall

designated by Canadair, while the
remaining trustees shall be appointed
&the S&W Board of Directors. Any
other party acquiring S&W securities
under this agreement wfio is ineligible
in view of the Federal Aviation Act to
«old or vote such securities agrees to
tPrIS&) its securities in the aforementioned

The long term agreement is subject to
ortam conditions including prior Board
approval, and is to be put into effect no
later than November 15, 1960.

a . 6 inoome debentures and the Seri
B debentures have free voting righ
rate of 333 votes per $1,000.
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We shall turn now to the applications
for relief. They are presented in the
alternative for a disclaimer of juris-
diction under sections 408 and 409, or
for approval thereunder.7 We have given
careful consideration to the matters sub-
mitted in support of these prayers, how-
ever, we do not believe that the present
record would warrant either a disclaimer
of jurisdiction or approval under sec-
tions 408 and 409. For the reasons here-
inafter stated, we have decided to defer
decision on the applications pending
completion of the long range refinancing
plan. Thereafter, we shall require the
submission of additional detail as to the
holders of Seaboard’s obligations and
with respect to its management, and
shall determine whether further pro-
ceedings are necessary to determine our
%urlsdlt_:tlon or to illuminate the matters
or which our approval is necessary. Of
course, we recognize that to some extent
these final arrangements may be affected
by the possible actions which we might
later take with respect to the intercorEO-
rate relations which could evolve. For
this reason, we shall attempt to outline
the problems as we now see them.

In the firstinstance, there is a substan-
tial question of whom Mr. Jackson rep-
resents. It is evident, at least pending
the long term financing, that S&W’
creditors are in_control of the carrier.
It is highly unlikely that Mr. Jackson,
even though entrusted with unusually
broad powers, would attempt to make
major management decisions without
thelr concurrence, or that the creditors
would grant such powers to a stranger
who would deal with them at arm’
length. The clear question, therefore,
is which creditor or creditors does Mr.
Jackson represent? Should Mr. Jackson
remain an officer of S&W after comple-
tion of its long range financing, it would
be necessary, therefore, for us to inquire
further as to the relationships, if any, be-
tween Mr. Jackson, and those creditors
who continue to hold a substantial stake
in the carrier.

A serious question is also suggested b
the election of Mr. Aird to the S&
Board of Directors. *Mr. Aird is at pres-
ent assistant to the Comptroller of Cana-
dair, and it is quite probable that his
function is, at least in part, to watch
over Canadair’s interest in S&W. If
Aird were an officer or director of Cana-
dair our jurisdiction under section 409
would clearly attach. It is, however,
asserted that his position is not that of
an officer, and therefore, there is no such
jurisdiction. The Board is not required
at this time to determine whether his
assumption of a S&W directorship
creates an interlocking relationship
within the meaning of section 409 of the
Act. Suffice it to say the question is not
free of doubt and that although the
relationship may not be covered by a
literal reading of section 409, it may be

7  As will hereinafter become evident, we df. 2d

not deem it necessary to distinguish between
applications related to the interim and long
range financing plans. Nor need we discuss
the request for an exemption under section
416 of the Act for the control of S&W by an
aeronautical enterprise, inasmuch as section
416 runs only to air carriers.
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within the intent of that provision.8 But
aside from section 409 jurisdiction, it
would appear that Mr. Aird’s position

with the air carrier, together with Cana-
dair’s substantial interest in "'S&W,
raises a section 408 problem.

It is patent that, in light of the factual
context surrounding his appointment,
Mr. Aird was placed on the S&W Board
of Directors as Canadair’s representative
and to express its views on the carrier’
operations. And Canadair may be in a
position to have its views reflected in
S&W policies. lllustrative of the domi-
nant position Canadair may assume in
the carrier is the distribution of voting
rights in S&W immediately after the
completion of the initial phase of the
long term agreement. Pursuant to the
long term agreement, immediately after
its execution and assuming that no de-
bentures are converted or option war-
rants exercised, voting power in the
carrier will be as follows:

Voting P(ercentage
(. (DRI
mately) Y,
Public
A. Stackholders and Series B
r?ggture holders com- 1.056.240 ®1
B. Series Adebenture hofders. 531,666 17.7
Individuals
A. Canadair 906,666 30.1
B. ESsO 166,666;% 55
5 ST — Ee 8
E. International  Aviafion ' '
Corp, 134,000 4.8

From the foregoing, it is obvious that
Canadair may possess the largest sinc\;,{;e
unified block of voting rights in S&W.
Even if Canadair’s voting rights are
placed in trust it will still hold a sub-
stantial debt position in the carrier.
And the five CL-44 aircraft S&W is to
acquire from Canadair with Canadair’
financial assistance assume a major role
in the carrier’s future plans. Clearly,
Canadair could have a substantial pro-
prietary interest in S&W’s operations and.
through Mr. Aird will be in a position to
have its views made known to S&W’s
management. In light of Canadair’s po-
sition in the total S&W picture, it would
be most unlikely that those views will not
guide -S&W in formulating its policy.
Thus, a section 408 relationship may be
established, even though Canadair’s vot-
ing rights are to be placed in trust.*
Applicant concedes the possibility of
Canadair’s assuming a control position
in S&W and proposes a voting trust as
a means of obviating such a result.
Neither the application (Docket 11718)
nor the long term agreement contains
detailed information concerning the na-

8Cf. Air Freight Forwarder Case, 9 CAB 473,
504 (1948); Lehman Brothers Interlocking
Relationships Case, 15 CAB 656 (1952); 209

289 (1953); cert, denied 347 U.S. 916
(1954).
9Even asumin? that the trust adequately
insulated S&W from exercise of Canadair’s
voting rights. As noted infra, we have sub-
stantial doubt of the efficacy in this respect
of the trust proposed in the application In
Docket 11718.
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ture of the proposed votini; trust. How-
ever, based upon the available informa-
tion, several difficulties are presented by
the proposed trust. Apparently, the
S&W Board of Directors, which is to be
constituted of persons satisfactory to the
Series A debenture holders, appoints a
majority of the voting trustees. To the
extent that the majority of the trustees
are appointed by persons whose control
of S&W would be in violation of section
408 of the Act—and thus owe allegiance
to them—the trust is inadequate. Fur-
thermore, no provision is made for the
manner in which the trustees are to exer-
cise the voting rights held in trust. Nor
do we find any provision for Canadair’s
divestiture of its interest in S&W at the
termination of the trust. Absent such a
provision, an element of control may still
exist, for S&W’s management would feel
that the trust merelﬁ postpones the da
when Canadair will be in actual control.
We believe that for a voting trust
adequately to insulate S&W from Cana-
dair’s control it must contain provisions
similar to those found in the trust cre-
ated in the Hughes-Northeast Atlas-TWA
Common Control Case, Docket 8235.
That is to say, the trust should embody
at least the following features: (1) the
trust shall be an irrevocable voting trust;
2) with respect to the common stock,
the trust shall terminate on the sale by
the settlors of their beneficial interest in
all or part Of their S&W stock, but onl
with respect to the part sold; (3) in all
events, settlors shall dispose of their
beneficial interest in S&W stock within
three years from the date of the trust’s
establishment; (4) to the extent that
settlors possess voting rights which are
created by certain debt instruments,
these voting rights shall remain in trust
until the debt evidenced by such instru-
ments is satisfied; (5) all voting rights
held in trust shall be exercised by the
trustees either upon their own initiative
and represent their independent judg-
ment or in accordance with the recom-
mendation of the S&W. management as
set forth in its proxy statement relating
to the stockholders’” meeting, assuming
that the S&W management is not con-
trolled by any person or persons whose
voting rights are included in the trust’s
res; and (6) if during the life of the
trust the settlors acquire additional
voting rights in S&W, such voting rights
shall be placed in the trust. The pro-
Bosed trustees shall be either a neutral
ank, trust company or individuals. In
the event a bank or trust company is
appointed as trustee, the settlors shall
have had no F?aSt or present business
dealings with the bank or trust company.
If an individual or groups of individuals
are appointed as trustees, said individual
or individuals shall have had no past or
present affiliations with the. settlors.
Assuming that Canadair and other
signatories to the long term agreement
establish a satisfactory trust, a control
problem may still exist. This will de-
pend upon whether the holders of the
Series A debentures will be persons whose
control of an air carrier is prohibited by
section 408 and the extent to which
S&W’s stockholders subscribe to the
rights offering. Additionally, the long
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term agreement provides that the S&W
Board of Directors shall consist of per-
sons acceptable to the Series A de-
benture holders. To the extent that
such debenture holders are persons whose
control of S&W would present section
408 problems, the provisions raises prob-
lems identical to those created by such
ﬁ)_ersons directly controlling the carrier,

herefore, depending upon the results of
the long term financing, this provision
me&be inconsistent with the objective
of preventing control of the carrier from
passing_into the hands of section 408
enterprises. However, the answers to
these questions can best be determined
after the conclusion of the refinancing
program. )

Since the control question can best be
answered after the long term agreement
is completely effectuated, the Board will
defer action upon S&Ws applications in
Dockets 11693.and 11718. But, if the
parties to the long term agreement
should decide to take the measures set
forth therein, the Board will require, on
or before January 15, 1961, a full and
complete report of'the results of the
agreement. This report should include,
but should not be limited to, a descrip-
tion of the Series A and B debenture
holders and their respective interests;
the amount of funds advanced to S&W
by stockholders; the total amount of
New Common Stock acquired by S&W’s
stockholders and the amount acquired
by individual stockholders; a biographi-
cal description of S&W's officers and di-
rectors; a duplicate original of a proposed
voting trust acceptable to the Board; and
a biographical description of the pro-
posed trustees and how they were ap-
pointed. In the event the parties cancel
the long term agreement, a full report
should immediately be filed with the
Board describing the S&W debt structure
and' the holders of the carrier’s securi-
ties. Upon the submission of the report,
we shall take whatever action is deemed
appropriate with respect to the appli-
cations fendlng in Dockets 11692, 11693
and 11718.

From the foregoin? discussion, it is
apparent that the refinancing arrange-
ments which S&W has submitted for our
consideration raise both substantial
questions as to our jurisdiction, and, if
our jurisdiction attaches, and a control
situation exists under past precedents,
there would also be a serious question as
to whether certain of the proposals
would be approved, at least in the form
submitted. Under such circumstances, it
is patent that our normal course of ac-
tion would be immediately to institute
an appropriate investigatory proceeding
and to attempt to ascertain, through
customary hearing procedures, the basic
facts as to the intercorporate relation-
ships involved in the refinancing plan.
However, here the carrier has plainly
stated that it is “faced with imminent
financial ruin due primarily to losses
ssutained because of destructive airlift
procurement practices of the Military
Air Transport Service,” that it had
“reached the point where it can no longer
pay its debts as they become due. Its
resources are depleted. Subsidy is un-
available. Seaboard’s only alternative to

liquidation is the Agreement now laid
before the Board.” Further, the carrier
carefully points out that “* * *if lengthy
public hearings were held * * * it is
unlikely that Seaboard would survive
their duration.”

We cannot fairly quarrel with the car-
rier’s analysis of its current financial
condition, indeed, the precarious state
of S&W’ economic health has been a
substantial source of concern to the
Board for some time, and we have been
engaged in efforts to resolve the prob-
lem of destructive competitive biddin
for MATS traffic to which S&W, as wel
as others, have ascribed their current
Economic difficulties. Consistency with
our objectives in this regard would re-
quire that the Board also exercise its
statutory ﬁowers in such a way as to
preserve the vitality of the carrier so
that the basic objectives of the Act, and
of sections 408 and 409 in particular—
the preservation and promotion of
healthy competition among air carriers—
be not subverted.

For the foregoing reasons, we shall
instead defer action on the applications
P_endlr!g further development of the re-
inancing program. It may well be that
at the conclusion thereof it will be plain
that S&W’s destiny will not be in the
hands of persons with aeronautical in-
terests and thus will not raise problems
of the magnitude hereinbefore described.
Or if it proves impossible to refinance
S&W without having a substantial meas-
ure of financial interest in such persons,
that adequate measures will have been
taken to insulate S&W’s management
from their influence, and to program the
orderly diminution of their financial
involvement.. In the peculiar situation
before us, it is entirely consistent with a
fair administration of the Act to allow
these parties a reasonable period to
straighten out their difficulties. How-
ever, it should be made plain that it is
entirely a different matter to approve,
under the guise of necessity, a relation-
ship between an air carrier and a type
of aeronautical enterprise which we have
not heretofore found in the public
interest.D

Therefore, it is ordered:

1. That all parties to the July 7 and/or
July 29, 1960 agreements heretofore de-
scribed as the long and short term agree-
ments and all other persons having an
interest herein show cause why the Board
should not take the following action;

a. defer action upon the applications
filed in Dockets 11692, 11693 and 11718;

b. require the submission of (1) afull
and complete report, as described abowe,
by January 15,1961, of the results of the
July 7, 1960 agreement, and'(2) a voting
trust instrument acceptable to the Board.
The trustee shall be either a neutral
bank, trust company, individual or in-
dividuals. In the event a bank or trust
company is appointed trustee, said bank
or trust company shall have had no past
or present business dealings with the
settlors. If an individual or individuals
are appointed trustees, said individual or

XIn the matter of the Acquisition of Con-
trol of Consolidated Vultee Aircraft Corpora-
tion by Atlas Corporation, 9 CAB 921 (194»;.
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individuals shall have had no past or
present affiliations with the settlors; and
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reconsideration, is a must, considering
the large number of parties to this pro-

c.  require the submission of a full andceeding. However, since the objectives

complete report as described above im-
mediately upon the cancellation of the
long term agreement;

2 That any P_arty or interested per-
son desiring to file a protest, memoran-
dum of opposition or exceptions to the
action taken herein shall file such objec-
tion within 15 days of the date hereof;
such objections shall specify by sepa-
rately numbered paragraphs the part of
this order excepted to and state the
grounds thereof, and should conform to
the general requirements of the Board’s
rules of practice in Economic Proceed-
ings;/ >

3. That this order shall be published in
the Federal Register.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[seal] Robert C. Lester,
Secretary.
[Pit. Doc. 60-9566; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:51 ajn.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 13491-13498; FCC 60M-1710]

BOOTH BROADCASTING CO. (WIOU)
ET AL.

Memorandum and Order For Special
Prehearing Conference

In re applications of Booth Broad-
casting Company (WIOU), Kokomo,
Indiana, Docket No. 13491, File No. BP-
12036; Clinton Broadcasting Corpora-
tion (KROS), Clinton lowa, Docket No.
12392, File No. BP-12665; Truth Radio
Corporation (WTRC), Elkhart, Indiana,
Docket No. 13493, File No. BP-12842;
Illinois Broadcasting Company (WSQOY),
Decatur, Illinois, Docket No. 13494, File
No. BP-12916; WJOL, Inc. (WJOL),
Joliet, Illinois, Docket No. 13495, File No.
BP-13054; Tri-City Radio Corporation
%BC), Muncie, Indiana, Docket No.

, File No. BP-13102; Radio Milwau-
kee, Inc. (WRIT), Milwaukee, Wisconsin,
Docket No. 13497, File No. BP-13158;
J(V\\a/\ll_eAn\s/-)WiSéner q Blgoad((j:astin'\%,_ hi Inc.

, ran apids, ichigan,
Docket No. 13498, File Ng. BMP-8430;g for
construction permits.

T Under consideration is a petition
filed October 4,1960 by the Commission’s
Aocadcast Bureau requesting that the
Hearing Examiner schedule an immedi-
ate further Prehearin conference in the
above-entitled procee indg.

2. The Bureau’s pleading recites that
ficn a prehearing conference “might
Possibly result in expediting the pro-

_that the parties could explore

.. Possibility of stipulating and the
. of petitioning for reconsid-
ation and grant, thereby “avoiding

.Proparati°n of extensive engineering
ana other exhibits.” The Hearing Ex-
ajniner, of course, feels that the objec-

i ky the Bureau are worthy

fhat a special prehearing confer-

to explore the feasibility of agree-
hf*1’ Particularly to avoid an extensive
ring’ by the use of petitions for

sought may be attained only upon the
basis of mutual agreement by those con-
cerned and it is impossible to forecast

.in advance of the prehearing conference

the likelihood of agreement, the Exam-
iner perceives no justification at this
late date for the parties to let up on the
Breparatlon of their exhibits, as the

ureau’s pleading suggests, merely be-
cause of the scheduling of the confer-
ence. If the conference accomplishes
nothing more in the end than the elim-
ination of a need for cross-examination
of engineering consultants it will have
served a useful purpose. Indeed, in view
of the extensive time lapse in this case
since the prehearing conference of June
8, 1960 the Examiner desires to make it
clear that accession to the Bureau’s re-
quest for a further conference will not
alone be considered as a basis for the
grant of further continuances and ex-
tensions of time in this case. Prepara-
tion of the exhibit material should
continue to go forward as previously
prescribed.

3. For the conference to be scheduled
herein to achieve its purposes it is
highly desirable that all of the consult-
ing engineers be present at the confer-
ence..

On the basis of the foregoing: It is
ordered, This 5th day of October 1960,
that the petition of the Broadcast Bu-
reau is granted and that a special and
further prehearing conference will take
place in this proceeding on Friday,
October 14, 1960, at 10:00 a.m. at the
Commission’s Offices, Washington, D.C.

Released: October 6, 1960.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9551; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:40 am.]

[seal]

[Docket No. 13771-13774; FCC 60M-1707]

COLUMBIA RIVER BROADCASTERS,
INC., ET AL.

Order Continuing Hearing

In re applications of Columbia River
Broadcasters, Inc., Mount VVernon, Wash-
ington, Docket No. 13771, File No. BP-
11933; Henry Perozzo (Kays), Puyallup,
Washington, Docket No. 13772, File No.
BP-12844; KBKW, Inc. (KBKW;, Aber-
deen, Washington, Docket No. 13773, File
No. BP-13406; Carl-Dek, Inc., Kirkland,
Washington, Docket No. 13774, File No.
BP-13491; for construction permits.

As a result of agreements reached this
date on the record of a prehearing con-
ference held in the above-entitled matter,

It is ordered, This 5th day of October
1960, that:

1. Hearing on the applications in
Docket Nos. 13772, 13773, and 13774 is
continued without date pending certain
developments which are anticipated will
obviate the necessity for hearing therein,

2. The case for Columbia River Broad-
casters, Inc., Docket No. 13771, will be
submitted in writing on or before Novem-
ber 8, 1960,
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3. Notification to Columbia River
Broadcasters, Inc. by the other parties as
to which, if any, witnesses will be re-
quired for cross-examination will be
meade on or before November 15, 1960,
an

4. The hearing on the Columbia River
Broadcasters, Inc. application will pro-
ceed as scheduled on November 22, 1960.

Released.: October 6, 1960.

Federal Communications
Commission,
[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9552; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:49 am.]

[Docket Nos. 12928-12930; FCC 60M-1714]
MESA MICROWAVE, INC.

Order Setting Prehearing Conference

In re application of Mesa Microwave,
Inc., Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, for con-
struction permit for new fixed video radio
station. Frequencies: 6012.5, 6112.5 and
62125 Me. Location: Miquel, 15 miles
east of Pearsall, Texas, Docket No. 12928,
File No. 2177-C1-P-58; for construction
permit for new fixed video radio station.
Frequencies: 6067.5, 6167.5 and 6267.5
Me. Location: 7 miles east of Cotulla,
Texas, Docket No. 12929, File No. 2178-
CI-P-58; for construction permit for
new fixed video radio station.  Frequen-
cies: 60125, 61125 and 62125 Me. Lo-
cation: Hilltop, 12 miles west of Encinal,
E?xasé_)SDocket No. 12930, File No. 2179-

It is ordered, This 6th day of October
1960, on the Hearing Examiner’s own
motion, that all parties or their counsel
who desire to participate in the above-
captioned proceeding are directed to ap-
pear for a prehearing conference, pur-
suant to the provisions of 47 CFR 1.111,
at the offices of the Commission in Wash-
aré%'éon, D.C., at 2:00 p.m., October 13,

Released: October 6, 1960.
Federal Communications
Commission,
[seal] Ben F. Waple,

Acting Secretary.

[FA. Doc. 60-9553; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:49 a.m.]

[Docket Nos. 12922-12924; FCC 60M-1712]
MESA MICROWAVE, INC.

Order Setting Prehearing Conference

In re applications of Mesa Microwave,
Inc., Oklahoma Cit¥, Oklahoma, for con-
struction permit for new fixed video
radio station. Frequencies: 6012.5,6112.5
and 62125 Me. Location: 10 miles NW
of Lake City, Florida, Docket No. 12922,
File No. 2681-C1-P-58; for construction
permit for new fixed video radio station.
Frequencies: 6067.5, 6167.5 and 6267.5
Me. Location: 6 miles east of Madison,
Florida, Docket No. 12923, File No. 2682-
Cl-P-58; for construction permit for
new fixed video radio station. Frequen-
cies: 6012.5, 6112.5 and 62125 Me. Lo-
cation: 2.5 miles south of Monticello,
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Florida, Docket No. 12924, File No. 2683-
Cl-P-58

It is ordered, This 5th day of October
1960, on the Hearing Examiner’s own
motion, that all parties or their counsel
who desire to participate in the above-
captioned proceeding are directed to ap-
pear for a prehearing conference, pur-
suant to the provisions of 47 CFR 1.111,
at the offices of the Commission in
Washington, D.C., at 2:00 p.m., October
20, 1960.

Released: October 6, 1960.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9554; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:49 a.m.]

{seal]

[Docket No. 13817]
VERSAL V. SCHULER

Order To Show Cause

In the matter of Versal V. Schuler,
c/o Santa Monica Sportfishing, Inc.,
Santa Monica Pier, Santa Monica, Cali-
fornia, Docket No. 13817; order to show
cause why there should not be revoked
the license for radio station WB 4821
aboard the vessel “BRIGHT 1”. *

There being under consideration the
matter of certain alleged violations of
the Commission’s rules in connection
with the operation of the above-cap-
tioned station;

It appearing that, pursuant to §1.61
of the Commission’ rules, written notice
of violation of the Commission’s rules
was served upon the above-named licen-
see as follows:

Official Notice of Violation was mailed
to the licensee on March 17, 1960, which
alleged that on March 16, 1960, the
above-captioned radio station was found
to be in violation of §8.368(a) (5) of the
Commission’s_rules in that the Ship’s
Radio Log failed to contain entries
showing each time that the safety watch
on 2182 kc was begun, suspended or con-
cluded.

It further appearing that, the above-
named licensee received said Official
notice but did not make satisfactory re-

ly thereto, whereupon the Commission,
y letter dated April 18, 1960, and sent
by Certified Mail—Return Receipt Re-
quested (No. 071893), brought this mat-
ter to the attention of the licensee and
requested that such licensee respond to
the Commission’s letter within fifteen
days from the date of its receipt stating
the measures which had been taken, or
were being taken, in order to bring the
operation of the radio station into com-
pliance with the Commission’s rules,
and warning the licensee that his failure
to respond to such letter might result in
the institution of proceedings for the
re\(/jocation of the radio station license;
an

It further appearing that receipt of
the Commission’s letter was acknowl-
edged by the signature of the licensee’s
agent, Ruth K. Casey on April 19, 1960,
to_a Post Office Department return re-
ceipt; and
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It further appearing that, although
more than fifteen days have elapsed
since the licensee’s receipt of the Com-
mission’s letter, no response was made
thereto; and

It further appearing that, in view of

.the foregoing, the licensee has repeat-

edlly violated § 1.61 of the Commission’s
rules;

It is ordered, This 5th day of October
1960, fpursuant to section 312(a) (4) and
(c) of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended, and section 0.291$b) (8).of
the Commission’s Statement of Delega-
tions of Authority, that the said licensee
show cause why the license for the
above-captioned Radio Station should
not be revoked, and appear and give
evidence in respect thereto at a hearingl
to be held at a time and place to be
specified by subsequent order; and

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
taral send a copy of this order by Certi-
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to
the said licensee.

Released: October 6, 1960

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9555; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:49 am.]

[seal]

[Docket No. 13764; FCC 60M-1706]

STEPHENS COUNTY BROADCASTING
CO. (WNEG)

Order for Prehearing Conference

In re application of Stephens County
Broadcasting Company (WNEG), Toc-
coa, Georgia, Docket No. 13764, File No.
BP-12827; for construction permit.

A prehearing conference in the above-
entitled proceeding will be held on

1Section 1.62 of the Commission’s rules

rovides that a licensee, in order to avail
himself of the opportunity to be heard, shall,
in person or by his attorney, file with the
Commission, within thirty days of the re-
ceipt of the order to show cause, a written
statement stating that he will appear at the
hearing and present evidence on the matter
specified in the order. In the event it would
not be possible for respondent to appear for
hearlng in the proceeding if scheduled to
be held in Washington, D.C., he should ad-
vise the Commission of the reasons for such
inability within five days of the rece|(pt of
this Order. If the licensee fails to file an
appearance within the time specified, the
right to a hearing shall be deemed to have
been waived. Where a hearing is waived, a
written statement in mitigation or justifica-
tion may be submitted within thirty days of
the receipt of the order to show cause. If
such statement contains, with particularity,
factual allegations denying or justifying the
facts upon which the show cause order is
based, the Hearing Examiner may call upon
the submitting J)arty to furnish additional
information, and shall request all opposing
parties to file an answer to the written state-
ment and/or additional information. The
record will then be closed and an initial de-
cision issued on the basis of such procedure.
Where a hearing is waived and no written
statement has been filed within the thirty
days of the receipt of the order to show cause,
the allegations of fact contained in the order
to show cause will be deemed as correct and
the sanctions specified in the order to show
cause will be invoked.

Wednesday, October 12, 1960, beginning
at 10:00 a.m. in the offices of the Com+-
mission, Washington, D.C. This con-
ference is called pursuant to the provi-
sions of §1.111 of the Commission’s rules
and the matters to be considered are
th?se specified in that section of the
rules.

It is so ordered, This the 5th day of
October 1960.

Released: October 6, 1960.

Federal Communications
Commission,
[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[Fit. Doc. 60-9556; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:49 a.m.]

[Docket No. 13800]
WINFIELD BROADCASTING CO.

Correction

The Commission’s Order released Sep-
tember 26, 1960 (FCC 60-1128), 25 FR
9307 in the above-captioned matter, in-
correctlal showing facilities requested by
Winfield Broadcasting Company as
“1550ke, 250w, U”, is corrected by chang-
ing this.portion to read: *“Lloyd Clinton
McKenney, tr/as Winfield Broadcasting
Company, Winfield, Kansas, requests:
1550ke, 250w, Day, Docket No. 13800, File
No. BP-12756.”

Released: October 7, 1960.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 60-9557; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960
8:49 a.m.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 24NY-4965]

AIRCRAFT DYNAMICS INTER-
NATIONAL CORP.

Notice and Order for Hearing
October 6, 1960.

I. Aircraft Dynamics International
Corp. (issuer), a Delaware corporation,
filed with the Commission on September
25, 1959 a notification on Form 1-A and
an offerinicircular relating to the pro-
posed stock offering of 99,000 shares of
10 cent par value common stock at $3

er share or $297,000 in the aggregate
or the purpose of obtaining an exemp-
tion from the registration requirements
of the Securities Act of 1933, pursuant
to the provisions of section 3(b) and
Regulation A promulgated thereunder.

Il. The Commission on August 18
1960 issued an order pursuant to Rule
261 of the general rules and regulations
under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, temporarily suspending the
exemption under Regulation A and af-
fording to any person having an interest
therein, an opportunity to request a
hearing pursuant to Rule 261. A writ-
ten request for hearing was received by
the Commission.

[seal]
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The Commission deeming it necessary
and appropriate to determine whether
tovacate the temporary suspension order
to enter an order permanently sus-
pending the exemption.

It is hereby ordered, That a hearing
under the applicable provisions under
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended,
and the rules of the Commission be
heard at the New York Regional Office
of the Commission, 23d Floor, 225 Broad-
way, New York 7, New York, at 10:00
am, d.s.t., October 24, 1960 with respect
to the following matters and questions,
without prejudice, however, to the speci-
fication of additional issues which may
be presented in these proceedings:

A. Whether the offering circular omits
to state a material fact necessary in
order to make the statements made, in
the light of the circumstances under
which they are made, not misleading,
particularly with respect to the fact that
the underwriter occupies a portion of the
issuer’s office space and pays no rental
therefor.

B. Whether the terms and conditions
of this Regulation have not been com-
pliedwith in that:

1 Securities which were part of the
offering were sold to persons in states
which were not listed in Item 8 of Form
1-A as jurisdictions in which securities
were proposed to be offered through un-
derwriters, dealers or salesmen;

2. A written communication sent to
more than ten persons was not filed with
the Commission pursuant to Rule 258.

C. Whether the. offering is being made
in violation of section 17 of the Act.

1. Itis further ordered, That William
W. Swift or any officer or officers of the
Commission designated by it for that
purpose shall preside at the hearing;
that any officer or officers so designated
to preside at any such hearing are here-
by authorized to exercise all the power
granted to the Commission under sec-
tions 19(b), 21 and 22(c) of the Securi-
ties Act of 1933, as amended, and to hear-
ing officers under the Commission’s
rules of practice.

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary of the Commission shall serve a copy
of this order by registered mail to Air-
craft Dynamics International Corp.; that
notice of the entering of this order shall
be given to all persons by general release
of the Commission and by publication in
the Federal Register. Any person who
desires to be heard or otherwise wishes
to participate in the hearing shall file
with the Commission on or before
October 22,1960 a request relative there-
to as provided in Rule IX of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice.

It is further ordered, That the hearing
in this matter be consolidated with the
hearing in the matter of Aviation In-
vestors of America, Inc. pursuant to sec-
tions 15(b) and 15A of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[PH. Doc. 60-9538; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:47 am.]
No. 199- 4
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[File No. 812-1342]

ATLAS CORP. AND MERTRONICS
CORP.

Notice and Order for Hearing on
Application

October 5, 1960.

Notice is hereby given that Atlas Cor-
poration (“Atlas”) a Delaware Corpora-
tion registered under the Investment
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) as a closed-
end non-diversified management invest-
ment company and its controlled com-
pany, Mertronics Corporation (“Mer-
tronics”) a Delaware Corporation, have
filed a joint apﬂlication pursuant to
section 17(b) of the Act for an order of
the Commission exempting from the pro-
visions of section 17(a§) of the Act certain
transactions incident to an offering by
Atlas and Mertronics to their respective
shareholders of shares in Summers Gyro-
scope Company (“Summers”) a Califor-
nia Corporation.

Atlas owns approximately 41 percent
of the outstanding voting stock of Mer-
tronics and is therefore presumed to con-
trol Mertronics as provided in section
2(a)(9) of the Act. Atlas and Mertronics
propose to offer to the respective holders
of their outstanding common stock an
aggregate of 6,403,215 shares of common
stock of Summers, of which 5,702,878
shares are to be offered by Atlas to the
holders of its common stock and 700,337
shares are to be offered by Mertronics to
the holders of its common stock other
than Atlas.

Atlas presently owns 1,698,000 shares
of common stock of Summers and
$1,775,000 principal amount of 6 percent
promissory notes of Summers which are
convertible into additional shares of such,
common stock on the basis of one share
for each $0.492406 of the indebtedness
evidenced thereby, including accrued in-
terest. Atlas has agreed with Summers
to convert such notes as of October 15,
1960. Upon such conversion, Atlas will
receive an additional 4,004,878 shares of
Summers common stock, thereby in-
creasing its aggregate holdings to 5,702,-
878shares. As of October 15,1960, before
the proposed offering and after conver-
sion of said notes, Atlas will hold ap-
proximately 63.3 percent of the outstand-
Ing voting stock of Summers. Atlas also
holds options to purchase 668,652 shares
of common stock of Summers at the price
of $1 per share.

Mertronics presently owns no common
stock of Summers. However, it holds
$299,907 principal amount of 6 percent
promissory notes of Summers which are
convertible into common stock of Sum-
mers on the basis of one share of com-
mon stock of Summers for each $0.492406
of the indebtedness evidenced thereby,
including accrued interest. Mertronics
has agreed with Summers to convert such
notes as of October 15, 1960. Upon such
conversion, Mertronics  will  receive
700,337 shares of common stock of Sum-
mers. As of October 15, 1960, before the
proposed offering and after conversion
of said notes, Mertronics will hold ap-
proximately 7.8 percent of the outstand-
ing voting stock of Summers.
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Summers was incorporated in 1946
under the laws of California and is en-
gaged in the business of designing, de-
veloping, manufacturing and selling
various gyroscopic and indicating instru-
ments, related equipment and systems
for the navigation and control of air-
craft and short-range missiles. It also
provides engineering and other services
to purchasers of its products and to
others. Substantially all the Company’s
business relates to ‘items destined for
military use.

Atlas and Mertronics represent in the
application that the purpose of,the of-
fering is to effect a divestiture by Atlas
and Mertronics of all their interest in
Summers in order to dispose of proceed-
ings pending before the Civil Aeronau-
tics Board arising out of the interlocking
relationships existing between Atlas,
which controls an air carrier, and Sum-
mers, which is deemed by the Board to
be engaged in a phase of aeronautics.
Since Atlas is the holder of approxi-
mately 41 percent of the outstanding
voting stock of Mertronics, divestiture
on the part of Mertronics is also re-
quired’ to effect complete termination of
such interlocking relationship.

The offering will be made at the price
of 75 cents per share of Summers stock
and will be made through primary and
secondary subscription rights. ~Atlas
will offer the primary right to purchase
5,223,126 shares of ‘Summers common
stock on the basis of one share for every
two shares of Atlas held on the record
date. Subject to full exercise of the pri-
mary right and subject to allotment, the
secondary right is the right to subscribe,
in units of 100 shares each for the 479,752
shares of common stock of Summers not
subject to purchase th_rou?h primary
rights plus such additional shares of
common stock of Summers as shall not
be purchased through the exercise of
primary rights. Mertronics will offer its
700,337 shares of Summers in the same
manner except that the Mertronics
shareholder will be allowed to purchase
one share of Summers stock for each
share of Mertronics owned on the record
date. Mertronics will offer 640,871
shares of Summers stock owned by it in
the primary offering and in the second-
ary offering will offer in units of 100
shares each the remaining 59,466 shares
and all shares unexercised in the primary
offering.

Atlas and Mertronics represent in the
application that in_order to assure com-
plete divestiture of their entire interest
In Summers, Atlas and Mertronics have
entered into agreements with Floyd B.
Odium whereby Odium has undertaken
to purchase, at the price of 75 cents per
share, all shares of common stock of
Summers owned by them, subject to their
prior right to offer such shares to their
respective stockholders as above set
forth.

The agreements which were entered
into on August 3, 1960 provide that if
the number of shares to be purchased by
Odium is 175,000 or less in the case of
Mertronics or 1,425,000 or less in the case
of Atlas, the purchase price of 75 cents
per share is to be paid in cash. If the
shares to be purchased by him exceed the
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numbers stated above, the purchase price
is paﬁable 25 percent in cash (but not
less than $1,068,750 in the case of Atlas
or $131,250 in the case of Mertronics)
and the balance by 5 percent promissory
notes secured by a pledge of the pur-
chased shares. As security for the per-
formance of his obligations under said
agreements, Odium is required to deposit
the sum of $625,000 in cash or the equiv-
alent with Atlas and the sum of $75,000
in cash or the equivalent with Mer-
tronics, except that he is. entitled to
satisfy his obligation to make such de-
posits by depositing marketable securi-
ties having a value at least equal to. 125
yercent of the cash equivalent of the ob-
igation so satisfied. Such deposits have
been made in accordance with the pro-
visions of such agreements.

The agreement between Atlas and
Odium also provides that Atlas will sell
to Odium, on the earlier of December 15,
1960 or the date on which he shall pur-
chase shares of common stock of Sum-
mers pursuant to said agreement, op-
tions presently held by Atlas to purchase
668,652 shares of common stock of Sum-
mers at the price of $1.00 per share. The

agc?regate consideration to be paid by
Odi

um for such options is $66,865, being
the equivalent of 10 cents per share
covered thereby.

The agreements made by Atlas and
Mertronics with Odium provide that,
upon the sale of the options and any
sale of shares of common stock of sum,
mers to Odium, he will deliver an under-
taking to the effect that he is acquiring
such options and shares with no inten-
tion of reoffering the same to any other
persons under circumstances which, in
the opinion of counsel for Atlas and
Mertronics, respectively, will constitute
a distribution thereof requiring regis-
tration under the Securities Act of 1933
unless a Registration Statement under
said Act shall be in effect with respect
thereto.

Odium has informed Atlas and Mer-
tronics that he intends to make available
to certain private investors, at his pur-
chase price plus a pro rata part of his
expenses in connection therewith, a por-
tion of any shares of common stock of
Summers which he may purchase under
such agreements and of the options re-
ferred to above. Odium has also in-
formed Atlas and Mertronics that the
shares and options acquired by such

rivate investors will be acquired by them
or investment and not with a view to
any distribution thereof. Neither Atlas
nor Mertronics is party to any contract,
agreement or understanding with any of
such private investors.

It is anticipated that the closing of the
sale of any unsubscribed shares to Odium
will occur within fifteen days following
the date of expiration of the offering.

Odium in May, 1960 retired as an offi-
cer and director of Atlas and all of its
subsidiaries and affiliates of which he
was an officer and director. Odium owns
128,362 shares of the 10,446,252 out-
standing shares of common stock of
Atlas and 27,365 shares of its 679,251
outstanding shares of 5 percent cumula-
tive preferred stock, constituting in the
aggregate approximately 1.40 percent of
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its outstanding voting stock. Odium
owns option warrants to purchase 566,307
shares of Atlas common stock at the
price of $6.25 per share. In addition,
Odium is a co-trustee of certain trusts
in which he has no beneficial interest
which own 38,860 shares of 5 percent
cumulative preferred stock and two
shares of common stock. A company of
which Mr. Odium is a controlling stock-
holder is the beneficial owner of 10,000
shares of 5 percent cumulative preferred
stock.

Prior to May 17, 1960 Odium had been
chief executive officer of Atlas and in that
capacity had carried on extensive nego-
tiations looking toward complete disposi-
tion by Atlas of its interests in Summers.

Section 17(a) of the Act prohibits an
affiliated person of a reg?istered invest-
ment company, or an affiliated person of
such a person, from selling to, or pur-
chasing from such registered investment
company, or any company controlled by
such registered company, any securities
or other property, subject to certain ex-
ceptions not here pertinent. This Sec-
tion of the Act would prohibit exercise
of subscription rights by stockholders of
Atlas or Mertronics who may also be
affiliated persons of Atlas as defined in
the Act or affiliated persons of any such
affiliated persons. Insofar as here rele-
vant section 2(a) (3) defines an affiliated
person of another person as any person
directly or indirectly owning, controlling,
or holding with ?ower to vote, 5 per
centum or more of the outstanding vot-
ing securities of such other person; any
person 5 per centum or more of whose
out_standin(]; voting securities are directly
or indirectly owned, controlled, or held
with power to vote, by such other person;
or any person directly or indirectly con-
trolling, controlled bK, or under common
control with, such other person; and any
officer, director, partner, copartner, or
employee of such other person.

The Commission, upon aloplication
pursuant to section 17(b), shall grant an
exemption from the provisions of section
17(a) if it finds that the terms of the pro-
posed transactions, including the con-
sideration to be paid, are reasonable and
fair and do not involve overreaching on
the part of any person concerned, that
the proposed transactions are consistent
with the policy of any registered invest-
ment company concerned, as recited in
its registration statement and reports
filed under the Act, and are consistent
with the general purposes of the Act.

Atlas and Mertronics contend in the
application that the transaction de-
scribed above is reasonable and fair in
that all common stockholders of Atlas
will have identical rights and all com-
mon stockholders of Mertronics (other
than Atlas) will have identical rights,
and further the exclusion of Atlas from
the Mertronics offering is essential to at-
tainment of the complete divestiture
which is the objective of the transactions.
Those common stockholders of Atlas or
Mertronics who ma?/I also be affiliated
persons of Atlas within the meaning of
the Act, or affiliated ‘persons of any such
affiliated persons, will be treated exactly
as any other common stockholder in con-
nection with the proposed offerings.

The application further states that if
the exemption requested should not be
granted, those persons who are common
stockholders of Atlas or Mertronics and
who are also affiliated persons of Atlas
as aforesaid would be prejudiced by their
inability lawfully to exercise, should they
so choose, the right to purchase from
Atlas or Mertronics shares of common
stock of Summers on the same basis as
other common stockholders of Atlas or
Mertronics.

It appearing to the Commission that
it is appropriate in the public interest
and in the interest of investors that a
hearing be held with respect to the ap-
pllcatlondpursuant to section 17(b):

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 40(a)
of the Act, that a hearing on the afore-
said application under the applicable
provisions of the Act and of the rules of
the Commission thereunder be held on
the 21st day of October 1960, at 10:00
a.m., in the offices of the Securities and
Exchange Commission,, 425 Second
Street NW., Washington 25, D.C. At
such time the Hearing Room Clerk will
advise as to the room in which such hear-
ing will be held. Any person desiring to
be heard or otherwise wishing to partici-
pate in the proceedings is directed to file
with the Secretary of the Commission his
application as provided by Rule XVII of
the Commission’s rules of practice, on or
before the date provided in that rule
setting forth any issues of law or fact
which he desires to controvert or any
additional issues which he deems raised
b?{ this Notice and Order or by such ap-
plication.

It is further ordered, That William W
Swift, or any officer or officers of the
Commission, designated by it for that
purpose, shall preside at said hearing.
The officer so designated is hereby au-
thorized to ®xercise all the powers
granted to the Commission under sec-
tions 41 and 42(b% of the Investment
Company Act of 1940 and to a hearin
officer under the Commission’s rules
practice.

The Division of Corporate Regulation
having advised the Commission that it
has made a preliminary examination of
the apPIication, and that upon the basis
thereof the following matters and ques-
tions are presented for consideration,
without prejudice to its specifying ad-
ditional matters and questions upon fur-
ther examination:

Whether the sales by Atlas and
Mertronics of Summers stock to their
affiliated persons and affiliated persons
thereof pursuant to the rights offering
being made to their stockholders meet
the prescribed standards of section 17
(b) of the Act as recited above for an
exemption from the provisions of sec-
tion 17(a).of the Act.

It is further ordered, That at the
aforesaid hearing attention be given to
the foregoing matters and questions.

It is further ordered, That the Secre-
tary of the Commission shall give notice
of the aforesaid hearing by mailing a
copy of this Notice and Order by regis-
tered mail to Atlas and Mertronics and
that notice to all other persons be given
by publication of this Notice and Order
in the Federal Register and that a gen-
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eral release of this Commission in respect
of this Notice and Order be distributed
to the press and mailed to the mailing
list for releases.

By the Commission.

Orval L. DgBois,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 60-9539; Piled, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:47 a.m.]

[seal]

[File No. 812-1340]
CONGRESS STREET FUND, INC.

Notice of Filing of Application

October 5,1960.

Notice is hereby given that Congress
Street Fund, Inc., a Massachusetts cor-
poration and a management open-end
investment company registered under
the Investment Company Act of 1940
(“Act™), has filed an application pur-
suant to sections 6(c) and 17(b) of the
Act for an order of the Commission ex-
empting from the provisions of section
17(a) of the Act the proposed transac-
tions hereinafter described,

Applicant, a newly formed company
not yet in active operations, has filed a
registration statement under the Securi-
ties Act of 1933 which has not yet become
effective.  Since the proposed trans-
actions are the basic organizational
transactions, the Applicant will not com-
mence active business operations until
the disposition of this application. The
proposed transactions involve an escrow
agreement among Applicant, a bank, and
certain persons referred to as the “De-
positors.” The escrow agreement pro-
vides a procedure for accumulating
$10,000,000 or more in securities in es-
crow to be exchanged for the shares of
the open-end investment company in a
simultaneous tax-free exchange.

Deposits under the escrow agreement
must have a market value of at least
$15,000, and will be held for the individ-
ual accounts of the Depositors during
the period of the escrow. The escrow
agreement provides that, if $10,000,000
or more in securities has been deposited
by a date to be specified, Applicant will
send a special report to the Depositors,
describing the securities deposited, stat-
ing their current market values and esti-
mated tax bases, ahd announcing the
date (between 30 and 50 days from the
issuance of the report) on which the
Planned exchange will occur. The De-
positors may withdraw any or all of their
deposited securities from the escrow at
any time until 20 days after the issuance
of the report. Applicant may require
any Depositor to withdraw any or all of
nis deposited securities at any time until
40 days after the issuance of the report
or lo days prior to the exchange, which-
eyer date shall be earlier. After the ex-
piration of the time for withdrawal of
assets, and provided that the market
value of the remaining deposited securi-
ties is still at least $10,000,000, Applicant
and the Depositors shall become com-
mitted to the exchange of the remaining
deposited securities. Deposited securi-
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ties will be returned to the Depositors if
$10,000,000 in securities is not deposited.

Immediately after the exchange of all
of the shares of Applicant will be owned
by the Depositors, who are to represent
in writing that they have acquired them
for investment and not for further dis-
tribution. The deposited securities will
be valued at current market value, and
shares of Applicant will be issued to
each Depositor on the basis of the per
share net asset value of Applicant’s
shares. Since the exchange will be tax-
free to the Degosi_tor, Applicant will have
the same tax basis as the Depositors had
for the securities acquired from them.
No discount for unrealized gains will be
applied against the assets offered for
Applicant’s shares in the exchange. A
maximum sales charfge of 4 percentvary-
ing with the value of the deposited secu-
rities exchanged, will be borne by the
Depositors. It may be presumed that the
offering will be attractive to holders of
highly appreciated securities and that
the aggregate ?ercentage of unrealized
appreciation will be high. Applicant has
therefore undertaken, as a condition to
the requested exemptive order, not to
make subsequent public offerings of its
shares without the approval of the
Commission.

Section 17(a) of the Act, with certain
exceptions, prohibits the sale of property
to a registered investment company b
promoters or affiliated persons of suc
company, or by affiliated persons of such
promoters or affiliated persons. Since
the Depositors by virtue of their function
in causing the organization of Applicant
may be considered “promoters”, and
because certain of the Depositors will be
such affiliated persons, the transactions
described above would be prohibited by
section 17(a) of the Act unless the Com-
mission issues an Order of exemption.

In sur])port of the application, it is
stated that the offer will be open on a
uniform basis to all eligible investors,
and that no offeree will receive special
treatment. All Depositors will purchase
shares of Applicant with full knowledge
of the proposed portfolio and the unreal-
ized appreciation thereof, with an oppor-
tunity to withdraw their securities from
the escrow prior to the exchange. The
Fund is intended as an investment
vehicle for investors who wish to ex-
change securities they presently hold
with a low Federal tax basis for shares
of Applicant in a simultaneous exchange
on a tax-free basis.

Under section 17(b) of the Act, the
Commission shall grant an exemption
from the prohibitions of section 17(a)
if it finds that the terms of the proposed
transactions are reasonable and fair and
do not involve overreaching on the part
of any person concerned; that the
proposed transactions are consistent with
the policy of the registered investment
company concerned, as recited in its
registration statement and reports filed
under the Act, and with the general pur-
poses of the Act. Section 6(c) of.the
Act authorizes the Commission by order
u‘oon application, to exempt, condition-
ally or unconditionally, any transaction
or any class of transactions from any
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provisions of the Act or of any rule or
regulation thereunder, if and to the

extent that such exemption is necessary
or appropriate in the public interest and
consistent with the protection of in-
vestors and the purposes fairly intended
by the policy and provisions of the Act.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than October
19,1960 at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com-
mission in writing a request for a hearing
on the matter accompanied by a state-
ment as to the nature of his interest,
the reason for such request and the
issues, if any, of fact or law proposed
to be controverted, or he may request
that he be notified if the Commission
should order a hearing thereon. Any
such communication should be ad-
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, Washington 25,
D.C. » At any time after said date, as
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and
regulations promulgated under the Act,
an order disposing of the application
herein may be issued by the Commission
upon the basis of the showing contained
in said application, unless an order for
hearing upon said application shall be
issued upon request or upon the Com-
mission’s own motion.

By the Commission.

Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9540; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:47 a.m.]

[seal]

[File No. 245-1761]
UTAHCAN, INC.

Order Amending Order Temporarily
Suspending Exemption

October 5, 1960.

The Commission on September 12,
1960, issued an order pursuant to Rule
261 of the general rules and regulations
under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, temporarily suspending the
Regulation A exemption with respect to
an offer of securities by Utahcan, Inc.,

and

The Counsel for the Division of Cor-
poration Finance deeming it necessar
that the issues be more correctly stated,

It is ordered, That No. 13 of Subpara-
graph B.of Section 11 of the order tempo-
rarily suspending the exemption of
Utahcan, Inc., dated September 12,
1960, be deleted and that said order be
amended in substitution for No. 13 of
said Paragraph B of Section Il, as fol-
lows:

13. The failure to disclose adequately
and clearly that 704,000 shares of out-
standing stock had been issued for prop-
erties which had since been abandoned
and the failure to disclose the funds
expended on these properties.

By the Commission.

Nellye A. Thorsen,
Assistant Secretary.

[FH. Doc. 60-9491; Filed, Oct. 10, 1960;
8:47 a.m.]

[seal]
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TARIFF COMMISSION

[AA1921—14]
BICYCLES FROM CZECHOSLOVAKIA

Determination of Injury or Likelihood
Thereof

On July 11, 1960, the United States
Tariff Commission was advised by the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury that
bicycles from Czechoslovakia are being,
and are likely to be, sold in the United
States at less than fair value within the
meaning of the Antidumping Act, 1921,
as amended. In accordance with the re-

uirements of section 201(a) of the Anti-

umping Act (19 U.S.C. 160(a)), the
Taritff Commission instituted an investi-
gation to determine whether an industry
in the United States is being or is likely
to be injured, or is prevented from being
established, by reason of the importation
of such merchandise into the United
States.

No public hearing in connection with
the investigation was ordered by the
Commission, but interested parties were
advised of the provisions of the Commis-
sions rules of practice and procedure
specifying that they could request a
hearing within 15 days after date of the
publication of the Commission’s notice
of investigation in the Federal Register.
The notice of the investigation was pub-
lished in 25 F.R. 6821. Interested parties
were granted opportunity to submit
written statements pertinent to the sub-
ject matter of the investigation.

No request for a hearing was made by
any interested party, but written state-
ments were received from the United
States importer and the Bicycle Manu-
facturers Association. These statements
were given due consideration by the
Commission in arriving at a determina-
tion in this case.

On the basis of the investigation, the
Commission has determined that an
industry in the United States is being
injured, and is likely to continue to be
injured, by reason of the importation of
bicycles from Czechoslovakia at less than
fair value within the meaning of the
Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended.

Statement of reasons. As the result
of the sale of bicycles by the Czechoslo-
vakian exporting organization at less
than fair value, the importer has sold,
and continues to sell, bicycles in the
United States at prices below the prices
at which domestic producers are able to
sell comparable models.

The sale of the Czechoslovakian
bicycles have been, and are likely to
continue to be, in sufficient volume to
displace a significant part of the United
States market for low-price bicycles.

The importation of Czechoslovakian
bicycles purchased at prices below fair
value is continuing and there is indica-
tion of an intent on the part of the
exporting organization to continue its
practice of selling the bicycles at less
than fair value.

The Commission’s determination and
the above statement of reasons in sup-
port thereof are published pursuant to

NOTICES

section 201(c) of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended.

Issued: Octobers, 1960.
By the Commission.

Donn N. Bent,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9550; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:49 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Ex Parte MC-37 (Sub No. 1) ]
SYRACUSE, N.Y.

Notice of Filing of Petition for Enlarge-
ment of the Commercial Zone

October 7, 1960.

Petitioner’s representative: James V.
McMahon, 351 S. Warren Street,
Syracuse 2, N.Y. Petition dated Sep-
tember 7, 1960, by the Syracuse, N.Y.,
Chamber of Commerce, for and on
behalf of its membership, seeks enlarge-
ment of the Syracuse, N.Y., Commercial
Zone to include therein the entire Town
of Geddes, and that portion of the Town
of Van Buren, beginning at a point of
intersection of the Town Line of Geddes
and Styles Road, thence westward along
Styles Road approximately 900 feet to
the intersection of Winchell Road,
thence due north along Winchell Road,
approximately 1,900 feet to intersect the
town line of Geddes. .

Hearing information. The subject
petition will be assigned for hearing at
a time and place to be later fixed. An
person desiring to be advised of suc
assignment should request to be notified
by letter to the Commission.

By the Commission.

Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9545; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

[seal]

[Notice 345]

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS

October 7, 1960.

The following publications are gov-
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission’s general rules of practice in-
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241)
overning notice of filing of applications

y motor carriers of property or passen-
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209
and 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act
and certain other proceedings with re-
spect thereto.

All hearings and pre-hearinP confer-
ences will be called at 9:30 o’clock a.m.,
United States standard time (or 9:30
octlock a.m., local daylight saving time),
unless otherwise specified.

Applications Assigned for Oral Hear-
ing or Pre-Hearing Conference
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 873 (Sub No. 37), filed April 8,
1960. Applicant: SOONER FREIGHT

LINES, a corporation, 3000 West Reno,
P.O. Box 2488, Exchange Branch, Okla-
homa City, Okla. Applicant’s attorney:
Sidney P. Upsher, 3000 West Reno, Okla-
homa City, Okla. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods, as defined by
the Commission, commodities in hulk,
commodities requiring special equipment,
and those injurious or contaminating to
other lading, (1) between Altus, Okla,
and points, within 41 miles of Altus,
Okla.; (2) between Hobart, Okla.,, and
points within 26 miles of Hobart, Okla.;
(3) between Manitou, Okla., and points
within 24 miles of Manitou, Okla., and
(5) between Granite, Okla., and points
within 20 miles of Granite, Okla. Appli-
cant states the proposed service is
restricted to service to and from various
Atlas Intercontinental Ballistic Missile
Launching sites.

Note: Common control may be involved.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
before Joint Board No. 16, or, if the
Joint Board waives its right to partici-
pate, before Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 2309 (Sub No. 44), filed
June 23, 1960. Applicant: GILLETTE
MOTOR TRANSPORT, INC., 23li Butler
Street, Dallas, Tex. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Hugh T. Matthews, Empire Bank
Building, Dallas 1, Tex. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motQr vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept articles of unusual value, Classes
A and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, livestock,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving twelve Inter-
continental Ballistic Missile sites near
Dyess Air Force, Base, Abilene, Tex,
located in the following counties: Jones,
Callahan, Taylor, Nolan, Shackelford,
and Runnels, as off-route points in con-
nection with applicants’ authorized
regular route operations.

EARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
before Joint Board No. 77, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 8536 (Sub No. 1), filed August
1, 1960. ,\Aﬁﬁlicant: SMITH AND MIL-
LER MOVING CO, INC., 1145 Mass.
Avenue, Arlington, Mass. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Furniture and household
goods, between Boston, Mass, and points
In Maine.

HEARING: December 2, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-
ing, Boston, Mass., before Joint Board

No. 69.

No. MC 8660 (Sub No. 1), filed June
22, 1960. Applicant: DANTE F. MORI,
doing business as WELLS TRANSPOR-
TATION COMPANY, Barre, Vt. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Gelsie J. Monti, 107
North Main Street, Barre, Vt. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Gypsum, gypsum products,
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such as wallboard, sheathing, lath, back-
ing boards, gypsum filler, ground gg/p-
sum, land plaster, plaster retarder,
plaster or stucco accelerator, lime,
plaster, gypsum blocks, giypsum planks,
gypsum slabs or tile, plastering com-
Egund, gypsum concrete, gypsum form-

ard and plaster-board joint system,
from Wheatland, N.Y., to points in Ver-
mont and New Hampshire and points in
Berkshire, Franklin, Hampden, and
Hampshire Counties, Mass., and the City
of Worcester, Mass., and pallets or re-
jected merchandise, on return.

HEARING: December 14, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-
ing, Boston, Mass., before Examiner
James A. McKiel.

No. MC 10872 (Sub. No. 30), filed June
20, 1960. Applicant: BE-MAC TRANS-
PORT COMPANY, INC., 7400 North
Broadway, St. Louis 15, Mo. Applicant’s
attorney: Charles M. M. Shepherd, 20
South Central Avenue, Clayton (St.
Louis) 5, Mo. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier> by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk and
those requiring special equipment, (1)
Serving that certain United States Inter-
continental Ballistic Missile Site located
17 miles north northeast of Altus Air
Force Base, Altus, Okla., and the City of
Lone Wolf, Okla., as off-route points in
connection with applicant’s authorized
reqular route operations to and from
Hobart, Okla., and to and from Altus,
Okla. (2) Serving that certain United
States Intercontinental Ballistic Missile
Site located. 22 miles east of Altus Air
Force Base, Altus, Okla., and the City of
Snyder, Okla., as off-route points in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized regu-
lar route operations through Snyder,
Okla,, and to and from Lawton, Okla.,
(3) Serving that certain United States
Intercontinental Ballistic Missile Site
located 41 miles east-southeast of Altus
Air Force Base, Altus, Okla., and the City
of Cache, Okla., as off-route points in
connection with applicant’s authorized
regular route operations between Walters
and Frederick, Okla., and to and from
Lawton, Okla. (4) Serving that certain
United States Intercontinental Ballistic
Missile Site located 25 miles southeast
of Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.,
and the City of Frederick, Okla., as off-
route points in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route oper-
ations between Walters and Frederick,
Okla. (5) Serving that certain United
States Intercontinental Ballistic Missile
Site located 23 miles south-southwest of
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla., and
the City of Fargo, Tex., as off-route
Points in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular route operations to
and from Altus, Okla. (6) Serving that
certain United States Intercontinental
ballistic Missile Site located 17 miles
southwest of Altus Air Force Base, Altus,

and the City of Creta, Okla., as
on-route points in connection with appli-
cant’s authorized regular route oper-
ations to and from Altus, Okla. (7)
fceningthat certain United States Inter-
ontinental Ballistic Missile Site located
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31 miles west of Altus Air Force Base,
Altus, Okla.,, and the City of Hollis,
OkKla., as off-route ﬁoints in connection
with applicant’s authorized regular route
operations to and from Altus, Okla. (8)
Serving that certain United States Inter-
continental Ballistic Missile Site located
20 miles northwest of Altus Air Force
Base, Altus, Okla., and the City of
Russell, Okla., as off-route points in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized regu-
lar route operations to and from Altus,
Okla. (9) Serving that certain United
States Intercontinental Ballistic Missile
Site located 30 miles north-northwest of
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla., and
the City of Willow, Okla., as off-route
points in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular route operations to
and from Hobart, Okla., and to and from
Altus, Okla. (10% Serving that certain
United States Ballistic Missile Site
located 26 miles north-northeast of Altus
Air Force Base, Altus, Okla., and the
City of Hobart, Okla., as off-route points
in connection with applicant’s author-
ized regular route operations to and
from Hobart, Okla. (11) Serving that
certain United States Intercontinental
Ballistic Missile Site located 24 miles
southeast of Altus Air Force Base, Altus,
Okla., and the City of Manitou, OkKla., as
off-route points in connection with
applicant’s authorized regular .route
operations between Walters and Altus,

kla. (12) Serving that certain United
States Intercontinental Ballistic Missile
Site located 20 miles north-northwest of
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla., and
the City of Granite, Okla. as off-route
points in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular route operations to
and from Hobart, Okla., and to and from
Altus OKlsi

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at
the Federal Building, Oklahoma City,
Okla., before Joint Board No. 16, or, If
the Joint Board waives its right to
Eartici_ate, before Examiner Jerry F.

aughlin.

No. MC 11220 (Sub No. 68), filed Oc-
tober 3, 1960. Applicant: GORDONS
TRANSPORTS, INC., 185 West Mc-
Lemore Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. Appli-
cant’s attorney: James W. Wrape, 2111
Sterick Building, Memphis 3, Tenn. Au-
thority sought,to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, dan-
gerous explosives, household goods as
defined in Practices of Motor Common
Carrier of Household Goods, 17 M.C.C.
467, commodities in bulk, and those re-
quiring special equipment, serving the

lant site of Midwest Steel Corporation,
ocated on U.S. Highway 12, approxi-
mately 2 miles east of the Lake Porter
County line, at or near Portage, Ind.,
as an off-route point in connection with
applicant’s presently authorized regular
route operations, in the States of
Georgia, Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, In-
diana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Missouri, and Tennessee.

HEARING: October 13, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind.,
before Joint Board No. 72, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Garland E. Taylor.
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No. MC 19622 (Sub No. 3), filed August
29,1960. Applicant: ADOLPH J. FOUR-
NIER, doing business as A. FOURNIER’S
EXPRESS, 4 James Street, Windsor
Locks, Conn. Applicant’s representa-
tive: William L. Mobley, Rooms 317-319,
1694 Main Street, Springfield 3, Mass.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, and except high explosives, com-
modities in bulk, commodities requiring
special equipment, and those injurious or
contaminating to other lading; between
Bradley Field, Windsor Locks, Conn., and
points in Connecticut, and points in
Massachusetts within 50 miles of Wind-
sor Locks, Conn. RESTRICTION: Con-
fined to shipments received from, or de-
livered to, an air carrier under a through
air bill of lading as part of a continuous
movement from the cPo_int of pick up to
the actual point of delivery under such
air bill of lading.

Note: Applicant states he has been per-
forming this service since 1947 under the
partial exemption of section 203(b) (7a), In-
terstate Commerce Act.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Hartford, Conn., be-
fore Joint Board No. 22, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner James A. McKiel.

No. MC 28489 (Sub No. 3), filed July
6, 1960. Applicant: BORDER EX-
PRESS, INC., 283A Main Street, Bangor,
Maine. Applicant’s attorney: Francis
E. Barrett, Jr., 7 Water Street, Boston 9,
Mass. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities, except those of unu-
sual value, and except dangerous explo-
sives, household goods as defined in
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com-
modities in bulk, commodities requiring
special equipment, and those injurious or
contaminating to other lading, serving
the off-route point of East Millinocket,
Maine, in connection with applicant’s
present regular route operations within
the State of Maine.

HEARING: December 7, 1960, at the
Senate Chamber, State House, Augusta,
Maine, before Joint Board No. 70.

No. MC 28961 (Sub No. 17), filed De-
cember 17, 1959. Applicant: McDUF-
FEE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., High
School Avenue and Woodlawn Street,
Lebanon, Ky. Applicant’s attorney:
Robert M. Pearce, Seventh Floor, Mc-
Clure Building, Frankfort, Ky. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commod-
ities, except those of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, (1) Between Leba-
non, Ky., and Nashville, Tenn., from
Lebanon over U.S. Highway 68 to Glas-
gow, Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 3IE
to Nashville, and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points.
RESTRICTION: No service shall be
rendered between Nashville, Tenn., and
points in the Commercial Zone thereof,
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as defined by the Commission, on the one
hand, and, on the other, Louisville and
Lexington, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio,
and foints in their respective Commer-
cial Zones, as defined by the Commission;
and (2) Between Lebanon, Ky., and
Knoxville, Term., from Lebanon over
U.S. Highway 68 to Perryville, Ky,
thence over U.S. Highway 150 via Dan-
ville, Ky., to Mt. Vernon, Ky., thence
over U.S. Highway 25 to Corbin, Ky.,
thence over U.S. Highway 25W to Knox-
ville, and return over the same route,
serving the intermediate point of Dan-
ville, Ky. RESTRICTION: No serv-
ice shall be rendered between Knoxville,
Tenn., and points in the Commercial
Zone thereof, as defined by the Commis-
sion, on the one hand, and, on the other,
Louisville and Lexington, Ky., and Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, and points in their respec-
tive Commercial Zones, as defined by the
Commission. Applicant is authorized to
cor?duct operations in Kentucky and
Ohio.

Note: Applicant states that any duplica-
tion herein of any route over which it already
holds authority is not intended to convey
more than one grant of operating authority.

HEARING: November 14, 1960, at the
Federal Court House, Danville, Ky., be-
fore Joint Board No. 25. ) )

No. MC 30844' (Sub No. 43), filed April
7, 1960. Applicant: KROBLIN RE-
FRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC., P.O.
Box 218, Sumner, lowa. Applicant’s
attorney: Truman A. Stockton, Jr., The
1650 Grant Street Building, Denver 3,
Colo. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ani-
mal and poultry feed, fly spray in cans
or barrels, mange oil in cans or barrels,
cloth, burlap, or paper bags, and adver-
tising matter, from Burlington, Wis., to
points in lowa. (2) Cloth, burlap, or
Bape_r bags, and advertising matter, from

urlington, Wis., to points in North
Dakota and South Dakota, and empty
containers or other such incidental
facilities, used in transporting the above
described commodities in 1 and 2, on
return.

HEARING: November 16, 1960, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission,. Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Leo W. Cunningham.

No. MC 31600 (Sub No. 483), filed Seg—
tember 26, 1960. Applicant; P. .
MUTRIE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION,
INC., Calvary Street, Waltham 54, Mass.
Applicant’s _attorneP/:_ H. A Ames, 216
Transportation Building, Washington 6,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Petro-
leum and petroleum products, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from points in Boyd
County, Ky. (excluding Ashland, Ky.),
to points in Connecticut, Maine, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont,
and refused or rejected, on return.

HEARING: November 14, 1960, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before. Ex-
aminer James H. Gaffney.

No. MC 32460 (Sub No. 2), filed Sep-
tember 21, 1960. Applicant: MIDDY
COTE, Box 319, RFD No. 2, Hudson,

NOTICES

N.H, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Sand and
gravel, in bulk, in dump vehicles; from
Manchester, N.H., to Andover, Dracut,
Lowell, North Reading, and Wilmington,

jyré&ss

HEARING: December 5, 1960, at the
New Hampshire Public Service Commis-
sion, Concord, N.H., before Joint Board

No. 20.

No. MC 35679 (Sub No. 1), filed July 15,
1960. Applicant: FLORENCE COTE,
doing business as ROMEO COTE, 116
England Street, Cumberland, R.I. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: New household gas
and electric appliances, new furniture,
garden and lawn furniture and aplp()li-
ances, in retail service, from Pawtucket,
R.1., to points in New London and Wind-
ham Counties, Conn., and those in Mas-
sachusetts on and east of a line beginning
at Perrys, Mass., and extending along
Massachusetts Highway 12 to junction
Massachusetts Highway 9 in Worcester,
Mass., thence on and south of a line
extending along Massachusetts Highway
9 to junction Massachusetts Highway 128
in Needham, Mass., and those on and
west of a line extending from Needham
along Massachusetts Highway 128 to
junction Massachusetts Highway 138,
thence along Massachusetts Highway 138
to junction Massachusetts Highway 140,
thence along Massachusetts Highway 140
to New Bedford, Mass., including points
on the indicated portions of the high-
ways specified, and refused and un-
delivered merchandise on return move-
ments.

HEARING: November 29, 1960, at the
Main Post Office Building,, Room 308,
Providence, R.L, before Joint Board
No. 134. .

No. MC 42405 (Sub No. 15), filed June
20, 1960. Applicant: MISTLETOE EX-
PRESS SERVICE, a corporation, 111
Harrison, Oklahoma City, Okla. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Max G. Morgan, 443-54
American National Building, Oklahoma
City 2, Okla. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over regular routes, transporting:
General commodities, except Classes A
and B explosives, moving in express serv-
ice, (1) between Westville, Okla., and
Miami, Okla., from Westville over U.S.
nghway 62 to Rogers, Ark., thence over
U.S. Highway 71 to Joplin, Mo., thence
over U.S; Highways 66 and 166 to Miami,
and return over the same route, serving
all intermediate points; (2) between
Westville, Okla., and Gravette, Ark., from
Westville over U.S. Highway 59 to Siloam
Springs, Ark., thence over Arkansas
Highway 59 to junction U.S. Highway
71 near Gravette, and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points; (3) between Siloam Springs, Ark.,
and Springdale, Ark, from Siloam
Springs over Arkansas Highway 68 and
U.S. Highway 71 to Springdale, and re-
turn over the same route, serving all
intermediate points; (4) between Afton,
Okla., and Neosho* Mo., over U.S. High-
way 60, serving all intermediate points;
(5) between Seneca, Mo., and Joplin,
Mo., over Missouri nghwréy 43, serving
all intermediate points; and (6) between

Joplin, Mo,, and Tulsa, Okla., from
Joplin over Will Rogers Turnpike (In-
terstate 44) and/or Alternate U.S. High-
way 166, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points. OVER
AN ALTERNATE ROUTE: Between
Miami, Okla., and junction Oklahoma
Highway 10C with Missouri Highwa)&43
near Seneca, Mo., from Miami over Okla-
homa Hi%hway 10C to junction Mis-
souri Highway 43, and return over the
same route, serving no intermediate
points, as an alternate route for oper-
ating convenience only in connection
with applicant’s authorized regular route
operations.

Note: Applicant states that under MC
42405 it holds authority to serve between
Tulsa and Miami, Okla., over U.S. _Highway
66 that could be served from the Will Rogers
Turnpike. Applicant specifically requests
the right to tack at any common point with
its existing authorities.

HEARING: December 5, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, Okla,
before Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 48958 (Sub No. 45), filed
April 19, 1960. Applicant: ILLINOIS-
CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 510 East
51st Avenue, Denver 16, Colo. Appli-
cants attorney: Morris G. Cobb, Gen-
eral Counsel, Illinois-California Express,
Inc. (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting:
General commadities, including Classes
A and B explosives, ammunition not in-
cluded in Classes A and B explosives,
component parts of explosives and
ammunition, shipper-owned gas trailers
loaded with compressed or liquefied gas
(other than liquefied petroleum gas) or
empty, and excepting commodities of
unusual value, household goods, as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment, serving United States missile
launching sites located in_Chaves, Eddy,
Otero, and Lincoln Counties, N. Mex., as
off-route points, in connection with
applicant’s authorized regular route
operations in Certificate No. MC 48%8
and Sub Numbers thereunder.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, at the
New Mexico State Corp., Commission,
Santa Fe, N. Mex., before Joint Board
No. 87, or, if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner
Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 48958 (Sub No. 46%, filed
April 22, 1960. Applicant: ILLINOIS-
CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 510 East
51st Avenue, Denver 16, Colo. Aggli-
cant’s attorney: Morris CL Cobb, Gen-
eral Counsel, Illinois-California Express,
Inc. (same address as applicant). Au
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
and irregular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities, including Classes A
and B explosives, ammunition not in-
cluded in Classes A and B explosives,
component parts of explosives ana
ammunition, shipper-owned gas trailers
loaded with compressed gas or empty>
and excepting commodities of unusual
value, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk,” ana
those requiring special eqmpment, serv-
ing United States missile launching sites
located in Wilbarger County, Tex., ana
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Jackson, Kiowa, Harmon, Greer, Till-
man, Comanche, Beckman, and Washita
Counties, Okla., as off-route points in
connection with applicant’s authorized
regular route operations in Certificates
Nos. MC 48958, and Sub Numbers
thereunder.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
before Joint Board No. 16, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Jerry P. Laughlin.

No. MC 48958 (Sub No. 47), filed
April 22, 1960. Applicant: ILLINOIS-
CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 510 East
51st Avenue, Denver 16, Colo. Appli-
cants attorney: Morris G. Cobb, 1300
Grant Street, P.O. Box 1750, Amarillo,
Tex. Authority sought to operate as. a
common carrier, b?/ motor vehicle, over
regular and irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, including
Class A and B explosives, ammunition
not included in Class A and B explosives,
component parts of explosives and am-
munition, shipper-owned gas trailers
loaded with compressed gas or empty,
and excepting commodities of unusual
value, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment, serv-
ing United States missile launching sites
located in Taylor, Nolan, Fisher, Jones,
Shackelford, Callahan, Runnels, and
Coleman Counties, Tex., as_off-route
points in connection with applicant’s au-
thorized operations.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
before Joint Board No. 77, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 50544 (Sub No. 44), filed
April 18, 1960. Applicant: THE TEXAS
AND PACIFIC MOTOR TRANSPORT
COMPANY, a corporation, 1507 Pacific
Avenue, Dallas 1, Tex, Applicant’s at-
torney: .M. D. Sampels, The Texas and
Pacific Railway Company, Law Depart-
ment, Dallas, Tex. uthority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (without ex-
ceptons), servin? all Intercontinental
Ballistic Missile launching sites to be
constructed in a radius of 35 miles
around Abilene, Tex., in the followin
counties: Jones, Taylor, Shackelford,
Callahan, Runnels, Coleman, and Nolan,
as off-route points in connection with
applicant’s presently authorized regular
route operations.

Note: Applicant states it is a wholly
owned subsidiary of the Texas and Pacific
Railway Company.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Federal Building, Oklahoma City, OkKla.,
before Joint Board No. 77, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. Me 55873 (Sub No. 32), filed Octo-
r.2*3,1960* APPlicant: GREAT AMERI-
CAN TRANSPORT, INC., 347 West 23d
street, Detroit 14, Mich. Applicant’s
attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South La-
oaile” Street, Chicago 3, 111 Authority
ought to operate as a common carrier,
y motor vehicle, over regular routes,
ransporting: General commodities, ex-

ePt those of unusual value, Classes A
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and B explosives (other than small arms
ammunition) , household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, and liquids in
bulk, in tank vehicles, serving the site
of the Archer-Daniels-Midland Company
Plant located at or near Mapleton, 111,
as an off-route point in connection with
carriers presently authorized regular-
route operations to and from Peoria, 111
HEARING: December 8,1960, in Room
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
l%ltrei[fg Chicago, 111, before Joint Board
0

No. MC 60751 (Sub-No. 5), filed Octo-
ber 4, 1960. Applicant: CLEVELAND-
PITTSBURGH FREIGHT LINE, INC,
3515 Lakeside Avenue, Cleveland 14,
Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: J. J. Kuh-
ner, Society National Bank Building,
Cleveland 14, Ohio. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
between Cleveland, Ohio, and Junction
U.S. Highway 21 and Ohio Highway 18;
from Cleveland, over U.S. Highway 21 to
junction with Ohio Highway 18, and re-
turn over the same route, serving no in-
termediate points.

Note: Applicant states said route, includ-
ing service at West Richfield, Ohio, as an off-
route point of said route, shall be used solely
for the purpose of effecting the interchange
of traffic (otherwise authorized to be effected
at Cleveland, Ohio) at the terminals of con-
necting line carriers which are located on
the aforesaid segment of U.S. Highway 21
and at West Richfield, Ohio.

HEARING: October 27, 1960, at the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 117.

No. MC 66753 (Sub No. 2), filed SeP-
tember 29, 1960. Applicant: CHAIN
HAULAGE, INC., 15 Hasting Road, Lex-
ington, Mass. Applicant’s attorney:
Mary E. Kelley, 10 Tremont Street,
Boston 8, Mass. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Such merchandise as is dealt in by
wholesale, retail, and chain grocery and
food business houses, and in connection
therewith equipment, materials, and
supplies used in the conduct of such
business (except commodities in bulk, in
tank vehicles), between Springfield,
Mass., and North Haven, Conn., on the
one hand, and on the other, points in
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Mas-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
and Westchester County, N.Y.

Note: (Duplications with existing author-
ity to be eliminated). Applicant states this
service to be conducted under a continuing
contract with Stop and Shop, Inc.

HEARING: December 15, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-

ing, Boston, Mass., before Examiner
James A. McKiel.

No. MC 67583 gSub-No. 5), filed Sep-
tember 20, 1960. Applicant: KANE

TRANSFER COMPANY, a corporation,
2100 5th Street NE., Washington, D.C.
Ap(plicant’s attorney: Spencer T. Money,
Mills Building, Washington, D.C. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
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carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such commodities,
as are dealt in by retail, chain grocery
and food business houses, from Ware-
house of the Grand Union Co., 7000
Sheriff Road, Landover, Md., to Grand
Union Stores in Fairfax County, Va., and
rejected, damaged and returned ship-
ments, and empty containers or other
such incidental facilities (not specified),
used in transporting the commodities
specified above, on return.

HEARING: November 17, 1960, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Joint
Board No. 68.

No. MC 69116 (Sub-No. 58), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: SPECTOR
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 3100 South
Wolcott Avenue, Chicago 8, 111 Appli-
cant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 South
LaSalle Street, Chicago 3, 111  Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, other than refrigeration,
serving the site of the Archer-Daniels-
Midland Company Plant located at or
near Mapleton, 111, as an off-route point
in connection with carrier’s presently
authorized regular route operations to
and from Peoria, 111

HEARING: December 8, 1960, in Room
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
atreeltz,lgChicago, 111, before Joint Board

0.

No. MC 70203 (Sub No. 34), filed Sep-
tember 21, 1960. Applicant: INTER-
STATE DISPATCH, INC., 3636 South
Western Avenue, Chicago, HI. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Harry C. Ames, Jr.,
Transportation Building, Washington 6,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, and except livestock, dangerous
explosives, household goods as defined

the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment, over alternate routes for oper-
ating convenience only, in connection
with carrier’s authorized regular-route
operations: (l)(a) Between Springfield,
Ohio and South Charleston, Ohio, from
Springfield over Ohio Highway 70 to
South Charleston, and return over the
same route, (b) From Springfield over
U.S. Highway 40 to junction U.S. High-
way 42, thence over U.S. Highway 42 to
South Charleston, and return over the
same route, (c¢) From Springfield over
u.s. Highway 68 to Xenia, Ohio, thence
over U.S. Highway 42 to South Charles-
ton, Ohio, and return over the same
route, (d) Between Dayton, Ohio, and
South Charleston, Ohio, from Dayton
over U.S. Highway 35 to Xenia, thence
over U.S. Highway 42 to South Charles-
ton, Ohio, and return over the same
route, (e) Between Columbus, Ohio,
and South Charleston, Ohio, from
Columbus over U.S. Highway 40 to
junction Ohio Highway 142, thence over
Ohio Highway 142 to junction U.S.
Highway 42, thence over U.S. Highway
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42 to South Charleston, and return over
the same route, (12 From Columbus
over U.S. Highway 40 to junction U.S.
Highway 42, thence over U.S. Highway
42 to South Charleston, and return over
the same route, (g) Between junction
UJ3. Highway 25 and U.S. Highway 42
and South Charleston, Ohio, from junc-
tion U.S. Highway 25 and U.S. Highway
42 via U.S. Highway 42 to South Charles-
ton, and return over the same route.
RESTRICTION: Service at South
Charleston, Ohio, over the foregoing
seven routes is restricted to the inter-
change, consolidation, or distribution of
shipments having a prior or subsequent
movement voider authority granted in
Certificate No. MC-70203, and Subs.
No service is authorized on the fore-
going seven routes except for the pur-
pose of joinder and except as otherwise
authorized. (2) General commodities,
except those of unusual value, and ex-
cept livestock, dangerous explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requirin?1 slpecial equipment; serving
South Charleston, Ohio, as an off-route
point in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular routes and service

oints contained in Certificate No.

C-70203, and Subs. RESTRICTION:
Service at South Charleston, Ohio, is
restricted to the interchange, consoli-
dation, or distribution of shipments
having a prior or subsequent movement
under authority granted in Certificate
No. MC-70203, and Subs.

Note: Applicant states that the purpose
of apgll_catlon is to consolidate its terminals
now being operated in Dayton and Spring-
field, Ohio, at a new terminal in Sout
Charleston, Ohio. The authority sought is
solely for the purpose of enabling applicant
to operate a terminal at South Charleston,
Ohio, to perform the services already per-
formed by applicant at its Dayton and
Sl%gen field, Ohio, terminals which will be
c .

HEARING: November 29, 1960, in the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 117.

No. MC 70451 (Sub No. 220), filed Sep-
tember 16, 1960. Applicant: WATSON
BROS. TRANSPORTATION CO. INC.,
1910 Harney Street, Omaha, Nebr. Ag-
plicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, 11l
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu-
lar routes, transporting: General com-
modities, except those of unusual value,
livestock, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
commodities requiring special equipment,
and those_injurious or contaminating to
other lading, serving the plant site of
the Archer-Daniels-Midland Company
located at or near Mapleton, 111, as an
off-route point in connection with appli-
cant’s presently authorized regular route
operations to and from Peoria, 111

HEARING: December 8,1960, in Room
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, Illinois, before Joint
Board No. 149.

No. MC 76032 (Sub No. 153), filed
March 8, 1960. Applicant: NAVAJO
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 1205 South
Platte River Drive, Denver 23, Colo. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: O. Russell Jones,

NOTICES

P.O. Box 1437, Sante Fe, N. Mex. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, transporting:
General commodities, including Classes
A and B explosives, ammunition not in-
cluded in Classes A and B explosives,
component parts of explosives and am-
munition, and shipper-owned gas trailers
loaded with compressed or liquefied gas
(other than liquefied petroleum gas) or
empty, and excepting commodities of un-
usual value, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those reguiring special equipment,
serving United States missile launchin

sites located in Chaves, Eddy, Otero, an

Lincoln Counties, N. Mex., as off-route
points in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular route operations.

Note: Common control may be involved.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, at the
New Mexico State Corporation Commis-
sion, Sante Fe, N. Mex., before Joint
Board No. 87, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 77214 (Sub No. 3), filed August
17, 1960. Applicant: WALTER A
WANDKE, 445 Oak Street, Pemberville,

Ohio. A%Iicant's attorney: Herbert
Baker, 50 West Broad Street, Columbus
15, Ohio. Authority sought to operate

as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Meat scraps and tankage, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from Detroit, Mich., to
points in Ohio, on and north of U.S.
Highway 40, (2) Dry blood and bone
meal, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Cleveland, Ohio to Detroit, Mich., and
(3) em t%/ containers or other such in-
cidental facilities used in transporting
the commodities (not specified), on re-
turn, in connection with (1) and (2)
above.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, in the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 57.

No. MC 79476 (Sub No. 18), filed July
18, 1960. Applicant: YOUNG’S MOTOR
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., 10 Grosvenor
Street, Taunton, Mass. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Russell B. Curnett, 49 Wey-
bosset Street, Providence, R.l. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Cement (Portland, hy-
draulic and masonry) in bulk, in tank-
type vehicles, from Fall River and New
Bedford, Mass, to points in Massachu-
setts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut.

HEARING: November 29, 1960, at the
Main Post Office Building, Room 308,
Iiggvidence, R.1., before Joint Board No.

No. MC 85451 (Sub No. E? filed April
25, 1960. Applicant: BLUEBONNETT
EXPRESS, INC., 1402 Palmer Street,
Houston, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Joe
G. Fender, Melrose Building, Houston 2,
Tex. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, having an immediately
prior and subsequent movement by air,
except household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, Class
A and B explosives, and commodities re-
quiring special equipment, between the
following points in Texas: between Hous-

ton and Austin, via Katy, Brookshire,
Sealy, Columbus, LaGrange, Smithville
and Bastrop, over U.S. Highways 99 and
290 and Texas Highways 71 and 159; from
Houston to Wharton, thence to Bay City
over Texas Highway 60, thence from Bay
City to Palacios; also, from Wharton to
Boling and New Gulf over a country
road; also from Wharton to ElI Campo
over U.S. Highway 96 and Texas High-
way 12 and thence from EI Campo to
Eagle Lake over Texas Highway 71 and
a country road; between Wharton and
Bay City and Palacios over Texas High-
way 60, serving Bay City and Wharton;
between Houston and Kenedy via
SuEarIand, Richmond, Rosenberg, Eagle
Lake, Colombus, Weimar, Schulenburg,
Moulton, Shiner, Yoakum, Hallettsville,
Cuero, Yorktown, Runge, Goliad and
Charco over U.S. Highways 90A and 20
between Houston and Columbus, US.
Highway 90 between Columbus and
Flatonia, Texas Highway 95 and US.
Highway 77 between Flatonia and Yoa-
kum via Moulton and Shiner, U.S. High-
way 77 between Schulenburg and
Yoakum via Hallettsville, U.S. Highways
77 and 87 and Texas Highways 29, 239
and 72 between Yoakum and Kenedy via
Goliad, U.S. Highway 87 and Texas
Highway 72 between Cuero and Kenedy
via Yorktown and Runge, between Fla-
tonia and San Antonio over U.S. High-
way 90, serving Houston, Kenedy,
Antonio and all intermediate points;
Houston to Yoakum via Rosenberg, Vic-
toria and Cuero; between Victoria and
Ganado via Bloomington, Placedos, Port
Lavaca and LaWard over Texas Highway
185, Victoria to Bloomington over F-M
1302 to Placedos over U.S. Highway 87,
Placedos to Port Lavaca, and over Texas
Highways 35 and 172 to Ganado, serving
Victoria, Ganado' and all intermediate
points on said route, and serving Seadrift
and Port O'Connor as off-route points
over Texas Highways 316, 238 and 185;
from Houston to Angleton via Alvin over
Texas Highway 35 from Angleton to
Freeport over Texas Highway 288; from
Freeport to West Columbia over Texas
Highway 36 and from West Columbia to
Camp Hulen via Bay City and Palacios
over Texas Highway 35, with return from
Camp Hulen to Houston over Texas
Highway 35; from Houston to Angleton,
via Alvin, over Texas Highway 35; from
Angleton to Freeport over Texas Highway
288; from Freeport to West Columbia
over Texas Highway 36; from West Co-
lumbia to Camp Hulen via Bay City and
Palacios over Texas Highway 35, with
return from Camp Hulen to Houston over
Texas Highway 35, using Texas High-
ways between Houston and Angleton as
an alternate route; Houston to Hender-
son over Texas Highway 26 and US.
Highway 59; Houston to Galveston over
U.S. Highway 75 and Texas Highway 3;
Houston to Refugio over Texas Highwa
3, 12 and 44 (now U.S. 90A, 59 and 77);
Refugio to Corpus Christi over Texas
Highways 44 (now U.S. 77); and 9, and
from Corpus Christi to Robstown over
Texas Highway 16 (now Texas Highway
44); between Victoria and Refugio via
Goliad over U.S. Highways 59, 183 and
77A, serving Victoria, Goliad and Re-
fugio; from Caldwell to Bryan via Texas
Highway 21; from Houston to Bryan via
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Hempstead, Brenham, Navasota, and re-
turn; from Bryan to Houston via Nava-
sota and Hampstead, serving intermedi-
ate points on regular schedules over a
route from Houston to Brenham over
U.S. Highway 290; Hempstead to Nava-
sota over Texas Highway 6; Brenham
to Navasota over Texas Highway 90; and
from Navasota to Bryan over Texas
Highway 6; between Bryan and Hemp-
stead over Texas Highways 21,36 and 159;
from Houston to Brenham over U.S.
Highway 290 from Hempstead to Bryan
via Navasota over Texas Highway 6;
from Brenham to Navasota over Texas
Highway 90; from Bryan to Caldwell
over Texas Highway 21, from Caldwell
to Bellville via Brenham over Texas
Highway 36; from Bellville to Hempstead
over Texas nghwaY 159; between Eagle
Lake and Hallettsville over U.S. Highway
90A; between Rosenberg and Eagle Lake
via Wallis over an alternate route over
Texas Highway 36 and F-M Road 1093;
between Brenham and LaGrange via
Carmine over U.S. Highway 290, and
Texas Highways 237 and 159; between
Lufkin and Nacogdoches over Texas
Highways 103,147 and 41.

Note: Applioant is authorized to conduct
operations under the Second Proviso of sec-
tion 206(a)(1) transporting specified and
general commodities in ter_ritorK partially
duplicating that proposed in the instant
application. Applicant states the service
over all of the foregoing routes is to be co-
ordinated with existing service over all
routes, serving all intermediate points and
serving off-route points to the extent per-
mitted under the Commission’s rules.

HEARING: December 9, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Streets, Houston, Tex., before
Joint Board No. 77, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner William R. Tyers.

No. MC 86779 (Sub No. 26), (CORREC-
TION), filed May 16, 1960, published in
the Federal Register, issue of Septem-
ber 21, 1960. Applicant: ILLINOIS
CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, a
corporation, 135 East i 1th Place, Chicago
5 1l Applicant’s attorney: Urchie B.
Ellis (same address as applicant). The
purpose of this correction is to ade-
quately describe Item (8) of the appli-
cation published in the Federal Register,
issue of September 21, 1960, to read:
Between Port Gibson, Miss., and Jack-
son, Miss., over Mississippi Highway 18,
using the side roads only when necessary
to reach those small stations off the main
highway; and to add Item ﬁlO) as fol-
lows: Between St. Francisville, La., and
Clinton, La., over Louisiana Highway 10,
serving no intermediate points, as an
alternate route for operating conven-
ience only in connection with applicant’s
authorized regular-route operations.

HEARING: Remains as assigned, Oc-
tober 24,1960, at the Robert E. Lee Hotel,
Jackson, Miss., before Joint Board No. 28.

No. MC 92136 (Sub No. 1), filed August
30, 1960. Applicant: V. L. RENEGAR,
aomg business as WINSTON-ELKIN
MOTOR EXPRESS, River Street, Elkin,
N.C. Applicants attorneys: McElwee,

~ &Hall, Bank of North Wilkesboro
founding, North Wilkesboro, N.C. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
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routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, including articles of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those require
ing special equipment, between Winston-
Salem, N.C, and Elkin, N.C., (1) from
Winston-Salem over U.S. Highway 421
via Yadkinville and Brooks Cross Road,
togunctlon U.S. Highway 21, thence over
U.S. Highway 21 to Elkin, and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points-, and the off-route point of Boon-
ville, N.C.; and (2) from Winston-Salem
over U.S. Highway 421 to junction North
Carolina Highway 67, thence over North
Carolina Highway 67 via East Bend and
Boonville to Elkin, and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points.

Note: Applicant is authorized to conduct
operations in North Carolina in interstate or
foreign commerce under the second proviso
of section 206(a) (1) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act pursuant to BMC 75 Statement
registered with this Commission and as-
signed Docket No. MC 92136. -

HEARING: December 1, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Uptown Post Office
Building, Raleigh, N.C., before Joint
Board No. 103, or, if the Joint Board
waives its _right to participate, before
Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 93682 (Sub No. 7), filed Julgl
6, 1960. Applicant: COLE’S EXPRESS,
a corporation, 76 Dutton Street, Bangor,
Maine. Applicant’s attorney: Francis E.
Barrett, Jr., 7 Water Street, Boston,
Mass. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, and except dangerous explosives,
household goods as defined in Practices
of Motor Common Carriers of Household
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in
bulk, commodities requiring special
equipment, and those injurious or con-
taminating to other lading, serving East
Millinocket, Maine as an off-route point
in connection with carrier’s presently
authorized regular route operations be-
tween points in Maine.

HEARING: December 6, 1960, at the
Senate Chamber, State House, Augusta,
Maine, before Joint Board No. 70.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 331), filed May
9, 1960. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR
LINES, INC., Cassidy Road, Thomasville,
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: Joseph H.
Blackshear, Gainesville, Ga. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Bananas, from Mobile,
Ala. and New Orleans, La., to points in
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Dis-
trict of Columbia, Florida, Georgia,
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Ne-
braska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is-
land, South Carolina, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wis-
consin, and Wyoming.
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HEARING: November 29, 1960, in
the Federal Offices Building, 600 South
Street, New Orleans, La., before Exami-
ner William R. Tyers.

No. MC 95627 (Sub No. 30), filed Au-
gust 30, 1960. Applicant: NELMS MO-
TOR LINE, INC, P.O. Box 912, 1120
Windsor Road, Suffolk, Va. Applicant’s
attorney: Harry F. Gillis, Suite 226, 919
18th Street NW., Washington 6, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transEprting:_ Empty containers,
used for packing agricultural and pack-
ing house products, between points in
Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
New Jersey, New Y.ork, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

HEARING: November 18, 1960, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Samuel Horwich.

No. MC 97699 (Sub-No. 16), filed Sep-
tember 1960. Applicant: BARBER
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corporation,
321 Sixth Street, Rapid City, S. Dak.
Applicant’s attorney: Frank W. Taylor,
Jr., 1012 Baltimore Building, Kansas
City, Mo. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
General commodities, except those of
unusual value, Classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment, serv-
ing all points in that part of Indiana
bounded on the west by the Lake Porter
county line, on the south by U.S. High-
way 20, on the east by Indiana Highway
49 and on the north by Lake Michigan as
off-route points in connection with ap-
plicant’s authorized regular route opera-
tion to and from Chicago, 111 )

HEARING: October 13, 1960, in the
U.S. Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind.,
before Joint Board No. 72, or, If the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Garland E. Taylor.

No. MC 99943 (Sub No. 4), filed August
26, 1960. Applicant: ROCKANA CAR-
RIERS, INC., P.O. Box 426, Tampa 1,
Fla. Applicant’s attorney: James E.
Wilson, 1111 E Street NW., Washington
4, D.C. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Phos-
phates, including deflourinated phos-
phates, super-phosphates, triple-super-
Bhosphates and all other Phosphates, in

ulk, from points in Hillsborough and
Polk Counties, Fla., to points in
and Alabama.

HEARING: December 9, 1960, at the
Mayflower Hotel*, Jacksonville, Fla., be-
fore Joint Board No. 99, or, if the Joint
Board waives its r_iqr?t to participate, be-
fore Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 100858 (Sub No. 17), filed SeP-
tember 14, 1960. Applicant: MASHKIN
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 115 Park Ave-
nue, East Hartford, Conn. Authority
sought to operate as a common or con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Such mer-
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale, re-
tail, and chain grocery and food busi-
nes houses, and in connection therewith,
equipment, materials, and supplies used
in the conduct of such businesses, be-

eorgia
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tween Port Chester, N.Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Con-
necticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey,
New York, and Rhode Island.

Note: A proceeding has been instituted
under section 212(c) n No. MC 100858 "*(Sub
No. 14) to determine whether applicant’s
status Is that of a common or contract car-
rier. Applicant also has common carrier au-
thority under MC 52938. Dual authority
under section 210 may be involved.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Hartford, Conn., be-
fore Examiner James A. McKiel.

No. MC 108449 (Sub No. 107), filed
August 19, 1960. Applicant: INDIAN-
HEAD TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West
County Road C, St. Paul 13, Minn. Ap-
plicants attorney: Glenn W. Stephens,
121 West Doty Street, Madison, Wis.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regiular routes, transporting: Salt, in
bulk, from Duluth, Minn., to points in
Minnesota, the Upper Peninsula of
Michigan, and Wisconsin.

Note: Common, control may be involved.

HEARING: December 12, 1960, in the
Wisconsin Public Service Commission,
g/égdison, Wise., before Joint Board No.

No. MC 108937 (Sub No. 17), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1960. Applicant: MURPHY
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC., 965
Eustis Street, St. Paul 14, Minn. Appli-
cant’s representative: Raymond L.
Stevens, 2937 Arona Street, St. Paul 13,
Minn. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, household goods as defined in
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of
Household Goods, 17 M.G.C. 467, com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, serving Clements,
Comfrey, Eyan, Freeborn, Gilfillan, Hol-
landale, Seaforth, and Wanda, Minn.,
as off-route points in connection with
applicant’s regular route operations be-
tween points in Minnesota.

HEARING: December 16, 1960, in
Room 926, Metroaolitan Building, Sec-
ond Avenue South and Third, Minne-
?gglis, Minn., before Joint Board No.

No. MC 108937 (Sub No. 18), filed Sep-
tember 22, 1960. Applicant MURPHY
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC., 965
Eustis Street, St. Paul 14, Minn. Appli-
cants representative: Raymond L.
Stevens, 2937 .Arona Street, St. Paul 13,
Minn. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, household.goods as defined in
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment, (1) between Mankato,
Minn., and Faribault, Minn.: from
Mankato over Minnesota Highway 60 to
Faribault, and return over the same
route. (2) Between Glencoe, Minn., and
Litchfield, Minn.: from Glencoe over
Minnesota Highway 22 to Litchfield, and
return over the same route. (3) Between
Grove City, Minn., and Sherburn, Minn.:
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from Grove City over Minnesota High-
way 4 to Sherburn, and return over the
same route. (4) Between Gaylord,
Minn., and Northfield, Minn.: from Gay-
lord over Minnesota Highwax 19 to
Northfield, and return over the same
route. (5) Between Jordan, Minn., and
New Prague, Minn.: from Jordan over
Minnesota Highway 21 to New Prague,
and return over the same route. (6)
Between Montgomery, Minn., and Fari-
bault, Minn.: from Montgomery over
Minnesota Highway 21 to Faribault, and
return over the same route, (7) Between
Nicollet, Minn., and junction Minnesota
Highway 99 and Minnesota Highway 21:
from Nicollet over Minnesota Highway
99 to junction Minnesota Highway 21,
and return over the same route.  (8)
Between Gaylord, Minn., and St. Peter,
Minn.: from Gaylord over Minnesota
Highway 22 to St. Peter, and return over
the same route. (9?\/I Between Nicollet,
Minn., and junction Minnesota Highway
111 and Minnesota Highway 22: from
Nicollet over Minnesota Highway 111 to
junction Minnesota Highway 22,"and re-
turn over the same route. (10) Between
Blooming Prairie, Minn., and junction
Minnesota Highway 30 and Minnesota
Highway 15: from Blooming Prairie over
Minnesota Highway 30 to junction
Minnesota Highway 15, near Lewisville,
and return over the same route. (11)
Between Montevideo, Minn., and Mar-
shall, Minn.: from Montevideo over U.S.
Highway 59 to Marshall, and return over
the same route. (12) Between Russell,
Minn., and Adrian, Minn.: from Russell
over Minnesota Highway 91 to Adrian,
and return over the same route. (13

Between St. Paul, Minn., and Norwood,.

Minn.: from St. Paul over city streets to
Minneapolis, thence over Minnesota
Highway 5 to Norwood, and return over
the same route. (14) Between Winne-
bago, Minn., and Wells, Minn.: from
Winnebago over Minnesota Highway 109
to Wells, and return over the same route.
(15) Between Faribault, Minn., and Lake
City, Minn.: from Faribault over Minne-
sota Highway 60 to junction U.S. High-
way 63, thence over U.S. Highway 63 to
Lake City, and return over the same
route. (16) Between St. Paul, Minn., and
junction Minnesota Highway 13 and U.S.
Highway 65: from St. Paul over Minne-
sota Highway 13 to junction U.S. High-
way 65, and return over the same route.
(1 Between Shakopee, Minn., and
junction Minnesota Highway 101 and
Minnesota Highway 13: from Shakopee
over Minnesota Highway 101 to junction
Minnesota Highwa
the same route. (18) Between North-
field, Minn., and junction Minnesota
Highway 20 and U.S. Highway 61: from
Northfield over Minnesota Highway 19
to junction U.S. Highway 52, thence over
U.S. Highway 52 to junction Minnesota
Highway 20, thence over Minnesota
Highway 20 to junction U.S. Highway 61,
and return over the same route. (19)
Between Windom, Minn., and Fulda,
Minn.: from Windom over Minnesota
Highway 62 to Fulda, and return over the
same route. (20) Between Jasper, Minn.,
and junction Minnesota Highway 23 and
U.S. Highway 16: from Jasper over
Minnesota Highway 23 to junction U.S.
Highway 16, and return over the same

13, and return over,

route. (21) Between Dassel, Minn., and
Winthrop, Minn.: from Dassel over
Minnesota Highway 15 to Winthrop, and
return over the same route. (22) Be-
tween La Crescent, Minn., and Austin,
Minn.: from La Crescent over U.S. High-
way 16 to Austin, and return over the
same route; all above-described routes
(1) through (22), inclusive, are alternate
routes for operating convenience only,
serving no intermediate points.

HEARING: December 15, 1960, in
Room 926, Metropolitan Building, Second
Avenue South and Third, Minneapolis,
Minn., before Joint Board No. 145.

No. MC 109637 (Sub No. 163), filed
September 29,  1960. Applicant:
SOUTHERN TANK LINES, INC., 4107
Bells Lane, Louisville 11, Ky. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transpor_tm?: Liquid chemicals (includ-
ing liquid latex and liquid rubber), in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Louisville,
Ky., to the site of the Thiokol Chemical
Corporation plant, near Corrine, Utah.

Note: Common control may be involved.

HEARING: November 7, 1960, at the
Kentucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., before
Examiner John B. Mealy.

No. MC 110264 (Sub No. 19), filed
March 10, 1960. Applicant: ALBU-
QUERQUE PHOENIX EXPRESS, INC.,
P.O. Box 404, 504 Veranda Road NW.,
Albuquerque, N- Mex. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, transporting: General commodi-
ties and Classes A and B explosives, but
except articles of unusual value, live-
stock, household gbods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment, serv-
ing U.S. Government Missile Sites lo-
cated in Chaves, Eddy, Otero, and Lin-
coln Counties, N. Mex., as off-route
points in connection with applicant’s au-
thorized regular route operations.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, at the
New Mexico State Corporation Commis-
sion, Santa Fe, N. Mex., before Joint
Board No. 87, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 111045 (Sub No. 7), filed Au-
gust 26, 1960. Applicant: REDWING
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 426, Palm
River, Tampa 1, Fla. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Janies E. Wilson, Perpetual Build-
ing, 1111 E Street NW., Washington 4,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Syn-
thetic resins, from points in Hillsborough
County, Fla., to points in Georgia, Ala-
bama, Mississippl, Louisiana, Tennessee,
North Carolina, and South Carolina, and
(2) Fertilizer and fertilizer solutions,
from points in Duval County, Fla. to
points in Georgia and Alabama.

HEARING: December 8, 1960, at the
Mayflower Hotel, Jacksonville, Fla., be-
fore Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 111231 (Sub No. 43), filed Sep-
tember 29, 1960. Applicant: JONES
TRUCK LINES, INC., East Emma Ave-
nue, Springdale, Ark. Applicant’s at-
torney: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., 1012 Balti-
more Building, Kansas City 5, Mo. Au-
thority 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,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those injurious
or contaminating to other Iadinc];; serv-
ing points in that part of Indiana
bounded on the west by the Lake-Porter
County line, on the south by U.S. High-
way 20, on the east by Indiana Highway
49, and on the south by Lake Michigan,
as off-route points in connection with
applicant’s authorized regular-route op-
eration to and from Chicago, 111 -

HEARING: October 13, 1960, at the
US. Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind.,
before Joint Board No. 72, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Garland E. Taylor.

No. MC 111623 (Sub No. 30) (COR-
RECTION), filed July 21, 1960, published
inthe Federal Register, Issue of Septem-
ber 21, 1960. Applicant: SCHWERMAN
TRUCKING CO. OF OHIO, a corpora-
tion, 620 South 29th Street, Milwaukee
46, Wis.  Applicant’s attorney: James R.
Ziperski, Schwerman Trucking Co. Legal
Department (same address as ap-
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as
acontract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Fly ash,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the site
of Cane Run Power Plant located in or
near Louisville, Ky., to Captain Anthony
Meldahl Locks Project, two miles west of
Chilo, Ohio, and empty containers or
other such incidental facilities (not spec-
ified) used in transporting the above-
specified commodity, on return. RE-
STRICTION: Applicant states the
proposed operation is limited to a trans-
portation service to be performed under
acontinuing contract, or contracts, with
Groves Ventures Co.

Note: Applicant indicates it is a wholly-
owned subsidiary of Schwerman Trucking
Co.,, a Wisconsin Corporation. The purpose
of this republication is to correct the spelling
of origin point of Cane Run Power Plant,
erroneously shown in previous publication
as Can Run Power Plant.

HEARING: Remains as assigned, Oc-
tober 24, 1960, at the Kentucky Hotel,
Louisville, Ky., before Joint Board No. 37,
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to

articipate, before Examiner David

aters.

No. MC 112223 (Sub-No. 54), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: QUICKIE
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corporation,
1121 South Seventh Street, Minneapolis,
Minn. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum
and petroleum products, in bulk, and in
tank vehicles, from Grand Forks, N.
Oak,, and points within 10 miles thereof,
to points in Carlton, Cook, Lake and St.
Louis Counties, Minn., and empty con-
tainers or other such incidental facili-
ties (not specified) used in transporting
Eg%urﬁommodities specified above, on

HEARING: November 3,1960, in Room
»26 Metropolitan Building, Second Ave-
hue, South and Third, Minneapolis,
Minn., before Joint Board No. 24.

No. MC 113779 (Sub No. 124), filed

28, 1960. Applicant: YORK
INTERSTATE TRUCKING, INC., 9020

FEDERAL REGISTER

La Porte Expressway, P.O. Box 12385,
Houston 17, Tex. Applicant’s attorney:
Dale Woodall (same address as appli-
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor_ vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Mercap-
tans (gas odorents), in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Borger, Texas to points
in Virginia, Kansas, Montana, Wyoming,
and Wisconsin.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Street, Houston, Tex., before
Examiner William R. Tyers. ]

No. MC 113779 (Sub No. 125), filed
May 16, 1960. Applicant: YORK
INTERSTATE TRUCKING, INC., 9020
La Porte Expressway, P.O. Box 12385,
Houston 17, Tex. Applicant’s attorney:
Dale Woodall (same address as appli-
cant) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carriér, by vehicle, over ir-
re?ular_ routes, transporting: Spent
sulphuric acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Borger, El Paso, and Littlefield,
Tex., to points in New Mexico.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Street, Houston, Texas, before
Joint Board No. 33, or, if the Joint Board
waives its rJ?_ht to participate, before
Examiner William R. Tyers.

No. MC 114552 (Sub No. 12), filed
August 26,1960. Applicant: A. D. SENN,
doing business as SENN TRUCKING
COMPANY, P.O. Box No. 25, Silverstreet,
S.C. Apﬁ)licant's atto_rm'a%/: Frank A
Graham, Jr., 707 Security Federal Build-
ing, Columbia 1, S.C. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Lumber, except, Plywood and
veneer, between points in Georgia and
South Carolina, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Mississippi; (2)
from points in _lllinois, Indiana, and
Michigan to points in Georgia, North
Carolina, and South Carolina; and (3)
from points in Massachusetts and Rhode
Island, to points in North Carolina and
South Carolina.

HEARING: December 6, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Columbia, S.C., be-
fore Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 114699 (Sub No. 13), filed Sep-
tember 26, 1960. Applicant: TANK
LINES, INCORPORATED, P.O. Box
6415, North Dabney Road, Richmond,
Va. Applicant’s attorney: Alexander W.
Neal, Jr., 905 Mutual Building, Rich-
mond, Va. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
céye_r irregular routes, transporting: (12(

dible vegetable oils, in bulk, in tan
vehicles, from Philadelphia, Pa., to
points in Virginia, and rejected ship-
ments of above-specified commodities,
on return. (2) Liquid adhesives, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Richmond, Va., to
Eom_ts in Delaware, Maryland, Georgia,

lorida, West Virginia, North Carolina,
and South Carolina, and rejected ship-
ments of above-specified commodities, on
return.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Richmond, Va., be-
fore Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 115311 (Sub No. 25), filed June
23, 1960. Applicant: J & TRANS-
PORTATION CO,, INC., P.O. Box 894,
Americus, Ga. Applicants attorney:
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Paul M. Daniell, 214 Grant Building,
Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Salt, and salt products, from Anse
La Butte, La., and Hutchinson, Kans., to
oints in Alabama, Florida, Georgia,

orth Carolina, South Carolina, and
Tennessee.

HEARING: December 8, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, 600 South Street,
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Wil-
liam R. Tyers.

No MC 116077 (Sub No. 85), filed
MaKI 9, 1960. Aﬁpllcant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk Avenue.,
Houston, Tex. Applicant’s attorney:
Charles D. Mathews, Brown Building,
P.O. Box 858, Austin, Tex. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Wood chips, sawdust, wood
flour, shavings, timber products and by-
products, planer mill, sawmill or lumber
waste arid pulp, in bulk, between points
in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and
Texas.

Note: Applicant states it seeks no dupli-
cating authority.

HEARING: December 12, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Streets, Houston, Texas, before
Examiner William R. Tyers. )

No. MC 116077 (Sub No. 86), filed
May 9, 1960. ARIpllcant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk Avenue,
Houston, Tex. Applicant’s attorney:
Charles D. Mathews, Brown Bldg., P.O.
Box 858, Austin, Tex. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irre%ula_r routes, transport-
ing: Acids and chemicals, except petro-
leum and petroleum products, in bulk,
from points in Louisiana to points in
Arkansas, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, Alabama, and Texas.

HEARING: December 15, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Streets, Houston, Tex., before
Examiner William R. Tyers.

No. MC 117344 (Sub No. 56), filed
August 31, 1960. Applicant: THE MAX-
WELL CO., a corporation, 2200 Glendale-
Milford Road, P.O. Box 37, Cincinnati 15,
Ohio. A%Iicant's attorney: Herbert
Baker, 50 West Broad Street, Columbus
15, Ohio. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Chemicals, in_bulk, in tank vehicles, and
empty containers or other such inci-
dental facilities, and rejected shipments,
between Fernald, Ohio, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Indiana and
Kentucky.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, in
the New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 208.

No. MC 117344 (Sub No. 59), filed Sep-
tember 29, 1960. Applicant: THE MAX-
WELL CO., a corporation, 2200 Glen-
dale-Milford Road, Cincinnati 15, Ohio.
Applicant’s attorney: Herbert Baker, 50
West Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk
and in packages; from Cincinnati, Ohio,
to points in Ohio, Indiana, and Ken-
tucky, and empty containers or other
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such incidental facilities, used in trans-
porting the above-described commodities,
on return.

Note: Applicant presently holds contract
authority in MC-50404 and Subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.

HEARING: October 25, 1960, at the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 208.

No. MG 117370 (Sub No. 4), filed
August 22, 1960. Applicant:  JACK
STAFFORD, doing business as STAF-
FORD TRUCKING, 1137 North 45th
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. Applicant’s at-
torney: Claude J. Jasper, Suite 616, Ten-
ney Building, 110 East Main Street,
Madison 3, Wis. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foundry sand, in bulk, in hopper-
type vehicles, from a pit located approxi-
mately three (3) miles south of Portage,
Wis., In the town of Pacific, Columbia
County, Wis,, to Winona, Minn.

HEARING: December 12, 1960, in the
Wisconsin Public Service Commission,
Madison, Wis., before Joint Board No.
142.

No. MC 118087 (Sub No. 1), filed May
31, 1960. Applicant: G R. DeWITT,
1004 Cedar Street, Mobile, Ala. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Hugh R. Williams, 2284
West Fairview Avenue, Montgomery 2,
Ala. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas
and exempt commodities, in the same ve-
hicle, from Gulfport, Miss., to points in
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, lowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebras-
ka, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsyl-
vania, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, 600 South Street,
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Wil-
liam R. Tyers.

No. MC 118138 (Sub No. 2), filed
June 10, 1960. Applicant: L. A. BENE-
FIELD AND G. H. BENEFIELD, a part-
nership, doing business as BENEFIELD
BROTHERS, Route No 5, Cullman, Ala.
Authorit%/ sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Bananas, coconuts
and pineapples, between Gulfport, Miss.,
New Orleans, La., and Mobile, Ala., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Arizona» Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois,
Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, New
Mexico, Nebraska, Nevada, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Oklahoma, Ohio,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington,
Wyoming, Wisconsin, Louisiana, and
Mississippli,

Note : Applicant states It proposes to trans-
pOI’t exempt commodities on return.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, 600 South Street,
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Wil-

liam R. Tyers.
No. MC 118974 (Sub No. 4), filed Sep-
tember 23» 1960: Applicant: RATH

UNITIZED NAVIGATION; INC., 600 Bis-
cayne Boulevard, Miami 32, Fla. Appli-
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cant’s attorney: Frank B, Hand, Jr., 522
Transportation Building, Washington 6,
DC. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transEortlng: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives; and
household goods-as defined by the Com-
mission; between points in Broward
County, Fla. RESTRICTION: Restricted
to traffic having a prior or subsequent
movement by water.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, at the
Mayflower Hotel; Jacksonville, Fla., be-
fore Joint Board No. 205, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 119226 (Sub No. 27), filed Sep-

tember 23, 1980. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORT CORF., 3901 Madison
Avenue, Indianapolis 27, Ind. Appli-

cant’s attorney: Robert W. Loser, 409
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi-
anapolis, Ind. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Tanning extract, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Chicago, 111, to points in
Indiana.

Note: Applicant has a pending contract
carrier application under MG 108678 (Sub
No. 33). Dual authority under section 210
may be involved.

HEARING: December 7, 1960, in. the
U.Si Court Rooms, Indianapolis; Ind.,
before Joint Board No. 21.

No. MG 119226 (Sub No. 30), filed Sep-

tember 23, 1960. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORT CORP., 3901 Madison
Avenue, Indianapolis 27, Ind. Appli-

cant’s attorney: Robert W. Loser, 409
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi-
anapolis, Ind. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over,irregular routes, transport-
ing: Paint and paint materials, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind.,
to points in Ohio,

Note: Applicant has a pending contract
carrier apgllcatlon under MC 108678 (Sub
No. 33). ual authority under section 210
may be involved.

HEARING: December 6, 1960, in the
U.S: Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind.,
before Joint Board No. 60.

No. MC 119531 (Sub No. 6), filed Sep-
tember 19, 1960. Applicant: DIECK-
BRADER EXPRESS, INC., 5291 Eastern
Avenue, Cincinnati, Ohio. Applicant’s
attorney: Charles W. Singer, 33 North
La Salle Street, Chicago 2, 11. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Tin cans and tin can ends,
and machinery, equipment and supplies,
used in connection therewith, from Chi-
cago, 111, to Leipsic, Ohio, and returned,
rejected and damaged tin cans and used
pallets and flberboard dividers used in
connection with the outbound transpor-
tation, oil return.

HEARING: December 9,1960, in Room
852, U.S. Custom House, 610 South Canal
Street, Chicago, 111, before Joint Board
No. 58.

No. MC 119647 (Sub No. 1), filed May
9; 1960: Applicant: LOUIS P. CYR, 364
Main Street» Van Buren, Maine. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common

carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fuel oil, consisting
of No. I, No. 2, regular and hi-test gaso-
line, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Bangor, Maine, to the Fort of Entry on
the Boundary between the United States
and Canada at Hamlin Plantation,
Maine (for delivery to Grand Falls, New
Brunswick, Canada).

HEARING: December 6, 1960, at the
Senate Chamber, State House, Augusta,
Maine, before Joint Board No. 115

No. MC 119679 (Sub No. 1), filed June
27, 1960. Applicant: ROBERT B.
BLAND, doing business as BLAND
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 420
Franklin Avenue, New Orleans, La.
glicant’s attorney: Harold R. Ainsworth,

307 American Bank Building, New
Orleans, La. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor

.vehicle, over irregular routes» trans-

porting: Bananas, from Gulfport, Miss.,
to points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas»
California, Colorado, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, lowa; ldaho, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minne-
sota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, Nevada, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, West Virginia,
Wisconsin, Wyoming, Oregon, Washing-
ton, and the District of Columbia, and
exempt commodities, on return.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, in the
Federal Office Building, 606 South Street,
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Wil-
liam R. Tyers.

No. MC 119886 (Sub No. 2), filed July
29, 1960. Applicant: JOHN S. PLAYER,
6 Woods Lane, Ipswich, Mass. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Jeanne M. Hession, 64
Harvest Street, Dorchester, Mass. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor verhicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Tungsten wire,
coils used in manufacturing incandescent
and fluorescent lamps, moly and steel
mandrel in steel bands, from points in
Massachusetts, to points in Maine, and
empty containers or other such inci-
dental facilities, used in transporting the
above-described commodities, on return.

HEARING: December 1, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-
ing, Boston, Mass., before Joint Board

No. 69.

No. MC 119922, filed July 15, 1960-
Applicant: CARMEN ADDARIO, doing
business as ADDARIO’S EXPRESS, 1%
Orleans Street, East Boston 28, Mass.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Lighting fix-
tures, fluorescent, with equipment of
electrical apparatus, with or without
equipment of lamps, in boxes; and (2)
paste, adhesive; and paste, flour (dry
paste flour), with or without chemical
ingredients, from applicant’s terminal in
East Boston, Mass., to points in that part
of New Hampshire on and south of a
line beginning at Portsmouth, N.H., ano
extending in a southwesterly direction
along New Hampshire Highway 101 to
junction U.S. Highway 3 at Manchester,
N.H., thence along U.S. Highway 3 to
Concord, N.H, thence along New Hamp-
shire Highway 9 to junction New Hamp-
shire Highway 123, thence along New
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Hampshire Highway 123 to junction New
Hampshire Highway 12A, thence along
New Hampshire Highway 12A to the
New Hampshire-Vermont State line near
North Walpole, N.H., including points
on the indicated portions of the high-
ways specified.

HEARING: December 2, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-
ing, Boston, Mass., before Joint Board
No.

. 20.

No. MC 119955 (Sub No. 1), filed
Au%ust 10, 1960. Applicant: RUDOLPH
LaBRANCHE, 61 South Main Street,
Franklin, N;H. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (a) Equipfnent and supplies, used
in the manufacturing of metal castings
and machine parts, (b) rough castings
and machine parts, (c) interplant mes-
senger service, in the transportation of
correspondence, orders, and payroll rec-
ords, between Franklin, N.H., and Law-
rence, Mass.

HEARING: December 5, 1960, at the
New Hampshire Public Service Commis-
sion, Concord, N.H., before Joint Board
No. 20.

No. MC 119967, filed August 1, 1960.
Applicant: LEO R. CARON, doing busi-
ness as HIGHLAND GULF SERVICE
STATION, 1929 Highland Avenue, Fall
River, Mass. Applicant’s attorney: Peter
G Caollias, Third Floor, First Federal
Building, North Main and Bedford Streets,
Fall River, Mass. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wrecked or disabled motor vehicles,
by truckaway service, from, to and be-
tween points in Rhode Island and the
area of present authority, which is
bounded and described as follows: Be-
ginning at a point at the boundary line
between Rhode Island and Massachu-
setts in Seekonk, Mass., where U.S.
Highway 6 crosses the Runnins River,
thence in an arc, the radius of which is
aline ten miles in length from the City
Hall in the center of Fall River, Mass.,
at the intersection of Main and Pocasset
Sts., running generally in a northeast-
erly, thence southeasterly, thence south-
westerly direction by the following
Points: through Rehoboth, Mass, to the
intersection of U.S. Highway 44 and
Massachusetts Highway 118 in said
Rehoboth; through Dighton, Mass., by
the intersection of Main St. and Massa-
chusetts Highway 138; through the Vil-
age of Assonet in Freetown by the
intersection of Elm and Main Sts.,
through the northeasterly corner of Fall
River where it is bordered on the east
and north by said Freetown; through
the Village known as Hicksville in West-
Port; through the area known as West-
Port Factory where Lake Noquochoke
vit T ssed ky U.S. Highway 6 at the
Westport-Dartmouth line; through Cen-
tral Village in said Westport to the
Boun line between Rhode Island and
Massachusetts at the Village of Adams-
Nille, thence northerly by said boundary
J?e between Westport, Mass, and

,erton, R.l., thence northwesterly by
said boundary line between Fall River,
Mess, and said Tiverton, thence north-
westerly by said boundary line between
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Swansea, Mass, and Bristol, R.l., and
thence northwesterly again by said
boundary line between Seekonk, Mass,
and East Providence, R.l. to the point
of beglnnln%.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, at the
Main Post Office Building, Room 308,
Providence, R.l., before Joint Board
No. 18.

No. MC 119974 ﬁ$ub No. 1), filed Au-
ust 29, 1960. Applicant: L.C.L. TRANS-
T COMPANY, 520 North Roosevelt

Street, Green Bay, Wis. Applicant’s at-
torney: Edward Solie, 718 First National
Bank Building, Madison 3, Wis. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Spools, paper or
Bulpboard, or paper or pulpboard com-
ined with metal, in containers, ‘from
Plymouth, Wis., to Fairmont, Minn.

HEARING: December 13, 1960, in the
Wisconsin Public Service Commission,
m%dlson, Wis., before Joint Board No.

No. MC 119993, filed August 15, 1960.
Applicant: JOHN McLEOD, doing busi-
ness as McLEOD CARTAGE, 332 South
Brodie Street, Fort William, Ontario,
Canada. Applicant’s_attorney: Edward
L. Gruber, Suite 807, First: American
National Bank Building, Duluth 2, Minn.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: Fresh
fruits, nuts, and vegetables, and canned
goods of all descriptions, from Minneap-
olis, St. Paul, St. Cloud and Duluth,
Minn, to the port of entry on the In-
ternational Boundary line between the
United States and Canada at Pigeon
River, Minn. gl) From St. Paul over
U.S. Highway 61 to Duluth, thence over
U.S. Highway 61 to Pigeon River, and
return over the same route, serving no
intermediate or_off-route points. (2)
From Minneapolis over Minnesota High-
way 8 to Forest Lake, thence over U.S.
Highway 61 to Duluth, thence over U.S.
Highway 61 to Pigeon River, and return

over the same route, serving no inter-*

mediate or off-route points. (3) From
St. Cloud over Minnesota Highway 23 to
Mission Creek, thence over U.S. High-
way 61 to Duluth, thence over U.S. High-
way 61 to Pigeon River and return over
the same route, serving no intermediate
or off-route points. (4% Empty contain-
ers or other such incidental facilities
(not specified) used in transporting the
above-specified commodities, and lum-
ber, wood products and newsprint paper,
from Pigeon River to the respective
origin points.

Note: Applicant states Minneapolis, St.
Paul, St. Cloud and Duluth are points where
consignments may be left for export for-
warding of merchandise where existing li-
censees do not hold licenses to go into
Ontario, Canada, particularly over the above-
specified highways.

HEARING: December 19, 1960, in the
U.S. Court Rooms, Duluth, Minn., be-
fore Joint Board No. 142

No. MC 123005, filed August 19, 1960.
Applicant:  WILLIAM C. FOUTTY,
doing business as C &A TRANSPORTA-
TION CO., 701 East Tallmadge Avenue,
Akron, Ohio. Applicant’s representa-
tive: John R. Meeks, 607 Copley Road,

m i

Akron 20, Ohio. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, without ex-
ceptions, between all points in Ohio.
Note: Restricted to traffic moving on bills
of lading of freight forwarders as defined in

section 402(a) (5) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, in the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 117.

No. MC 123034, filed August 30, 1960.
Applicant: SPECIAL DELIVERY, INC,,
Terminal Building, Bradley Air Field,
Windsor Locks, Conn. Applicant’s at-
torney: Reubin Kaminsky, Suite 223,410
Asylum Street, Hartford 3, Conn. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Parcels, not to ex-
ceed one hundred (100) pounds in
weight, and baggage; between Bradley
Air Field, Windsor Locks, Conn, and
International Airport (ldlewild) and La
Guardia Airfield, Long Island, N.Y.;
Newark Air Port, Newark, N.J.; Logan
Airfield, Revere, Mass.; Providence Air-
port, Providence, R.1.; points in Connect-
icut, and those in Massachusetts on and
west of Massachusetts Highway 12. RE-
STRICTION: The above is limited to
shipments having either an immediately
prior or subsequent movement by
aircraft.

HEARING: December 12, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Hartford, Conn., be-
fore Examiner James A. McKiel.

No. MC 123035, filed August 30, 1960.
Apgll_cant:_ALBERT H. DUMAS, 160
Rabbitt Hill Road, Cumberland, R.l.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Women’s wearing
apFareI, on hangers, from Central Falls,
R.1., to Boston, Mass.

HEARING: November 28, 1960, at the
Main Post Office Building, Room 308,
Providence, R.l., before Joint Board
No. 18.

No. MC 123036, filed September 2,1960.
Applicant: ISLER CARTAGE, INC., 1033
Shelby Street, Indianapolis, Ind. Appli-
cant’s attorney; Fred I. King, 401 Berk-
ley Road, Indianapolis, Ind.  Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Ferrous, nonferrous and/
or al (3/ metals, including, but not re-
stricted to, bands, bars, expanded metal,
extrusions, grating, pipe and tubing,
plates, shapes, structural, bar and un-
finished, sheets, strip, wire, and wire
mesh, from Indianapolis, Ind., to points
in Tippecanoe, Montgomery, Carroll,
Cass, Miami, Grant, Blackford, Dela-
ware, Henry, Rush, Decatur, Bartholo-
mew, Monroe, Putnam, Hendricks,
Boone, Clinton, Howard, Tipton, Hamil-
ton, Madison, Hancock, Shelby, Johnson,
Morgan, and Marion Counties, Ind., and
rejected and damaged shipments, skids
and wire rope swings, on return.

HEARING: December 5, 1960, in the
U.S. Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., be-
fore Joint Board No. 72.

No. MC 123055, filed September 8,1960.
Applicant: C. J. O'BRIEN, doing busi-
ness as TWIN CITIES-BRAINERD EX-
PRESS, Highway 371, Brainerd, Minn.
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Applicant’s attorney: Gordon Rosen-
meler, American National Bank Build-
ing, Little Falls, Minn. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor_vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: Beer and malt beverages,
and empty containers or other such inci-
dental facilities, between Milwaukee,
Wis., and Brainerd, Minn.: From Mil-
waukee over U.S. Hi?hways 16 and 12 to
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., thence over

U.S. Highways 10 and 371 to Brainerd,.

and return over the same route, serving
no intermediate points.

HEARING: December 15, 1960, in
Room 926, MetroEolltan Building, Sec-
ond Avenue South and Third, Minne-
apolis, Minn., before Joint Board No. 142.

No. MC 123067, filed September 12,
1960. Applicant: M & M TANK LINE,
INC., P.O. Box 4174, North Station,
Winston-Salem, N.C. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Petroleum and Petroleum products,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, between points
in North Carolina.

Note: Common control may be involved.

HEARING: December 2, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Uptown P.O. Building,
Raleigh, N.C., before Joint Board No.
103, or, if the Joint Board waives its
rlg_ht to participate, before Examiner
Edith H. Cockrill.

No. MC 123094, filed September 26,
1960. Applicant: MISSILE TRANS-
PORT COMPANY, P. O. Box 3699, Ter-
minal Annex, Los Angeles 54,-Calif.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Missiles
and space vehicles, and component parts
thereof, and materials, equipment and
supplies, used in or in connection with
the U. S. Department of Defense’s pro-
gram, without exceptions, and personnel
.employed by *the U.S. Department of
Defense and its contractors under its
program, when beingb transported in
connection therewith; between points in
the United States, including the District
of Columbia, Alaska and Hawaii.

Note: Applicant states it is a subsidiary
of Navajo Freight Lines, Inc., a carrier
operating under Certificate No. MC-76032
and related Subs, which controls all phases
of applicant’s operations. The two compa-
nies are under common ownership and
control with their respective boards of
directors and officers being identical.

HEARING: December 6, 1960, at the
Offices of The Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C., before
Examiner James C. Cheseldine.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 59238 (Sub No. 44), filed Sef)-
tember 20, 1960. Applicant: VIRGINIA
STAGE LINES, INC., 114 Fourth Street,
SE., Charlottesville, Va. Applicant’
attorney: Julian P. Freret, Continental
Building, Fourteenth at K NW., Wash-
ington 5, D.C. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage, ex-
press and mail in the same vehicle with
passengers; between the intersection of
the Washington Circumferential High-

NOTICES

-way (U.S. Interstate Highway 495) and
the Henry G. Shirley Highway.(Virginia
Highway 350), and the site of Safeway
Trails Terminal, at 12th and | Streets
NW., Washington, D.C.; from the inter-
section of the Washington Circumferen-
tial Highway (U.S. Interstate Highway
495) and the Henry G. Shirley Highway
(Virginia Highway 350) over U.S. Inter-
state Highway 495 to the Woodrow
Wilson Bridge at Jones Point, Alexandria,
Va., thence on the said bridge and its
approaches to the intersection of South
Capitol Street extended (Indian Head
Road), thence over South Capitol Street
extended to the District of Columbia
line, thence on city streets including
Canal Street, Seventh Street, | Street
and 12th Street to the site of Safeway
Trails Terminal, 12th and | Streets NW,,
and return over the same route.

Note: (1) Applicant states he proposes
service to the intersections of U.S. Interstate
Highway 495 with Henry G. Shirley Highway
and with U.S. Highway 1, for the purpose of
joinder of routes only, and further proposes

interconnection of the service ap{_)lied for.

with other carriers serving the Trailways
Terminal. (2) Common control may be
involved.

HEARING: November 15, 1960, at the
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Joint
Board No. 68.

No. MC 119556 (Sub No. 2), filed Jul
22, 1960. Applicant: ROUND HIL
LIMOUSINE SERVICE, INC., 93 Arch
Street, P. O. Box 574, Greenwich, Conn.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu-
lar routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, and cargo, having an im-
mediate or subsequent movement by air,
between New Haven, Conn., and the
Newark Airport, Newark, N.J., from the
Taft Hotel, New Haven, over New Haven
city streets to the Connecticut Turnpike,
thence over the Connecticut Turnpike to
Bridgeport, Conn., thence over Bridge-
port city streets to the Hotel Stratfield,
Bridgeport, thence continue over Bridge-
port city streets to the Connecticut Turn-
pike, thence over the Connecticut Turn-
pike to Stamford, Conn., thence over
Stamford city streets to the Roger Smith
Hotel, Stamford, thence continue over
Stamford city streets to the Connecticut
Turnpike, thence over the Connecticut
Turnpike to the New England Thruway,
thence over the New England Thruway,
and the Cross Westchester Expressway
(Mamaroneck Avenue) to White Plains,
N.Y. thence over White Plains city
streets to the Roger Smith Hotel in
White Plains, thence continue over White
Plains city streets to the Cross West-
chester Expressway, thence over the
Cross Westchester EXﬁressway (Alterna-
tive: New York Highway 119) to the
New York Thruway, Major Deegan Ex-
pressway, Cross Bronx Expressway, the
George Washington Bridge and U.S.
Highway 1, and the New Jersey Turn-
pike to the Newark Airport, and return
over the same route, serving the inter-
mediate points of Bridgeport and Stam-
ford, Conn., and White Plains, N.Y.,
including the terminigoints (Alterna-
tive route between the George Washing-
ton Bridge and Stamford, Conn., being

over the Cross Bronx Expressway, Bruck-
ner Boulevard, New England Thruway,
Mamaroneck Avenue ﬁor Westchester
Expressway) to White Plains city streets
to the Roger Smith Hotel, thence over
White Plains city streets to the \West-
chester Expressway or Mamaroneck
Avenue, thence over Westchester Ex-
pressway or Mamaroneck Avenue to the
New England Thruway, thence over the
New England Thruway»to the Connecti-
cut Turnpike, thence over the Connecti-
cut Turnpike to Stamford, and return
over the same route).

HEARING: December 12, 1960, at the
U.S. Court Rooms, Hartford, Conn., be-
fore Examiner James A. McKiel.

No. MC 123059, filed September 12,
1960. Applicant: GLOUCESTER AUTO
BUS COMPANY, a corporation, 48 Bass
Avenue, Gloucester, ass. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers ancLtheir bag-
gage, in the same vehicle with pas-
sené;ers, in charter operations, beginning
and ending in Gloucester, Mass., and
points within fifteen (15) miles thereof,
excluding\,&)ick-up area outside of Man-
chester, Wenham, Hamilton, Topsfield,
Rowley, and Newburyport, Mass., and
extending to points in Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, New
York, and Rhode Island.

HEARING: December 14, 1960, at the
New Post Office and Court House Build-
ing, Boston, Mass., before Examiner A
McKiel.

mApplications for Brokerage Licenses
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 12675 (Sub No. 1), filed Au-
ust 15, 1960. Applicant: PAULINE E
NODGRASS, 811 Elm Street, Martins
Ferry, Ohio. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a broker (BMC 5), at Martins
Ferry, Ohio, in arranging for transpor-
tation in interstate or foreign commerce
by motor vehicle, of: Groups of passen-
ers, in round-tr(lﬁ charter operations,
eginning and ending at Martins Ferry,
Ohio, and extending to points in the
United States, including Alaska.

HEARING: November 29, 1960, in the
New Post Office Building, Columbus,
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 117.

No. MC 12737, filed July 15 1960.
Agpllcant: AYLSWORTH  WORLD
TRAVEL SERVICE, INC., 88 Weybosset
Street, Providence, R.I. For a license
(BMC 5) to engage in operations as a
broker at Providence, R.l., in arranging
for the transportation by motor vehicle
in interstate or foreign commerce of
Passengers and their baggage, in round-
trip special and charter operations,
beginning and ending at Providence,
R.I. and extending to points in the
United States.

HEARING: November 30, 1960, at the
Main Post Office Building, Room 308,
Providence, R.l., before Joint Board

No. 232.

No. MC 12739, filed August 22, 195>
Applicant: PEAK SKI TOURS, INC, j»
Hamilton Road, Hempstead, N.Y. *
cant’s representative: William D. TrauD,
10 East 40th Street, New York 16, N.r.
Authority sought to operate as a broke
(BMC 5), at Hempstead, N.Y., ®
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arranging for transportation in inter-
state or foreign commerce by motor
vehicle, of: Groups of passengers and
their baggage, in round-trip, personally-
escorted all-expense tours, beginning
and ending at points in Nassau and Suf-
folk Counties, N.Y., and extending to all
points in the United States, including
Alaska and Hawaii, and ports of entry
on the International Boundary lines be-
tween the United States and Canada,
and the United States and Mexico.

HEARING: December 8, 1960, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer James A. McKiel.

Applications for Which Handling
Without Oral Hearing is Re-
quested

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY
No. MC 8515 (Sub No. 9), filed

September 26, 1960. Apglicant: H. J.

TOBLER TRANSFER, INC., 1012 Peoria

Street, Peru, 111 Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, livestock, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment, between Peoria, 111, and

lapleton, 111, from Peoria, via U.S.
Highway 24 to Mapleton, 111, and return
over same route, serving no intermediate
points.

No. MC 38383 (Sub No. 11> (AMEND-
MENT), filed August 26, 1960, published
Federal Register, issue of September 8,
1960. Agﬁ/lllcant: THE GLENN CART-
AGE C PANY, a corporation, 1151
South Street, Girard, Ohio. Appli-
cant’s attorney: William B. Elmer, 1800
Buhl Building, Detroit 26, Mich. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Steel, steel prod-
ucts and machinery, between the site
of the Kelsey-Hayes Company plant
located at the intersection of North
Line Road and Huron River Drive,
Romulus Township, Wayne County,
Mich.,, and points in Michigan, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia,
and points in_Kentucky within 5 miles
of the Ohio River.

No. MC 65660 (Sub No. 3), filed Sep-
tember 30, 1960. AEglicant: WARNER
&SMITH MOTOR FREIGHT, INCOR-
PORATED, Walnut and Shenango
Streets, Sharpsville, Pa.  Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, and except
livestock, Classes A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk; commodi-
JF requiring special equipment, and
those injurious or contaminating to other
“thing, ((? between Hartstown, Pa., and
vleveland, Ohio; from Hartstown, over
(is. Highway 322 to Cleveland, and re-
turn over the same route; serving no
ntermediate points and (2) between

andy Lake, Pa., and Cleveland, Ohio;

rom Sandy Lake, over Alternate U.S.
wjghway 322 to Jamestown, thence over

«0. Highway 322 to Cleveland, and re-
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turn over the same route, serving no in-
termediate points.

Note: The proposed routes are alternate
routes for operating convenience only in
connection with authorized regular route
operations.

No, MC 66562 8Sub No. 1723), filed
September 26, 1960. ?\Fgllcant: RAIL-
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPO-
RATED, Principal Office: 219 East 42d
Street, New York 17, N.Y. Local Office:
275 East Fourth Street, St. Paul 1, Minn.
Applicant’s attorneys: Slovacek and Gal-
liani, 2800 Randolph Tower, Chicago 1,
11 Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
a regular route, transporting: General
commodities, moving in express service,
between Duluth, Minn., and Two Har-
bors, Minn., over U.S. Highway 61, serv-
ing the intermediate point of Knife
River, Minn. RESTRICTIONS: (1) The
service to be performed by applicant
under the authorization sought herein
will be limited to such as is_auxiliary
to or supplemental of rail or air express
service. $2) Sh(l}oments to be transported
shall be limited to those moving on a
through bill of lading or express receipt.
(3) All traffic to be handled in the pro-
posed substitute service will be carried in
accordance with applicant’s tariffs on
file with the Commission.

No. MC 66562 %Sub No. 1724), filed
September 29, 1960. Applicant: RAIL-
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPO-
RATED, 219 East 42d Street, New York
17, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: William
H. Marx, Law Department (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over regular routes, transporting:
General commodities, moving in express
service, between Albany, N.Y., and
Rouses Point, N.Y., (a) from Albany over
U.S. Highway 9 to junction with Reyn-
olds Road, thence over Reynolds Road to
junction with New York Highway 197,
thence over New York Highway 197 to
Fort Edward, N.Y., thence over U.S.
Highway 4 to Whitehall, N.Y., thence
over New York Highway 22 to junction
with U.S. Highway 9 south of Keeseville,
N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway 9 to junc-
tion with New York Highway 9-B, thence
over New York Highway 9-B to Rouses
Point; and (b) from Rouses Point over
U.S. Highway 11 to Champlain, N.Y.
thence over U.S. Highway 9 to Albany,
and return over the above routes, serv-
ing the intermediate and off-route points
of Saratoga Springs, Fort Edward,
Whitehall, ~ Ticonderoga, Port Henry,
Mechanicville, Westport, Willsboro, Port
Kent, Plattsburg, Chazy, Glens Falls,
Corinth, Lake George, Riparious (River-
side Station), North Creek, Au Sable
Forks, Dannemora, and Lyon Mountain.
RESTRICTIONS: The service to be per-
formed will be limited to that which is
auxiliary to or supplemental of express
service, and the shipments transported
by applicant will be limited to those mov-
ing on a through bill of lading or express
receipt, covering, in addition to the motor
carrier movements by applicant, an im-
mediately prior or an immediately sub-
sequent movement by rail or air.
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Note: Applicant states that interchange
with rail service and air express service will
be made at Albany, N.Y.

No. MC 66562 SSub No. 1725), filed
September 29, 1960. Applicant: RAIL-
WAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPO-
RATED, Principal Office: 219 East 42d
Street, New York 17, N.Y. Local Office:
612 South Clinton Street, Chicago 7, 111
Applicant’s attorneys: Slovacek and Gal-
liani, Suite 2800, 188 Randolph Tower,
Chicago 1, 111  Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, moving in
express service, between Clinton, lowa
and Crystal Lake, 111: from Clinton,
lowa east over U.S. Highway 30 to junc-
tion U.S. Alternate Highway 30, thence
east over U.S. Alternate Highway 30 to
junction Illinois Highway 31, thence
north over lIllinois Highway 31 to St.
Charles, 111, thence south over lllinois
Highway 31 to junction U.S. Alternate
Highway 30, thence east over U.S. Alter-
nate Highway 30 to junction U.S. High-
way 45, thence south over U.S. Highwa
45 to LaGrange Park, 111, thence nort
over U.S. Highway 45 to junction Na-
tional Interstate Highway illlinois) 90,
thence east over National Interstate
Highway élll|n0|s) 90 to Chicago, 111 to
junction Canal Street, thence north on
Canal Street to Milwaukee Avenue,
thence northwest on Milwaukee Avenue
to Elston Avenue, thence northwest on
Elston Avenue to Western Avenue,
thence north on Western Avenue to Lin-
coln Avenue, thence northwest on Lin-
coln Avenue to McCormick Boulevard,
thence north on McCormick Boulevard
to Green Bay Road, thence north on
Green Bay Road to. Central Street,
Evanston, 111, thence south on Green
Bay Road to McCormick Boulevard,
thence southwest on McCormick Boule-
vard to Simpson Street, thence north-
west_on Simpson Street to Golf Road
and junction lllinois Highway 58, thence
west over Illinois Highway 58 to junction
U.S. Highway 14, thence northwest over
U.S. Highway 14 to Crystal Lake, 111,
and return over the same route, serving
the intermediate points of Sterling, Ro-
chelle, DeKalk, St. Charles, LaGrange
Park, Chicago, Evanston and Arlington
Heights, HI. RESTRICTIONS: The
service to be performed bg_ applicant
shall be limited to service which is aux-
iliary to or supplemental of air or rail
express service of applicant. Shipments
transported by applicant shall be limited
to those moving on a through bill of
lading or express receipt. )
No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1726), filed
October 3, 1960. A Blicant: RAILWAY
EXPRESS, INCORPORATED, 219 East
42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Robert C. Boozer, 1220
Citizens and Southern National Bank
Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: ~ General commodities,
moving in express service, between Mont-
?omery, Ala, and Meridian, Miss., as
ollows: (1) from Montgomery over U.S.
Highway 80 to Meridian, and return over
the same route; (2) from Montgomery
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over U.S. Highway 31 to Prattville, Ala.,
thence over Alabama Highway 14 to
Selma, and return over the same route;
(3) from Browns, Ala., over Alabama
Highway 5 to Marion, Ala., thence over
Alabama Highway 14 to Greensboro, Ala.,
thence over Alabama Highway 69 to
Prairieville, Ala., and return over the
same route; (4) from Meridian over
Mississippi Highway 19 and Alabama
Highway 10 to junction Alabama High-
way 69, thence over Alabama Highway
69 to Linden, Ala.,, thence over U.S.
Highway 43 to junction U.S. Highway
80, and return over the same route, serv-
mﬁ the intermediate points of Pratt-
ville, Selma, Marion Junction, Union-
town, Faunsdale, Marion, Greensboro,
Linden, and Lisman, Ala., and the off-
route point of Demopolis, Ala., in con-
nection with (1), (2), (3) and (4) above.
RESTRICTIONS: (1) The service to be
performed by applicant shall be limited
to service which is auxiliary or supple-
mental to air or rail express service of
applicant; (2) Shipments transported
by applicant (except those moving Ipcally
between Meridian, Miss., and Mont-
gomery, Prattville, Selma, Marion Junc-
tion, Uniontown, Faunsdale, Marion,
Greensboro, linden, Lisman, and De-
mopolis, Ala.,) shall be limited to those
moving on a through bill of lading or
express receipt covering, in addition to
a motor carrier movement by applicant,
an immediately prior or immediatel
subsequent movement by rail or air; (3
such further specific conditions as the
Commission in the future may find nec-
essary to impose in order to restrict ap-
plicants operations to service which is
auxiliary or_supplemental to air or rail
express service of applicant.

No. MC 66562 (Sub No. 1728), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: RAILWAY
EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORATED,
219 East 42d Street, New York 17, N.Y.
Applicant’s attorney; Robert C. Boozer,
1220 Citizens and Southern National
Bank Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, moving in express service, between
Roanoke, Ala. and Opelika, Ala,; from
Roanoke over US. Highway 431 to Ope-
lika, and return over the same route,
serving the intermediate point of Lafa-
yette, Ala. RESTRICTIONS: ,(1) The
service to be performed b?]/ applicant
shall be limited to service which Is aux-
iliary to or supplemental of air or rail
express service of applicant. (2) Ship-
ments transported by applicant shall be
limited to those ,moving on a through
bill of lading or express receipt covering,
in addition to a motor carrier movement
by apdpllcant, an immediately prior or
immediately subsequent movement by
rail or air. (3) Such further specific
conditions as the Commission in the
future may find necessary to impose in
order to restrict applicant’s operations
to service which is auxiliary or supple-
mental to air or rail express service of
applicant.

No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 161), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: W. M.
CHAMBERS TRUCK LINE, INC., 920
Louisiana Boulevard, P.O. Box 547, Ken-

NOTICES

ner, La. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid
synthetic plastic, in bulk, in tank
\(/:er;icles, from Meredosia, 111, to Denver,

olo.

No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 162), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: W.* M.
CHAMBERS TRUCK LINE, INC., 920
Louisiana Boulevard (P.O. Box 547),
Kenner, La. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, from Marrero, La.,
to Bates Field, Mobile, Ala., and Pensa-
cola Municipal Airport, Pensacola, Fla.

No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 163), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: W. M.
CHAMBERS TRUCK LINE INC., 920
Louisiana Boulevard, P.O. Box 547, Ken-
ner, La. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Phenol
and liquid glue, from Fox, Ala., to points
in lllinois and Ohio.

No. MC 107839 (Sub-No. 35), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: DENVER-
ALBUQUERQUE MOTOR TRANSPORT,
INC., 4716 Humboldt Street, Denver,
Colo. Applicant’s attorney; Marion F.
Jones, 526 Denham Building, Denver 2,
Colo. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Cheese
and cheese products, from Macon and
Okolona, Miss.,, to Denver, Colorado
Springs and Pueblo, Colo.

No. MC 119907 (Sub No. 2), filed
October 3, 1960. Applicant: RAY H.
PRUITT and EARL F. PRUITT, a part-
nership doing business as PRUITT
TRUCKING CO,, 800 West Hardin Street,
Findlay, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney:
Samuel W. Earnshaw, 983 National Press
Building, Washington 4, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Photo-film, photo-prints,
and iIncidental handling materials and
supplies therefor: (1) between Findlay,
Ohio, and Detroit, Mich., and (2) between
Detroit, Mich., on the one hand, and, on
th other, Adrian, Monroe, Jackson, and
Lansing, Mich.

MOTOR CARRIERS OP PASSENGERS

No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 204), filed Sep-
tember 20, 1960. Applicants THE
GREYHOUND CORPORATION, 140
South Dearborn Street, Chicago 3, m,
Applicant’s attorney: Earl A. Bagly,
Western Greyhound Lines (Division of
The Greyhound Corporation), Market
and Fremont Streets, San Francisco 5,
Calif. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Pas-
sengers and their baggage, express and
newspapers in the same vehicle with
passengers, 1.2(1) Revise and redescribe
Route 116 between San Francisco and
Los Angeles on a revised certificate No.
MC 1501 (Sub No. 138{ Sheet No. 25 to
read as follows: ‘T16. Between San
Francisco and Los Angeles: From San
Francisco over San Francisco-Oakland
Bay Bridge to Oakland, thence over un-
numbered highway via San Leandro and
Hayward to junction U.S. Highway 50
northeast of Hayward (Hayward Junc-
tion), thence over U.S. Highway 50 to

junction California Highway 120 (San
Joaquin Bridge), thence over California
Highway 120 to junction unnumbered
highway (Manteca), thence over un-
numbered highway to junction US.
Highway 99 south of Manteca (South
Manteca), thence over U.S. Highway 9
to Los Angeles.” (2) Reauthorize pres-
ent alternate Route No. 122 between
West Freeway Junction (Livermoreg
and East Freeway Junction (Livermore),
as a regular route to be included as a
segment of proposed Route No. 116 as
set forth in subparagraph 1.2(1). (3)
Reauthorize a segment of present regu-
lar Route No. 116 between-West Freeway
Junction (Livermore) and East Freeway
Junction (Livermore) via Livermore as
a separate regular route to be designated
and described on a revised certificate
No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 138) Sheet No. 26,
as follows: “122. Between West Freeway
Junction (Livermore) and East Freeway
Junction ‘(Livermore): From junction
U.S. Highway 50 and unnumbered high-
way northwest of Livermore

Freeway Junction), over unnumbered
highway via Livermore to junction US.
Highway 50 northeast of Livermore
(East Freeway Junction).” (4) Author-
ize a new regular route between North
Madera Junction and South Madera
Junction over UJS. Highway 99 (as relo-
cated), by-passing Madera, to be in-
cluded as a segment of proposed Route
No. 116, as set forth in subparagraph
1.2(1). (5) Reauthorize a segment of
present regular Route No. 116 between
North Madera Junction and South
Madera Junction via Madera, over
former U.S. Highway 99, now designated
Business Route U.S. Highway 99, as a
separate regular route to be designated
and described on a revised Certificate
No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 138) Sheet No. 27,
as follows: “126. Between North Madera
Junction and South Madera Junction:
From junction U.S. Highway 99 and
Business Route U.S. Highway 99 (North
Madera Junction), over Business Route
U.S. Highway 99 via Madera to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 99 (South Madera
Junction)/” (6) Authorize a new reg-
ular route between Herndon Junction
and Ashlan Avenue Junction over US.
Highway 99 (as relocated), by-passing
Herndon and Highway City, to be in-
cluded as a se%ment of proposed Route
116, as set forth in subparagraph 1.2(1).
(7) Reauthorize a se%ment ofFPresent
regular Route No. 116 between Herndon
Junction and Ashlan Avenue Junction
over former U.S. Highway 99, now an
unnumbered highway, via Herndon and
Highway City, as a separate regular
route to be designated and described on
a revised certificate No. MC 1501 (Sub
No. 138) Sheet No. 29, as follows: *139.
Between Herndon Junction and Ashlan
Avenue: From junction U.S. Highway 9
and unnumbered highway 8—|erndon
Junction), over unnumbered highway
via Herndon and Highway City to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 99 (Ashlan Avenue
Junction).” (8) Authorize a new regu-
lar route between Clinton Avenue Junc-
tion and Fresno over U.S. Highway 99
(as relocated), to be included as a seg-
ment of proposed Route No. 116, as set
forth in subparagraph 1.2(1). (9) Reau-
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thorize a segment of present regular
Route No. 116 between Clinton Avenue
junction and Fresno over former U.S.
Highwey 99, now designated as Business
Route U.S. Highwag 99, as a separate
regular route to be designated and
described on a revised certificate No.
MC 1501 (Sub No. 138) Sheet No. 29, as
follows: ““140. Between Clinton Avenue
Junction and Fresno: From junction
US Highway 99 and Business Route
US Highway 99 (Clinton Avenue Junc-
tion), over Business Route U.S. Highway
® to Fresno.” Incidental thereto, on
certificate  Sheet No. 30, delete
tre following: “140. Intentionally left
blank 2.2 Requested Authorizations:
(D Subject to the adoption of the relief
hereinatter reguested In this paragraph
22 revised and redescribe Route No. 151
between San Francisco and San Luis
Chispo on a revised Certificate No.
MC 1501 (Sub No. 138) Sheet No. 31 to
read as follows: “151. Between San
Francisco and San Luis Obispo: From
San Francisco over By-Pass U.S. High-
way 101 to junction U.S. Highway 101
(Edenvaie Junction), thence over U.S.
Highwey 101 to San Luis Obispo.” (2)
Reauthorize the segment of present reg-
ular Route No. 15I%etween San Fran-
cdsco and Edenvaie Junction as a
separate route to be designated as a
Route No. 152 on a revised certificate No.
MC 1501 (Sub No. 138) Sheet No. 31, to
reed as follows: “152. Between San
Francisco and Edenvaie Junction: From
San Francisco over U.S. Highway 101
to junction By-Pass U.S. Highway 101
south of San Jose (Edenvaie Junction).”
(3 Reauthorize alternate Route No. 153
between Freeway Junction and Airport
Overpass (South San Francisco) as a
regular route to be included as a seg-
ment of proposed Route No. 151 as set
forth in subparagraph 2.2(1). (4) Re-
authorize the segment of present regu-
lar Route No. 152 between Freeway
Junction and Airport Overpass as a new
regular route No. 153 to be described
on a revised certificate No. MC 1501
f(SLb No. 138) Sheet No. 31, to read as
ollows: *“153. Between Freeway Junc-
tion and Airport Overpass: From junc-
tion By-Pass U.S. Highway ,101 and
unnumbered highway north of South
San Francisco (Freeway Junction), over
unnumbered highway via South San
Francisco and San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport to junction By-Pass U.S.
Highway 101 southwest of San Francisco
International  Airport (Airport Over-
Pass).” (5) Reauthorize present alter-
nate Route No. 153-A between South San
francisco (Interchange) and San Bruno
(Interchange) as a regular route to be
uded as a segment of proposed Route
151 as set forth in subparagraph 2.2(1),
und delete present Route No. 153-A on a
revised certificate No. MC 1501 (Sub No.
138) Sheet No. 32. (6) Reauthorize
Present alternate Route No. 153-B be-
tween San Bruno, (Interchange) and
Airport Overpass as a regular route to
°e included as a segment of proposed
Route No. 151 as set forth in subpara-
graph 212(1), and delete present Route
u n on a reviseti certificate No. MC
1501 (Sub No. 138). Sheet No. 32. (7)
Reauthorize present alternate Route No.
No. 199-
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176 betweend'unction By-Pass U.S. High-
way 101 and unnumbered highway and
Edenvale Junction as a regular route to
be included as a segment of proposed
Route No. 151, as set forth in subpara-
graph 2.2(1). (8) Reauthorize a seg-
ment of present regular Route No. 152
between junction By-Pass U.S. Highway
101 and unnumbered hi%hway, desig-
nated herein as Alviso Junction, and
San Jose as a separate regular Route No.
176 to be shown on a revised certificate
No. MC 1501 fSub No. 138) Sheet No. 35,
to read as follows: “176. Between Alviso
Junction and San Jose: From junction
By-Pass U.S. Highway 101 and unnum-
bered highway north of San Jose (Alviso
Junction), over unnumbered highway to
San Jose.” (9) Authorize a new regu-
lar route between North Soledad Junc-
tion and South Soledad Junction over
U.S. Highway 101 (as relocated), by-
passing Soledad, to be included as a
segment of proposed Route No, 151, as
set forth in subparagraph 2.2(1). (10)
Reauthorize a segment of present regu-
lar Route 151 between North Soledad
Junction and South Soledad Junction
via Soledad, over former U.S. Highway
101, now unnumbered highway, as a
separate regular route to be designated
and described on a revised certificate
No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 138), Sheet No. 35,
as follows: “178. Between North Soledad
Junction and South Soledad Junction:
From junction U.S. Highway 101 and
unnumbered highway north of Soledad
(North Soledad Junction), over unnum-
bered highway via Soledad to junction
U.S. Highway 101 south of Soledad
(South Soledad Junction).” (11) Re-
authorize present alternate Route No.
155 between North Templeton Junction
and South Templeton Junction as a
regular route to be included as a seg-
ment or proposed Route No. 151 as set
forth in subparagraph 2.2(1), and on a
revised certificate No. MC 1501 (Sub No.
138) Sheet No. 35, show Route No. 155 as
follows: “155. Intentionally left blank.”
(12) Reauthorize a se%ment of present
regular Route No. 151 between North
Templeton Junction via Templeton as a
separate regular route to be designated
and described on a revised certificate No.
MC 1501 gSub No. 138) Sheet No. 35, as
follows: “179. Between North Templeton
Junction and South Templeton Junc-
tion: From junction U.S. Highway 101
and unnumbered highway north of
Templeton (North Templeton Junction),
over unnumbered highway via Temple-
ton to junction U.S. Hirghwa?/ 101 south
of Templeton (South Templeton Junc-
tion).” All as more specifically set
forth in the application, all entirely
within the State of California between
thefpoints in both directions over routes
set forth, serving all intermediate points.

Note: The changes in operating authority
hereinbefore shown and explained are pro-
posed to be incorporated in the designated
revised sheets to said loose-leaf Certificate
No. 1501 (Sub No. 138).

No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 206), filetf
September 26, 1960. Applicant: THE
GREYHOUND CORPORATION, 140
South Dearborn Street, Chicago 3, 1l
Applicants attorney: Earl A. Bagby, 371
Market Street, San Francisco 5, Calif.
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Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, and express, in the same
vehicle with passengers, between Phoe-
nix, Ariz., and Flagstaff, Ariz., over In-
terstate Highway 17, serving no inter-
mediate points, as an alternative route
for operatlngh convenience only in con-
nection with applicants authorized
regular route operations.

Note: Applicant states that the instant
aPpllcatlon is to change an alternate route
of operation within the State of Arizona, in
revision of its loose-leaf form of certificate
issued*in Docket No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 138%.
Applicant further states that the above will
be subject to the restriction that said route
shall not be used in the transportation of
passengers moving over its authorized routes
In interstate commerce solely between Phoe-
nix, Ariz., on the one hand, and, on_the
other, Flagstaff, Ariz., and Amarillo, Tex.,
and intermediate points on U.S. Highway 66
between Flagstaff and Amarillo. Common
control may be involved.

No. MC 58177 (Sub No. 5), filed Sep-
tember 19, 1860. Applicant: SOUTH-
ERN COACH COMPANY, a corporation,
1300 East Petigrew Street, Durham, N.C.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggagke, express, mail, and news-
papers in the same vehicle with pas-
sengers, (1) between Dunn, N.C., and
Newton Grove, N.C., from Dunn over
North Carolina Highway 55 to Newton
Grove, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points. (2) Be-
tween Smithfield, N.C., and Newton
Grove, N.C., from Smithfield over U.S.
Highway 301 to junction U.S. Highway
701, thence over U.S. Highway 701 to
Newton Grove, and return over the same
route, serving all intermediate points.
(ﬁ) Between Fuquay Springs, N.C., and
the junction of unnumbered county road
with North Carolina Highway 55, from
Fuquay Springs over unnumbered county
road to its junction with North Carolina
Hi hwa?/ 55, apﬁroximately two and one-
half miles south of Cairo (Five Points)
N.C., and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points. (4)
éa) Between Wilmington, N.C., and
outhport, N.C., from Wilmington over
U.S. Highway 17 via junctions North
Carolina Highways 40 and 87 to Supply,
N.C., thence over North Carolina High-
way 211 to Southport, and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points, (b) between the junction of U.S.
Highway 17 with North Carolina High-
way 40 and Southport, N.C., from the
junction of U.S. Highway 17 and North
Carolina Highway 40 over North Carolina
Highway 40 via Orton Plantation and
junction North Carolina Highway 87 to
Southport, and return over the same,
route, serving all intermediate points,
(c) between the junction of U.S. High-
way 17 with North Carolina Highway 87
and the junction of North Carolina
Highway 40, from the junction of U.S.
Highway 17 and North Carolina Highway
87 over North Carolina Highway 87 to
its junction with North Carolina High-
way 40, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points.



9796

Note: Applicant presently conducts oper-
ations under the second proviso of section
’2\106(2? (1) in Certificate No. MC 58177 (Sub

0. 4).

No. MC 117173 (Sub No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 28, 1960. Applicant: BEAVER
VALLEY MOTOR COACH COMPANY,
doing business as BEAVER TOURS, a
corporation, Junction Park, New
Brighton, Pa. Applicant’s attorney:
Daniel M. Evans, Federal Title and Trust
Building, Beaver Falls, Pa. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage in the same vehicle with passen-
gers, in special round trip sightseeing
and pleasure tours, beginning and ending
at points in Beaver County, Pa., and ex-
tending to points in the United States.

Notice of Filing of Petitions

No MC 16340 (PETITION FOR
WAIVER OF RULE 1.101(e) OF THE
GENERAL RULES OF PRACTICE, FOR
REOPENING OF THE GRANDFATHER
APPLICATION, AND MODIFICATION
OF THE AUTHORITY GRANTED
THEREIN BY ORDER OF SEPTEMBER

12, 1941), dated September 3, 1960.
Petitioner: STANDARD MOTOR
FREIGHT, INC., Pittsburgh, Pa. Pe-

titioner’s attorneys: Samuel P. Delisi and
Henry M. Wick, Jr,, 1515 Park Building,
Pittsburgh 22, Pa. On September 12,
1941, the Commission issued a Certificate
to petitioner in No. MC 16340, and from
that time until the present said petitioner
has provided a substantial and continu-
ing service transporting general com-
modities, with exceptions, to and from
off-route points in Pennsylvania within
two miles of the Ohio River, between
Rochester, Pa., and the Ohio-Pennsyl-
vania State line including such major
points as Midland, Pa. Recently, pe-
titioner’s authority to provide service to
and from off-route points in the de-
scribed area such as Midland, Pa. has
been questioned. Petitioner requests
that the Commission shall (1) waive
Rule 1.101(e) of the general rules of
?_r_actlce and accept this petition for
iling (2) reopen the “grand ather”J)ro-
ceeding in Docket No. MC-16340, and (3)
modify petitioner’s certificate so as to
authorize in appropriate language serv-
ice to and from off-route points in Penn-
sylvania within two miles of the Ohio
iver between Rochester, Pa., and the
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line. Any per-
son or persons desiring to oppose the
relief sought, may, within 80 days from
the date of this publication in the Fed-

eral Register, file an appropriate
pleading.
No. MC 109556 (PETTCTON FOR

WAIVER OF SECTION 1.101(e) OF THE
GENERAL RULES OF PRACTICE AND
FOR REOPENING, RECONSIDERA-
TION AND MODIFICATION OF CER-
TIFICATE), dated August 11,1960. Pe-
titioner: WISECUP’S EXPRESS, INC.,
OXFORD, OHIO. Petitioner’s attorneys
John P. McMahon, 44 East Broad Street,
Columbus 15, Ohio. Petitioner is suc-
cessor in interest to Raymond G. Wise-
cup, doing business as Wisecup’s Express,
No. MC 64237, pursuant to grandfather
proceedings, was granted a Certificate
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to transport: Agricultural commodities,
feed, fertilizer, building materials and
supplies, furnaces, stoves, logs, batteries,
drugs, horse shoes, iron, livestock, ma-
chinery tools, tires and sugar, between
Oxford, Ohio, and points within 25 miles
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Ohio and those in that

art of Indiana south of U.S. Highway
4 and east of U.S. Highway 41 including
ﬁplnts on the indicated portions of the

ighways specified. Petitioner requests
that this Commission declare and deter-
mine that the commodity iron as used in
petitioner’s certificate and that of peti-
tioner’s predecessor was intended to and
did include iron and steel articles. Pe-
titioner further requests that in order
to remove future doubt, the Commission
in addition to its declaration and deter-
mination, reissue said certificate and
either insert therein the words “iron and
steel articles” in place of the word “iron”,
or in the alternative, spell out in said
certificate that the word “iron” as used
in said certificate includes iron and steel
articles. Any person or persons desiring
to oppose the relief sought, may, within
30 days from the date of this publication
in the Federal Register, file an appro-
priate pleading.

Applications Under Sections 5 and

210a(b)

The following applications are gov-
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission’s special rules governing notice
of filing of applications by motor carrier
of property or Bassen ers under sections
5(a) and 210a(b) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act and certain otherlgroceedings
with respect thereto. (49 CFR 1.240.)

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC-F 7672- Authority sought for
purchase by MIDWEST COAST TRANS-
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 747, Wilson Ter-
minal Building, Sioux Falls, S. Dak., of
a portion of the operating rights of
REFRIGERATED FOOD EXPRESS,
INC., 316 Summer Street, Boston, Mass.,
and for acquisition by H. Lauren Lewis,
also of Sioux Falls, of control of such
rights through the purchase. Appli-
cants’ attorneys: James Walsh, 316
Summer Street, Boston, Mass., and
Donald Stern, 924 City National Bank
Building, Omaha, Nebr. Operating
rights sought to be transferred: Oysters,
as a common carrier over irregular
routes, from Crisfield, Salisbury, Bivalve,
Tilghman’s Island, Kent Island, West
River, and Baltimore, M<L, Norfolk and
Portsmouth, Va., and Port Norris, N.J.,
to Youngstown, Cleveland, Toledo,
Columbus, Dayton, and Cincinnati, Ohio,
Louisville, Ky., Indianapolis and Fort
W:éyne, Ind., Charleston, W. Va., Chicago
and Peoria, IU., Madison, Wis., Kansas
City, Mo., Omaha and Lincoln, Nebr.,,
Des Moines, Cedar Rapids, Dubuque, and
Fort Dod?e, lowa, and Denver, Colo.;
seafood, from Crisfield, Md. (except
frozen seafood), and Norfolk, Va. to
Charleston, W. Va., Cincinnati and
Columbus, Ohio, Indianapolis, Ind.,
Louisville, Ky.; fresh and frozen seafood,
from points in Delaware, Maryland (ex-
cept trozen seafood from Pocomoke City,
Cambridge, and Crisfield), and Virginia

east of the Chesapeake Bay and south of
the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, to
St. Loins, Mo., Minneapolis and St. Paul,
Minn., points in Michigan and Wiscon-
sin, and certain points in New York and
Pennsylvania, and from Crisfield, Ml
(except frozen seafood), to points in the
lower peninsula of Michi%an; fresh and
frozen poultry, fresh and frozen seafood,
and frozen fruits and vegetables, from
oints in Delaware, Maryland (except
rozen poultry, frozen seafood and frozen
wfruits and vegetables from Pocomoke
City, Cambridge, and Crisfield), ad
Virginia east of the Cheapeake Bay and
south of the Chesapeake and Delaware
Canal, to points in Illinois, Indiana, lons,
Kentucky, Nebraska, Ohio, and kst
Virginia, and certain points in New York;
canned goods, from Crisfield, Md, to
Elmira and Binghamton, N.Y. from
Kingston and Marion Station, Md, to
Elmira and Binghamton, N.Y., and from
Baltimore and Havre de Grace, Md, ad
oints in those parts of Delaware, Mary-
and, and Virginia on and south of US.
Highway 40 and east of the Susquehanna _
River and Chesapeake Bay, to certain j
points in New York; frozen foods, from ;
Pocomoke City, Cambridge, and Crisfield, |
Md., to St. Louis, Mo., Minneapolis and
St. Paul, Minn., points in lllinois, Indi-
ana, lowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Ne-
braska, Ohio, West Virginia, and Wiscon-
sin, and certain points in New York and ﬁ
Pennsylvania, with the restriction that
the authority described immediately
above and that newheld by carrier from
the same points over irregular routes]
shall not be severable and shall not kel
construed as constituting more than ore
operating right, and said authority de-
scribed immediately above shall not ke
combined with otherwise authorized
authority now held by carrier. Vendeeis
authorized to operates as a common
carrier in South Dakota, Washington,
Oregon, Minnesota, lowa, California,
Nebraska, Nevada, ldaho, Illinois, Ms-
souri, Utah, North Dakota, Montana,
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Mes-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Delaware, Maryland, Michigan, Chio,
Virginia, West Virginia, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Wisconsin, Missouri, Arizona, ad
the District of Columbia. Application
has been filed for temporary authority
under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F 7673. Authority sought for
purchase by JACK COLE compaNY,
1900 Vanderbilt Road, P.O. Box Z/4 |
Birmingham, Ala., of the operating
rights of THE MIDDLESEX TRANS- 1
PGRTATION COMPANY, (IRVING J. |
VEROSLOFF, TRUSTEE IN BANK-
RUPTCY), Foot of Burnett Street, Mu- l
nicipal Dock, New Brunswick, NJ., ad
for acquisition by J. B. COLE, JR., d |
of Birmingham, of control of such rights |
through the purchase. Applicants” at- 1
torneys: Guy H. Postell, 805 Peachtree
Street Building, Atlanta 8, Ga., WilliamJ
Biederman, 280 Broadway, New York
N.Y., and Louis Kraemer, 790 Broed
Street, Newark 2, N.J. Operating nghts
sought to be transferred: General coni'
modifies, excepting, among _others, |
household goods and commodities m
bulk, as a common carrier over irregular



Wednesday, October 12, 1960

routes between certain points in New
Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania.
Vendee is authorized to operate as a
common carrier in Alabama, Illlinois,
Indiana, Ohio, Tennessee, Georgia,
Pennsylvania, New York, Michigan,
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. Ap-
plication has been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F 7674, Authorit% sought for
purchase by PUGET SOUND UCK
LINES, INC., Pier 62, Seattle 1, Wash.,
of a portion of the operating rights of
H A SCHARFF, doing business as
SCHARFF MOTOR FREIGHT, 2210
East Portland Road, Newberg, Oreg., and
for acquisition by PUGET SOUND
FREIGHT LINES, also of Seattle, of
control of such rights through the pur-
chase. Applicants’ attorneys: Charles J.
Keever, 812 Hoge Building, Seattle 4,
Wash,, and Lawrence V. Smart, 2010
Northwest Vaughn Street, Portland,
Oreg.  Operating rights sought to be
transferred: Sawdust, wood chips, hog-
fuel, and planer shavings, in bulk, as a
common_carrier over Irregular routes,
from points in Clackamas, Hood River,
and Multnomah Counties, Oreg., to
points in Clark and Cowlitz Counties,
Wash. Vendee is authorized to operate
asacommon carrier in Washington and
Oregon. Application has not been filed
for temporary authority under section
210a(b).

By the Commission.

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.
[F. R Doc. 60-9543; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

October 7, 1960.
Protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be prepared In accordance
with Rule 40 of the general rules of
Practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within
15 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the Federal Register.

Long-and-Short Haul

FSA No. 36614: Iron and steel arti-
cles—Granite City, Ill., to Greenville,
Miss. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., Agent
(SFA No. A-4021), for interested rail
earners. Rates on plate or sheet, noibn,
iron and steel, and strip steel, in car-
loads, from Granite City and East St.
houis, 111, to Greenville, Miss.

Grounds for relief: Barge-rail com-
petition.

Tariff, Supplement 115 to Southern
height Association tariff 1.C.C. 1592.

FSA No. 36615: Clay—Wyoming to
Michigan and Minnesota, m Filed by
Western Trunk Line Committee, Agent
P mA-2144), for interested rail carriers,
«ates on clay, in carloads, as described
rv k apPlication, from Cody, Frannie,
weybull, Medicine Bow, Mills, Parkman,
in . River>Wyo., to specified points

Michigan and Minnesota,

}an °nds rr relief: Short-line dis-
ance formula.

Tariffs:  Supplements 9 and 143 to
Tp~eM Trunk Line Committee tariffs

*A-4335 and A-4123, respectively.
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FSA No. 36616: Superphosphate—
Florida to Hew England. Filed by O. W.
South, Jr., Agent (SFA No. A-4022), for
interested rail carriers. Rates on super-
phosphate, not defluorinated nor feed
grade, in bulk, in carloads, from pro-
ducing points in Florida to East Windsor,
Hazardville, North Haven, Portland,
Conn., South Deerfield, Mass., and Fox
Point, R. I.

Grounds for relief:
competition.

Tariff: Supplement 10 to Southern
Freight Association tariff 1.C.C. S-128.

By the Commission.

Rail-water-truck

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9541; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;

8:47 am.]

[Notice 392]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

October 7, 1960.

Synopses of orders entered pursuant
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre-
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179),
appear below:

_As provided in the Commission’s spe-
cial rules of practice any interested per-
son may file a petition seeking reconsid-
eration of the following numbered pro-
ceedings within 20 days from the date of
publication of this notice. Pursuant to
section 17#8) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, the filing of such a petition will
postpone the effective date of the order
in that proceeding pending its disposi-
tion. The matters relied upon by peti-
tioners must be specified in their peti-
tions with particularity.

No. MC-FC 63613. By order of Oc-
tober 5, 1960, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Elmore Jack
Klinkenborg, George, lowa, of Certificate
No. MC14513 issued December 24,1952, to
Benjamin Koerselman, Jr., doing busi-
ness as Koerselman Bros., George, lowa,
authorizing the transportation over ir-
regular routes, of livestock, grain, seeds,
and animal or Jooultry feed, between
George, lowa, and points within 20 miles
of George, on the one hand, and, on the
other, Sioux Falls and Canton, S. Dak.,
Austin and Worthington, Minn., and
Fremont and Omaha, Nebr.; grain, be-
tween points in lowa and Minnesota
within 20 miles of George, lowa, includ-
ing George; grain, hay, and livestock,
between points in Lyon Countx, lowa, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Rock and Nobles Counties, Minn., on
and south of U.S. Highway 16; household
goods, between points in Lyon County,
fowa, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Rock and Nobles Counties,
Minn.; emigrant movables, . between
points in lowa and Minnesota within 20
miles of George, lowa, including George,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in that part of Minnesota south
and west of a line beginning at the
South Dakota-Minnesota State line and
extending along U.S. Highway 212 to
Minneapolis, Minn., thence along U.S.
Highway 65 to the Minnesota-lowa State
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line, including points on the indicated
portions of highways specified; between
points in Lyon County, lowa, other than
those within 20 miles of George, lowa, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Rock and Nobles Counties, Minn.; and
farm machinery, from Sioux Falls, S.
Dak. and Worthington, Minn, to George,
lowa. Ed Koch, Mgr., lowa Better
Trucking Bureau, 1313 Dace Street (Box
833), Sioux City, lowa, for applicants.

No. MC-FC 63618. By order of Octo-
ber 6,1960, the Transfer Board approved
the transfer to Contractors Cargo Com-
pany, a corporation, Los Angeles, Calif.,
of Permit No. MC 17745, issued Au-
gust 20, 1953, to William A. Hufnagel,
doing business as Contractors Cargo
Company, Los Angeles, Calif., authoriz-
ing the transportation of: Construction
materials and contractors’ machinery,
supplies, and equipment, from Los
Angeles, Calif., Harbor points, to sites of
construction rojects in California
within 250 miles ‘thereof, between rail
heads in California, Arizona, New Mex-
ico, Oregon, Washington, and Nevada,
and construction projects or otheré)oints
of use in the above-specified States,
within 100 miles of such rail heads; or,
between such construction projects or
points of use and the nearest rail head,
when none is located within 100 miles
thereof. Bart F. Wade, 729 Citizens
Natl. Bank Building, Los Angeles 13,
Calif., for applicants.

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9544; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

October 5,1960.
Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac-
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15
days from the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register.

Long-and-Short Haul

FSA No. 36612: Substituted service—
LV and Wab. for Midwest Haulers, Inc.
Filed by Midwest Haulers, Inc. (No. 34),
for itself and interested carriers. Rates
on property loaded in trailers and trans-

orted on” railroad flat cars between

ilkes-Barre, Pa., on the one hand, and
Chicago and East St. Louis, 111, on the
other, on traffic originating at or destined
to such points or points beyond as de-
scribed in the application.

Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tariff: Supplement 13 to Midwest
Haulers, Inc;, tariff MF-1.C.C. 22.

FSA No. 36613: Substituted service—
PRR for Midwest Haulers, Inc. Filed b
Midwest Haulers, Inc. (No. 35), for itself
and interested carriers. Rates on prop-
erty loaded in trailers and transported
on railroad flat cars between Kearny,
N.J., and Grand Rapids, Mich., on traffic
orlgln_atlng at or destined_to such points
or points beyond as described in the ap-
plication;
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Grounds for relief: Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tariff: Supplement 13 to Midwest
Haulers, Inc., tariff MP-1.C.C. 22.

By the Commission.

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 60-9451; Filed, Oct. 7, *1960;
8:47 am.]

OFFICE OF CIVIL AND DEFENSE

FLORIDA

Notice of Major Disaster

Pursuant to the authority vested in
me by the President under Executive
Order 10427 of January 16, 1953, Execu-
tive Order 10737 of October 29, 1957,
Executive Order 10773 of July 1,1958, and
Executive Order 10782 of September 6,
1958 (18 F.R. 407, 22 F.R. 8799, 23 F.R.
5061, and 23 F.R. 6971); by virtue of the
Act of September 30, 1950, entitled “An
Act to authorize Federal assistance to
States and local governments in major
disasters, and for other purposes” (42
U.S.C. 1855-1855g), as amended; and in
furtherance of a declaration by the
President in his letter to me dated Sep-
tember 12, 1960, reading in part as
follows:

| hereby determine the damage in the

various areas of. the State of Florida adversely
affected by Hurricane Donna, including the

NOTICES

Florida Keys, to be of sufficient severity and
magnitude to warrant Federal disaster assist-
ance to supplement State and local efforts.
_ This declaration shall, where necessary,
include that damage in various areas within
the State of Florida covered by my declara-
tion of “major disaster” on March 23, 1960,
as amended by a further declaration on
August 9, 1960, and funds allocated to you
for such purposes shall be also available
under this declaration for the prosecution
of disaster relief.

I do hereby determine the following
areas in the State cf Florida to have been
adversely affected by the catastrophe
declared a major disaster by the Presi-
(Ijgegot in his declaration of September 12,

The counties of: Brevard, Broward, Char-
lotte, Citrus, Clay, Collier, Dade, De Soto,
Duval, Flagler, Glades, Hardee, Hendry, Her-
nando, Highlands, Hillsborough, Indian
River, Lake, Lee, Manatee, Marion, Martin,
Monroe, Okeechobee, Orange, Osceola, Palm
Beach, Pasco, Pinellas, Polk, Putnam, Sara-
sota, Seminole, Sumter, St. Lucie, St. Johns,
Volusia.

Dated: September 30,1960.
Leo A. Hoegh,
Director.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9524; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:45 am.]

GEORGE T. PIERCY

Appointment and Statement of
Business Interests
Employment without compensation

under section 710(b) of the Defense
Production Act.

Pursuant to section 710(b) of the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 as amended,
notice is hereby given of the appoint-
ment of George T, Piercy, as an Advisor,
WOC, in the Resources & Production,’
Fuel &Energ'%;larea, in the Office of Civil
and Defense Mobilization.

Statement of his business interests
appears below.

Dated: September 20,1960.

Leo A. H oegh,
Director.

Appointee’s Statement of Business
Interests

The following statement lists the
names of concerns required by sub-
section 710(b)(6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended.

Standard Oil Company (N.J.).

National Gypsum Company.

Parke Davis & Co.

Radio Corporation of America.

Anaconda Company.

Kennecott Copper Corp.

Crane Co.

Schering Corp.

c American Radiator & Standard Sanitary
orp.

Chrysler Corp.

Mutual Funds:

Canadian Fund.
Axe-Houghton Fund.
| am a director of Esso Tankers, Inc.

Dated: September 20,1960.

George T. Piercy.

[F.R. Doc. 60-9525; Filed, Oct. 11, 1960;
8:45 a.m.]



Wednesday, October 12, 1960

3 CFR

Proclamations:
3373
Executive Orders:
10530
10857
10889

5 CFR
6

24

6 CFR

9431,

9463, 9465, 9466, 9637, 9639,
864

9402,

INS—1005
AT o < —— —

ig&myf

Page
9593

9633
9633
9633

9669
9431

9529
9431
9594

9634
9517
9401

9450,9452-9457, 9549-

9640
9401
9597
9597
9597
9597
9597
9401
9597
9597
9597
9669
9597
9642

9757
9523

9414
9609

FEDERAL REGISTER 9799
CUMULATIVE CODIFICATION GUIDE— OCTOBER
The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during October.
7 CFR— Continued Page 29 CFR— Continued Page
P roposed Rules—Continued Proposed Rules:
ggg 82% 670 9685
997 : 50 32 CFR
101/ E—— 9550 D _ _ _ 9602
804~ — — _ o 9602
9 CFR 887— . 9602, 9761
40 9642 1001 _ 9493
72 - 9701 %885 _ 9498
9499
12 CR o7 1005 . T T %
> _ 1006 _ _ 9504
13 CFR 1007— _  _  _ T T 9505
P roposed Rules: i
121 9568 32A CFR
14 CFR Proposed Rules:
0 9528,9643,967DIA éChap- X f :
210[0 JE—— 9404, 9672, 9701, 9702 I Reer. 945
601 e 9404-9406, 9435, 9436, 33 CFR
9529, 9598,9599, 9672, 9673, 9702 g 9681
602 B0 200~ — = T T 9406
608 --------- 9757, 9758 203 - —_— 9532
609 e 9703,9706, 9710 — - — —53
Proposed Rules: 204 = 2, 9731
241 9772 35 CFR
507 _9650,9733 5 9532
600 9415,9686 Canal Zone Orders:
601 - 9415-9418, 9686, 9687, 9&3 9532
602 9418, 9419, 9474, 9688 55 . __ 9532
608 9419, 9474 38 CER
16 CFR 2, 9471
3 - 9530 19 . 9471
13 9404, 9469, 9530, 9531, 9600, 39 CFR
9673, 9674, 9714-9716, 9758, 9759
Proposed Rules: 31 9763
36 9568 4L _ - _ 9763
168— ~ 9765
20 CFR 41 CFR
. 9468 1-2 _ 933
21 CFR 42 CFR
8 9759 58 9644
?20 9759 59 N 9549
9675
121 o763, 9531, %601 o> CFR
146— 9469 " roppesd Rules: 9647
146a 9643 192 9647
164 - ortr 19 9767
Profosed Rules:
9649 47 CFR
8 9771 3 9533
120 9473,9474, 9685 4 9535, 9606
121 . 9474, 9733 42 9437
130 9649 45 - 9437
46.. 9437
24 CFR Proposed Rules:
| 9723 3 9610
25 CFR 8 e
131 9470 49 CFR
26 (1954) CFR o o
| 9675, 9723 1707 9472
83 923 Proposed Rules:
Proposed Rules: 176 9688
9682
20 o408 950 CFR
301 — 9682 32
9536, 9538-9541, 9544, 9545, 9547,
29 CFR 9548, 9606-9608, 9732, 9765, 9766
9 9644 33 - 9407, 9549












		Superintendent of Documents
	2018-02-14T20:22:18-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




