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Presidential Documents
Title 3— THE PRESIDENT

V  Memorandum of February 9, 1962

[PREVENTING CONFLICTS OF INTEREST ON THE PART OF ADVISERS
AND CONSULTANTS TO THE GOVERNMENT]

Memorandum to the Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies

Over the past twenty or more years departments and agencies of the
Government have made increasing use of part-time consultants and
advisers and of advisory groups. The services of highly skilled per-
sons on a part-time and intermittent basis is in the interest of the
Government and provides the Government with an indispensable
source of expert advice and knowledge. Since, however, such per-
sons have their principal employment outside the Government, and
frequently with ~business entities which are doing business with the
Government or with universities which receive Government grants, a
number of conflict of interest problems arise from time to time. It
is important that departments and agencies of the Government over-
see the activities of such consultants in order to insure that the public
interest is protected from improper conduct and that consultants will
not, through ignorance or iriadvertence, embarrass the Government
or themselves m their activities.

Many intermittent personnel serving the Government today are
individuals with specialized scientific knowledge and skills who are
regularly employed in industry, research institutes or education.
Their employers in many cases have contracts with or research grants
from the Government. The areas in which the skills and talents of
these individuals are put to use by the Government on a part-time
basis may be the same as the areas with which the contracts or grants
received oy their employers from the Government are concerned. An
individual employed by a university may act as an intermittent con-
sultant not only for the Government but for a private firm and either
his university or the firm or both may be engaged in work for or
supported by the Government. A consultant to the Government may
have other financial connections with firms doing business with the
Government in the general area of his expertise and, therefore, his
consultancy. The many possible interrelationships between a con-
sultant’s service to the Government and his own and his employer’s
financial interests demonstrate that conflicts problems may frequently
arise.

Both the part-time adviser and the department or agency which
makes use of his services must be alert to the possibility of conflicts.
It is, of course, incumbent upon the consultant to familiarize himself
with laws and regulations applicable to him. The responsibility of the
agency is equally great. It must assist the consultant to understand
those laws arid regulations. It must obtain from him such informa-
tion concerning his financial interests as is necessary to disclose possi-
ble conflicts. It must take measures to avoid the use of his services in
any situation in which a violation of law or regulation is likely to
occur. And it must take prompt and proper disciplinary or remedial
action when a violation, whether intentional or innocent, is detected.

Most of the departments and agencies of the Government currently
have regulations applicable to intermittent consultants and advisers.
There is, however, considerable diversity in their detail and, in some
cases, their interpretation of applicable law. While the problems will
undoubtedly vary from department to agency, and different rules and
regulations may in some instances be appropriate, | believe it de-
sirable to achieve the maximum uniformity possible in order to in-
sure general standards of common application throughout the Gov-
ernment. This memorandum is designed to achieve that purpose.
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Conflict-Of-Interest Statutes

There are six basic conflict-of-interest laws which are pertinent to
the subject matter of this memorandum. Four of the laws, sections
281,283,434 and 1914 of Title 18 of the United States Code, in general
prohibit certain activities by a person who is in the employ of the
Government. Two statutes, section 284 of Title 18 and section 99
of Title 5, prohibit a person who has left the employ of the Govern-
ment from engaging in certain activities during a two-year period
following the termination of his Government service. The six statutes
are set forth in full in the appendix to this memorandum. They con-
tain restrictions which, with an exception discussed hereafter, are
fully applicable to an individual who serves or has served the Gov-
ernment as an adviser or consultant, whether with or without com-
pensation. The six statutes are discussed separately below.

18 U.S.G. 281. This statute prohibits-an “officer or employee of
the United States or any department or agency thereof” from re-
ceiving or agreeing to receive compensation for any services rendered
in relation to any “proceeding, contract, claim, controversy, charge,
accusation, arrest, or other matter in which the United States is a
party or directly or indirectly interested, before any department,
agency, court martial, [or] officer. . . .” In general, the effect of
this section is to preclude a Government employee from acting, in
most of the important matters that come before the Government de-
partments and agencies, on behalf of a non-Government employer or
other person from whom he receives compensation.

I have received an opinion from the Attorney General conclud-
ing that 18 U.S.C. 281 applies to all intermittent consultants and
advisers on those days on which they are actually employed by the
Government but that it applies only to certain consultants and ad-
visers on the days during the period of their availability for Gov-
ernment service when they are not so employed. Those to whom
section 281 applies on their days away from the Government service
are: intermittent consultants and advisers whose Government em-
ployment during the period of their availability occupies a substan-
tial portion of that period, or affords their principal means of
livelihood.

In order to clarify the application of section 281 and promote its
policies, each department and agency should take steps to insure
that at the time a consultant or adviser is appointed, an accurate
estimate is made of the extent to which it will make use of his serv-
ices. The following rules should beemployed:

(a) No appointment should extend beyond the end of the current
fiscal year.

(b) The period of appointment to be made for a part, or all, of the
fiscal year,, or of the remaining part of the fiscal year, should reflect
the agency’s best estimate of its employment of the individual.

(c) Whether the estimate is that the consultant or adviser will be
employed intermittently throughout the entire fiscal year or that part
of the year which remains at the time of appointment, or throughout
a shorter interval, the appointment should be made as follows:

(1) If the agency estimates that the consultant or adviser will be
employed 40% or more of the time within the period designated, the
individual should be carried on the rolls as a Government employee
for the entire period and should be informed that he is administra-
tively regarded as subject to section 281 for the entire period.

(2) If the agency estimates the consultant or adviser will be em-
ployed less than 40% of the period designated, the individual may be
carried on the rolls as an intermittent consultant or adviser pursuant
to an arrangement by which he would receive implementing appoint-
ments from time to time within the period, rather than an appoint-
ment for the entire period, and the individual should be informed that
he will be treated as a Government employee for purposes of section
281 only on the day or days within the pertinent period covered by
implementing appointments.
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(3) If the consultant or adviser is serving more than one depart-
ment or agency, he shall inform each of his arrangements with the
others so that appropriate administrative measures may be effected
by the departments or agencies involved.

(4) For consultative or advisory boards, individual appointments
should be made for the entire fiscal year, or such other period as may
be prescribed by law, and the appointee informed that insofar as his
board membership is concerned, he will be regarded as a Government
officer or employee only on the days when the board meets.

To a considerable extent the prohibitions of section 281 are aimed
at the sale of influence to gain special favors for private business and
at the misuse of governmental position or information. In accordance
with these aims, it is desirable that even a consultant or adviser who
is subject to the section only on the days he serves the Government
should make every effort to avoid any personal contact with respect
to negotiations for contracts or grants with the department or agency
which he is advising if the subject matter is related to the subject
matter of his consultancy. | recognize that this will not always be
possible to achieve since there are instances where the consultant or
adviser may have an executive position and responsibility with his
regular employer which will require him to participate personally in
contract negotiations with the department or agency he is advising.
Whenever this is the case the consultant or adviser should participate
in the negotiations for his employer only with~the knowledge and
approval of a responsible government official, who should note his
approval in appropriate form. In other instances an occasional con-
sultant or adviser may have technical knowledge which is indispens-
able to his regular employer in his efforts to formulate a research
and development contract or a research grant and, for the same reason,
it is in the governmental interest that he should take part in nego-
tiations for his private employer. Again he should participate only
with the knowledge and approval of a responsible government official,
who should note his approval in appropriate form.

The aim of preventing the sale of influence and the misuse of gov-
ernmental position or information that is reflected by section 281
should be furthered in yet another way with respect to a consultant
or adviser who under the foregoing rules is subject to section 281
only on the days he serves the Government. He should be barred,
not only on those days but at all times during the designated period of
his availability for service, from activities before a Government de-
partment or agency in relation to a matter in which the Government is
interested if he is to receive compensation for such activities from a
non-Governmental source in addition to or in lieu of a normal salary
or fee arrangement.

It should be noted that the prohibition of section 281 against certain
compensated activities “before” a department or agency may go be-
yond an individual’s personal appearance at the department or agency.
A consultant or adviser should not, at times when he is subject to the
prohibition of the section, prepare or assist in preparing proposals
for contracts or grants to be presented to a department or agency by
or on behalf of a non-Governmental firm or organization from™which
he receives compensation.

18 U..C. 283,18 U.S.G. 281 and 5 U.S.C. 99. Section 283 in gen-
eral prohibits an officer or employee of the Government from acting
as agent or attorney for prosecuting any other person’s claim against
the Government, or assisting in the prosecution of any such claim
other than in the discharge of his official duties. This statute, which
extends to both compensated and uncompensated activities, overlaps
18 U.S.C. 281 insofar as the latter section pertains to claims activities.
Therefore a consultant or adviser who is not subject to section 281 at
times when not actually employed by the Government may neverthe-
less be subject at those times to the interdiction of section 283. Even
if not interdicted by that section, however, he would be subject to the
two post-employment statutes, 18 U.S.C. 284 and 5 U.S.C. 99. The
first of these prohibits a former Government employee, for a period
of two years after his employment has closed, from prosecuting in a
representative capacity any claim against the United States involving
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any subject matter directly connected with which he was employed.
5 U.S.C. 99 prohibits a former officer or employee of an executive
department, for a period of two years after his employment with the
department has ceased, from prosecuting in a representative capacity,
or aiding in the prosecution of, any claim pending in any department
during his employment. It is apparent that a consultant or adviser
would be subject to the prohibition of 18 U.S.C. 283 or one or both of
18 U.S.C. 284 and 5 U.S.C. 99 at all times until the termination of his
last period of service to the Government. In addition he would be
bound by the provisions of 18U.S.C. 284 and 5U.S.C. 99 for two years
thereafter.

18 U.S.C. JHp. This section sets forth a prohibition against certain
actions on the part of a Government employee in his capacity as such.
More particularly, the section, which applies to all consultants and
advisers at all times during their span of service, prohibits a Govern-
ment employee who is interested in the profits of any business entity
from acting for the Government in the transaction of business with
such entity.

It is in the best interests of the Government that the policy of this
section be extended to consultants and advisers beyond its literal lan-
guage. Accordingly, an adviser or consultant should be disqualified
from the performance of duties involving the transaction of business
with, or the rendering of advice which will have a direct and predict-
able effect upon the interests of, a business entity by which he is em-
ployed, or to which he renders consultant service, or in which he has
a financial interest. In particular, he should be excluded from par-
ticipation in the evaluation of contract or grant proposals which will
directly affect the interests of such business entity. However, he need
not be precluded from rendering general advice in situations where no
preference or advantage might be gained therefrom by any particular
business entity. A non-profit organization or educational institution
shall be deemed a “business entity” for the purposes of this paragraph.

18 U.S.C. 19Up. Section 1914 forbids a Government employee to
receive compensation “in connection with” his Government service
from a source other than the Government or a State, county or mu-
nicipality. The statute applies to an uncompensated as well as a
compensated consultant or adviser. In cases where a consultant or
adviser serves occasionally and for short periods, he may continue to
receive his usual compensation from an outside private employer. And
the continuation of the consultant or adviser’s outside private compen-
sation during a period of as much as 30 days a year of Government
service would ordinarly be permissible on the assumption that it is
not paid “in connection with” his Government services but rather as
part of his normal salary arrangements with his private employer.
However, if the length of his service exceeds these limits, it will be
necessary to determine specifically whether the continued outside
compensation is related to the consultant or adviser’s services to the
Government, and thus improper, or whether it is permissible because
made with respect to present, past, or future services for the outside
employer. Cases of this nature should be referred to the chief legal
officer of the department or agency for examination and recommenda-
tion as to the proper action to be taken.

Special E xemptions

Some consultants or advisers are appointed-pursuant to a statute
which exempts them from one or more of the conflict-of-interest laws.
Nevertheless, a consultant or adviser so appointed should not partici-
pate in any matter where that participation, except for such exemp-
tion, would be within any of the statutes unless he receives permission
to participate therein from the head of the department or agency he
serves. The latter shall not consent to the participation of such con-
sultant or adviser in the matter unless he finds that such participa-
tion is, on the particular facts, consistent with the interests of the
Government. Nothing in this paragraph shall be deemed to relieve
any department or agency head, or appointee of such department or
agency head, of the obligation to file a statement for publication in
the Federal Register pursuant to the requirements of section 710(b) of
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the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2160(b)) or of
Executive Order No. 10647 of November 28,1955 (20 F.K. 8769).

E thical Standards of Conduct

Aside from the conflict-of-interest laws, there are elementary rules
of ethics in the conduct of the public business by which all those who
serve the Government are bound. That an individual may serve the
Government only occasionally and for brief periods does not relieve
him from the obligation to abide by those rules. That he may be
needed to bring rare or specialized talents and skills to the Government
does not mean that he should be considered for a waiver. The people
of the nation are entitled to ethical behavior of the highest order in
the conduct of their Government’s affairs from the sometime worker
to no lesser degree than from the career worker.

Inside Information. The first principle of ethical behavior for
the intermittent consultant or adviser is that he must refrain from
any use of his public office which is motivated by, or gives the appear-
ance of being motivated by, the desire for private gain for himself
or persons with whom he has family, business or financial ties. The
fact that the desired gain, if it materializes, will not take place at
the expense of the Government makes his action no less improper.

An adviser or consultant must conduct himself in a manner devoid
of the slightest suggestion of the extraction of private advantage
from his Government employment. Thus, a consultant or adviser
must not, on the basis of any inside information, enter into speculation,
or recommend speculation to members of his family or business asso-
ciates, in the securities of any private company engaged in work for
the Government in the field of his Government duties. He must
obey this injunction even though those duties have no connection
whatever with the financial and other arrangements between the
Company and the Government. And he should be careful in his
personal financial activities to avoid any appearance of acting on the
basis of information obtained in the course of those duties.

It is important for consultants and advisers to have access to Gov-
ernment data pertinent to their duties and to maintain familiarity
with the Government's plans' and programs and the requirements'
thereof, within the area of their competence. Since it is frequently
in the Government’s interest that information of this nature be made
generally available to an affected industry?there is generally no im-
propriety in a consultant or adviser’s utilizing such information in
the course of his non-Government employment. However, a consult-
ant or adviser may, in addition, acquire information which is not
generally available to those outside the Government. In that event,
he may not use such information for the special benefit of a business
or other entity by which he is employed or retained or in which he has
a financial interest.

In order to avoid any actual or potential abuse of information by a
consultant or adviser, departments and agencies should, through in-
formation programs, make every effort to insure to the maximum
extent possible that all firms within an industry have access to the
same information that is available to a consultant or adviser who is
employed by any of them. In addition, regular Government em-
ployees should avoid divulging confidential information to him un-
necessary to the performance of his governmental responsibility, or
information which directly involves the financial interests of his
employer. Consultants and advisers should be instructed that infor-
mation not generally available to private industry must remain confi-
dential in their hands, and must not be divulged to their private em-
ployers or clients. In cases of doubt they should' be encouraged to
confer with the chief legal officer or other designated agency official
who can assist in the identification of information not generally avail-
able and in the resolution of any actual or potential conflict between
duties to the Government and to private employers.

Occasionally an individual who becomes a Government consultant
or adviser is, subsequent to his designation as such, requested by a
private enterprise to act in a similar capacity. In some cases the
request may give the appearance of being motivated by the desire of
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the private employer to secure inside information. Where the con-
sultant or adviser has reason to believe that the request for his services
is so motivated, he should make a choice between acceptance of the
tendered private employment and continuation of his Government
consultancy. In such circumstances he may not engage in both.
‘Furthermore, he should discuss any such oner of private employ-
ment with the chief legal officer of his Government agency whether or
not he accepts it.

At times a private enterprise or other organization urges the ap-
pointment of one of its employees or members to a particular Govern-
ment consultancy. The departments and agencies should discourage
this practice. Any initiative in connection with the appointment of
consultants, or in securing the names of qualified persons, should come
from the Government.

Abuse of Office. An adviser or consultant shall not use his position
in any way to coerce, or give the appearance of coercing, another per-
son-to provide any financial benefit to him or persons with whom he
has family, business or financial ties.

Gifts. An adviser or consultant shall not receive or solicit anything
of value as a gift, gratuity or favor for himself or persons with whom
he has family, busmess or financial ties if he has reason to believe that
it would not be made but for his position with the Government, or if
the acceptance thereof would result in, or give the appearance of
resulting in, his loss of complete independence or impartiality in
serving the Government.

I ndustry, Labor or Agricultural .Representatives

It is occasionally necessary to distinguish consultants and advisers
from persons speaking for a firm or an industry, or for labor or agri-
culture, or in some other representative capacity. A consultant or
adviser is a person whose advice is obtained by a department or agency
because of his particular qualifications and who serves as an employee
in an individual and independent capacity. A representative of a
firm or industry or orgamzation who is invited to appear before a
Government department or agency presents his views in a representa-
tive capacity and is not an employee. The representative is not,
therefore, within the scope of the conflict-of-interest laws. Depart-
ments and agencies should be careful to make and clarify the distinc-
tion noted here and should not compensate an industry or similar rep-
resentative for his advice, though they may pay travel expenses and
per diem allowances where appropriate.

A dministrative Steps
All departments and agencies of the Government shall

(1) bring this memorandum to the attention of all consultants and
advisers employed by them and of all regular employees dealing
with such consultants and advisers;

(2) review their existing rules and regulations and where appro-
priate, revise them or issue new rules and regulations to promote the
policies set forth in this memorandum; and

(3) take such other measures as may be appropriate to impress
upon consultants and advisers and upon Government officials with
whom they consult that they have a responsibility to avoid situations
in which a potential conflict-of-interest may exist. These individuals
should also be cautioned to avoid situations in which the consultant
or adviser might be thought to be influencing Governmental action
in matters with regard to which he has a financial or other personal
interest, or to be using inside information for private gain.

While it would be most advisable for a department or agency of the
Government, in order to minimize the occurrence of conflicts of in-
terest, to avoid appointing individuals to advisory positions who are
employed or consulted by contractors or others having a substantial
amount of business with that department or agency, | recognize that
the Government has, of necessity, become increasingly concerned with
highly technical areas of specialization, and that the number of indi-
viduals expert in those areas is frequently very small. Therefore,
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in many instances, it will not be possible for a department or agency
to obtain the services of a competent adviser or consultant who is not
in fact employed or consulted by such contractors. In addition, an
advisory group may of necessity be composed largely or wholly of
persons of.a common class or group whose employers may benefit from
the advice given. An example would be a group of university sci-
entists advising on research grants to universities. Only in such a
group can the necessary expertise be found. In all these circum-
stances, particular care should be exercised to exclude his employer’'s
or clients’ contracts or other transactions with the Government from
the range of the consultant’s or adviser’s duties.

Disclosure of Financial |Interests

In order to carry out its responsibility to avoid the use of the serv-
ices of consultants or advisers in situations in which violation of the
conflict-of-interest laws or of these regulations may occur, each de-
partment or agency of the Government shall, at the time of employ-
ment of a consultant or adviser, require him to supply it with a state-
ment of his private employment and financial interests. The state-
ment should indicate the names of all the companies, firms, research
organizations and educational institutions which he is serving as em-
ployee, officer, member, director, or consultant, and the companies in
which he has any other financial interest, such as the ownership of
securities or other interests which have a significant financial value.
He need not reveal precise amounts of investments. Each statement
of financial interests should be forwarded to the chief legal officer of
the department or agency concerned, for information and for advice
as to possible conflict of interest. In addition, each statement should
be reviewed by those persons responsible for the employment of con-
sultants and advisers to assist them in applying the criteria for dis-
qualification discussed in this memorandum as set forth above. Such
statements should be kept current during the period the consultant is
on the Government rolls.

Legal I nterpretation

Whenever the chief legal officer of a department or agency believes
that a substantial legal question is raised by the employment of a
particular consultant or adviser he should advise the Department of
Justice, through the Office of Legal Counsel, in order to insure a
consistent and authoritative interpretation of the law. )

This memorandum shall be published in the Federal Register.

John F, Kennedy
The W hite House,

February 9, 196%
Appendix
18 TT.SC. 281

Whoever, being a Member of or Delegate to Congress, or a Resident Commis-
sioner, either before or after he has qualified, or the head of a department, or
other officer or employee of the United States or any department or agency
thereof, directly or indirectly receives or agrees to receive, any compensation
for any services rendered or to be rendered, either by himself or another, in
relation to any proceeding, contract, claim, controversy, charge, accusation,
arrest, or other matter in which the United States is a party or directly or
indirectly interested, before any department, agency, court martial, officer, or
any civil, military, or naval commission, shall be fined not more than $10,000
or imprisoned not more than two years, or both; and shall be incapably of
holding any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. n

Retired officers of the armed forces of the United States, while not on active
duty, shall not by reason of their status as such be subject to the provisions of
this section. Nothing herein shall be construed to allow any retired officer to
represent any person in the sale of anything to the Government through the
department in whose service he holds a retired status.

This section shall not apply to any person because of his membership in the
National Guard of the District of Columbia nor to any person specially excepted
by Act of Congress.

18 U.S.C. 283

Whoever, being an officer or employee of the United States or any department
or agency thereof, or of the Senate or House of Representatives, acts as an
agent or attorney for prosecuting any claim against the United States, or aids
or assists in the prosecution or support of any such claim otherwise than in
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the proper discharge of his official duties, or receives any gratuity, or any share
of or interest in any such claim in consideration of assistance in the prosecution
of such claim, shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than
one year, or both.

Retired officers gf the armed forces of the United States, while not on active
duty, shall not by reason of their status as such be subject tj*the provisions of
this section. Nothing herein shall be construed to allow any such retired officer
within two years next after his retirement to act as agent or attorney for
prosecuting or assisting in the prosecution of any claim against the United
States involving the department in whose service he holds a retired status, or
to allow any such retired officer to act as agent or attorney for prosecuting
or assisting in the prosecution of any claim against the United States involving
any subject matter with which he was directly connected while he was in an
active-duty status.

This section shall not apply to any person because of his membership in the
National Guard of the District of Columbia nor to any person specially excepted
by enactment of Congress. s
18 U.S.C. 434

Whoever, being an officer, agent or member of, or directly or indirectly in-
terested in the pecuniary profits or contracts of any corporation, joint-stock
company, or association, or of any firm or partnership, or other business entity,
is employed or acts as an officer or agent of the United States for the transaction
of business with such business entity, shall be fined not more than $2,000 or
imprisoned not more than two years, or both.

18 U.S.C. 1914

Whoever, being a Government official or employee, receives any salary in
connection with his services as such an official or employee from any source other
than the Government of the United States, except as may be contributed out
of the treasury of any State, county, or municipality ; or

Whoever, whether a person, association, or corporation, makes any contribu-
tion to, or in any way supplements the salary of, any Government official or
employee for the services performed by him for the Government of the United
States—

Sbharlll be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than six months,
or both.

18 U.S.C. 284

Whoever, having been employed in any agency of the United States, including
commissioned officers assigned to duty in such agency, within two years after
the time when such employment or service has ceased, prosecutes or acts as
counsel, attorney or agent for prosecuting, any claims against the United States
involving any subject matter directly connected with which such person was so
employed or performed duty, shall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned
not more than one year, or both.

5 USC. 9

It shall not be lawful for any person appointed as an officer, clerk, or employee
in any of the departments, to act as counsel, attorney, or agent for prosecuting
any claim against the United States which was pending in either of said de-
partments while he was such officer, clerk, or employee, nor in any manner,
nor by any means, to aid in the prosecution of any such claim, within two years
next after he shall have ceased to be such officer, clerk, or employee.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1603; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962; 12 m.]



Rules and Regulations

Title 5— ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter — Civil Service Commission
PART 39— TRAINING REGULATIONS
Miscellanous Amendments

Effective upon publication in the Fed-
eral Register, 88 39.207(b) (1) (iii), 39.-
306 and 39.306(c)(2) are amended as
setout below.

§39.207 Reports.

(b)

(1) * k ok PAY

(iii)
estimated expenditures for all training
by, in, or through non-Government fa-
cilities (including training incident to
initial procurement of equipment when
information on the costs of such train-
ing is available), presenting separate to-
tals for (a) tuition and related fees, (b)
travel, and (c) per diem.

§39.305 Waiver of limitations on train-
ing of employees through non-
Government facilities.

(@) Subject to other provisions of the
Act and the regulations in this part, an
employee having less than one year of
current, continuous civilian service in
the Government shall be eligible for
framing by, in, or through non-Govern-
ment facilities upon a finding by the head
of his department that postponement of
the training until the employee has com-
pleted one year of current, continuous
civilian service in the Government would
be contrary to the public interest.

(k) To the extent considered justified
by the head of the department con-
cerned, the requirement for applying the
limitations contained in section 12(a)

m' N (3) of the Act may be waived:

(D
? g 13> in>or through non-Government
vaculities that does not exceed forty hours
witnin a single program;

employees receiving training
provided by manufacturers as a part of
nnt ?ormal service incident to initial
pmcnase or lease of their products under
Procurement contracts;
For employees receiving training
correspondence courses.

I¥16 extent he considers justi-

of each department is

tin« er authorized to waive the limita-
® contained in section 12(a) (3) of the
DmJrifmpi°yees serving in work-study

5E_ ams when all of the following con-
ditions are met:

Aah

caiiL T?e employees are serving under
mentsl°f career_c°nditional appoint-

eeln employees are working in the

encpc natural or mathematical sci-
fi? i engineering;

beine- of COUege training are

paid in the programs concerned

Summarizing the department’s;

form

only because the department has found
that the programs cannot operate suc-
cessfully without such payment;

(4) The employees’ expenses of col-
lege training are being paid only to the
extent the department deems necessary
to attract and retain these employees;
and

(5) Only those expenses of the em-
ployees’ college training that are cov-
ered by section 10(2) of the Act are
being paid.

§ 39.306 Agreements to continue in
service.
* * * * *
(C) *  kx  *x llf

(2)
by, in, or through non-Government facil-
ities that does not exceed eighty hours

within a single program;

(Sec. 6, 72 Stat. 329)

United States Civil Serv-
ice Commission,
Mary V. W enzel,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

62-1484; Filed, Feta. 13, 1962;
8:48 a.m.]

Title 7— AGRICULTURE

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

PART 912— GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN
INDIAN RIVER DISTRICT IN FLORIDA

Determination Relative to Expenses
and Fixing of Rate of Assessment
for Initial (1961—62) Fiscal Period

Pursuant to the marketing agreement

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.

and Order No. 912 (7 CFR Part 912),

regulating the handling of grapefruit

For employees assigned to traingrown in the Indian River District in
Florida,

effective under the applicable
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing

Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7

U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of

the proposals submitted by the Indian

River Grapefruit Committee (established

pursuant to said marketing agreement

and order), it is hereby found and deter-
mined that:

§ 912.201 Expenses and rate of assess-
ment for the initial (1961-62)
fiscal period.

(a) Expenses.
reasonable and likely to be incurred by
the Indian River Grapefruit Committee,
established pursuant to the provisions of
the aforesaid marketing agreement and
order, to enable such committee to per-
its functions, in accordance with
the provisions thereof, during the initial

fiscal period beginning January 8, 1962,

and ending July 31, 1962, will amount
to $16,000.

The expenses that are

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of
assessment, which each handler who
first handles fruit shall pay as his pro
rata share of the aforesaid expenses in
accordance with the applicable provi-
sions of said marketing agreement and
order is hereby fixed at one-half cent
($0.0050) per 1% bushel box of fruit, or
its equivalent when packed in other con-
tainers or in bulk, so handled by such
handler during such fiscal period.

(c) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, and engage in public
rule-making procedure, and good cause
exists for not postponing the effective

Employees selected for trainingdate hereof until 30 days after publica-

tion in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C.
1001- 1011) in that (1) shipments of
fresh fruit are now being made; (2) the
relevant provisions of said marketing
agreement and this part require that the
rate of assessment fixed for a particular
fiscal period shall be applicable to all
assessable fruit from the beginning of
such period; and (3) the current fiscal
period began on January 8,1962, and the
rate of assessment herein fixed will au-
tomatically apply to all assessable fruit
beginning with such date.

Terms used in the marketing agree-
ment and order shall, when used herein,
have the same meaning as is given to
the respective term in said marketing
agreement and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674)

Dated: Feb. 8, 1962.

Paul A.Nicholson,
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1474; Filed, Feb.
8:47 a.m.]

13, 1962,

Title 8— ALIENS AND
NATIONALITY

Chapter |— Immigration and Naturali-
zation Service, Department of
Justice

PART 211 —DOCUMENTARY RE-
QUIREMENTS: IMMIGRANTS;
WAIVERS

PART 214— NONIMMIGRANT
CLASSES

Returning Residents and Direct
Transits

The following amendments to Chap-
ter | of Title 8 of the Code of Federal
Regulations are hereby prescribed:

1. The first sentence of §211.1 Visas

is amended to read as follows: “A valid
unexpired immigrant visa shall be pre-
sented by each arriving immigrant'alien
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except an immigrant who (a) was born
subsequent to the issuance of an im-
migrant visa to his accompanying parent
and applies for admission during the
validity of such a visa, or (b) is return-
ing to an unrelinquished lawful perma-
nent residence after a temporary absence
abroad in any places except Albania,
Cuba, Communist portions of China,
Korea, and Viet-Nam and Outer Mon-
golia (1) not exceeding one year and
presents a Form 1-151 alien registration
receipt card duly issued to him, or (2)
and presents a valid unexpired reentry
permit duly issued to him, or (3) and
is the spouse or child of, and has been
residing abroad with, a member of the
Armed Forces of the United States sta-
tioned abroad pursuant to official orders,
or (4) and satisfies the district director
in charge of the port of entry that there
is good cause for the failure to present
the required document, in which case an
application for waiver shall be made on
Form 1-193.”

2. The first sentence of subparagraph
(1) Without visas of paragraph (c)
Transits of §214.2 Special requirements
for admission, extension, and mainte-
nance of status is amended to read as
follows: “Any alien except a citizen and
resident of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Ru-
mania, Bulgaria, Albania, Cuba, Com-
munist-controlled China (“Chinese Peo-
ple’s Republic”), North Korea (“Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea”) the
Soviet Zone of Germany (“German
Democratic Republic”), North Viet-Nam
(“Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam?”),
and Outer Mongolia (“Mongolian Peo-
ple’s Republic”), applying for immediate
and continuous transit through the
United States, must establish that he is
admissible; that he has confirmed and
onward reservations to at least the next
country beyond the United States (ex-
cept that, if seeking to join a vessel or
aircraft in the United States as a crew-
man, the vessel or aircraft will depart
directly foreign, and his departure will
be completed within a maximum of 5
calendar days after his arrival, and, if
joining a vessel, the crewman is in pos-
session of, or makes application upon
arrival for, a Form 1-184 permanent
landing permit and identification card),
and that he has a document establishing
his ability to enter some country other
than the United States.”

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103)

This order shall become effective on
the date of its publication in the Federal
Register. Compliance with the provi-
sions of section 4 of the Administrative
Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C.
1003) as to notice of proposed rule mak-
ing and delayed effective date is con-
trary to the public interest in this
instance because the amendments pre-
scribed by the order affect the internal
security of the United States.

Dated: February 12,1962.

R. F. Farrell,
Commissioner of
Immigration and Naturalization.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1583; Filed, Feb. 13. 1962;
8:52 a.m.]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Title 10— ATOMIC ENERGY

Chapter |— Atomic Energy
Commission

PART 30— LICENSING OF
BYPRODUCT MATERIAL

Miscellaneous Amendments

The Commission is today publishing
in the Federal Register a new regula-
tion entitled, “Part 150— Exemptions and
Continued Regulatory Authority in
Agreement States under Section 274.”
That part contains provisions granting
a general license to any person who holds
a specific license from an agreement
State to conduct the same activity in
a nonagreement State, provided that
specific license does not limit the activ-
ity authorized by the specific license to
specified installations or locations. In
adopting Part 150 the Commission con-
cluded that it would also be desirable
to extend the general licenses contained
in §30.21(c) of this part to devices
manufactured under specific licenses is-
sued by agreement States. The follow-
ing amendments to Part 30 are designed
to accomplish that purpose and reflect
comments received by the Commission
from interested persons and organiza-
tions in response to the notice of pro-
posed adoption of Part 150 published by
the Commission in the Federal Register
on September 29, 1961.

The Commission will welcome sugges-
tions and comments for further changes
in these rules, which should be submitted
to the Secretary, U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Washington 25, D.C.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended and the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act of 1946, the fol-
lowing amendments to 10 CFR Part 30
are published as a document subject to
codification, to be effective on publica-
tion in the Federal Register.

1. The following paragraph is added
to §30.4:

(t) “Agreement State” as designated
in Part 150 of this chapter means any
State with which the Commission has
entered into an effective agreement
under subsection 274.(b) of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. “Non-
agreement State” means any other
State.

2. Paragraph (c) of §30.21 is amended
to read as follows:

(c) (1) Subject to the provisions of
subparagraphs (2) to (6) of this para-
graph (c), a general license is hereby
issued to own, receive, acquire, possess
and use byproduct material when con-
tained in devices designed and manufac-
tured for the purpose of detecting,
measuring, gauging or controlling thick-
ness, density, level, interface location,
radiation, leakage, or qualitative or
quantitative chemical composition, or for
producing light or an ionised atmosphere.

(2)
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph (c)
applies only to devices which have been:

manufacturer of the device pursuant to
8§30.24(f), or, in accordance with the
specifications contained in a specific li-
cense issued to the manufacturer by an
agreement State; and

(i) Installed on the premises of the
general licensee by a person authorized
to install such devices under a specific
license issued to the installer by the
Commission pursuant to this part or by
an agreement State, provided that the
specific license referred to in subdivi-
sion (i) of this subparagraph (2) con-
tains provisions authorizing the transfer
of such devices to, and the installation of
such devices in the premises of, general
licensees.

(3) The general license contained
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph (c)
applies only to devices which (i) are la-
beled in accordance with the provisions
of the specific license which authorizes
the distribution of the device to general
licensees, and (ii) bear a label contain-
ing the following or a substantially sim-
ilar statement which contains the
information called for in the following
statement:

n

This device, generally licensed pursuant
to §30.21(c) of 10 CFR, Part 30, has been
manufactured and distributed pursuant to
license No! issued by
(insert either “Atomic Energy Commission”
or name of agreement State, whichever is
applicable)

(Name of supplier)

4) Persons who own, receive, acquire,
possess or use a device pursuant to the
general license contained in subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph (c):

(i) Shall not transfer, abandon or dis-
pose of the device, except by transfer to
a person authorized by a specific license
from the Commission or an agreement
State to receive such device;

(ii) Shall assure that all labels affixed
to the device at the time of receipt and
bearing the statement, “Removal of this
label is prohibited by regulations of the
Atomic Energy Commission”, are main-
tained thereon and shall comply with all
instructions contained in such labels;

(iii) Shall have the device tested for
leakage of radioactive material and
proper operation of the on-off mecha-
nism and indicator, if any, at no longer
than six-month intervals; provided that
devices containing only krypton need not
be tested for leakage, and devices con-
taining only tritium need not be tested
for any purpose;

(iv) Shall have the tests required by
subdivision (iii) of this subparagraph
and all other services involving the radio-
active material, its shielding and con-
tainment, performed by the supplier or
other person holding a specific license
from the Commission or an agreement
State to manufacture, install or service
such devices;

(v) Shall maintain records of all tests
performed on the d¢vices as required un-
der this section, including the dates and

The general license contained infeésults of the tests and the names of

the persons conducting the tests;
(vi) Upon the occurrence of a failure

(i) Manufactured in accordance witlpf or damage to, or any indication of a

the specifications contained in a specific
license issued by the Commission to the

possible failure of or damage to, th®
shielding or containment of the radio-
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active material or the on-off mechanism
or indicator, shall immediately suspend
operation of the device until it has been
repaired by the supplier or other person
holding a specific license from the Com-
mission or an agreement State to man-
ufacture, install or service such devices,
or disposed of by transfer to a person
authorized to receive the byproduct ma-
terial contained in the device; and

(vii) Shall be exempt from the re-
quirements of Part 20 of this chapter,
except that such persons shall comply
with the provisions of 8§ 20.402 and
20408 of this chapter.

(5) The general license provided in
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph (c)
is subject to the provisions of 8§ 30.32 to
3072, inclusive: Provided, That persons
who possess byproduct material pursuant
to this general license shall not export
such byproduct material without a
specific license from the Commission
authorizing such export.

(6) Any person who holds a specific
license issued by an agreement State
authorizing the holder to manufacture,
install or service a device described in
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph (c)
within such agreement State is hereby
granted a general license to install and
service such device in any nonagreement
State; Provided, That:

(i) Such person shall file a
with the Director, Division of Licensing
and Regulation, Atomic Energy Com-
mission, Washington 25, D.C., within 30
days after the end of each calendar
quarter in which any device is trans-
ferred or installed. Each such report
shall identify each general licensee by
name and address, the type of device
transferred, and the quantity and type
of byproduct material contained in the
device.

(i) The device has been manufac-
tured, labelled, installed, and serviced in
accordance with applicable provisions of
the specific license issued to such person
by the agreement State;

(iif) Such person assures that any
labels required to be affixed to the device
under regulations of the agreement
State which licensed manufacture of the
device bear a statement that “Removal
of this label is prohibited by the regula-
tions of the Atomic Energy Commission”.

,(iv) Shall furnish to each general
licensee to whom he transfers such de-
Mcl or ?n whose premises he installs
such device a copy of the general license
contained in §30.21(c).

fc -»1-161>274- 68 Stat. 935, 948, 73 Stat.
@B»LUs.c. 2111, 2201, 2021)

Dated at Germantown, Md.,
aay of February 1962.

this 7th

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

W ocodford B. M cCool,
Secretary.

[PR D gr.1408: Filed, Feb. 13, 1962
8:50 a.m.]

J°~ EXEMPTI°NS AND CON-
regulatory authority

1T~ greement STATES under
secTION® 574
2Pis T Law 8@~373, dated Septem

,amended the Atomic Energy

FEDERAL REGISTER

of 1954 by the addition of a new section
274, “Cooperation With States.” One
purpose of that legislation was to rec-
ognize the interests of the States in the
peaceful uses of atomic energy and to
clarify the respective responsibilities
under the Atomic Energy Act of the
Commission and the States with respect
to the regulation of byproduct, source,
and special nuclear materials.

Under section 274b. of the Atomic
Energy Act, the Commission is author-
ized to enter into an agreement with the
Governor of any State providing for dis-
continuance of the regulatory authority
of the Commission under Chapters 6, 7,
and 8, and section 161 of the Act with
respect to the following materials within
the State: Byproduct materials, source
materials, and special nuclear materials
in quantities not sufficient to form a
critical mass.

Subsection (c) of section 274 of the
Atomic Energy Act specifically excludes
from such agreements the discontinu-
ance of any Commission authority with
respect to:

1. The construction and operation of
any production or utilization facility;

2. The export from or import into the
United States of any byproduct, source,
or special nuclear material or of any pro-
duction or utilization facility;

report 3. The disposal into the ocean or sea

of byproduct, source, or special nuclear
waste materials as defined in regulations
or orders of the Commission;

4. The disposal of such other byprod-
uct, source, or special nuclear material
as the Commission determines by regula-
tion or order should, because of the haz-
ards or potential hazards thereof, not be
so disposed of without a license from the
Commission.

In addition to the foregoing the Com-
mission, notwithstanding any agreement
between the Commission and any State
pursuant to subsection 274b. of the Act, is
authorized by rule, regulation, or order
to require that the manufacturer, proc-
essor or producer of any equipment,
device, commodity or other product
containing source, byproduct or special
nuclear material shall not transfer pos-
session or control of such product except
pursuant to a license issued by the Com-
mission.

On September 29,1961, the Commission
published for public comment a draft of
a proposed 10 CFR Part 150, which
would relinquish certain licensing au-
thority to agreement States and exempt
persons in those States from Commission
licensing requirements. The Statement
of Considerations published with the
proposed Part 150 stated that the Com-
mission had not taken a position as to
whether it should retain or relinquish to
the States its authority to regulate the
commercial disposal by burial of atomic
wastes, or its authority to license the dis-
tribution by producers of products con-
taining atomic energy materials; and
specifically invited public -comment on
those questions and on possible alterna-
tives.

Following publication, comments were
received from some fifty organizations
and individuals. The proposed Part 150
was discussed with a number of com-
mittees representing national organiza-
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tions, as well as with the Commission’s
Advisory Committee of State Officials.
The majority of all comments received
were concerned in the main with the
question of whether the Commission
should continue control in agreement
States of the commercial land burial of
byproduct, source, or special nuclear
wastes and the question of whether the
Commission should continue control of
transfer by manufacturers, processors
or producers of equipment, devices, com-
modities, or other products containing
agreement materials.

The Commission has taken into con-
sideration the comments and advice it
has received in adopting the regulation
set out herein. The Commission has de-
cided against blanket reservations of
control over land burial of waste and
over the transfer of manufactured
products.

However, as to land burial, the Com-
mission finds, pursuant to section 274
c.(4), of the Act that because of the
hazards or potential hazards thereof,
high level atomic energy wastes from
the chemical processing of irradiated
fuel elements should not be disposed of
without a license from the Commission
This finding is reflected in § 150.15(a)
4). Control over the handling and
storage of waste at the site of a reactor,
including effluent discharge, will be re-
tained by the Commission as a part
of the control of reactor operation. The
states will have control over land burial
of low level wastes.

With respect to whether the Commis-
sion should _retain or relinquish
authority to license the transfer by
manufacturers, processors or producers
of equipment, devices, commodities or
other products containing atomic energy
materials, Part 150 provides for State
regulatory control in this area except
those items intended for use by the gen-
eral public (8 150.15(a) (6)). Thus,
control over the manufacture and trans-
fer of industrial type devices, such as
thickness gauges, would be exercised by
the agreement States.

Control over consumer type devices,
such as luminous watches, would be re-
tained by the Commission. The un-
controlled distribution of atomic ma-
terials in products designed for distribu-
tion to the general public, such as
consumer type devices, and the ultimate
uncontrolled release of these materials,
into the environment, involve questions
of national policy which have not yet
been resolved. It is for this reason that
the Commission is retaining control over
such products. The Commission rec-
ognizes that the phrase “products de-
signed for distribution to the general
public” is not precise. The purpose of
the provision, however, will be discussed
with each agreement State; serious dif-
ficulties in interpretation of the phrase
are not anticipated.

In order to achieve the maximum
degree of uniformity of design and la-
beling requirements for those products
and device™ which will be under State
control, the agreement to be executed
between the Commission and an agree-
ment State will provide for cooperative
arrangements under which the State
will keep the Commission informed of



1352

proposed requirements for the design
and distribution of such products. In
addition, the State will agree to use its
best efforts to maintain its total control
program compatible with the control
program of the Commission on a con-
tinuing basis.

The agreement will also provide that
the Commission and the agreement State
will use their best efforts to develop
rules, regulations and procedures by
which reciprocal recognition of licenses
covering agreement materials will be
accorded.

In the implementation of the recipro-
cal recognition provision in the agree-
ment, §150.20 grants a general license
to any person who holds a valid specific
license from an agreement State to con-
duct the same activity in a non-agree-
ment State, provided that the specific
license does not limit the activity au-
thorized by the license to specific instal-
lations or locations. The general license
so provided in § 150.20 requires the li-
censee to comply with the appropriate
provisions of Parts 20, 30, 31, 40, and 70
of Title 10. In addition, such licensee
must register in advance with the Com-
mission; must not in any non-agreement
State, transfer or dispose of the radio-
active material possessed or used under
the general license except by transfer
to a person specifically licensed by the
Commission to receive such material;
must not in any non-agreement State,
possess or use radioactive material, or
engage in the activity authorized ip
§ 150.20 for more than 20 days in any
period of 12 consecutive months, with-
out obtaining a specific license from the
Commission, and must comply with all
terms and conditions of the specific
State license except those terms and con-
ditions as are contrary to the require-
ments of § 150.20.

There are certain classes of devices
containing byproduct material which
may be used under general licensing pro-
visions contained in Part 30, §30.21(c),
if the device is manufactured in accord-
ance with a Specific license issued to the
manufacturer by the Commission. Part
30 is being amended to provide that such
products, if manufactured in an agree-
ment State pursuant to a specific license
from the agreement State, may be trans-
ferred to users in non-agreement States
and used by the users under the general
licensing provisions of Part 30.

The Commission’s decision not to ex-
ercise its authority to license the trans-
fer of products containing atomic energy
materials (other than products designed
for distribution to the general public) is
based on the assumption that agreement
States will maintain continuing com-
patibility between their programs and
Commission programs; and that proce-
dures will be devised assuring reason-
able, reciprocal recognition of licenses
and licensing requirements among such
States and the Commission. If attain-
ment of these objectives should prove
to be unfeasible, the Commission will
reconsider the need for the exercise of
its authority to prescribe the specifica-
tions for products containing atomic
energy materials.
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It will be desirable for the Commission
and agreement States to develop pro-
grams for the collection and exchange of
data concerning the effectiveness of
standards and procedures observed in
their respective programs for licensing
and regulating the possession and use
of atomic energy materials. For this
purpose, the Commission plans, in co-
operation with the agreement States, to
develop procedures under which the
agreement States will furnish to the
Commission such information as may
be agreed upon from time to time; and
the Commission will make available to
each agreement State, summaries of the
information received from other agree-
ment States and from Commission
licensees.

As has previously been announced, the
Commission is conducting studies of ac-
tivities involving the processing and use
of very substantial quantities of byprod-
uct material (in the order of hundreds
of thousands of curies). These studies
have been undertaken in part to provide
information on which the Commission
may make a determination as to whether
provisions of the Price-Anderson Indem-
nity Act (section 170 of the Atomic En-
ergy Act of 1954) should be extended to
such activities. They have also been
undertaken for the purpose of providing
information as to whether the Commis-
sion should determine that facilities
which process such quantities of by-
product material are production or uti-
lization facilities within the meaning of
Section 11 of the Act. If the Commis-
sion finds that such facilities should be
classified as utilization facilities, the
Commission’s licensing and regulatory
requirements would be applicable. The
provisions of the Price-Anderson In-
demnity Act cannot be made applicable
except to activities licensed by the
Commission.

The exemptions herein granted are
issued in order to carry out agreements
between the Commission and the Gov-
ernor of any State under section 274b.
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, and the Administra-
tive Procedure Act of 1946, the following
regulation is published as a document
subject to codification, to be effective on
publication in the Federal Register.

General Provisions

Sec.

150.1 Purpose.

150.2  Scope.

150.3 Definitions.

150.4 Communications.
150.5 Interpretations.

Exemptions in Agreement States

150.10 Persons exempt.
150.11 Critical mass.
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150.15 Persons not exempt.
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Enforcement

150.30 Violations.

Authority: 88 150.1 to 150.30 issued under
secs. 161 and 274, 68 Stat. 948; and 73 Stat.
688, 42 U.S.C. 2201 and 42 U.S.C. 2021.

General Provisions
§ 150.1

The regulations in this part provide
certain exemptions to persons in agree-
ment States from the licensing require-
ments contained in Chapters 6, 7, and 8
of the Act and from the regulations of
the Commission imposing requirements
upon persons who receive, possess, use
or transfer byproduct material, source,
or special nuclear material in quantities
not sufficient to form a critical mass;
and to define activities in agreement
States over which the regulatory au-
thority of the Commission continues.
The provisions of the Act, and regula-
tions of the Commission apply to all
persons in agreement States engaging in
activities over which the regulatory au-
thority of the Commission continues.

§ 150.2 Scope.

The regulations in this part apply to
all States that have entered into agree-
ments with the Commission pursuant
to subsection 274b of the Act.

§ 150.3

As used in this part:

(a) “Act” means the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 919) including any
amendments thereto;

(b) *“Agreement State” means any
State with which the Commission has
entered into an effective agreement
under subsection 274b of the Act;

(c) “Byproduct material” means any
radioactive material (except special nu-
clear material) yielded in or made radio-
active by exposure to the radiation inci-
dent to the process of producing or
utilizing special nuclear material;

(d) “Commission” means the Atomic
Energy Commission or its duly author-
ized representatives;

(e) “Government agency” means any
executive department, commission, in-
dependent establishment, corporation,
wholly or partly owned by the United
States of America which is an instru-
mentality of the United States, or any
board, bureau, division, service, office,
officer, authority, administration, or
other establishment in the executive
branch of the Government.

(f) “Person” means (1) any individ-
ual, corporation, partnership, firm, asso-
ciation, trust, estate, public or private
institution, group, agency, any State or
any political subdivision of any political
entity within a State, and any legal suc-
cessor, representative, agent, or agency
of the foregoing other than Government
agencies” A

(g) “Production facility” means (1)
any equipment or device determined by
rule of the Commission to be capable of
the production of special nuclear mate-
rial in such quantity as to be of signifi-
cance to the common defense ana
security, or in such manner as to affect
the health and safety of the public; or
(2) any important component part es-
pecially designed for such equipment or
device as determined by the Commission.

(h) “Source material” means
uranium, thorium, or any other mate-
rial which is determined by the col“"
mission pursuant to the provisions
section 61 of the Act to be source ma

Purpose.

Definitions.
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rial; or (2) ores containing one or more
of the foregoing materials, in such con-
centration as the Commission may by
regulation determine from time to time;

(i) “Special nuclear material” means
() plutonium, uranium enriched in the
isotope 233 or in the isotope 235, and
any other material which the Commis-
sion, pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 51 of the Act, determines to be spe-
cial nuclear material,, but does not
include source *material; or (2) any
material artificially enriched by any of
the foregoing, but does not include
source material;

(j) “State” means any State, Terri-
tory, or possession of the United States,
the Canal Zone, Puerto Rico, and the
District of Columbia;

(k) “Utilization facility” means (1)
any equipment or device, except an
atomic weapon, determined by rule of
the Commission to be capable of making
use of special nuclear material in such
quantity as to be of significance to the
common defense and security, or in such
manner as to affect the health and safety
of the public, or peculiarly adapted for
making use of atomic energy in such
quantity as to be of significance to the
common defense and security, or in
such manner as to affect the health and
safety of the public; or (2) any im-
portant component part especially de-
signed for such equipment or device as
determined by the Commission.

§150.4 Communications.

All communications concerning the
regulations of this part should be
addressed to the United States Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington 25,
D.C., Attention: Division of Licensing
and Regulation. Communications and
reports may be delivered in person at the
Commission’s office at 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C., or its offices at
Germantown, Maryland.

§150.5

Except as specifically authorized by
the Commission in writing, no interpre-
tation of the meaning of the regula-
tions in this part by an officer or em-
ployee of the Commission other than a
written interpretation by the General
counsel will be recognized to be binding
upon the Commission.

Interpretations.

Exemptions in Agreement States

§150.10 Persons exempt.

Except as provided in § 150.15, ar
person in an agreement State who mai
nscftures> Produces, receives, possesse
,m® or transfers byproduct materii
tBric?6- material>or special nuclear ms
a ,,5i.in .Quantities not sufficient to for:
rmiviviCa* mass is exempt from the ri
q e?ents for a license contained

7 and, 8 of the Act’ resuh
n,, .e Commission imposing licen

mam,feqidrernents upon persons wl
u25t?Urf’ Produce, receive, posses
remiia+ rans”er suc”™ materials, and fro
to iinlions of Commission applicab
ScfiH R *The exemptions in th

Pedproi 1° no”™ aPP” to agencies of tl
eaera,l government as defined in § 150.
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§ 150.11 Critical mass.
(a) For the purposes of this part
special nuclear material in quantities

not sufficient to form a critical mass
means uranium enriched in the isotope
U-235 in quantities not exceeding 350
grams of contained U-235; uranium-233
ip quantities not exceeding 200 grams;
plutonium in quantities not exceeding
200 grams; or any combination of them
in accordance with the following for-

175 (grams contained U-235) 50
350

(b)
tion granted in § 150.10 of this part ap-
plies, a person shall include in the quan-
tity computed according to paragraph
(a) of this section the total quantity of
special nuclear material which he is au-
thorized to receive, possess or use in a
particular agreement State at any one
time.

Continued Commission Regulatory
Authority in Agreement States

§ 150.15

(a) Persons in agreement States are
not exempt from the Commission’s li-
censing and regulatory requirements
with respect to the following activities:

(1) The construction and operation of
any production or utilization facility.
As used in this subparagraph (1), “op-
eration” of a facility includes, but is not
limited to (i) the storage and handling
of radioactive wastes at the facility site
by the person licensed to operate the fa-
cility, and (ii) the discharge of radio-
active effluents from the facility site.

(2) The export from or import into
the United States of byproduct, source,
or special nuclear material, or of any
production or utilization facility.

(3) The disposal into the ocean or sea
of byproduct, source, or special nuclear
waste materials, as defined in regulations
or orders of.the Commission. For pur-
poses of this part, ocean or sea means
any part of the territorial waters of the
United States and any part of the in--
ternational waters.

(4) The transfer, storage or disposal
of radioactive waste material resulting
from the separation in a production fa-
cility of special nuclear material from
irradiated nuclear reactor fuel. This
subparagraph (4) does not apply to the
transfer, storage or disposal of con-
taminated equipment.

(5) The disposal of such other by-
product, source, or special nuclear ma-
terial as the Commission determines by
regulation or order should, because of
the hazards or potential hazards thereof,
not be so disposed of without a license
from the Commission.

(6) The transfer of possession or
control by the manufacturer, processor,
or producer of any equipment, device,
commodity, or other product containing
source, byproduct, or special nuclear ma-
terial, intended for use by the general
public.

Persons not exempt.

To determine whether the exemp-
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mula: For each kind of special nuclear
material, determine the ratio between
‘the quantity of that special nuclear ma-
terial and the quantity specified above
for the same kind of special nuclear
material. The sum of such ratios for
all kinds of special nuclear materials
in combination shall not exceed unity.
For example, the following quantities in
combination would not exceed the lim-
itation and are within the formula, as
follows:

(grams U-233)~50 (grams Pu)
200 200

(b)
provided in this part, the Commission
may from time to time by rule, regula-
tion, or order, require that the manufac-
turer, processor, or producer of any
equipment, device, commodity, or other
product containing source, byproduct, or
special nuclear material shall not trans-
fer possession or control of such product
except pursuant to a license or an ex-
emption from licensing issued by the
Commission.

Reciprocity"”
§ 150.20 Recognition of State licenses.1

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graph (b) of this section, any person
who possesses a specific license from an
agreement State is hereby granted a gen-
eral license to conduct the same activity
in non-agreement States: Provided, That
the specific license does not limit the ac-
tivity authorized by the license to spec-
ified installations or locations.

(b) Notwithstanding any provision to
the contrary in any specific license issued
by an agreement State to a person who
engages in activities in a non-agreement
State under a general license provided in
this section, the general license provided
in this section is subject to Jthe provisions
of 88 30.32, 30.41, 30.43, 30.44, 30.51, 30.52,
and 30.61 of Part 30 of this chapter;
8§ 40.41, 40.61 to 40.63, inclusive, 40.71
and 40.81 of Part 40 of this chapter; and
8§ 70.32, 70.51 to 70.56 inclusive, 70.61,
70.62, and 70.71 of Part 70 of this chap-
ter; and to the provisions of Part 20 and
Part 31 of this chapter. In addition, any
person who engages in activities in non-
agreement States under a general license
provided in this section:

(1) Shall file AEC Form No. 241 (“Re-
port of Proposed Activities in Non-agree-
ment States”) in quadruplicate with the
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash-
ington 25, D.C., Attentioii: Director,
Division of Licensing and Regulation,
prior to engaging in any such activity;

(2) Shall not in any non-agreement
State transfer or dispose of radioactive
material possessed or used under the

1Part 30 of this chapter is being amended
to generally license the use and possession
by persons in non-agreement States of cer-
tain devices containing byproduct material
manufactured in an agreement State in ac-
cordance with the specifications in the spe-
cific license issued to the manufacturer by
the agreement State.

Notwithstanding any exemptions
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general license provided in this section
except by transfer to a person specifically
licensed by the Commission to receive
such material;

(3) Shall not possess or use radio-
active material, or engage in the activ-
ities authorized in paragraph (a) of this
section for more than 20 days in any
period of 12 consecutive months;

(4) sShall comply with all terms and
conditions of the specific license issued
by an agreement State except such terms
or conditions as are contrary to the re-
quirements of this section.

Enforcement
§ 150.30 Violations.

An injunction or other court order may
be obtained prohibiting any violation of
any provision of the Act or any regula-
tion or order issued thereunder. Any
person who willfully violates any provi-
sions of the Act or any regulation or
order issued thereunder may be guilty of
a crime and, upon conviction, may be
punished by fine or imprisonment, or
both, as provided by law.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 7th
day of February 1962.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

W oodford B. McCool,

Secretary.

Feb. 13, 1962;

[F.R. Doc. 62-1497; Filed,

8:50 a.m.]

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter Ill— Federal Aviation Agency
SUBCHAPTER E— AIR NAVIGATION
REGULATIONS
[Airspace Docket No. 61-LA-4]

PART 600— DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS

PART 601— DESIGNATION OF CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, REPORTING
POINTS, POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE
SEGMENTS, AND POSITIVE CON-
TROL AREAS

PART 608— SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE

Alteration of Federal Airways, Control
Area Extension, Alteration and Des-
ignation of Restricted Areas and
Designation of Transition Area

On December 5, 1961, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
Federal Register (26 F.R. 11494) stating
the Federal Aviation Agency was con-
sidering amendments to Part 601 and
8§ 600.6006, 600.6105, 600.6494, 600.1545,
601.1357 and 608.48 of the regulations of
the Administrator, which wouldi

1. Revoke the Fallon, Nev., Restricted
Area R-4803 and replace it with two re-
stricted areas of lesser dimensions identi-
fied as R-4803 and R-4810.

2. Alter the Fallon, Nev., Restricted
Area R-4804 by designating the area
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with a circular configuration and change
its name to Twin Peaks, Nev.

3. Designate the Federal Aviation
Agency, Oakland, Calif., ARTC Center
as the controlling agency for R-4803,
R-4804 and R-4810.

4. Alter the description of low altitude
VOR Federal airways Nos. 494 and 6
south alternate to exclude the portions
within Rr-4803.

5. Delete the reference to R-268 in the
description of low altitude VOR Federal
airway No. 105 and expand intermediate
altitude VOR Federal airway No. 1545
to its normal width between the Coal-

dale, Nev., VOR and the Reno, Nev.,
VOR.
6. Expand the Fallon, Nev., control

area extension by including additional
airspace southeast and northwest of
Fallon.

7. Designate a transition area near
Yerington, Nev.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendments.

Subsequent to the publication of the
notice, it has been determined that the
centerline of the extension of R-4803,
as proposed, should be 349.5° in lieu of
349° as stated in the notice. This
change, being minor in nature, is re-
flected in the action taken herein.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the rules herein adopted and
due consideration has been given to all
relevent matter presented.

The substance of the proposed amend-
ments having been published, therefore
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582)
and for the reasons stated in the notice,
the following actions are taken:

C. R-4810 Desert Mountains, Nev., is
added to read:

R-4810 Desert Mountains, Nev.

Boundaries. A 5-nautical mile radius
circle centered at latitude 39°10'00" N,
longitude 118°37'30" W.; and a 3-nautical
mile radius circle centered at latitude 39°-
09'15" N., longitude 118°42'20" W.

Designated altitudes. Surface to flight
level 300.

Time of designation. One hour prior to
sunrise to one hour after sunset, Monday
through Friday.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Agency, Oakland ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Naval Air

Bases, 12th Naval District, Alameda, Calif.

2. In the text of §600.6006 (14 CFR
600.6006, 26 F.R, 11823) “to the Idlewild,
N.Y., VORTAC.” is deleted and “to the
Idlewild, N.Y., VORTAC, excluding the
airspace within R-4803.” is substituted
therefor.

3. In the text of §600.6105 (14 CFR
600.6105) “The portion of this airway
which lies within the geographic limits
of, and betweeh the designated altitudes
of, the Fallon, Nev., Restricted Area
(R-268) is excluded during this re-
stricted area’s time of designation.” is
dclcl/Cd

4. In the text of §600.6494 (26 F.R.
11824) *“excluding the airspace within
R-4802.” is deleted and “excluding the
airspace within R-4802 and R-4803.” is
substituted therefor.

5. In the text of §600.1545 (26 F.R.
1086) “INT of the Reno, Nev., VOR 135
and the Lovelock, Nev., VOR 195° ra-
dials; thence 8 mile wide airway to the
INT of the Reno VOR 135° and the
Lovelock VOR 210° radials; thence to
the Reno VOR.” is deleted and “to the
Reno, Nev., VOR.” is substituted there-

1 In §608.48 Nevada (26 F.R. 7197)for.

the following changes are made:
a. R-4803 Fallon, Nev., is amended to
read:

R-4803 Fallon, Nev.

Boundaries. A 3-nautical mile radius
circle centered at latitude 39°20'40" N.,
longitude 118°52'15" W.; and within 3 nauti-
cal miles W and 2 nautical miles E of a line
extending 349.5° True from the center to 15
nautical miles NNW.

Designated altitudes. Surface to 8,000
feet MSL N, and surface to 18,000 feet MSL S
of a line extending from latitude 39°27'40"
N., longitude 118°57'55" W. to latitude
39°30'20" N., longitude 118°51'55" W.

Time of designation. Continuous, Monday
through Saturday.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Agency, Oakland ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Naval Air

Bases, 12th Naval District, Alameda, Calif.

b. R-4804 Fallon, Nev., is amended to
read:

R-4804 Twin Peaks, Nev.

Boundaries. A 5-nautical mile radius
circle centered at latitude 39.°13'00" N.,
longitude 118°12'42" W.; and a 3-nautical
mile radius circle centered at latitude 39°-
14'15" N., longitude 118°17'30" W.

Designated altitudes. Surface to 20,000
feet MSL.

Time of designation.
through Saturday.

Continuous, Monday

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Agency, Oakland ARTC Center.
Using agency. Commander, Naval Air

Bases, 12th Naval District, Alameda, Calif.

6. Section 601.1357 (14 CFR 601.1357)
is amended to read:

§ 601.1357 Control
(Fallon, Nev.).

area extension

That airspace within 12 miles NE and
8 miles SW of the NAAS Fallon TACAN
146° radial, extending from the TACAN
to 54 miles SE; within 5 miles either side
of the NAAS Fallon TACAN 037° radial,
extending from the TACAN to 29 miles
NE; and within 16 miles N and 7 miles S
of the NAAS Fallon TACAN 089 and
269° radials, extending from 8 miles E
of the TACAN to a line extending from
latitude 39°06'00" N, longitude 119°10;-
00" W. to latitude 40°00'00" N., longi-
tude 118°57'00" W. The portions of this
control area extension within R-4803,
R-4804 and R-4810 shall be used only
after obtaining prior approval from
appropriate authority.

7. In Part 601 (14 CFR Part 601), the
following section is added:

8§ 601.10953 Yerington, Nev., transition
area.

That airspace extending Upward from
1200 feet above the surface withm ns
miles SW and 8 miles NE of the Reno
Nev., VOR 135° radial extending from m
miles NW to 22 miles SE of the INT oi
the Reno VOR 135° and the Lovelocx,
Nev., VOR 197° radials.
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These amendments shall become effec-
tive 0001 e.s.t. April 5, 1962.

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

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru-
ary 7, 1962.
D. D. Thomas,
Director, Air Traffic Service.

[FR Doc. 62-1457; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:45 a.m.j

[Airspace Docket No. 60-LA-90]

PART 600— DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS

PART 608— SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE

Designation of Restricted Area and
Alteration of Federal Airway

On November 8, 1961, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
Federal Register (26 F.R. 10520), stat-
ing the Federal Aviation Agency was
considering amendments to 8§ 600.1668
and 608.70 which would designate a re-
stricted area near Guernsey, Wyo., and
alter intermediate altitude VOR Federal
airway No. 1668 by reducing its width
from 16 miles to 14 miles to provide re-
quired lateral separation with the pro-
posed Guernsey, Wyo., Restricted Area.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendments.

Although the notice stated that, should
this action be taken, the Denver ARTC
Center would be designated as the con-
trolling agency for the Guernsey Re-
stricted Area, it has been determined
that no requirement exists in this re-
stricted area for the control of IFR traf-
fic. Therefore, because better service can
be provided to transiting VFR traffic
through communications with the ad-
jacent Flight Service Station, action is
taken herein to designate the Casper,
Wyo., Flight Service Station as the con-
trolling agency.

Subsequent to publication of the no-
tice, the description of VOR Federal air-
way No. 1668 was altered by changing
the name of the Rock River, Wyo., VOR
w the Medicine Bow, Wyo., VOR (26
FJR. 11823), effective February 8, 1962.
Therefore, the action taken herein to
alter the description of V-1668 by reduc-
ing its width will reflect this name
change.

Interested persons have been afforded
tt opportunity to participate in the

axing of the rules herein adopted, and
ue consideration has been given to all
relevant matter presented.

m be substance of the proposed amend-
hf ving been Published, therefore,

the authority delegated to

me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582)
, ,,ior the reasons stated herein and

taken- notlce’ the following actions are

thJ'fS 5®08-70 Wyoming (26 F.R. 7204)
me following is added:

R-7001 Guernsey, Wyo

SO-0S~T- BeSinning at latitude
tude 42°30 N ? “ ud? 104°54'30" W.; to :
lon8itUde 104°40'00"
w.- to 23.00" N >longitude 104°40
45'00" w <tiUde ¥2719'00" N., longitude 1
W., to latitude 42°18'00" N., longH
No. 3L—a
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104°45'00" W.; to latitude 42°19'30" N.,
longitude 104<51'00" W.; to latitude 42°24'-
00" N., longitude 104°54'30" W.; to the point
of beginning.

Designated altitudes.
feet MSL.

Time of desighation. 0700 to 2200 m.s.t.,
May 15 through September 5.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Agency, Casper, Wyo., Flight Service Station.

Using agency. Adjutant General, State of
Wyoming.

2. Section 600.1668 (26 F.R. 11823)
amended to read:

§ 600.1668 VOR Federal
1668 (Medicine Bow,
Chadron, Nebr.).

From the Medicine Bow, Wyo., VOR;
14-mile wide airway to the Chadron,
Nebr., VOR.

These amendments shall become ef-
fective 0001 e.s.t. April 5, 1962.

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

Surface to 23,500

airway No.
Wyo., to

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru-
ary 7,1962.
D. D. Thomas,
Director, Air Traffic Service.

62-1458; FUed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:45a.m.]

Title 16— COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter I— Federal Trade Commission
[Docket C-5]

[F.R. Doc.

part 13— prohibited trade
PRACTICES

Jerome Kramer and J. C. Kramer
Furrier

»

Subpart— Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart— Misbranding or mislabeling:
§13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu-
toryrequirements: § 13.1212-30FurProd-
ucts Labeling Act. Subpart— Neglecting,
unfairly or deceptively, to make material
disclosure: §13.1845 Composition:
§ 13.1845-30 Fur Products Labeling Act;
§13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: §13.1852-35 Fur
Products Labeling Act; 8§ 13.1865 Manu-
facture or preparation: 8§ 13.1865-40 Fur
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1886 Quality,
grade or type; § 13.1900 Source or origin:
§ 13.1900-40 Fur Products Labeling Act:
§13.1900-40(b) Place.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec.
8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease and

desist order, J. C. Kramer Furrier, Erie, Pa.,
Docket C-5, Oct. 17, 1961]

Consent order requiring an Erie, Pa.,
furrier to cease violating the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act by failing, in labeling,
invoicing, anji advertising fur products,
to show the true name'of the fur and
the country of origin of imported furs;
failing to show, in labeling and adver-
tising, when a fur product was composed
of cheap or waste fur, and to disclose in
invoicing when fur was dyed; and failing
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in other respects to comply with require-
ments of the Act.

The order to cease and desist, to-
gether with further order requiring re-
port of compliance therewith, is as
follows:

It is ordered, That Jerome Kramer, an
individual trading as J. C. Kramer Fur-
rier, or under any other trade name and
respondent’s representatives, agents and

. employees, directly or through any cor-
Sorate or other device,

in connection
with the introduction into commerce, or
the sale, advertising, or offering for sale
in commerce, or the transportation or
distribution in commerce of fur products,
or in connection with the sale, advertis-
ing, offering for sale, transportation, or
distribution of fur products which are
made in whole or in part of fur which
has been shipped and received in com-
merce, as “commerce”, “fur” and “fur
product” are defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and
desist from:

1. Misbranding fur products by:

A. Failing to affix labels to fur prod-
ucts showing in words and figures plainly
legible all the information required to
be disclosed by each of the subsections
of section 4(2) of the Fur Products
Labeling Act.

B. Setting forth on labels affixed to
fur products:

1. Information required under section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the rules and regulations promul-
gated thereunder in abbreviated form.

2. Information required under section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the rules and regulations promul-
gated thereunder mingled with non-
required information.

3. Information required under section
4(2) of the Fur Products Labeling Act
and the rules and regulations promul-
gated thereunder in handwriting.

C. Affixing to fur products labels that
do not comply with the minimum size
requirements of one and three-quarter
inches by two and three-quarter inches.

D. Failing to set forth all the informa-
tion required under section 4(2) of the
Fur Products Labeling Act and the rules
and regulations promulgated thereunder
on one side of such labels.

E. Failing to set forth separately on
labels affixed to fur products composed
of two or more sections containing dif-
ferent animal furs the information re-
quired under section 4(2) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the rules and
regulations promulgated thereunder
with respect to the fur comprising each
section.

F. Failing to 'set forth on labels the
item number or mark assigned to a fur
product.

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur

products by:

A. Failing to furnish invoices to pur-
chasers of fur products showing in words
and figures plainly legible all the infor-
mation required to be disclosed by each
of the subsections of section 5(b)(1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

B. Setting forth information required
under section 5(b) (1) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act and the rules and
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regulations promulgated thereunder in
abbreviated form.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The definition of an “independent pro-
ducer” set forth in the marginlis of

C. Failing to set forth on invoices th&articular significance because we have

item number or mark assigned to a fur
product.

3. Falsely or deceptively advertisin¢

fur products through the use of any
advertisement, representation, public
announcement or notice which is in-
tended to aid, promote or assist, directly
or indirectly, in the sale, or offering for
sale of fur products, and which:

A. Fails to disclose:

1. The name or names of the animal
or animals producing the fur or furs
contained in the fur product as set forth
in the Fur Products Name Guide and as
prescribed by the Rules and Regulations.

2. That the fur product contains or is
composed of bleached, dyed or otherwise
artificially colored fur when such is the
fact.

3. The name of the country of origin
of any imported fur contained in a fur
product.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon him of this order,
file with the Commission a report in
writing setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which he has complied
with this order.

Issued: October 17,1961.

By the Commission.

[seal] Joseph W. Shea,
Secretary..
[F.R. Doc. 62-1466; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:46 a.m.]

Title 18— CONSERVATION
OF POWER

Chapter |— Federal Power
Commission

[Order 243; Docket No. R-206]

PART 154— RATE SCHEDULES AND
TARIFFS

PART 157— APPLICATIONS FOR CER-
TIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVEN-
IENCE AND NECESSITY UNDER SEC-
TION 7 OF THE NATURAL GAS ACT,
AS AMENDED

Independent Producers of Natural
Gas; Definition; Temporary Au-
thorizations, Procedure

February 8, 1962.

In this proceeding the Commission has
under consideration (1) a redefining of
the term “independent producer” as the
term is used in Parts 154 and 157 of its
regulations, and (2) a revision of its
procedures with respect to the issuance
of temporary authorizations to inde-
pendent producers pursuant to section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act.

provided for simplified regulations for
producers as distinguished from pipeline
ompanies. Thus, producers are exempt
rom the comprehensive reporting and
accounting obligations required of the
pipeline companies.2

We have learned from experience how-
ever, that some.companies operate lines
for the interstate transportation of
natural gas under circumstances- which
require that they be more strictly regu-
lated. If a company is engaged in
activities which go beyond production
and gathering, the public interest re-
quires that it be regulated as a pipeline
company.

Before a producer may begin service
under a temporary authorization issued
pursuant to § 157.28 there must be on file
an effective rate schedule covering the
proposed service filed not less than 30
days prior to the date service is to begin.
However, in order to speed the initiation
of emergency operations, paragraph (d)
of the rule provides an automatic waiver
of the 30-day filing requirements of
8§ 154.92(b) and 154.94(b). The Com-
mission believes that in the present cir-
cumstances it should itself consider ap-
plications for waiver. Accordingly, we
order herein the revocation of § 157.28(d)
which reads as follows:

(d)
ceptance of the rate filing and the state-
ments made under this section shall con-
stitute a waiver by the Commission of the.
30-day advance filing requirements of
§154.92(b) or 154.94(b), and the pro-
posed temporary sales or transportation
may proceed forthwith.

Since a currently effective delegation
of authority to the Secretary3to issue the
notice provided for in the revoked sec-
tion is no longer necessary, it should be
revoked as herein provided.

The Commission finds:

(1) Amendment of the regulations as
herein ordered is appropriate andneces-
sary for carrying out the provisions of
the Natural Gas Act.

(2) The amendments herein ordered
represent matters of practice and pro-
cedure which do not require notice or
hearing under section 4(a) of the Ad-
ministrative Procedure Act.

(3) The reasons for the amendments
herein adopted, as expressed above, re-
quire that they be made effective as here-
inafter ordered.

The Commission, acting pursuant to
authority granted by sections 4, 7, and 16

1Section 154.91(a) provides that:

An “independent producer” as that term
is used in this part means any person as
defined in the Natural Gas Act who is en-
gaged in the production or gathering of nat-
ural gas and who transports natural gas in
interstate commerce or sells natural gas in
interstate commerce for resale, but who is not
primarily engaged in the operation of an in-
terstate pipeline.

*See Order No. 174-B, 13 FPC 1576, order-
ing clause (D), at page 1585.

3lssued Dec. 26, 1956, 22 F.R. 12, and in-
cluded in the Commission’s Statement of Or-
ganization, paragraph 5 (a) (13), 21 FPC 601
at 604.

Notice by the Secretary of the ac-

of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.SC 717c
717f, 7170), orders:

(A) Parts 154 and 157 of Subchapter
E, Regulations Under the Natural Gas
Act, Chapter | of Title 18 of the Code
of Federal Regulations, are amended as
follows:

1. Section 154.91, paragraph (a) is
amended to read as follows:

(a) Definition. An “independent pro-
ducer” as that term is used in this part
means any person as defined in the Nat-
ural Gas Act who is engaged in the
production or gatheringlof natural gas
and who sells natural gas in interstate
commerce for resale, but who is not en-
gaged in the transportation of natural
gas (other than gathering) by pipeline in
interstate commerce.

2. In 8157.28, paragraph
voked.

(B) The above-described delegation of
authority to the Secretary issued De-
cember 26, 1956, 22 F.R. 12, is revoked
effective April 2,1962.

(C) The amendments prescribed by
paragraph (A) 1, above, shall become ef-
fective upon the issuance of this order.

CD) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the Federal Register.

is re-

(d)

By the Commission.

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1465; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962

8:46 a.m.]

[Order 242; Docket No. R-203]

PART 154— RATE SCHEDULES AND
TARIFFS

PART 157— APPLICATIONS FOR CER-
TIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVEN-
IENCE AND NECESSITY UNDER SEC-
TION 7 OF THE NATURAL GAS ACT,
AS AMENDED

Rejection of Sales Contracts Contain-
ing Indefinite Escalation Clauses
and of Applications Relying Upon
Such Contracts for Gas Supply

February 8,1962.

In this proceeding the Commission has
under consideration the amendment of
§§ 154.93, 157.14(a) (10) Exhibit H(v),
and 157.25, Subchapter E, Regulations
Under the Natural Gas Act, Chapter |
of Title 18, Code of Federal Regulations.

By Order No. 232A, issued March 31
1961 (26 F.R. 2850, 25 FPC 609), the
Commission amended § 154.93 of its
regulations so as to provide that in-
definite price escalation clauses in sales
contracts executed on or after April 3
1961, for the sale or transportation of
natural gas subject to the jurisdiction
of the Commission, would be inoperative
and of no effect at law. The amend-
ments herein adopted provide for u)
the rejection of contracts containing
such indefinite escalation clauses,
the rejection of applications by producer
for certificates of public convenience an
necessity relying for a gas supply up
contracts containing such indefinite e -
calatidn provisions, and (3). the co
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mission’s refusal to consider such con-
tracts submitted in support of certificate
applications by pipeline companies.

Public notice of proposed rulemaking
was given by publication in the Federal
Register on October 10, 1961 (26 F.R.
9732), and by mailing copies thereof to
interested persons, including natural gas
companies, and to State and Federal
agencies. In response to such notice,
numerous comments were submitted.
These comments have been carefully
considered but, for the reasons set forth
below, we adhere to the substance of the
amendments as originally proposed.

A number of parties contend that the
promulgation of these regulations would
be unlawful and beyond the powers
granted to the Commission by the Natu-
ral Gas Act. We conclude, however, that
sections 4, 5, and 7 of the Natural Gas
Act contemplate that the Commission
will refuse to approve contractual pro-
visions found adverse to the public in-
terest. Section 16 of the Act, of course,
authorizes the Commission to issue
rules and regulations of general appli-
cability found necessary or appropriate
tocarry out the provisions of the Act.

Protection of the public interest is the
touchstone of our regulatory powers un-
der the Natural Gas Act. The Commis-
sion’s obligation under the Act to the
natural gas companies, as one segment
of the public whose interest is to be pro-
tected, does not compel it to acquiesce in
the use of contracts which carry pro-
visions incompatible with a scheme of
effective rate regulation. To be sure,
the proposed rule will have impact upon
contractual practices which have been
fairly widespread. But the real issue
is not one of “freedom of contract”;
the question is whether the rule is ra-
tionally related to a condition which re-
quires correction if regulatory objectives
embraced by the statute are to be
achieved. See American Trucking As-
sociations v, United States, 344 U.S. 298.
In our view, the rule we adopt fully
meets this test.

. ~eld 'n Ne Oil casel that
indefinite escalation clauses are contrary

0 the public interest and restated this
conclusion in Order No. 232A. Increases
AnP~°+Ucer pr*ces triggered by indefinite
a ® I clauses, have resulted in a
Th «2 a’most simultaneous filings,
shirff *Hngs kear no apparent relation-
mup to the economic requirements of the
rLc &GP who file them* The Natural
i3 Ac" contemplates that prices, to be

re®son&ble, be related to eco-
dpfinff needs; .The elimination of in-
ofnn,,« esca*ati°n provisions does not,
anwiih86' cut °® other avenues by which
]‘nr." T er aly Biake provision for filing
oriacreased rates.
clanso”™v, Under indefinite escalation
tion of thaV j CtenNted a significant por-
whirh administrative burdens under
The Mot,Jl8Gommission is laboring today,
rate G”s Act contemplates that
is econr™ SeSShailbe sought when there
thercshflirh Just!fication' hut not that
area”hfil! be a chain reaction in a wide

2525272 » °?e producer in the area
s a contract at a new price level.

The Pure oil Company, 25 PPC 383.
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The Act requires the Commission to give
precedence to the hearing and decision
of rate increases, but the complexity of
indefinite price clauses requires it to
spend an undue amount of time in their
interpretation and application at the ex-
pense of making a prompt determination
of the rate issues involved. Accordingly,
in protecting the public against waves
of increases which have no defensible
basis, we also serve the need—which
we believe we should take into account—
of making the tasks of regulation more
manageable.

It has been brought to our attention
that 8 154.93 of the regulations, as
amended by Order No. 232A, refers to
the date of execution of a contract,
rather than the filing date (to which we
referred in the notice of this proceed-
ing). It is suggested that this point
should be clarified. The Commission
agrees and has made appropriate
changes. In order to conform the lan-
guage of the amendments to our exist-
ing regulations, we have also changed
the phrase “price-escalation provisions”
to “price-~changing provisions”.

The Commission, acting pursuant to
authority granted by the Natural Gas
Act, particularly sections 4, 5, 7, and 16
thereof (15 U.S.C. 717c, 717d, 717f, and
7170), orders that Parts 154 and 157,
Subchapter E, Chapter I, of Title 18 of
the Code of Federal Regulations be
amended as follows:

(A)
fined, is amended by adding a provision
at the end thereof. As amended § 154.93
reads as follows:

§ 154.93 Rate schedule defined. \

For the purpose of 88 154.92 through
154.101 “rate schedule” shall mean the
basic contract and all supplements or
agreements amendatory thereof, effec-
tive and applicable on and after June 7,
1954, showing the service to be provided
and the rates and charges, terms, condi-
tions, classifications, practices, rules and
regulations affecting or relating to such
rates or charges, applicable to the trans-
portation of natural gas in interstate
commerce or the sale of natural gas in
interstate commerce for resale subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission:
Provided, That in contracts executed
on or after April 3, 1961, for the sale
or transportation of natural gas subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission,
any provision for a change of price other
than the following provisions shall be
inoperative and of no effect at law; the
permissible provisions for a change in
price are:

(a) Provisions that change a price in
order to reimburse the seller for all or
any part of the changes in production,
severance, or gathering taxes levied lipon
the seller;

(b) Provisions that change a price to
a specific amount at a definite date; and

(c) Provisions that, once in five-year
contract periods during which there is
no provision for a change in price to a
specific amount (paragraph (b) of this
section), change a price at a definite
date by a price-redetermination based
upon and not higher than a producer
rate or producer rates which are subject
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to the jurisdiction of the Commission,
are not in issue in suspension or certifi-
cate proceedings, and, are in the area of
the price in question: Provided further,
That any contract executed on or after
April 2, 1962, containing price-changing
provisions other than the permissible
provisions set forth in the proviso next
above shall be rejected.

§ 157.14

(B) Subdivision (v) of subparagraph
(10) Exhibit H— Total gas supply data
of §157.14(a), is amended by adding an
additional proviso at the end thereof.
As amended subdivision (v) reads as
follows:

[Amendment]

(v) A conformed copy of each gas
purchase contract upon which applicant
proposes to rely: Provided, however,
That only three of the total number of
copies of Exhibit H filed need include a
copy of such contract. Contracts al-
ready on file with the Commission may
be Incorporated by reference without
supplying additional copies, provided
such contracts are identified with par-
ticularity by stating the exact pages of
the contracts to be incorporated by ref-
erence and the file or docket number
designation to which reference is made;
provided further, that the Commission
of the presiding officer may direct that
additional copies of such contracts be
furnished to the Commission or to other

Section 154.93 Rate schedule delarties to the proceeding: Provided fur-

ther, however, That any contract exe-
cuted on and after April 2, 1962, and
filed in support of an applicant’s gas
supply showing will be given no consid-
eration in determining adequacy of gas
supply if it contains any price-changing
provisions other than those defined as
permissible in § 154.93 of. this chapter.

§ 157.25

(C) Exhibit B, Contracts, in § 157.25
Necessary exhibits, is amended by delet-
ing all the language after the first sen-
tence thereof, ending with the words
“Natural Gas Act”, and inserting in lieu
thereof the following: “On or after
April 2, 1962, the application shall be
rejected if any contract submitted in
support thereof contains any price-
changing provisions other than those de-
fined as permissible in 8 154.93 of this
chapter. As amended Exhibit B, Con-
tracts, reads as follows:

Exhibit B. Contracts. Conformed copy
of each contract for sale or transportation
of gas for which a certificate is requested:
Provided, however, That contracts on file
with the Commission in other proceedings
may be included by reference as heretofore
provided in §157.24(b); And provided fur-
ther, That acceptance of contracts hereunder
shall not be construed as approval of the
rates therein contained under Part 154 here-
of or under the Natural Gas Act. On or
after April 2, 1962, the application shall be
rejected if any contract submitted in support
thereof contains any price-changing provi-
sions other than those defined as permissible
in §154.93 of this chapter.

[Amendment]

(D) These amendments shall become
effective on April 2, 1962.

(E) The Secretary of the Commission
shall cause prompt publication of this
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order to be made in the Federal Regis-
ter.

By the Commission.

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1464; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962,

8:46 a.m.]

Title 22— FOREIGN RELATIONS

Chapter |— Department of State
[Dept. Reg. 108.478]

PART 46— CONTROL OF ALIENS DE-
PARTING FROM THE UNITED
STATES

Miscellaneous Amendments

Part 46, Chapter I, Title 22 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is being amended
to add Outer Mongolia (“Mongolian Peo-
ple’s Republic”) to the list of countries
to which permanent resident aliens may
not travel without the specific authoriza-
tion of the Administrator of the Bureau
of Security and Consular Affairs after
consultation with the Commissioner of
Immigration and Naturalization. Minor
editorial amendments are also being
made in two paragraphs to delete ref-
erences to a form which is now obsolete.

1. Paragraph (k) of 846.3 is hereby
amended to read as follows;

§ 46.3 Aliens whose departure is deemed

prejudicial to the interests* of the
United States.
* * * * *

(k) Any alien lawfully admitted for
permanent residence who seeks to depart
from the United States for travel to, in,
or through Albania, Communist-con-
trolled China (“Chinese People’s Repub-
lic”), Cuba, North Korea (“Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea”), North
Viet-Nam (“Democratic Republic of
Viet-Nam?”), or Outer Mongolia (“Mon-
golian People’s Republic”) .

§ 46.4

2. Paragraph (a) of §46.4 is amended
by deletion of the words “on Form 1-227~
appearing at the end of the third
sentence.

§ 46.5 [Amendment]

3. Paragraph (a) (2) of 8465 is
amended hy deletion of the words “on

[Amendment]

Form 1-227” appearing at the end
thereof.

Effective date. The regulations con-
tained in this order shall become ef-

fective upon publication in the Federal
Register.

The provisions of section 4 of the Ad-
ministrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238;
5 U.S.C. 1003) relative to notice of pro-
posed rule making are inapplicable to
this order because the regulations con-
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tained therein involve foreign affairs
functions of the United States.

Dated: January 17, 1962.

Dean Rusk,
Secretary of State.
Concurred in:

Byron R. White,
Acting Attorney General.

Dated: February 2,1962.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1425; Filed, Feb.

8:46 a.m.]

12, 1962,

Title 21— FOOD AND DRUGS

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

SUBCHAPTER B— FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 121—-FOOD ADDITIVES
Subpart F— Food Additives Resulting

From Contact With Containers or

Equipment and Food Additives

Otherwise Affecting Food

Textiles and Textile Fibers
Correction

In F.R. Doc. 62-1337 appearing at page
1214 of the issue for Friday, February 9,
1962, the table appearing in paragraph

(d) (5) of §121.2535 is corrected to read
as set forth below:

List of substances Limitation
(i) Fibers/
(ii) Adjuvant substances:
4,4'-bis (4-Anilino - 6-diethanoiamine- For use as
a-triazin - 2- ylamino)-2,2"-stilbene- colorant
disulfonic acid, disodium salt. only.
4,4'-bis(4-Anilino - 6- methylethano- For use as
lamine - @- triazin-2-ylamino)-2,2'- colorant
stilbene-disulfonic acid, disodium only.
salt.

For use as pre-
servative
only.

For use as pre-
serative
only.

Polyoxyethylene (20) sorbitan mono-
laurate.

Polyoxyethylene (20) sorbitan mono-
stearate.

Sodium"bis(2,6 - dimethylheptyl - 4)
sulfosuccinate.

For use as pre-
servative
only.

Sodium pentachlorophenate....... R For use as pre-
servative

only.

Title 33— NAVIGATION A\D
NAVIGABLE WATERS

Chapter Il— Corps of Engineers,
Department of the Army

PART 203— BRIDGE REGULATIONS
Charles River, Mass.

Pursuant to the provisions of section 5
of the River and Harbor Act of August
IS, 1894 (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 499,
§ 203.75 is hereby amended prescribing
subparagraph (h) (3) -to govern the op-
eration of the Metropolitan Transit Au-
thority bridge across Charles River,
Boston, Mass., effective 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register, as
follows:

§ 203.75 Boston Harbor, Mass.,
adjacent waters; bridges.
* * * *

and

(h) Charles River. * * *

(3) Metropolitan Transit Authority
Bridge. The draw of the bridge will be
opened only between 9:00 a.m. and 10:00
p.m. (local time) each day provided 4
hours’ advance notice is given prior to
the time an opening is required. Draw
openings during this period shall also be
governed by the regulations in subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph.

[Regs., January 26, 1962, 285/112 (Charles
River, Mass.) —ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 5, 28 Stat.
362; 33 U.S.C. 499)
J. C. Lambert,
Major General, U.S. Army,
The Adjutant General.
62-1452; Filed, Feb. 13 192
8:45 a.m.]

Title 25— INDIANS

Chapter |— Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Department of the Interior

PART 221— OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE CHARGES

Blackfeet Indian Irrigation Project,
Montana

On page 11296 of the Federal Register
of November 30, 1961, Vol. 26, No. 230,
there was published a notice of intention
to amend 88 221.130 and 221.131 of Title
25, Code of Federal Regulations, as set
forth below. The purpose of the amend-
ment is to increase the annual °P,er*T¢
and maintenance rate from $1.80 to
per acre and the assessment rate for e
cess water from $1.00 to $1.25 per ac
foot. These rate increases are necessJJ;
in order that the assessments meet. w«
operation and maintenance costs, w
have risen due to increases in labor
material costs. on ,

Interested persons were given 30 aw
within which to submit written
ments, suggestions or objections
respect to the proposed amendm .
Throp nhippt.inns having been rec

[F.R. Doc.
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and after full consideration on the merits
having been overruled, the amended
regulations are adopted as set forth
below.

1 Section 221.130 is amended to read
as follows:

§221.130 Basic assessment.

Pursuant to the acts of Congress ap-
proved August 1,1914; May 18,1916; and
March 7,1928; 38 Stat. 583; 39 Stat. 142;
4 Stat. 210; 25 U.S.C. 385, 387, the basic
rate of assessment of operation and
maintenance charges against the irriga-
blelands to which water can be delivered
under the Blackfeet Indian Irrigation
Project, Montana, for the season of 1962
and subsequent years until further notice
is hereby fixed at $2.25 per acre per
annum for the delivery of not to exceed
ore and one-half acre feet of %ater per
acre for the assessable area under con-
structed works, water to be delivered on
demand based upon an estimated quota
of the available supply.

2 Section 221.131 is amended to read
as follows:

§221.131 Excess water assessment.
Additional water,-when available, may

be delivered upon request at the rate of

$L25 per acre foot, or fraction thereof.

Percy E. Melis,
Area Director.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1467; Piled, Feb.
8:46 a.m.]

Title 41— PUBLIC CONTRACTS

Chapter 50— Division of Public Con-
tracts, Department of Labor

PART 50-202— MINIMUM WAGE
DETERMINATIONS

Orugs and Medicine Industry

No exceptions have been filed to the
tentative decision determining the pre-
vailing minimum wage for the drugs
ana medicine industry (27 F.R. 315).

Accordingly, pursuant to section 4 of
he Walsh-Healey Public Contracts Act
41 U.S.C. 38), the proposed findings and
conclusions contained in the tentative
occasion are hereby made final, and 41

FR 50-202.22 is hereby amended in the
manner indicated below.

13, 1962;

cause 1Bhereby found to shorten

* * * jn effective date of this amend-

i; .toseven days following its publica-
n ~EDERAL R egister for the rea-
min' m?ica®e* in final decisions deter-
tha Plevailing minimum wages under
in th alsil_Healey Public Contracts Act
biKin pfper an<t Pulp and manifold
MY i°rms industries (26 F.R. 7698,

bep T~ erefore, the amendment shall
me effective Febrary 21, 1962.

asfollows:~” 41 CFR 50-20222 reads
S50-2*%2.22 Drugs and medicine indus-

™ * % a d d
ndustry is deflned ns that mdustry
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which manufactures (or packages)
drugs and medicinal preparations (other
than food) intended for internal or
external use in the diagnosis, treatment,
or prevention of diseases in, or to affect
the structure or any functions of, the
body of men or other animals, including
without limitation the following prod-
ucts: Bulk organic and inorganic me-
dicinal chemicals and their derivatives;
processed botanical drugs and herbs;

endocrine products; basic vitamins;
active medicinal principles, such as
alkaloids from botanical drugs and

herbs; drugs and medicine in pharma-
ceutical preparations, such as ampules,
tablets, capsules, ointments, solutions,
and suspensions for human and veteri-
nary use, including vitamin preparations
and galenicals, such as fluid extracts and
tinctures; viruses, serums, toxins, and
analogous products, such as allergenic
extracts, and normal serums and plasmas
for human or veterinary use; and
bacteriological media.

(b) Minimum wage.
wage for persons employed in the manu-
facture or furnishing of products of the
drugs and medicine industry shall be not
less than $1.45 per hour.

Signed at Washington,*D.C.,
day of February 1962. .

Arthur J. Goldberg,
Secretary of Labor.

this 8th

[F.R. Doc. 62-1524; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:52 a.m.]

Title 47— TELECOMMUNICATION
Chapter I— Federal Communications
Commission
[FCC G2-122]

PART 1 -PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

Computation of Time

At a session of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission held at its offices in
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of
February 1962;

The Commission having under con-
sideration 8 1.18 of its rules of practice
and procedure pertaining to the compu-
tation of time; and

It appearing, that § 1.18 should be re-
phrased so as to simplify and clarfiy the
method for computing the filing date in
Commission proceedings; and

It further appearing, that the amend-
ment adopted herein is issued pursuant
to authority contained in sections 4(i)
and 303(r) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended; and

It further appearing, that the amend-
ment adopted herein pertains to matters
of procedure and hence that section 4
of the Administrative Procedure Act is
inapplicable;

It is ordered, effective February 14,
1962, that § 1.18 of the rules of practice
and procedure is amended as set forth
below.
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(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C.
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat.
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303)

Released : February 9,1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. W aPle,
Acting Secretary.

[seal]

§ 1.18 Computation of time.

(a) It is frequently necessary under
Commission procedures to compute the
terminal date of a period of time where
the period begins with the occurrence of
and act, event, or default and terminates
a specified number of days thereafter.
Unless otherwise provided by statute, the
first day to be counted in computing the
terminal date is the day after the day
on which the act, event, or default oc-
curs. The last day of such period of
time is included in the computation and
any action required must be taken on or
before that day.

(b) When a Commission Decision, Or-
der, or Memorandum is involved, the
first day to be counted is the day after

The minimuMihe day on which the complete text of

the document is released by the Com-
mission. When any other Commission
action is involved, the first day to be
counted is the day after the day on which
the “Public Notice” of the action is re-
leased by the Commission.

(c) AIl petitions, pleadings, tariffs, or
other documents filed with the Com-
mission must be tendered for filing in
complete form before 5:00 p.m. Any
such document lodged with the Com-
mission in complete form after 5:00 p.m.
shall be deemed to be tendered for filing
as of the next succeeding business day.

(d) For purposes of this section, the
term “holiday” shall include Saturdays,
Sundays, legal holidays or half holidays
in the District of Columbia, and any
other day on which the Commission’s

offices are closed prior to 5:00 p.m. The
term “business day” shall include all
other days.

(e) For purposes of this section, the
term “filing period” means the number
of days allowed or prescribed by statute,
rule, order, notice, or other Commission
action for filing any document with the
Commission. That term does not in-
clude any additional days allowed for
filing any document under paragraph
(f), (g), or (i) of this section.

(f) 1If the filing period is less than
seven days, intermediate holidays shall
be excluded in determining the filing
date.

(g) Where a document is served by
mail, and the filing period for a response
thereto is 10 days or less, an additional
three days, excluding holidays, will be
allowed for filing the response. This
paragraph shall not apply to § 1.193(c).

(h) If both paragraphs (f) and (g) of
this section are applicable, make the
computations called for by paragraph
(f) before making those called for by
paragraph (g).

(i) If the filing date falls on a holi-
day, the document shall be filed on the
next business day.

62-1520; Filed, Feb.
8:52 a.m.]

[F.R. Doc. 13, 1962;
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[Docket No. 14120; PCC 62-161]

PART 3— RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

Certain Television Broadcast Stations;
Table of Assignments

1 The Commission has before it for
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule
Making, adopted May 11, 1961 (FCC 61-
649) and its Notice of Further Proposed
Rule Making, adopted September 27,
1961 (FCC §81-1156), looking toward
amendment of the Table of Assignments,
Television Broadcast Stations (Section
3.606 of the Commission’s Rules). These
concern various proposals to add chan-
nels to Huntsville and Hamilton, Ala-
bama, and correlative changes and
deletions of channels in other communi-
ties in Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, and Tennessee:

2. RM-241. North Alabama Broad-
casters, Inc., filed a petition on March
7, 1961, proposing the assignment of
Channel 19 to Huntsville, Alabama, to be
accomplished by substitution at Fort
Payne, Alabama, of jChannel 65 for un-
occupied Channel 19.

3. RM-253. Huntsville Broadcasting
Co., Inc., by petition filed April 14, 1961,
proposed the additional assignment to
Huntsville of Channel 25+. This would
have been accomplished as follows:

Channel
City
Present Proposed
31+ 25+.31+
40- 62-
25
25+ 71

4. Both of the above proposals were
encompassed by the May 11 Notice,
which inter alia pointed out that the
RM-253 proposal was defective as to cer-
tain co-channel spacings. In its com-
ments, Huntsville Broadcasting Co., Inc.
then suggested substitute plans mainly to
afford a satisfactory alternative for re-
assignment at Dalton, Georgia, which the
Georgia State Department of Education
indicated was an essential link in a plan

for state-wide educational television
coverage.
5. RM-280. Rankin Fite and Robert

H. Thomas filed a petition on August
22,1961, seeking assignment to Hamilton,
Alabama, of Channel 25, which it pro-
posed to accomplish by substituting
Channel 49 for Channel 25 at Humboldt,
Tennessee. To avoid a co-channel spac-
ing conflict with its Channel 25 proposal,
Huntsville Broadcasting Co., Inc. sug-
gested an alternative channel assign-
ment for Hamilton of either Channel 17
or Channel 34, which, as the case may
be, would require substitutions for Chan-
nel 17 at Jasper, Alabama, or Channel
34— at Starkville, Mississippi.

6. The additional prdposals were an-
nounced in a Notice of Further Proposed
Rule Making (26 F.R. 9348) on Septem-
ber 27, 1961. A tabulation of these pro-
posals is shown below:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Huntsville Broadcasting Co. Alternative Plans fob Huntsville »

City

Huntsville, Ala...
Dalton, Ga
Guntersville, Ala
Humboldt, Tegn. ...t e e
Tnskegee, Ala .
COorbin, K oo e e s R
Fort Valley, Ga
Murfreesboro, Tenn

Sheffield, Ala. ..ot s e e

1The parentheses denote that the channel assignments are not affected by the particular plan.

Proposed
Present
Plani Plan Il Plan 111

31+ 25+, (31+) 25+, (31+) (31+) 40-
25+ 16 18- (25+)
40-
5

. . (25)
16- (16—j 06-)
16 u (16) (10)
18+ (18+) (18+)
18- (185 (18-)

, 4T- (47-) (47-)

The Sept. Z

notice, because of the stated Commission policy to withhold further assignments when there isno apparent demand
for an assignment, did not propose substitute channels for assignments deleted.

Huntsville Broadcasting Co. Alternative Plans
fob Hamilton 1

City Present Plan A
17

17 71
A (34)

1The parentheses denote that the channel assignments
are not affected by the particular plan. The Sept. 27
notice, because of the stated Commission policy to with-
hold further assignments when there is no apparent
demand for an assignment, did not propose substitute
channels for assignments deleted.

7. The Commission has before it the
views of various interested persons':
North Alabama Broadcasters, Inc.;

Huntsville Broadcasting Co., Inc.; Rocket
City Television, Inc,, licensee of WAFG-
TV, Channel 31, Huntsville, Alabama;
the Georgia State Department of Educa-
tion; Rankin Fite and Robert H.
Thomas; The Association of Maximum
Service Telecasters, Inc.; Elton H. Darby,
licensee of WVNA, Tuscumbia, Alabama;
Clayton Carter, President, Chamber of
Commerce, Guntersville, Alabama; and
Herman W. Maddox, Mayor, City of
Jasper, Alabama. We do not here detail
these comments, since many of the ob-
jections to various aspects of the alterna-
tives are rendered moot by the disposi-
tion we make.

8. We recognize that in the present
state of the art UHF channels in the
lower range afford some technical ad-
vantages. Also pending decisions in
Docket 14229, we have not been provid-
ing substitute channels for assignments
deleted from one area to provide lower
channels in another area unless an active
interest is manifested. These consider-
ations dispose of the objections of Gunt-
ersville,1Jasper,2and Sheffield,3since the

1Clayton Carter, President, Guntersville
Chamber of Commerce, made these points to
support the argument that Channel 40 should
not be deleted from Guntersville: Local tele-
vision service would be delayed for many
years in a significant region (a county seat,
the center of a heavily populated rural area,
and a population overflow from Redstone
Arsenal) where reception is poor because of
the terrain.

2Herman W. Maddox, Mayor, The City of
Jasper, on behalf of the City Commission
protested the replacement of Channel 17 with
Channel 71 as not in the public interest be-
cause the latter of inferior quality would
not adequately serve Walker County (popu-
lation 54,000).

8Elton H. Darby opposed Plan |1l insofar
as requiring the deletion of Channel 47 from
Sheffield, Alabama, because the market area-
substantial in population and economic
growth—would be deprived of one (albeit
unused) of its commercial television channel
assignments.

comments on their behalf do not con-
vincingly demonstrate the probability of
use in the near future. Should Gunters-
ville or Jasper—or for that matter the
communities referred by Rocket City as
having no local television channels—in
the future demonstrate an actual de-
mand for a television broadcasting fa-
cility, the Commission would make avail-
able the best channel under existing
conditions, circumstances and prevailing
policy.

9. In opposing both rule making pro-
ceedings as to Huntsville, Rocket City
Television, Inc., relied on the adequacy
of service provided by, in addition to its
own operation, services from WSML-TV,
Decatur, Alabama (about 25 miles away),
three VHF stations at Birmingham, Ala-
bama (about 85 miles away), three VHF
stations at Chattanooga, Tennessee (75
miles away), and three VHF stations at
Nashville (100 miles away). It contends
that it’s own programming meets local
needs. Additionally, Rocket City ad-
verts to its economic position, namely,
continually operating at a loss—which
currently is estimated as averaging
$1,000 per month (an accumulated loss
of about $45,000 as of December 31,
1960)— as boding ill for the assignment
of additional UHF channels to Hunts-
ville.

10. Quite clearly Huntsville’s service
from Birmingham (85 miles), Chatta-
nooga (75 miles), and Nashville (100
miles) is fringe. While Huntsville proper
receives satisfactory service from WSML-
TV, Channel 23 at Decatur, more than
one-half of surrounding Madison County
is beyond the Grade B contour, as are
other substantially populated areas
which would be served by additional UHf
channels in Huntsville.4 On the basis
of this and other facts, it is our view that
two channels should be added at Hunts-
ville. For example, there has been «
population growth between 1950 and 1»
of approximately 56,000 persons
Huntsville (16,437 to 72,365). Corre-
spondingly, the population of Madiso®
County has increased about 45,000 per
sons (present population 117,348) as c°h’
trasted to the overall population decrea
in Alabama of 1percent. These increases

4Within a 50-mile radius of Huntsville
le Alabama counties of Jackson (
opulation 38,681), De Kalb (41,417),

rail (48,018), Morgan (60,454), and L ~
‘bne (36,513) as well as several countie
ennessee, of which only Morgan Cou y
jives any modicum of satisfactory

mom more than one of the four transmitting



Wednesday y February 14,7062

aredue to the Government’s activities at
nearby Redstone Arsenal. Huntsville is
acenter of education and transportation,
yet there is only one television broad-
casting station to provide community
needs. Indeed, the enhancement of UHF
service in the area would permit UHF to
become competitive and serve to improve
UHF programming with probable in-
creased demand for such service in the
area. In sum, by providing additional
television channels to Huntsville, sub-
stantially better and multiple service
would become available to the populace
of the area to be served. This clearly is
in the public interest.

11 Assertions by Rocket City and
Clayton Carter that there was no notice
of the proposed deletion of Channel 19
from Fort Payne are unfounded. The
May 11 Notice clearly so stated, and the
September 27 Further Notice was only
in the nature of additional alternative
proposals.

12. We conclude, therefore, that it is
in the public interest to assign two addi-
tional channels to Huntsville. Also in
view of the indicated demand for a chan-
nel in Hamilton, we believe that an as-
signment should be added to this city.
There remains the matter of selecting
suitable assignments for the cities having
the least adverse affect on neighboring
communities. For the reasons set forth
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below we propose to add channels 19 and
25+ to Huntsville and 17 to Hamilton.

13. As discussed above, Channel 19
may be advantageously assigned to
Huntsville. With regard to the addition
of the second channel to Huntsville,
Channel 25+ results in the deletion of
only one channel from a neighboring
community expressing an objection,
dovetails with the Georgia State Depart-
ment of Education plans,5 and permits
the assignment of an acceptable low UHF
assignment to Hamilton.

14. With regard to the choice of add-
ing either Channel 17 or 34— to Hamil-
ton we conclude that Channel 17 is the
more desirable because it requires only
the deletion of the Jasper assignment
which community receives three Grade
A services from Birmingham. Therefore,
it appears unlikely that it will be eco-
nomically feasible to construct a station
there in the near future. We also note
that the present Jasper assignment
would be deleted under a rule making
proposal initiated recently to reserve ad-

8lnasmuch, as the State of Georgia has
come forth with a detailed plan calling for
assignment of Channel 18— to Dalton, Geor-
gia which we are giving consideration to in
Docket No. 14409, its objection to reassign-
ment of the Dalton Channel 25+ in effect
appears to have been withdrawn.
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ditional channels for education in the

State of Georgia (Docket No. 144009).
15. Authority for the amendments

adopted herein is contained in sections

4 (i) and (j), 303 and 307(b) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended.

16. In view of the foregoing: It is or-
dered, That effective March 15, 1962,
the Table of Assignments contained in
8§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations is amended, (1) by adding
Hamilton and changing the assignments
for Huntsville to read as follows:

City: Channel

Hamilton, Ala, 17

Huntsville, Ala 19, 25+, 31+

and (2) by deleting the entries for Fort
Payne, Alabama, Guntersville, Alabama,
Jasper, Alabama, Dalton, Georgia, and
Humboldt, Tennessee.

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C.

154. Interpret or apply secs. 303, 307, 48
Stat. 1082, 1083, 47 U.S.C. 303, 307)

Adopted: February 6, 1962.
Released: February 9, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.

62-1519; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:52a.m.l

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[21 CFR Part 121 1
FOOD ADDITIVES
Notice of Filing of Petition

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C.
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti-
tion (FAP 546) has been filed by The
Dow Chemical Company, Midland, Mich-
igan, proposing the issuance of a regula-
tion to provide for the safe use of 800
parts per million of calcium disodium
EDTA in processed beans to promote
color retention.

Dated: February 7, 1962.

J. K. Kirk,
Assistant Commissioner
of Food and Drugs.

62-1475; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:47 a.m.]

[F.R. Doc.

[21 CFR Part 121 1
FOOD ADDITIVES

Chewing Gum Base; Notice of Pro-
posal to Amend Regulation

Pursuant to petitions received from
the National Association of Chewing
Gum Manufacturers, 100 East 42d
Street, New York 17, New York, and
Goodrich Gulf Chemicals, Incorporated,
1717 East Ninth Street, Cleveland 14,
Ohio, a notice of filing was published in
the Federal Register of February 24,
1961 (26 F.R. 1640). Based upon data
supplied in these petitions, an order was
published in the Federal Register of
September 23, 1961 (26 F.R. 8972), es-
tablishing a regulation providing for
the safe use of chewing gum base in the
manufacture of chewing gum. Follow-
ing publication of the order the peti-
tioners submitted certain objections to
the published regulation and proposed
changes therein.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
has evaluated these objections and
other relevant material and has con-
cluded that the regulation should be
amended to make certain editorial
changes; to add butylated hydroxyani-
sole, butylated hydroxytoluene, propyl
gallate, sodium sulfate, sodium sulfide,
and sodium and potassium stearate to
the list of acceptable ingredients; and
to rearrange the permitted ingredients,
in part, according to their functional
use.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 21 U.S.C.
348(d)), and under the authority dele-
gated to the Commissioner bj the Secre-
tary of Health, Education, and Welfare
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(25 F.R. 8625), it is proposed to amend

§ 121.1059 to read as follows:
§ 121.1059 Chewing gum base.

The food additive chewing gum base
may be safely used in the manufacture
of chewing gum in accordance with the

following prescribed conditions:

(COAGULATED OR CONCENTRATED LATICES)

Mast
NATURAL
Family
Sapotaceae:
Chicle
Chiquibul

Crown gum

Gutta hang kang

Massaranduba balata (and the sol-
vent-free resin extract of Massa-
randuba balata).

Massaranduba chocolate

Nispero

Hpfiitjinba (rosadinha)

Venezuelan chi

Apocynaceae:
Jelutong

cle

Leche caspi (so
Pendare

rva)

Perillo

Moraceae:
Leche de vaca

Niger gutta

F

Tunu (tuno)

Euphorbiaceae:
Chllte ;

(a) The food additive consists of one
or more of the following substances that
meet the specifications and limitations
prescribed in this paragraph, used in
amounts not to exceed those required to

produce the intended physical or other
technical effect.

icatory Substances

OP VEGETABLE ORIGIN

Genus and species

Manilkara zapotilla Gilly and Manilkara chicle
Gilly.

Manilkara zapotilla Gilly.

Manilkara zapotilla Gilly and Manilkara chicle
Gilly.

Palaquium lelocarpum Boerl.
longifolium Burck.

Manilkara huberi (Ducke) Chevalier,

and Palaquium ob-

Manilkara solimoesensis Gilly.

Manilkara zapotilla Gilly and Manilkara -chicle
Gilly.

Micropholis (also known as Sideroxylon) spp.

Manilkara williamsii Standley and related spp.

Dyera costulata Hook. F. and Dyera lowii Hook. F.
Couma macrocarpa Barb. Rodr.
Couma macrocarpa Barb. Rodr. and Couma utilis
(Mart.) Muell. Arg.
Couma macrocarpa Barb. Rodr.
(Mart.) Muell. Arg.

and Couma utilis

Brosimum utile (H.B.K.) Pittier and Poulsenia spp.;
also Lacmellae standleyi (Woodson), Monachino
(Apocynaceae).

icus platyphylla Del.

Castilla fallax Cook.

Cnidoscolus (also known as Jatropha) elasticus
Lundell and Cnidoscolus tepiquensis (Cost, and
Gall.) McVaugh.

Natural rubber (smoked sheet and Hevea brasiliensis.

latex solids).

Synthetic

Butadiene-styrene rubber--—-—---*

Isobutylene-isoprene
(butyl rubber).

Polyethylene

copolymer

Polyisobutylene

in).
Polyvinyl aceta

(isobutylene

te

Plasticizing Materials

res-

Glycerin ester of partially hydro-
genated wood rosin.

Glycerin
rosin.
Lanolin

ester

of

polymerized

Specifications
Basic polymer.
Do.

Molecular weight 2,000-21,000.
Molecular weight 8,700-81,000.
Molecular weight 2,000-5,000.

(Softeners)

Esterified with glycerin to an acid number of 3-6.

I;

Stearic acid

Sodium and potassium stearates-----—-

Synthetic resin
Natural resin

Butylated hydroxyanisoie |
Butylated hydroxytolueng

Propyl gallate

Sodium sulfate

J

Complying with § 121.1070.

Complying with § 121.1071.
Terpene Resins

Consisting of polymers of O-pinena. int

Consisting of polymers of a-pinene; softem g »
minimum 155° C., determined by U.S.P. dot

capillary method.
Antioxidants
exceed antioxidant content of 0.1% when
used alone or in any combination.

Miscellaneous

Sodium sulfide

. ICI+/»""oolynier

Reaction-control in syntneuo

production.

agent
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(b) In addition to the substances
listed in paragraph (a) of this section,
chewing gum base may also include sub-
stances generally recognized as safe in
food.

(c) To assure safe use of the additive,
in addition to the other information re-
quired by the act, the label and labeling
of the food additive shall bear the name
of the additive, “chewing gum base.” As
used in this paragraph, the term “chew-
ing gum base” means the manufactured
or partially manufactured nonnutritive
masticatory substance comprised of one
or more of the ingredients named and so
defined in paragraph (a) of this section.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
hereby offers an opportunity to any
interested person to submit views and
comments on this proposal within 30
days from the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register. Such
views and comments should be submitted
in triplicate and addressed to the Hear-
ing Clerk, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare, Room 5440, 330
Independence Avenue SW., Washington
X D.C.

Dated: February 7, 1962.

Geo. P. Larrick,
Commissioner of Food and Drugs.

1F.R. Doc. 62-1476; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962
8:47 a.m.]

FEDERAL AVIATION' AGENCY

E14 CFR Part 22 1

[Reg. Docket No. 1069; Draft Release No.
62-6]

ISSUANCE OF FREE BALLOON PILOT
CERTIFICATES LIMITED TO HOT-AIR
BALLOONS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
Tnnon  thar Administrator (14 CFR
wo.27), notice is hereby given that there
s under consideration a proposal to
amend Part 22 of the Civil Air Regula-
tions as hereinafter set forth.
~rested persons may participate in

e making of the proposed rule by sub-

sucb written data, views, or
niflvlen”s as "bey may desire. Commu-
inSSf. 'hould be submitted, preferably
FJw icate’ to the Docket Section of the
17iim Aviation Agency, Room C-226,
trin <irw Lork Avenue, NW,, Washing-
ceivoH’ D'C* AIll communications re-
bp!!;”~ or before April 16, 1962, will
forp t11d6red *3 tbe Administrator be-

Thp acti°n on the proposed rule,
mavh! £°sal contaim;d in this notice
Sin a” edin the li§ht of comments

be avoir, uAU. comments submitted will

exaSfl6 the Docket Section for
the nrPco”K by interested persons when

men: Ibed. dgte for return of com-
men expired.

tions~Si3of civil Air Regula-
of free h provides for the issuance
section Q011 Pilot certificates. This

free banoonnTides for the Nuance of
limited tolw Ot certificates which are
Plicantf~ h°t_air balloons. An ap-
such a certificate must comply
No.31-__ 4
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with certain requirements of age, char-
acter, citizenship, education, and physi-
cal condition. He does not have to
comply with any requirement of aero-
nautical knowledge, experience, or skill.
As a result, anyone who holds an airman
medical certificate of the third class or
higher, and who is at least 17 years of
age, can secure a free balloon pilot
certificate limited to hot-air balloons.
These requirements are easily met by
many certificated airmen, and hundreds
of them have acquired a hot-air balloon
certificate merely as a novelty and with
no serious intention of operating any
kind of free balloon.

Issuance of a free balloon pilot cer-

tificate limited to hot-air balloons,
without any showing of aeronautical
knowledge, experience," or skill, dates

back to March of 1951. At that time the
Civil Aeronautics Board amended Part
22 of the Civil Air Regulations to exempt
applicants from the aeronautical knowl-
edge requirement on the grounds that it
is not a prerequisite to the operation of
a hot-air balloon. The Board also ex-
empted such applicants from any expe-
rience or skill requirements on the
grounds that such requirements are in-
consistent with the operating limitations
of hot-air balloons.

Section 602(b) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 provides for the issuance
of an airman certificate to any person
who applies for it, if the Administrator
of the Federal Aviation Agency finds,

upon investigation, that such per-
son is properly qualified for the cer-
tificate sought. Until recently each

ascent of a hot-air balloon was neces-
sarily of short duration; when the
heated air cooled, the balloon descended.
A new development for hot-air balloons
provides a gas-fired heater to generate
hot air as needed and hot-air balloons
using this device can now ascend and
descend at the operator’s will, and can
remain aloft as long as there is fuel for
the heater. A substantial change is
thus brought about in the operation of
such balloons. Consequently, it is the
opinion of the Agency that the opera-
tion of a hot-air balloon now requires
a demonstration of skill by the appli-
cant to assure his use of safe and proper
piloting technique. It is, therefore, pro-
posed herein to require an applicant for
a free balloon pilot certificate, limited to
hot-air balloons, to possess a reasonable
degree of skill in their operation.

This would be accomplished by amend-
ing the introductory paragraph of sec-
tion 22.13 to include a reference to para-
graph (h) among the requirements for
a free balloon pilot certificate limited to
the operation of hot-air.balloons. In
addition, in order to avoid placing a
hardship on the holder of a lighter-
than-air student pilot certificate who
seeks a hot-air balloon certificate, it
would be necessary to also amend §22.31
(a) (1) <ii) to omit the six instruction
flights now required for endorsement of
his certificate for solo in free balloons.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend Part 22 of the Civil
Air Regulations as follows;

1. By amending the introductory par-by

agraph of §22.13 to read as follows;
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§ 22.13 Free balloon pilot certificate. .

An applicant for a free balloon pilot
certificate shall comply with the require-
ments of paragraphs (a) through (h)
of this section. An applicant for a free
balloon pilot certificate which is limited
to the operation of hot-air balloons shall
comply only with the requirements of
paragraphs (a) through (e), and para-
graph (h) of this section.

2. By amending §22.31(a) (1) (ii)
read as follows:

§ 22.31 Flight limitations and privileges.

a * * *

EJ; * L

(ii) He shall have had a minimum
six instruction flights of not less than one
hour duration each in free balloons and
such fact has been certified to by his in-
structor on his student pilot certificate:
Provided, That such instruction flights

are not required in order to solo a hot-
air balloon.

These amendments are proposed under
the authority of sections 313(a), 601, 602
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72
Stat. 752, 775, 776; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, 1422).

Issued in Washington, D.C.,
ruary 7, 1962.

on Feb-

George C.Prill,
Director,
Flight Standards Service.

62-1455; FUed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:45 a.m.]

[*F.R. Doc.

[ 14 CFR Part 514 1
[Reg. Docket No. 1071]

TECHNICAL STANDARD ORDERS FOR
AIRCRAFT MATERIALS PARTS,
PROCESSES, AND APPLIANCES

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Pursuant to the authority delegated
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR
Part 405) notice is hereby given that
the Federal Aviation Agency has under
consideration a proposal to amend Part
514 of the regulations of the Adminis-
trator by adopting a new Technical
Standard Order. This Technical Stand-
ard Order would establish minimum per-
formance standards for approved air-
borne ATC transponder equipment which
is to be used on civil air carrier aircraft
of the United States.

Interested persons may participate in
the making of the proposed rule by sub-
mitting such written data, views or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communica-
tions should be submitted in duplicate
to the Docket Section of the Federal
Aviation Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New
York Avenue NW,, Washington 25, D.C.
All communications received on or be-
fore April 2, 1962, will be considered by
the Administrator before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposals con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
light of the comments received. All
comments submitted will be available,
in the Docket Section, for examination
interested persons when the pre-
scribed date for return of comments has

of
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expired. This proposal will not be given

further publication as a draft release.
This amendment is proposed under

the authority of sections 313(a) and 601

of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72

Stat. 752, 775; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421).
In consideration of the foregoing it is

proposed to amend Part 514 as follows:
By adding the following § 514.80:

8§ 514.80 Airborne ATC
equipment (for air
craft)— TSO-C74.

(a) Applicability— (1) Minimum per-
formance standards. Minimum per-
formance standards are hereby estab-
lished for airborne ATC transponder
equipment which is to be used on civil
aircraft of the United States engaged
in air carrier operations. New models
of airborne*ATC transponder equipment
manufactured for use on civil air carrier
aircraft on or after the effective date of
this section shall meet the standards as
set forth in Radio Technical Commission
for Aeronautics Papers 181-61/D0O-1121
dated December 14, 1961, and 120-61/
DO-1081 dated July 13, 1961, with the
exceptions to these standards listed in
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph.

(2) Exceptions. Radio
Commission for Aeronautics Paper 120-
61/D0O-108 outlines various test proce-
dures with categories which define the
environmental extremes over which the
equipment is designed to operate. Only
equipment which meets the operating
requirements of the following categories
as specified in RTCA Paper 120-61/DO-
108 is eligible under this order:

(i) Temperature-Altitude Test— Cate-
gories A, B, C, or D.

(ii) Humidity Test— Categories A or
B.

(iii) Vibration Test— Categories A, B,
C,D, E,orF.

(iv) Conducted Audio-Frequency Sus-
ceptibility Test— Categories A or B.

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility
Test— Category A.

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio-
Frequency Energy Test— Category A.

(b) Marking. (1) In addition to the
markings specified in §514.3, the equip-
ment shall be marked to indicate the
environmental extremes over which it
has been designed to operate. There are
seven environmental test procedures out-
lined in RTCA Paper 120-61/DO-108
which have categories established. These
shall be identified on the nameplate by
the words “environmental categories”
or, as abbreviated, “Env. Cat.” followed
by seven letters which identify, the cate-
gories designated in RTCA Paper
120-61/D0-108. Reading from left to
right, the category designations shall
appear, on the nameplate in the follow-
ing order, so that they may be readily
identified:

(i) Temperature-Altitude Test Cate-
gory.

transponder
carrier air-

1Copies of these papers may he obtained
from the RTCA Secretariat, Room 1072, T-5
Building, 16th and Constitution Avenue
NW,, Washington 25, D.C., Paper 181-61/DO-
112, 55 cents per copy; Paper 120-61/DO-
108, 75 cents per copy.

Technica
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(ii) Humidity Test Category.

(iii) Vibration Test Category.

(iv) Conducted Audio-Frequency Sus-
ceptibility Test Category.

(v) Radio-Frequency Susceptibility
Test Category.

(vi) Emission of Spurious Radio-Fre-
quency Energy Test Category.

(vii) Explosion Test.

Equipment ~which meets the explosion
test requirement shall be identified by
the letter “E”. Equipment which does
not meet the explosion test requirement
shall be identified by the letter “X”.

(2) Equipment which is intended for
installation in aircraft which operate at
altitudes above 15,000 feet shall be iden-
tified on the nameplate as Class 1 equip-
ment.

(3) Equipment which is intended for
installation in aircraft which operate at
altitudes not exceeding 15,000 feet shall
be identified on the nameplate as Class
Il equipment.

(4) Each major component Of equip-
ment (antenna, power supply, etc.) shall
be identified with at least the manufac-
turer’s name, TSO number, and the en-
vironmental categories over which the
quuipment is designed to operate.

Note: A typical nameplate identification
would be as follows:

Env. Cat. DABAAAX
Class |

(c) Datarequirements. (1) The man-
ufacturer shall maintain a current file
of complete design data.

(2) The manufacturer shall maintain
a current file of complete data describ-

ing the inspection and test procedures.

applicable to his product.
graph (d) of this section.)

(3) Six copies each, except where
noted, of the following shall be furnished
to the Chief, Engineering and Manufac-
turing Division, Flight Standards Serv-
ice, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing-
ton 25, D.C.

(i) Manufacturer’s operating instruc-
tions and equipment limitations.

(ii) Installation procedures with ap-
plicable schematic drawings, wiring dia-
grams, and specifications. Indicate any
limitations, restrictions, or other condi-
tions pertinent to installation.

(iii) One copy of the manufacturer’s
test report.

(d) Quality control. Airborne ATC
transpender equipment shall be produced
under a quality control system, estab-
lished by the manufacturer, which will
assure that each equipment is in con-
formity with the requirements of this
section and is in a condition for safe op-
eration. This system shall be described
in the data required under paragraph (c)
(2) of this section. A representative of
the Administrator shall be permitted to
make such inspections and tests at the
manufacturer’s facility as may be neces-
sary to determine compliance with the
requirements of this section.

(e) Previously approved equipment.
Airborne ATC transponder equipment
approved prior to the effective date of
this section may continue to be manu-

(See para-

factured under the provisions of its orig-
inal approval.
Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru-
ary 6,1962.
George C. Prill,
Director,
Flight Standards Service.

62-1456; Filed, Feb. 13 1962
8:45 a.m.]

[F.R. Doc.

[ 14 CFR Part 601 1
[Airspace Docket No. 61-SW-111] =

CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
Proposed Alteration of Control Zone

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 409-
13), notice is hereby given that the
Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) is con-
sidering an amendment to § 601.2026 of
the regulations of the Administrator, the
substance of which is stated below.

The Brownsville, Tex., control zone is
presently designated as that airspace
over United States territory, within a
5-mile radius of Rio Grande Valley In-
ternational Airport, Brownsville, Tex,
within 2 miles either side of the north-
west course of the Brownsville radio
range extending from the range station
to the Los Fresnos fan marker and within
2 miles either side of the 072° True radial
of tiie Brownsville VOR extending from
the VOR to 10 miles northeast.

The Federal Aviation Agency has un-
der consideration the alteration of the
Brownsville control zone as follows:

1. Redescribe the extension an
the northwest course of the Brownsville
radio range to base it on the 343° Truei
bearing from the Brownsville radio bea-
con and revoke that portion beyond 8
miles northwest of the radio leaoon
This action is necessitated by the im-
pending conversion of the radio range 10
a radio beacon and the discontinuance of
the Los Fresnos fan marker. Thiswoud
provide protection for aircraft execut-
ing the proposed ADF instrument a0
proach procedure based on the Broms-
ville radio beacon. The portion of the
present control zone extension
for revocation would no longer be re-
quired with the revision of Instruine
approach procedures proposed.

2. Designate a control zone extension
2 miles either side of the ILS localizer
north course extending from the 5-nu
radius zone to 8 miles north of the
outer marker. This would provide P
tection for aircraft executing the P
scribed ILS instrument approach pro-

A111%6= -M

3 Aiter the control zone extension

sed on the Brownsville VOR 072

dial by basing it on the Brownsvine

)R 071° True radial and revoke

rtion beyond 8 miles east of*the

lis alteration would align the co
ne extension with the VOR
jnt approach procedure final app
urse and would provide Protoot
rcraft executing the prescribed vu
strument approach procedure propo

ch
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If these actions are taken, the Browns-
ville, Tex., control zone would be desig-
nated within a 5-mile radius of the Rio
Grande Valley International Airport,
Brownsville, Tex., (latitude 25°54'31" N.,
longitude 97°25'28" W .); within 2 miles
either side of the Brownsville radio
beacon 343° True bearing extending from
the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles north-
west of the Brownsville radio beacon;
within 2 miles either side of the ILS
localizer north course extending from
the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles north
of the ILS outer marker; and within 2
miles either side of the Brownsville VOR
071° True radial extending from the
5-mile radius zone to 8 miles east of the
Brownsville VOR, excluding the portion
outside the United States.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views, or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant
Administrator, Southwest Region, Attn:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth 1,
Tex. All communications received with-
in forty-five days after publication of
this notice in the Federal Register will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time,
but arrangements for informal confer-
ences with Federal Aviation < Agency
officials may be made by contacting the
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Division,
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 25,
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre-
sented during such conferences must also
be submitted in writing in accordance
with this notice in order to become part
of the record for consideration. The
proposal contained in this notice may be
changed in the Ilight of comments
received.

The official Docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency,
Room C-226, 1711 New York Avenue
NW;, Washington 25, D.C. An informal
Docket will also be available for exami-
nation at the office of the Regional Air
i raffle Division Chief.

amendment is proposed under
ection 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348).

aryT19%2n Washington>D < ->on Febru-

Clifford P. Burton,
Acting Chief,
Airspace Utilization Division.

IpR. Doc. 62-1454; Piled, Peb. 13, 1962;
8:45 a.m.]

federal communications
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147 CFR Part 11 ]
[Docket No. 14500; FCC 62- 125]
INDUSTRIAL radio services

Frequency Stability; Notice of
Proposed Rule Making

(a)nofhth T11Tter of. amendment of § 11.102
e Commission’s rules governing

FEDERAL REGISTER

the Industrial Radio Services to align
that Section with the Geneva (1959)
Radio Regulations, and to effect certain
editorial changes therein.'

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed
rule-making in the above-entitled
matter.

2. This proceeding is being instituted
by the Commission in order to obtain the
views and comments of interested per-
sons with regard to the following
proposal:

A reduction in the frequency tolerance
of Base and Fixed station transmitters
operating in the Industrial Radio Serv-
ices on frequencies below 25 Mc/s, with a
transmitter input power in excess of 300
watts from 0.01 percent to 0.005 percent
of the station’s assigned frequency.
(8 11.102(a)).

This proposal has been occasioned by
the recent ratification, by the President
of the United States on October 4th,
1961, of the new International Radio
Regulations (hereinafter referred to as
the Geneva (1959) Radio Regulations).

3. Our proposal in this proceeding re-
lates to a change in the allowable per-
centage of frequency tolerance insofar
as all Base and Fixed Station trans-
mitters operating on frequencies below
25 Mc/s, at more than 300 watts trans-
mitter input power, in the industrial
Radio Services are concerned. Presently,
pursuant to § 11.102(a) of our Industrial
Radio Services rules, a licensee, operat-
ing as noted above, must maintain the
carrier frequency of7 his transmitter
within 0.01 per cent of his assigned fre-
quency. The Geneva (1959) Radio Reg-
ulations however, provide that the allow-
able tolerance shall be within 0.005 per
cent of the assigned frequency. In this
proceeding we are proposing that § 11.102
(a) be amended to reflect the 0.005 per
cent tolerance agreed upon and adopted
at Geneva. In the Commission’s view the
present state of the radio art fully justi-
fies the tightening,, so to speak, of this
frequency tolerance.

4. There remains for consideration
the question of the time to be allowed
licensees to comply with the new toler-
ence in the event the Commission’s pro-
posal is eventually adopted and the
rule amendment ordered. A survey of
our license records indicates that very
few existing licensees will be affected.
In view of this fact, we are proposing
that these licensees be given ninety
(90) days within which to comply. In
short, 90 days subsequent to the effec-
tive date of the rule amendment (which
is ordinarily calculated at 30 days sub-
sequent to publication of the rule
amendment in the Federal Register)
all existing licensees would have to be in
compliance with the new tolerance.
New systems would be required to com-
ply upon the effective date of the
amendment.

5. In addition to the above-noted sub-
stantive change in §11.102(a) certain
mino? editorial changes are proposed.
As amended, the table in §11.102(a)
would appear as noted below.

6. Authority for the proposed amend-
ments is contained in sections 303 and 4
(i) of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended.
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7. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in § 1.213 of the Commission’s
rules, interested persons may file com-
ments on or before March 16, 1962, and
reply comments on or before March 26,
1962. All relevant and timely comments
and reply comments will be considered
by the Commission before final action is
taken in this proceeding. In reaching
its decision in this proceeding, the Com-
mission may also take into account other
relevant information before it, in addi-
tion to the specific comments invited by
this notice.

8. In accordance with the provisions
of 8§ 1.54 of the Commission’s rules an
original and 14 copies of all statements,
briefs, or comments shall be furnished
the Commission.

Adopted: February 6,1962.
Released: February 9,1962.

Communications
Commission,

F ederal

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
Part 11, Industrial Radio Services, is

amended as follows: The table in
§11.102(a) is amended to read as follows:

§ 11.102 Frequency stability.
(a) * * *

Fixed and
base stations

Mobile
stations

Transmitter (Input) Power
Frequency range

Over 300
300
watts

Over 3
watts 3 watts
orless watts or less

Percent Percent Percent Peroent

Below 25 Mc/s... 0.005 0.01 0.01 0.02
25 to 50 Mc/s.. .002 .002 .002 .005
50 to 1000 Mc/s......... .0005 .0005 .0005 .005
Above 1000 Mc/s « () (] (m)
J,
1For microwave fixed equipment, see § 11.111. For

other equipment, tolerances will be specified in the

station authorization.

[P.R. Doc. 62-1516; FUed, Feb.
8:52 a.m.]

13, 1962,

[47 CFR Part 11 ]
[Docket No. 14502; FCC 62-128]

POWER, PETROLEUM, AND FOREST
PRODUCTS RADIO SERVICES

Certain Frequencies; Notice of
Proposed Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of Part
11, Subparts F, G, and H, of the Commis-
sion’s rules, to effect certain changes in
the availability of certain frequencies in
the Power, Petroleum, and Forest Prod-
ucts, Radio Services; Docket No. 14502,
RM-166; amendment of Parts 2 and 11 of
the Commission’s rules so as to allocate
additional 152-162 Mc/s and 450-470
Mc/s band frequencies to the Power
Radio Service, RM-184.

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed
rule making in the above-entitled matter.

2. The inception of this proceeding
may be traged to two petitions for rules
amendments filed by the National Com-
mittee for Utilities Radio (hereinafter
NCUR) on February 19, 1960 (and Ad-
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denum, July 29, 1960) (RM-166) and on
June 7, 1960 (and Addenum, November
21, 1960) (RM-184). The first of the
two petitions requests the allocation of
additional mobile service frequencies
from within the 152-162 Mc/s band to
the Power Radio Service for use in the
States of Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla-
homa, Oregon, Texas and Washington.
The second petition requests allocation
to the Power Radio Service of additional
mobile service frequencies from within
the 152-162 Mc/s and 450-470 Mc/s
bands on a nationwide or unlimited
geographic basis.

3. In support of its petitions the
NCUR has cited frequency congestion, as
evidenced by channel loading; and pro-
jected heavy usé of high band frequen-
cies in the not too distant future.

4. Specific designation of particular
and assignhable frequencies within the
152-162 and 450-470 Mc/s bands was
avoided by the NCUR “* * * Because
NCUR does not have available to it the
vast amount of information on frequency
requirements of other users which is
available to the Commission, (and
therefore) NCUR does not suggest where
the requested frequencies will be secured;
but rather, leaves this matter for the
Commission’s discretion.”

5. We consider first the NCUR’s pe-
tition for more frequencies in the states
of Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Ore-
gon, Texas, and Washington, or to be
more specific, we confine our considera-
tion to the States of Oregon and Wash-
ington where the frequency scarcity
problem has been characterized as par-
ticularly acute. Assuming that this
characterization is generally valid, the
Commission is disposed to propose as
follows: That 7 certain frequencies from
within the 153, and 158 Mc/s bands,
specifically the frequencies 153.44,153.50,
153.56, 153.62, 153.68, 158.16, and 158.22
all Mc/s, be assigned for the use of the
Power Radio Service in the states of
Oregon and Washington; and Concur-
rently that these 7 frequencies be with-
drawn from the Forest Products and Pe-
troleum Radio Services use in the two
states noted.

6. The frequencies which constitute
the subject matter of our proposal are
“secondary” or “split” channels which
became available, and were in fact as-
signed to Radio Services, as an outcome
of our rule making proceeding in 1957-
58 in Docket No. 11991. In 1958 the
Commission was sufficiently impressed
with the then alleged and presumed
need of the Forest Products, Petroleum,
and Power Radio Services to allocate the
subject secondary frequencies to all
three services on a geographical shared
basis. Thus, the Forest Products and
Petroleum Services were granted the
privilege of using these frequencies in
the six states of heaviest forestry and
petroleum activities while the Power
Radio Service was given access to the

channels in the other 42 of the then
48 states.
7. A recent study of frequency as-

signments in the States of Oregon and
Washington reveals that*the Forest
Products and Petroleum Radio Services
have made scant use of the subject fre-
quencies. In contrast, many new au-
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thorizations have been issued, particu-
larly in the Forest Products Radio Serv-
ice, on the “old” or primary 153 Mc/s
frequencies which were assigned to this
Service prior to 1958 and of course, since
1958. It appears therefore that a defi-
nite preference for the “old” primary
frequencies has been demonstrated. We
attribute the reluctance of the Forest
Products and Petroleum Radio Services
to use these frequencies to the fact that
the frequencies involved are secondary
ones, falling between primary frequen-
cies which have, for many years, been
very heavily used by Power Radio Serv-
ice licensees. Further, the nature of
Forest Products operations in the two
states under consideration frequently
dictates a need for “low band” assign-
ments. The Commission is aware of this
requirement and is not unmindful of the
need.

8. Because of the scant utilization, by
Petroleum and Forest Products Radio
Service licensees, of the subject frequen-
cies in the two states involved, and the
fact that Power Radio Service licensees
are presently operating on these frequen-
cies elsewhere, we propose to re-assign
these, rather than other frequencies, to
the Power Radio Service. Moreover, by
specifying the seven frequencies noted
above, it appears that no unreasonable
disruption of communications or adverse
impact will be realized or sustained by
presently operating Petroleum and For-
est Products licensees. These licensees
may re-locate, by mid 1967, in band, at
at a relatively low cost. In the Com-
mission’s judgment, retention of these 7
frequencies by the Petroleum and Forest
Products Radio Services in the two states
concerned would maintain an inefficient
and wasteful use of desirable-spectrum
space. Under the terms of the rule
amendment we propose, at the effective
date of the amendment, no new assign-
ments on the subject frequencies would
be made to Forest Products or Petroleum
Radio Service licensees in the States of
Oregon or Washington. Moreover, li-
censees in these -2 services presently
operating on any of the subject fre-
quencies would be required to vacate
their assignments by June 30, 1967.
This provides a most liberal 5year equip-
ment amortization or in-band change-
over period for affected licensees, as-
suming favorable final Commission
action on this proposal early in 1962.
Upon the effective date of the amend-
ment, the 7 frequencies involved would
become immediately available for as-
signment to Power Service eligibles in
Oregon and Washington.

9. Insofar as Power Service needs in
the other 4 states enumerated by the
NCUR are concerned, we defer consid-
eration. At a later date, upon comple-
tion of our study and analysis of the
frequency situation in Arkansas, Louisi-
ana, Oklahoma and Texas, our views
will be made known.

10. There remains for disposition the
second of the NCUR'’s petitions which
pertains to the request for assignment
of additional frequencies from the 152-
162 and 450-470 Mc/s bands on a
nationwide basis. The Commission is
not persuaded that the frequency needs
of the Power Radio Service across the

nation are so critical as to warrant the
institution of proceedings at this time
which look toward the allocation of more
frequencies from the 152-162 Mc/s band.
In this connection we point out that the
NCUR petition is somewhat repetitious
of'the requests made by the NCUR in
our proceeding in Docket 11997 (22 P.R.
2684 April 17, 1957). That proceeding
is still in progress. At such time as we
are disposed to conclude Docket 11997,
the Power Radio Service’s needs in the
152-162 Mc/s band will be considered.

11. In the 450-470 Mc/s.band, a recent
survey of Power Radio Service assign-
ments indicates reasonably good utili-
zation when compared to some other
radio services, but very light loading
when compared to that which obtains
in the 150 Mc/s region. |If congestion
does pervade Power Radio Service usage
of frequencies from within this band, it
is ostensibly the result of occupancy of
mobile frequencies by fixed stations.
Long established Commission policy per-
mits fixed station operation in these
bands only so long as that operation
does not inhibit normal growth of the
land mobile service. The occupancy or
use revealed by our survey does not jus-
tify a further allocation to the Power
Radio Service for mobile operation be-
yond that which may result from con-
siderations in our proceeding in Docket
Number 13847 (25 F.R. 11010, Novem-
ber 18, 1960)

12. In view of the foregoing, the NCUR
petition dated February 19, 1960 (RM-
166) and its Addendum, is granted to
the extent indicated in our proposal
herein and denied in all other respects;
and the NCUR petition dated June 7,
1960 (RM-184) and its Addendum is
denied.

13: The amendments below are issued
under the authority contained in section
303 .(c), (f), and (r) of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934, as amended.

14. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in § 1.213 of the Commission’s
rules, interested persons may file com-
ments on- or before April 2, 1962, and
reply comments on or before April 16,
1962. All relevant and timely comments
and reply comments will be considered
by the Commission before final action is
taken in this proceeding. In reaching
its decision in this proceeding, the Com-
mission may also take into account other
relevant information before it, in addi-
tion to the specific comments invited b
this notice. . Lt

15. In accordance with the provisions
of §1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an
original and 14 copies of all statements,
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur-
nished the Commission.

Adopted: February 6, 1962.
Released: February 9, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,

[SEAL] ;
Acting Secretary.

Part 11, Industrial Radio Services, is

tended as follows:

L In §11.254, the table in

i is amended by changing limitation
11 in 12 in column 3 for rne
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paragraph (b) (11) is amended; and a
new paragraph (b) (12) is added as
follows:

§11.254 Frequencies available.

* * * * *

b * * %

—HIl) This frequency is not available
for assignment in the States of Arkansas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas.

(12) This frequency is not available
for assignment in the States of Arkan-
sas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Oregon Texas,
and Washington.

2 In §11.304, the table in paragraph
(a) is amended by changing limitation
designator “9, 10” to “10, 15” in column
3 for the frequencies 173.25, 173.30, and
173.35; paragraph (b) (9) is amended;
and a new paragraph (b) (15) is added,
as follows:

§11.304 Frequencies available.

* * * * *

(b) * Kk K

(9) This frequency is available for as-
signment only in the States of Arkansas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas. All
licensees in this service who operate on
this frequency in the States of Oregon
and Washington will be required to va-
cate this frequency assignment by June
30, 1967.

* * * * *

(15) This frequency is available for
assignment only in the States of Arkan-
sas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas,
and Washington.
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provide that, in addition to automobile
clubs (associations of owners of private
automobiles) which provide private
emergency road service to their mem-
bers, public garages which operate
emergency road service vehicles may be
licensed in that service. It appears that
a need has developed to provide com-
munications for towing trucks, not
necessarily operated by public garages,
which render emergency road service to
vehicles of the general public. It also
appears that radio-communication will
substantially improve emergency road
service which is provided regularly to
vehicles of the general public by other
persons, such as gasoline service stations
which do not engage in major repair
work but which operate emergency road
service vehicles to provide battery, gaso-
line or tire service to disabled vehicles
needing such service. Since the Com-
mission in establishing the Automobile
Emergency Radio Service in May 1949 as
part of the proceedings in Docket No.
9047, stated that “the service is designed
to expedite the rapid dispatch of emer-
gency road service vehicles in- order to
improve the efficiency of private vehicu-
lar transportation”, it appears that the
broadening of the eligibility in that
service to include such operations would
be consistent with the intended purpose
of the service.

3. On the basis of the foregoing, the
Commission proposes to amend its rules
governing the Automobile Emergency
Radio Service to provide that any person
who is engaged in providing to the gen-

3 In §11.354, the table in paragraphgpg| public any form of emergency road

(a) is amended by changing limitation
designator “9, 11” to “11, 16” in column
3 for the frequencies 173.25, 173.30, and
173.35; paragraph (b) (9) is amended;
and a new paragraph (b) (16) is added,
as follows: '

§11.354 Frequencies available.
* * * * *

(b) * Kk *

(9) This frequency is available for as-
signment only in the States of Arkansas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas. All
licensees in this Service who operate on
this frequency in the States of Oregon
and Washington will be required to va-
30 1967S frequency assignment by June

(16) This frequency is available for
assignment only in the States of Arkan-

s, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Oregon,
Texas, and Washington.
[PR. Doc. 62-1517; Piled, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:52 a.m.]

147 CFR Part 16 1
[Docket No. 14501; PCC 62-126]
land transportation radio
SERVICES

Eligibility in the Automobile Emer-
gency Radio Service; Notice of
Proposed Rule Making

rule m °~e is hereby given of proposed
SmtiS g the above-entitled

Autnm”i present rules governing the
utomobile Emergency Radio Service

service to disabled vehicles will be eligi-
ble in that service without regard to
whether or not that person operates a
public garage. To accomplish this,
amendments are proposed hereby to
8§ 16.6(a), 16.501(a), J16.502(b), 16.503
(a) and 16.503(d) of Part 16 of the
Commission’srules, Land Transportation
Radio Services.

4. The proposed amendments, which
are set forth in full below, are issued
under the authority contained in sec-
tions 4(i) and 303 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934, as amended.

5. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in §1.213 of the Commission’s
rules, interested persons may file com-
ments on or before March 30, 1962, and
reply comments on or before April 16,
1962. All relevant and timely comments
and reply comments will be considered
by the Commission before final action is
taken in this proceeding. In reaching its
decision in this proceeding, the Com-
mission may also take into account other
relevant information before it, in addi-
tion to the specific comments invited by
this notice.

6. In accordance with the provisions
of .§ 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an
original and 14 copies of all statements,
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur-
nished the Commission.

Adopted: February 6,1962.
Released: February 9,1962.

Federal Communications

Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.

[seal]
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Proposed Amendments to Part 16,
Land Transportation Radio Service:

1. The definition “Automobile Emer-
gency Radio Service” in § 16.6(a) is pro-
posed to be amended to read as follows;

§ 16.6 Definition of terms.

* * * * *

(a) Definition of services:

Automobile Emergency Radio Service.
The term “Automobile Emergency Radio
Service” as used in this part means a
radiocommunication service for use in
connection with the dispatching of emer-
gency road service vehicles for the pur-
pose of being of assistance to disabled
automotive vehicles used on streets or
highways.

2. Section 16.501(a) is proposed to be
amended to read as follows:

§ 16.501 Eligibility.

(a) The following persons are eligible
to hold authorizations to operate radio
stations in' the Automobile Emergency
Radio Service:

(1) Associations of owners of private
automobiles which provide a private
emergency road service for disabled
vehicles.

(2) Persons providing to the general
public an emergency road service for
disabled vehicles.

(3) A non-profit corporation or asso-
ciation organized for the purpose of fur-
nishing a radiocommunication service
solely to persons who are actually en-
gaged in the activities set forth in either
subparagraph (1) or subparagraph (2)
of this paragraph.

3. Section 16.502(b) is proposed to be
amended to read as follows:

§ 16.502 Permissible communications.

* * * * *

(b) Communications required for dis-
patching repair trucks, towing trucks, or
other road service vehicles to disabled
vehicles.

4. In § 16.503, the texts of paragraphs
(a) and (d) preceding the tables, are
proposed to be amended to read as
follows:

§ 16.503 Frequencies available for base
and mobile stations.

(a) The following frequencies are
available for assignment to base stations
and mobile stations, other than those
aboard aircraft, which are operated by
or on behalf of persons who provide to
the general public an emergency radio
service for disabled vehicles: Provided,
That only one of these frequencies shall
be assigned to the stations of any li-
censee operating in a given area:

* * * *

(d) The following frequencies are
available for assignment to base stations
and mobile stations, other than those
aboard aircraft, which are operated by
or on behalf of persons who provide to
the general public an emergency road
service for disabled vehicles: Provided,
That only one of these frequencies shall
be assigned to the stations of any licensee
operating in a given area: And provided
further, That the equipment to be used
shall immediately meet the technical
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standard which become generally effec-
tive November 1, 1963:

[F.R. Doc. 62-1518; Filed, Feb.
8:52 a.m.}

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[ 18 CFR Part 21
[Docket No. R-168]

NONACCEPTABILITY OF RATE FILINGS
BASED ON STATE-PRESCRIBED
MINIMUM PRICES

Order Terminating Proceeding

February 7, 1962.

In Cities Services Gas Company V.
State Corporation Commission of
Kansas, 355 U.S. 391, a 1958 per curiam
opinion vacating a judgment of the Su-
preme Court of Kansas, the United
States Supreme Court held, in effect,
that the State of Kansas could not law-
fully fix a minimum price at the well-
head for natural gas sold in interstate
commerce for resale. The decision was
based on the authority of Phillips Petro-
leum Company v. Wisconsin, 347 U.S.
672, and Natural Gas Pipeline Company
v. Panoma, 349 U.S. 44. A week later
the Court, citing Cities Service, reversed
a decision of the Supreme Court of Okla-
homa, which had applied the holding in
the Panoma case, supra, to sales of resi-
due gas but not to sales at or near the
wellhead. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line
Company v. Corporation Commission of
Oklahoma, 355 U.S. 425 (1958) .

In the above-entitled proceeding the
Commission has under consideration
proposed rulemaking that would amend
its general rules to provide for rejection
of any tender for filing pursuant to sec-
tion 4 of the Natural Gas Act to the ex-
tent that such filing is based upon a
state-prescribed or attributed minimum
price. The Commission also has under
consideration herein certain questions
which the above decisions of the Supreme
Court appear to raise with respect to
rate filings previously made under sec-
tion 4 of the Natural Gas Act.

Notice of the proposed rulemaking in-
volved herein was issued on April 28,
1958, and published in the Federal
Register on May 2, 1958 (23 F.R. 2973).
In giving notice of the proposed rule-
making, the Commission invited all in-
terested parties to submit data, views,
and comments in writing concerning
such rulemaking. In addition, inter-
ested persons were afforded an oppor-
tunity to present their views in oral argu-
ment before the Commission on July 29,
1958.

We believe that at this late date a
rulemaking proceeding would be a cum-
bersome and inappropriate means by
which to exercise our jurisdiction over
the matters involved herein. Such mat-
ters can more conveniently be decided
when properly raised in individual pro-
ceedings before us. We recognize, more-
over, that a buyer of natural gas who
has paid seller on the basis of a state
minimum price law has an adequate
remedy in an appropriate court in the

18, 1962,
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event that his contract entitles him to
a refund as a result of the invalidity of
the state minimum price laws.l Fur-
thermore, with respect to future rate
filings the question appears to be moot,
for to the best of our knowledge there
are no longer any state minimum price
laws in effect. We conclude there-
fore, that the above-entitled proceeding
should be terminated.

The Commission finds: The proceed-
ing in Docket No. R-168 should be
terminated.

Hie Commission orders: The proceed-
ing in Docket No. R-168 is hereby
terminated.

By the Commission.

Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.

62-1463; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962
8:46 am.J

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[17 CFR Part 239 1
REGISTRATION STATEMENTS
Proposed Forms

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.

Notice is hereby given that the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission has
under consideration certain proposed
amendments to Form S-8 which is the
form authorized for use in registering
securities to be offered pursuant to cer-
tain stock purchases, savings or similar
plans under the Securities Act of 1933,
and for registering the interests in such
plans where such registration is required,
and to 17 CFR 239.16b which lists and
described Form S-8.

It is proposed to amend Form S-8 in
the following respects:

The language of the rule as to the use
of the form would be simplified and clar-
ified. The transmittal of annual reports
and other material to employees would
be required by undertakings set forth
at the end of the form and the pro-
visions making such transmittal condi-
tions to the use of the form would be
deleted.

General Instruction E which defines
the term “transactions within one year”
as previously used in the third clause of
section 4(1) of the Securities Act would
be amended to define the term “trans-
actions prior to the expiration of 40
days”, which is the present language of
the statute.

Item 3 of the form would be amended
to eliminate from that item certain data
which would be called for as a part of
the financial statements of the plan.

The Commission has under considera-
tion a proposed amendment to Regula-
tion S-X which would prescribe the form
and content of financial statements filed
for employee stock purchase, savings and
similar plans. It is proposed to add a
new Item 18 to Form S-8 to specify the
financial statements to be filed for such

»Pan American Petroleum Corp. v. Su-
perior Court of Delaware For New Castle
County et al.,, 366 U.S. 656 (1961),

plans as a part of registration statements
on that form and to provide that such
statements shall comply with the pro-
posed new provisions of Regulation S-X
(17 CFR Part 210).

It is proposed to change the reference
to “equity securities” in various places
in the form to “securities”. The effect
of this change would be to make the
form available for use in certain cases
where securities other than equity secu-
rities are to be offered, to employees
pursuant to the plan.

The last paragraph of the form relates
to identifying statements required by
Rule 414. It is proposed to delete this
paragraph since Rule 414 is no longer in
effect.

The text of the proposed amendments
to the form is set forth below:

I. The rule as to the use of the form
would be amended to read as follows:

A. Rule as to use of Form S-8. (a)
Any issuer which files reports pursuant
to section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 may use this form
for registration under the Securities Act
of 1933 of securities to be offered to em-
ployees of such issuer of its subsidiaries
pursuant to a stock purchase, savings or
similar plan, provided the plan meets the
following conditions:

(1) Periodic cash payments are made,
or periodic payroll deductions are au-
thorized, by participating employees in
an amount not to exceed a specified per-
centage of the employee’s compensations
or a specified maximum annual amount;

(2) Contributions are made by the
employer at least annually in cash, secur-
ities of the issuer or other substantial
benefits, in accordance with a specified
formula or arrangement;

(3) Securities purchased with funds
of the plan are acquired in amounts
which, at the time of the payment of the
purchase price, do not exceed the funds
deposited or otherwise available for such
payment: Provided, That such purchases
are made periodically, or from time to
time upon a reasonably current basis,
and at prices not in excess of the cur-
rent market price at the time of
purchase;

(4) Prior to the time the employee be-
comes entitled to withdraw all funds or
securities allocable to his account, he
may withdraw at least that portion of
the cash and securities in his account
representing his contributions.

(b) If interests in the plan constitute
securities and are required to be regis-
tered under the Act, this form may also
be used for registration of such interests.

Il. Instruction E of the General In-
structions to the form would be amena
to read as follows:

E. Definition of transaction prior
the expiration of forty days. The te
“transactions prior to the expiration”
forty days” wherever used in the tmru
clause of section 4(1) of the Secur
Act of 1933 is hereby defined not to in-
clude transactions by a dealer in sec
ritfps nf the issuer registered on thuw

form.
TIT item 3 would be amended 1O read
as follows:
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Item 3. Contributions under the plan.
(a) State the amount each employee is
required or permitted to contribute or,
if not a fixed amount, the percentage of
wages or salaries or other basis of com-
puting contributions. State when and
the manner in which contributions are

(b) State when contributions are
mede by the employers and the amount
and nature of each contribution or, if
not a fixed amount, the basis of com-
puting contributions.

(c) State as of the latest practicable
date, the approximate number or par-
ticipating employees of each employer
who participates in the plan.

(d) State the nature and frequency
of any reports to participating employees
as to the amount and status of their ac-
counts.

IV. A new Item 18 would be added
reading as follows:

Item 18. Financial statements of the
plan, (a) The following financial state-
ments shall be furnished for any plan
the interests in which are being regis-
tered hereunder.

(1) A certified statement of financial

condition as of the end of the latest
fiscal year of the plan.
(2) A certified statement of income

and changes in plan equity for the latest
fiscal year of the plan.

(b) If certified financial statements
substantially meeting the above re-
quirements have been furnished to all
employees who receive a copy of the

prospectus, such statements may be
incorporated by reference in the
prospectus.

Instructions. The statements required

by this item shall be prepared and cer-
tified in accordance with the applicable
provisions of Regulation S-X (17 CFR
Part 210) and shall be accompanied by
the schedules specified in that regulation.

V. Under the heading “Undertakings”
a new form of undertaking would be in-
serted, following paragraph B, reading
as follows:

C. To transmit annual report with
prospectus. The undersigned issuer of
the securities to be registered hereunder
hereby undertakes to deliver or cause
10 u delivered with the prospectus to
each eligible employee a copy of the is-
suers annual report to stockholders for
ts last fiscal year, unless such employee
therwise receives a copy of such report.

rmw fiscal year of the issuer has

tied within 90 days prior to the use of

e prospectus, the annual report for the
p eceamg fiscal year may be so delivered,

thp i case tfee annual report for
nrnmVi ®sca* year will be furnished
available eaCll sucll employee when
«J?' word “equity” would be deleted

thpf = form in the following places:

tho «2 ? * page (Paragraph B and C and

sentif* n°te tO the fee taWe) ; the last

Itemi*y°f General Instruction B; and
~(caption and text),

at the t°ll°wing paragraph set forth

"Nrtwith\Of The fQqrm would be deleted:
~withstanding Rme 414, no form of

FEDERAL REGISTER

identifying statement need be filed with
the registration statement.”

It is further proposed to amend
§239.16b of Title 17 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations to include the complete
amended text of Form S-8, so as to
read:

§ 239.16b Form S-8, registration state-
ment under the Securities Act of
1933.

(a) Identification. (1) Full title of
the plan and the address of the em-
ployer sponsoring the plan; (2) Name
of issuer of the securities being offered
pursuant to the plan and the address
of its principal executive office; (3)
Name and address of agent for service
for the employer and for the issuer of
the securities; (4) Approximate date of
proposed public offerings.

(b) Calculation of registration fee.

Column 1. Title of securitiesl being reg-
istered.

Column 2. Amountl being registered.

Column 3. Proposed maximum aggregate
offering price.2

Column 4. Amount of registration fee.2

(c> General instructions— (1> Rule as
to use of Form S-8. (i> Any issuer
which files reports pursuant to Section
13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 may use this form for reg-
istration under the Securities Act of
1933 of securities to be offered to em-
ployees of such issuer of its subsidiaries
pursuant to a stock purchase, savings or
similar plan, provided the plan meets
the following conditions:

(a) Periodic cash payments are made,
or periodic payroll deductions are au-
thorized, by participating employees in
an amount not to exceed a specified per-
centage of the employee’s compensations
or a specified maximum annual amount;

(b) Contributions are made by the
employer at least annually in cash, se-
curities of the issuer or other substantial
benefits, in accordance with a specified
formula or arrangement;

(c) .Securities purchased with funds
of the plan are acquired in amounts
which, at the time of the payment of
the purchase price, do not exceed the
funds deposited or otherwise available
for such payment; provided, that such
purchases are made periodically, or from
time to time upon a reasonably current
basis, and at prices not in excess of the
current market price at the time of pur-
chase;

(d) Prior to the time the employee
becomes entitled to withdraw all funds
or securities allocable to his account, he
may withdraw at least that portion of
the cash and securities in his account
representing his contributions.

(ii) If interests in the plan constitute
securities and are required to be regis-
tered under the Act, this form may also
be used for registration of such interests.

(2) Application of general rules and
regulations. Before undertaking the

1State separately the interests or partici-
pations in the plan and the securities offered
pursuant to the plan.

2The aggregate offering priee and the
amount of the fee shall be computed only
with respect to the aggregate employee con-
tributions.
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preparation of the registration state-
ment, reference should be made to the
General Rules and Regulations under the
Act, particularly those comprising Regu-
lation C (88 236.400 to 230.494 of this
chapter). That regulation contains
general requirements regarding the
preparation and fifing of the registration
statement. The definitions contained in
§230.405 should be especially noted.
For purposes of this form, however, the
term “employee” includes any director,
trustee, officer or other employee. The
term “issuer” as used in this form means
the company whose securities are to be
offered pursuant to the plan.

(3) Documents comprising registra-
tion statement. The registration state-
ment shall consist of the facing sheet of
the form, the prospectus, the required
undertakings, signatures, consents of
experts and exhibits and any other infor-
mation or documents filed as a part of
the registration statement.

(4) Form and content of prospectus.
The prospectus shall contain the infor-
mation called for by all of the items of
the form, except that no reference need
be made to inapplicable items, and nega-

tive answers to any items may be
omitted. The» information required
should be presented in clear, concise,

understandable fashion. Avoid unneces-
sary and irrelevant details, repetition or
the use of unnecessary technical lan-
guage. None of the other information
or documents filed as a part of the regis-
tration statement need be included in
the prospectus.

(5) Definition of transaction prior to
the expiration of forty days. The term
“transactions prior to the expiration of
forty days” wherever used in the third
clause of section 4(1) of the Securities
Act of 1933 is hereby defined not to
include transactions by a dealer in
securities of the issuer registered on this
form.

(d) Information required in the pro-
spectus.

Item (1) : General information regarding
the plan. (i) Give the title of the plan and

the name and address of the issuer and each
participating employer. State when the plan
was created, the parties thereto and the
manner in which it was created. (i)
Describe generally the purposes of the plan.

Item (2): Who may participate in the
plan. Indicate each class or group of em-
ployees entitled to participate in the plan.
State the terms and conditions upon which
initial participation by each such class or
group is permitted.

Item (3): Contributions under the plan.
(i) State the amount each employee is re-
quired or permitted to contribute or, if not
a fixed amount, the percentage of wages or
salaries or other basis of computing contri-
butions. State when and the manner in
which contributions are made.

(4) State when contributions are made by
the employers and the amount and nature
of each contribution or, if not a fixed amount,
the basis of computing contributions.

(Hi) State as of the latest practicable date
the approximate number or participating em-
ployees of each employer who participates in
the plan.

(iv) State the nature and frequency of any
reports to participating employees as to the
amount and status of their accounts.

Item (4): Withdrawal from the plan—as-
signment of interest, (i) Describe the terms
and conditions under which a participating
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employee may (a) withdraw from the plan
and terminate his interest therein, or (b)
withdraw funds or investments held for his
account without terminating his interest in
the plan.

(it) State the nature and amount of all
charges or deductions, other than for taxes,
which may be made upon the termination of
an employee’s interest in the plan or upon
the partial withdrawal of his account there-
under. Indicate clearly who will receive the
amounts so charged or deducted.

(Hi) State whether, and the terms and
conditions upon which, the plan permits an
employee to assign or hypothecate his in-
terest in the plan.

Item. (5): Defaults under the plan. State
separately every event of default with which
a participating employee or employer may
be charged and describe fully the conse-
quences thereof, including any forfeiture or
penalty which may be thereby incurred.

Item (6): Administration of the plan. (i)
Give the name and complete address of the
persons who administer the plan and state
the capacity in which they act (such as
trustees or managers) and the functions
which they perform. State the nature of any
material relationship between the adminis-
trators and the employee, the issuer of its
affiliates.

(ii) Describe the manner in which the
administrators of the plan are selected, their
term of office and the manner in which they
may be removed from office.

(Hi) State the annual amount of compen-
sation, if any, received by the administra-
tors'of the plan from assets of the plan.

Item (7): Investment of funds, (i) If a
custodian, administrator or the employer or
any of its affiliates has discretion with respect
to the investment or disposition of all or
any part of the assets of the plan, describe
the policies followed and to be followed in
respect of the type and proportion of securi-
ties or other property in which the assets
may be invested.

(ii) If the participating employee may
direct or elect a procedure to be followed
with respect to the investment or disposition
of all or part of the assets of the plan, de-
scribe the provisions of the plan with respect
thereto.

(Hi) It any investments are purchased
otherwise than in the open market, state
from whom such investments are purchased
and describe the charges paid directly or in-
directly from funds held under the plan. If
the employer or any of its affiliates, or any
person having a material relationship with
the employer or any of its affiliates, directly
or indirectly receives any part of the aggre-
gate purchase price (including fees, com-
missions or other charges), explain fully.

Item (8): Liens on funds or property.
State whether or not under the plan or any
contract in connection therewith any person
has or may create a lien on any funds, se-
curities or other property held under the
plan. If so, describe fully the circumstances
under which the lien was or may be created.

Item (9): Termination and extension of
the plan. State the circumstances under
which the plan will terminate and the con-
ditions under which it may be extended.

Item (10): Other charges and deductions.
Describe all charges and deductions, other
than taxes, not called for above which may
be made against employees participating in
the plan or against funds, securities, or other
property held under the plan and indicate
who will receive, directly or indirectly, any
part thereof.

Item (11): Summary of earnings. Furnish
in comparative columnar form a summary
of earnings of the issuer for each of at least
the last five fiscal years of the issuer (or for
the life of the issuer and its immediate
predecessor, if less). If the issuer includes
in its annual report filed pursuant to section
13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act
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of 1934 a profit and loss statement of the
issuer and its subsidiaries consolidated, the
summary of earnings shall be prepared on a
consolidated basis. The summary shall be
certified for at least the last three fiscal
years included therein.

Instructions. 1. The summary shall cover
a representative period and, subject to ap-
propriate deviation to correspond to signifi-
cant characteristics of the issuer, the follow-
ing items shall be included: net sales or
operating revenues; cost of goods sold or
operating expenses (or gross profit) ; interest
charges; income taxes; net income; special
items; net income and special items. The
summary shall reflect the retroactive adjust-
ment of any material items affecting the
comparability of the results.

2. Appropriate footnotes to the summary
shall be furnished whenever necessary to re-
flect information or explanations of material
significance to investors in appraising the
results shown.

3. If common stock or securities convert-
ible into common stock are being registered,
the summary shall be prepared to present
earnings applicable to common stock. Earn-
ings and dividends declared per share for
each year of the summary shall also be in-
cluded when appropriate.

4. If the annual report of the issuer which
accompanies the prospectus includes a sum-
mary of earnings substantially meeting the
above requirements, such summary may be
incorporated by reference in the prospectus.

Item (12): Market prices of the issuer’s
securities. State the range of market prices
of the securities of the issuer being regis-
tered for each year for which earnings data
are supplied in response to item 11. Indi-
cate whether such prices represent prices on
a securities exchange, naming such ex-
change. If the range is otherwise obtained,
state the nature of the market and the
source of the prices.

Item (13): Description of certain signifi-
cant developments in the last five years.
If within the past five years there has been
any bankruptcy, receivership or similar pro-
ceeding or any material reorganization, cap-
ital readjustment or succession or the acqui-
sition or disposition of any material amount
of assets, otherwise than in the ordinary
course of business, involving the issuer or
any of its significant subsidiaries, describe
briefly the nature and results of such events
upon the business of the issuer.

Item (14): Capital stock being registered.
If capital stock is being registered, state the
title of the class and furnish the following
information; (i) Outline briefly (a) divi-
dend rights; (b) voting right; (c) liquida-
tion rights; (d) pre-emptive rights; (e)
conversion rights; (/) redemption provi-
sions; (g) sinking fund provisions; and (h)
liability to further calls or to assessment by
the issuer.

(it) If the rights of holders of such stock
may be modified otherwise than by a vote
of a majority or more of the shares out-
standing, voting as a class, so state and
explain briefly.

(iff) Outline briefly any restriction on the
repurchase or redemption of shares by the
issuer while there is any arrearage in the
payment of dividends or sinking fund in-
stallments. If there is no such restriction,
so state.

Instructions. 1. Only a brief summary of
the pertinent provisions from an investment
standpoint is required. A complete legal
description of the provisions referred to is
not required and should not be given. Do
not set forth the provisions of the governing
instruments verbatim; only a succinct re-
sume is required.

2. If the rights evidenced by the securities
being registered are materially limited or
qualified by the rights of any other class of
securities, include such information regard-
ing such other securities as will enable inves-

tors to understand the rights evidenced by
securities being registered.

Item (15): Other securities being regis
tered. If securities other than capital stock
are being registered, outline briefly the rights
evidenced thereby.

Instruction. Information comparable to
that called for by Item 14 and the instruc-
tions thereto shall bé furnished.

Item (16): Principal holders of ~equity
securities. Furnish the following informa-
tion, in substantially the tabular form indi-
cated, as to all equity securities of the issuer,
and all options to purchase such securities’
owned by each person who owns of record, or
is known by the issuer to own beneficially,
more than 10 percent of any class of securities
or options. The information shall be fur-
nished as of a specified date within 90 days
prior to the date of filing.

(1) (2) (3
Name and Title of Type of
address class ownership
(4) (5)
Amount Percent
owned of class
Instruction. Indicate in column (3)

whether the securities are owned both of
record and beneficially, or record only, or
beneficially only, and show separately in
columns (4) and (5) the respective amounts
and percentages owned in each such manner.
The percentages are to be calculated on the
basis of the amount of outstanding securi-
ties or options of the class.

Item (17): Financial statements, (i)
Include the certified financial statements of
the issuer required *to be included in the
annual report which the issuer has filed or is
required to file for its last fiscal year pur-
suant to Section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934. If the issuer includes
in its annual report certified financial state-
ments of the issuer and its subsidiaries con-
solidated, the latter shall be furnished in lieu
of the financial statements of the issuer. No
‘Schedules need be included.

(ii) If the annual report of the issuer to
its security holders for its last fiscal year
includes certified financial statements sub-
stantially meeting the (i) of this subpara-
graph, such statements may be incorporated
by reference in the prospectus.

Item (18): Financial statements of the
plan, (i) The following financial state-
ments shall be furnished for any plan the
interests in' which are being registered
Tiereunder.

(0) A certified statement of financial con-
dition as of the end of the latest fiscal year
of the plan.

(b) A certified statement of income and
changes in plan equity for the latest fiscal
year of the plan.

(ii) If certified financial statements sub-
stantially meeting the above requirements
have been furnished to all employees who re-
ceive a copy of the prospectus, such state-
ments may be incorporated by reference in
the prospectus. .

Instructions. The statements required oy
this item shall be prepared and certified n
accordance with the applicable PrOyisiO ,
of Regulation S-X (17 CFR Part 210) ana
shall be accompanied by the schedu
specified in that regulation.

.(e) Undertakings— (1) To file reports.
Subject to the terms and conditions
section 15(d) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934, the undersigned registrants
hereby undertake to file with the ©ecu
ties and Exchange Commission such sup-
plementary and periodic i” orFa
documents and reports as may he p
scribed by any rule or regulation oi
Commission heretofore or hereaiter
duly adopted pursuant to authority
ferred in that section.
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(20 To transmit certain material.
The undersigned employer hereby
undertakes to transmit to all employees
participating in the plan at the time and
in the manner as such material is sent
to stockholders of the issuer, copies of
all reports, proxy statements and other
communications distributed to its stock-
holders generally. The employer also
undertakes to transmit copies of such
material to the Commission for its in-
formation but such material shall not be
deemed to be “filed” as part of the reg-
istration statement.

(3) To transmit annual report with
prospectus. The undersigned issuer of
the securities to be registered hereunder
hereby undertakes to deliver or cause to
be delivered with the prospectus to each
eligible employee a copy of the issuer’s
annual report to stockholders for its last
fiscal year, unless such employee other-
wise receives a copy of such report. If
the last fiscal year of the issuer has
ended within 90 days prior to the use of
the prospectus, the annual report for
the preceding fiscal year may be so de-
livered, but in such case the annual re-
port for the last fiscal year will be fur-
nished promptly to each such employee
when available.

' (f) Signatures.

The employer. Pursuant to the require-
ments of the Securities Act of 1933, the em-
ployer has duly caused this registration
statement to be signed on its behalf by the
undersigned, thereunto duly authorized, in

the City of — ......... . and State o f
on the------- day o f _19
(Issuer)

(Signature and title)
Pursuant to the requirements of the Secu-
rities Act of 1933, this registration statement
has been signed below by the following per-
sons in the capacities and on the dates
indicated.

(Signature) (Title) (Date)

The issuer. Pursuant to the requirements
of the Securities Act of 1933, the issuer has
duly caused this registration statement to
a®signed on its behalf by the undersigned,
thereunto duly authorized, in the City

No. 31------ 5
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of , and State o f _on
the day o f _19
(Issuer)
By —————

(Signature of title)
Pursuant to the requirements of the Secu-
rities Act of 1933, this registration statement
has been signed below by the following per-
sons in the capacities and on the dates
indicated.

(Signature) (Title) (Date)

The plan. Pursuant to the requirements
of the Securities Act of 1933, the plan has
duly caused this registration statement to
be signed on its behalf by the undersigned,
thereunto duly authorized, in the City of

and State o f __,on the

day o f _19._.
(The plan)
B Y —mmemm mememeee e e —
(Signature and title)
Pursuant to the requirements of the Secu-
rities Act of 1933, this registration statement
has been signed below by the following per-

sons in the capacities and on the dates
indicated.
(Signature) (Title) (Date)
Instructions. 1. The registration state-

ment shall be signed by the issuer, the em-
ployer(s) (and where there is created under
the plan an unincorporated association, a
trust, committee or other legal entity, by
such association, trust, committee or other
legal entity), their respective principal ex-
ecutive officers, principal financial officers,
controllers or principal accounting officers
and by at least the majority of the respec-
tive board of directors or persons performing
similar functions.

2. The name of each person who signs the
registration statement shall be typed or
printed beneath his signature. Any person
who occupies more than one of the specified
positions shall indicate each capacity in
which he signs the registration statement.

(g) Instructions as to exhibits. Sub-
ject to the rules as to incorporation by
reference, the exhibits specified below
shall be filed as a part of the registration
statement. Exhibits shall be appropri-
ately lettered or numbered for convenient
reference. Exhibits incorporated by ref-
erence may bear the designation given
in the previous filing.
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(1) Copies of the plan as presently in
effect.

(2) Copies of all constituent instru-
ments (other than the plan itself) defin-
ing the rights of employees who partic-
ipate in the plan.

(3) Copies of all material contracts
not made in the ordinary course of busi-
ness, which are now in effect or were
made within two years prior to the date
of filing, relating to the plan.

(4) An opinion of counsel as to the
legality of the interests and the equity
securities being registered, indicating
whether they will when sold be legally
issued, fully paid and non-assessable.

(5) Copies of the issuer’s annual re-
port to stockholders for its last fiscal
year. Such report, except for those por-
tions thereof which are incorporated by
reference in the registration statement,
it is to be furnished for the information
of the Commission and is not to be
deemed “filed” as part of the registra-
tion statement. |If the financial state-
ments in the report have been incorpo-
rated by reference in the registration
statement, the accountants’ certificate
shall be manually signed in one copy.

(6) Copies of all summaries of the

plan or other written communications
intended to be used in connection with
the offering or sale of the securities being
registered.
(Sections 6 and 7, 48 Stat. 78, 15 U.S.C. 77f,
779; sec. 10, 48 Stat. 81, a* amended, 15 U.S.G.
77j; and sec. 19(a), 48 Stat. 85, as amended,
15 U.S.C. 77s)

All interested persons are invited to
submit their views and comments on the
above proposals, in writing, to the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., on or before
March 5, 1962. Except where nondis-
closure is requested, all such communi-
cations will be considered available for
public inspection.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] CRVAL L. DUBOIS,

Secretary.
February 8, 1962

[F.R. Doc. 62-1496; Filed, Feb.
8:50 a.m.]

13, 1962,



GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

REPORT

Notices

Defense Materials Service

Termination Program
Regulation date Unit limitation
(quantity)
ACINERRGEIAVG
Public Law IME, 8Sd Cent.
Short dry tons, beryl ore T, - 4,500
June 30, 1962 Short tons, hand-cobbed mica or equivalent.......... 25,000
COMAEBEDRRGAVG
Public Law SOS, 83d Cong.
Oct. 1,1957 Shorttons, crudeNo. land/orcrude No. 2Asbhestos— 1,500
Dec. 31,1958 15,000,000
Manganese:
JmAII9B 6,000,000
6,000,000
%e 6,000,000
i 28,000,000
July 11,1958 ,000,000
Public Law 6M, 79th Cong.
Chrome ...—. June 30,1959 Long dry tons, chrome ore and/or chrome concen-
200,000
Defense Production Act
Mercury:
Dec. 31,1957 125,000
Do Dec. 31,1958 30,000
Dec. 3L1957 75,000
Do Dec. 3lj 1958 20,000

i Quantities represent deliveries.

February 8, 1962

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of the Secretary
[Dept. Circ. 570,1961 Rev. Supp. No. 22]

ANCHOR CASUALTY COMPANY,
ST. PAUL, MINN.

Termination of Authority To Qualify
as Surety on Federal Bonds

February 8,1962.

Notice is hereby given that the Cer-
tificate of Authority issued by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to Anchor Casu-
alty Company, St. Paul, Minnesota,
under the provisions of the Act of Con-
gress approved July 30, 1947 (6 u.s.c.
6-13), to qualify as sole surety on recog-
nizances, stipulations, bonds and under-
takings permitted or required by the
laws of the United States has been termi-
nated effective as of midnight December
31, 1961

The Agricultural Insurance Company,
a New York corporation, holds a certifi-
cate of authority from the Secretary of
the Treasury as an acceptable surety on
bonds in favor of the United States.
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[F.R. Doc. 62-1477; Filed, Feb. 13,1962; 8:47 a.m.]

Pursuant to Agreement of Merger, effec-
tive midnight December ap-
proved by the Superintendent of Insur-
ance of the State of New York, September
27,1961, and the Commissioner of Insur-
ance of the State of Minnesota, October
26, 1961, the Anchor Casualty Company,
St. Paul, Minnesota, was merged into
Agricultural Insurance Company, Water-
town, New York, the surviving company.
Agricultural Insurance Company ac-
quired all of the assets and assumed all
of the liabilities of Anchor Casualty
Company. A copy of the Agreement of
Merger is on file in the Treasury Depart-
ment, Bureau of Accounts, Surety Bonds
Branch, Washington 25, D.C.

No action need be taken_by bond ap-
proving officers, by reason of the merger,
with respect to any bond or other obli-
gations in favor of the United States, or
in which the United States has an inter-
est, direct or indirect, issued on or before
December 31, 1961, by Anchor Casualty
Company pursuant to the certificate of
authority issued to the company by the
Secretary of the Treasury.

The merger of the companies will not
affect the underwriting limitation of the

OF PURCHASES UNDER PURCHASE REGULATIONS

December 31,1961

Purchases during quarterl Cumulative purchases

through end of quarter!

Quantity

Amount

Quantity

$33,374
612,352

3,030
24,032

1,499

850
15,567,912
6,020,471
6,215,258
6,108,316

28,069,901
2,996,280

199,961

9,428
17,463

2,508

Amount

i
i

yericyrs

Bermard L. Boutin,
Administrator.

surviving .~corporation, Agricultural In-
surance Company, which will remain at
$1,924,000.00.

[SEAL] W. T. HEFFELFINGER,
Fiscal Assistant Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1489; Filed, Feb. 13 1962

.8:49 a.m.]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-90]
AEROJET-GENERAL NUCLEONICS

Notice of Extension of Completion
Date

Please take notice that the Atomic
Energy Commission has issued an orae
extending to March 1, 1964 the
completion date specified in Constructi
Permit No. CPRR-24 for the cOTstruc-
tion of nuclear reactors Model AGN-~u ,
Serial Numbers 126 through 130.

Copies of the Commission’s order ana
of the application by Aerojet-Genera
Nucleonics are available for pub“?
spection at the Commissions fu



Wednesday, February 14, 1962

Document Room, 1717 H Street
Washington, D.C.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 7th
day of February 1962.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
R. L. Kirk,

Director, Division of
Licensing and Regulation.

Doc. 62-1504; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:51 a.m.]

NW.,

[Fr.

[Docket No. 50-54]
UNION CARBIDE CORP.

Notice of Issuance of Amendment to
Utilization Facility License

Please take notice that no request for
a formal hearing having been filed fol-
lowing publication of the notice of pro-
posed action in the Federal Register on
January 23,1962, 27 F.R. 672, the Atomic
Energy Commission has issued Amend-
ment No. 2 to Facility License No. R-81.
The amendment authorizes Union Car-
bide Corporation to conduct certain ad-
ditional experiments in its pool-type
nuclear reactor located in Sterling For-
est, New York.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 8th
day of February 1962.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Robert H. Bryan,
Chief, Research and Power Re-
actor Safety Branch, Division
of Licensing and Regulation.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1490; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:49 a.m.]

agreement between the united
STATES ATOMIC ENERGY COMMIS-
SION AND THE COMMONWEALTH
OF KENTUCKY FOR DISCONTINU-
ANCE OF CERTAIN COMMISSION
REGULATORY AUTHORITY AND
RESPONSIBILITY WITHIN THE COM-
MONWEALTH

Whereas, The United States Atomic
Energy Commission (hereinafter re-
lerred to as the Commission) is au-
wionzed under section 274 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (here-
inafter referred to as the Act), to enter
into agreements with the Governor oi
»ny State providing for discontinuance
oi the regulatory authority of the Com-
mission within the State under Chapters
o. /, and 8, and section 161 of the Act
«mw. respebt.to byproduct materials
mo+CGe mate* als, and special nuclear
materna m quantities not sufficient tc

rm a critical mass, and;

Whereas, The Governor of the Com-
i“nwcalth of Kentucky is authorized
£2 2 iection 152-115 of the Kentucky

® Nutes to enter into this

ement with the Commission; and
The Governor of the Com-
~e-nyealth of Kentucky certified or

S P M 1*», that the Common-
ferrpd »°  Kentucky (hereinafter re-
DroJdI™ *s the Commonwealth) has s

gram for the control of radiation

FEDERAL REGISTER

hazards adequate to protect the public
health and safety with respect to the
materials within the Commonwealth
covered by this Agreement, and that
the Commonwealth desires to assume
regulatory responsibility for such ma-
terials, and;

Whereas, The Commission found on
February 1, 1962, that the program of
the Commonwealth for the regulation
of the materials covered by this Agree-
ment is compatible with the Commis-
sion’s program for the regulation of
such materials and is adequate to pro-
tect the public health and safety; and

Whereas, The Commonwealth recog-
nizes the desirability and importance
of maintaining continuing compatibility
between its program and the program
of the Commission for the control of
radiation hazards in the interest of
public health and safety; and

Whereas, The Commission and the
Commonwealth recognize the desirabil-
ity of reciprocal recognition of licenses
and exemption from licensing of those
materials subject to this Agreement; and

Whereas, This Agreement is entered
into and is subject to the provisions of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, and the applicable regulations
of the Atomic Energy Commission which
may be issued from time to time pur-
suant thereto;

Now, therefore, it is hereby agreed
between the Commission and the Gov-
ernor of the Commonwealth, acting in
behalf of the Commonwealth, as follows:

Article |

Subject to the exceptions provided in
Articles I, 111, and IV, the Commission
shall discontinue, as of the effective date
of this Agreement, the regulatory au-
thority of the Commission in the Com-
monwealth under Chapters 6, 7, and 8,
and section 161 of the Act with respect to
the following materials:

A. Byproduct materials;

B. Source materials; and

C. Special nuclear materials in quan-
tities not sufficient to form a critical
mass.

Article n

This Agreement does not provide for
discontinuance of any authority and the
Commission shall retain authority and
responsibility with respect to regulation
of:

A. The construction and operation of
any production or utilization facility;

B. The export from or import into the
United States of byproduct, source, or
special nuclear material, or of any pro-
duction or utilization facility;

C. The disposal into the ocean or sea
of byproduct, source, or special nuclear
waste materials as defined in regulations
or orders of the Commission;

D. The disposal of such other byprod-
uct, source, or special nuclear material
as the Commission from time to time
determines by regulation or order should,
because of the hazards or potential haz-
ards thereof, not be so disposed of with-
out a license from the Commission.

Article m

Notwithstanding this Agreement, the
Commission may from time to time by
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rule, regulation, or order, require that
the manufacturer, processor, or pro-
ducer of any equipment, device, com-
modity, or other product containing
source, byproduct, or special nuclear
material shall not transfer possession or
control of such product except pursuant
to a license or an exemption from licens-
ing issued by the Commission.

Article |V

This Agreement shall not affect the
authority of the Commission under sub-
section 161 b or i of the Act to issue
rules, regulations, or orders to protect
the common defense and security, to
protect restricted data or to guard
against tho loss or diversion of special
nuclear material.

Article V

The Commonwealth will use its best
efforts to maintain continuing compati-
bility between its program and the pro-
gram of the Commission for the regula-
tion of like materials. To this end the
Commonwealth will use its best efforts
to keep the Commission informed of pro-
posed changes in its rules and regula-
tions, and licensing, inspection, and en-
forcement policies and criteria, and of
proposed requirements for the design
and distribution of products containing
source, byproduct, or special nuclear ma-
terial, and to obtain the comments and
assistance of the Commission thereon.

Article VI

The Commission will use its best ef-
forts to keep the Commonwealth in-
formed of proposed changes in its rules
and regulations, and licensing, inspec-
tion, and enforcement policies and cri-
teria and to obtain the comments and
assistance of the Commonwealth
thereon.

Article VII

The Commission and the Common-
wealth agree that it is desirable to pro-
vide for reciprocal recognition of licenses
for the materials listed in Article 1 li-
censed by the other party or by any
agreement State. Accordingly, the Com-
mission and the Commonwealth agree to
use their best efforts to develop appro-
priate rules, regulations, and procedures
by which such reciprocity will be
accorded.

Article VIII

The Commission, upon its own initia-
tive after reasonable notice and oppor-
tunity for hearing to the Commonwealth,
or upon request of the Governor of the
Commonwealth, may terminate or sus-
pend this Agreement and reassert the
licensing and regulatory authority vested
in it under the Act if the Commission
finds that such termination of suspen-
sion is required to protect the public
health and safety.

Article IX

This Agreement shall become effective
on March 26, 1962, and shall remain in
effect unless, and until such time as it is
terminated pursuant to Article vm .

Done at Washington, District of
Columbia, in duplicate, this eighth day
of February, 1962.
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For the United States Atomic Energy

Commission.
Glenn T. Seaborg,

Chairman.
For the Commonwealth of Kentucky.
Bert Combs,
Governor.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1499; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:50 a.m.)

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

OfFlce of the Secretory
LOUIS A. SCHLUETER

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section TNMfe) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests as re-
ported in the Federal Register during
the past six months.

A. Deletions: No change.
B. Additions: No change.

This statement is made as of February
1,1962.
Louis A. Schlueter.
February 1,1962.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1485; Filed, Feb.
8:48 a.m.)

13, 1962,

JAMES P. WHITLOCK

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Executive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests as re-
ported in the Federal Register during
the past six months.

A. Deletions: No change.
B. Additions: No change.

This statement is made as of January
30,1962.
James P. Whitlock.

January 30,1962.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1486; Filed, Feb.
8:48 a.m.)

CIVIL AERONAUTICS DOARD

[Docket 11238 et al.)

SHULMAN, INC., ET AL., INTERNA-
TIONAL AIRFREIGHT FORWARDER
INVESTIGATION

Notice of Oral Argument

13, 1962;

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1950, as amended, that oral argument
in the above-entitled proceeding is as-
signed to be heard on March 7, 1962 at

NOTICES

10 a.m., e.s.t,, in Room 1027, Universal
Building, Connecticut and Florida Ave-
nues NW,, Washington, D.C., before the
Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., February
9,1962.

[SEAL] Francis W. Brown,
Chief Examiner.
[F.R. Doe. 62-150Q; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962

8:50a.m.} 7/

[Docket 13337]

NEVADA AIRMOTIVE CORP. AND
TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC.

Order Denying Motion and Granting
Tentative Approval

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 8th day of February 1962.

In the matter of the purchase by Ne-
vada Airmotive Corp. from Trans World
Airlines, Inc. of certain aircraft, and
motion to withhold certain information
from public disclosure. '

By application filed January 17, 1962,
Nevada Airmotive Corporation (Nevada)
and Trans World Airlines, Inc. (TWA)
jointly requested the Board to rule that
section 408 of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (the Act) is not applicable to
the purchase of 25 Lockheed L-049 air-
craft and related engines, parts, tools
and fixtures by Nevada from TWA at a
cost of $700,000, or to exempt the parties
from the provisions of the Act to the
extent necessary to permit consumma-
tion of the transaction, or to approve
the transaction pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 408 of the Act. The
parties field concurrently a motion to
withhold from public disclosure the in-
formation contained in the purchase
contract.

In support of the merits of the appli-
cation, the parties state that Nevada is
engaged in the purchase, sale and leas-
ing of surplus aircraft, that the aircraft
have been retired by TWA in connection
with its jet re-equipment program, and
that the importance to TW A of disposing
of the aircraft and the public interest
to be served thereby are self evident.

The Board, upon consideration of the
application, finds’that the 25 Lockheed
L-049 aircraft to be purchased by Ne-
vada constitute a substantial portion of
the properties of TWA within the mean-
ing of section 408 of the Act. Accord-
ingly, the Board will not grant the re-
quested disclaimer of jurisdiction, nor
is an exemption appropriate since Ne-
vada, against whom the prohibition in
section 408 runs in this transaction, is
not an air carrier and hence may not
be exempted pursuant to section 416 of
the Act. However, the Board has con-
cluded tentatively that the purchase of
the aircraft by Nevada from TWA does
not affect the control of an air carrier
directly engaged in the operation of
aircraft in air transportation, does not
result in creating a monopoly and does
not tend to restrain competition. Fur-
thermore, the Board notes that no per-

son disclosing a substantial interest is
currently requesting a hearing. Al-
though the 25 aircraft presently con-
stitute a substantial portion of TWA’s
aircraft fleet, they are being replaced by
modern jet aircraft with increased ca-
pacity and speed. It would therefore
appear that approval of the transaction
would not be inconsistent with the public
interest.

In view of the foregoing, the Board
tentatively finds that the transaction
should be approved and intends to ap-
prove it without hearing under the pro-
visions of section 408(b) of the Act
In accordance therewith, this order
constituting notice of such intention will
be published in the Federal Register
and interested persons will be afforded
an opportunity to comment on the
Board’s tentative decision.

In support of the motion, the parties
state that (1) their interests would be
adversely affected by advance public
disclosure of the agreement, (2) until
such time as the Board acts the parties
will remain uncertain as to the status
of their contractual relationship, (3) in
the interim competitors of TWA and
Nevada may be advantaged by disclosure,
(4) the contract is of sole concern to
them, and (5) advance disclosure is not
required in the interest of the public.

Upon careful consideration of this
matter, the Board has decided to deny
the motion.1- It seems clear that the
positidn of the parties essentially con-
cerns. disclosure of the information dur-
ing the period between the filing of the
application and the time of action by
the Board, and not after the issuance
of a decision. Even if this were not the
case, it appears that disclosure may well
be in the public interest, and certainly
the parties have not made a contrary
showing.

Therefore, it is ordered:

1. That the motion to withhold the
contract between Nevada and TWA from
public disclosure be and it hereby is
denied;

2. That the order be published in the
Federal Register.

3. That the Attorney General of the
United States be furnished a copy of
this order within one day of its publica-
tionj and .

4. That interested persons are afforded
a period of 15 days within which to file
comments or request a hearing with
respect to the Board’s proposed action
on the application in Docket 13337.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson,
Secretary,
[F.R. Doc. 62-1501; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962
8:51 a.m.)

‘ The agreement of sale, which is the s
Ject of the motion, inter alia, identifies
aircraft, describes the nature of the P
and equipment being sold, specifies s
mechanical condition of the aircraft,
sets forth the financial terms and otnei
responsibilities of the parties.

*Such comments shaU in all respects.®
form to the requirements of the
rules of practice for the filing of docum
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[Docket 13249]

BRANIFF AIRWAYS, INCORPORATED
AND PAN AMERICAN WORLD AIR-
WAYS, INC.

Interchange; Notice of Prehearing
Conference

In the matter of the application of
Braniff Airways, Incorporated and Pan
American World Airways, Inc., for apr
proval of an equipment interchange
lease agreement.

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in the above-entitled
matter is assigned to be held on Feb-
ruary 20,1962, at 10 a.m. (eastern stand-
ard time) in Room 911, Universal Build-
ing, Connecticut and Florida Avenues
NW., Washington, D.C., before Examiner
William J. Madden.

Dated at Washington, D.C., February
9,1962.

[seal] Francis W. Brown,
Chief Examiner.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1502; Piled, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:51 aun.]

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

POSITIONS FOR WHICH THERE IS DE-
TERMINED TO BE A MANPOWER
SHORTAGE

Notice of Listing

Under the provisions of Public Law 86-
587, the Civil Service Commission has
determined that there is a manpower
shortage for the following:

1 Positions in the following Series
under the Classification Act of 1949, as
amended, or comparable positions not
subject to the Classification Act:

Patent Administration
Gs-1222-0 Patent Attorney
N1223-0 Patent Classifying
§-1225-0 Patent Interference Examininj

Geographic coverage. Nationwide.

affective date. January 4, 1962.

f The position of Program Coordi-
Maintenance)

Headquarters U.S. Armj
M@ POranNon Aeronautical Depoi
Texas™ * 106 Center* CorPus Christi

Effective date. October 26, 1961.
mavtir transportation expenses
diitl ct2?I<i for aPPointees to their firsl
aboLSta?°n for the Positions as listec
of sucll Payments as a resull
in S ? eterminati® must be made

Sued hv% C* with t*avei regulations is-
uea w the Bureau of the Budget.

United States Civil Serv-

ice Commission,
Mary V. Wenzel,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[P.R. Doc. 6214 Filed. Feb.
Bloamy T B S

[seal]

FEDERAL REGISTER

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 14482; FCC 62M-182]

ASHEBORO BROADCASTING CO.
IWGWR)

Order Following Prehearing
Conference

In re application of Asheboro Broad-
casting Company (WGWR), Asheboro,
North Carolina, Docket No. 14482, File
No. BP-14051; for construction permit.

A prehearing conference in the above-
entitled matter having been held on
February 6, 1962, and it appearing that
certain agreements were reached therein
which properly should be formalized in
an order; /

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 6th
day of February 1962, as follows:

(1) Copies of all proposed exhibits of
the applicant shall be supplied to coun-
sel for the Broadcast Bureau and the
Hearing Examiner by February 26,1962;

(2) Notification as to those witnesses
required to be present at the hearing on
March 14, 1962 for cross-examination
by Bureau Counsel shall be given by
March 9,1962; and

(3) The hearing heretofore scheduled
to commence March 6, 1962, is continued
to March 14, 1962, at 10:00 a.m., at the
offices of the Commission in Washing-
ton, D.C.

Released: February 8,1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[Fit. Doc. 62-1505; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:51 a.m.]

[Docket No. 14393; FCC62M-186]
W. E. BAYSDEN
Order Continuing Hearing

In re application of W. E. Baysden,
Jacksonville, North Carolina, Docket No.
14393, File No. BP-12300; for construc-
tion permit.

Pursuant to agreement reached by
counsel for all the parties at the further
prehearing conference held on January
26, 1962,

It is ordered, This 7th day of February
1962, that the hearing in this proceeding,
which was scheduled for commencement
on February 5, 1962, is continued to
10:00 a.m., February 26, 1962.

Released: February 8, 1962.
Federal Communications
Commission,
[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1506; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:51 a.m.]
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[Docket No. 14506]
BRANDON TIRE & BATTERY CO.

Order To Show Cause

In the matter of T. E. Brandon, d/b as
Brandon Tire & Battery Co., Chickasaw,
Alabama, Docket No. 14506, order to show
cause why there should not be revoked
the license for Business Radio Station
KIR-938.

The Commission, by the Chief, Safety
and Special Radio Services Bureau, un-
der delegated authority, having under
consideration the matter of certain al-
leged violations of the Commission’s
rules in connection with the operation of
Business radio station KIR-938;

It appearing, that, pursuant to § 1.76
of the Commission’s rules, written notice
of violation of the Commission’s rqgles
was served upon the above-named li-
censee as follows:

Official Notice of Violation mailed on
June 19, 1961, alleging that on May 24,
1961, Business Radio Station KIR-938
was observed in violation of the Commis-
sion’s rules, viz:

Section 11.160(a)—No record of transmit-
ter measurements made within the last year;

Section 11.52(a)— Station was not being
identified after each transmission or once
each 15 minutes;

Section 11.702—No provision made for re-
ceipt of CONELRAD alerts;

Section 11.156(b)— The current station li-
cense not posted at the principal control
point of the station;

Section 11.156(a)—Executed transmitter
identification card (FCC Form 452-C) was
not affixed to each mobile transmitter;

Section 11.160(c)—Names of radio oper-
ators with the period of their duty each
day was not included in station records;

Non-compliance with the terms of the
station license—Base transmitter was au-
thorized at 11 North Broad Street, Mobile,
Alabama; it had ben installed at 307 North
Craft Highway, Chickasaw, Alabama.

It further appearing, that, the above-
named licensee received the Official No-
tice of Violation, but did not make satis-
factory reply thereto; whereupon the
Commission by letter of October 19,1961,
and sent by Certified Mail—return re-
ceipt requested (Certified No. 814847)
again brought this matter to the atten-
tion of the licensee and requested that
such licensee respond to the Commis-
sion’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 compliance with
the Commission’s rules, and warning the
licensee that failure to respond to such
letter might result in the institution of
proceedings for the revocation of the
station license; and

It further appearing, that, receipt of
the Commission’s letter was acknowl-
edged by the signature of the licensee
on October 20, 1961, to a Post Office De-
partment return receipt card; and

It.further appearing, that, in view of
the foregoing, the licensee has repeatedly
violated § 1.76 of the Commission’s rules;
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It is ordered, This 8th day of February
1962, pursuant to section 312(a) (4) of
the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and section 0.291(b) (8) of the
Commission’s Statement of Delegations
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 hearing to be held
at a time and place to be specified by
subsequent order; and

It is further ordered, That the Acting
Secretary send a copy of this Order by
Certified Mail, return receipt requested,
to the said licensee at 306 North Craft
Highway, Chickasaw, Alabama.

Released: February 9, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. W aple,
Acting Secretary.
62-1507; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:51 a.m.]

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.

[Docket Nos. 14085,14290; FCC 62-143]

COMMUNITY SERVICE BROAD-
CASTERS, INC., ET AL.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Amending Issues

In re applications of Community Serv-
ice Broadcasters, Incorporated, Ypsilanti,
Michigan, Docket No. 14085, File No. BP -
13846; Geneco Broadcasting, Inc., Ma-
rion-Jonesboro, Indiana, et al,, Docket
No. 14290, File No. BP-13975; for con-
struction permits.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration (1) a petition to enlarge
issues filed November 8, 1961, by Radio
One Five Hundred, Inc., Indianapolis,
Indiana (Docket No. 14288); (2) an op-
position filed November 22,1961, by Gen-
eco Broadcasting, Inc., Marion-Jones-
boro, Indiana (Docket No. 14290); and
(3) a reply to Opposition filed Decem-
ber 4, 1961, by Radio One Five Hundred,
Inc. The Broadcast Bureau filed no
pleading.

2. Radio One Five Hundred, Inc., seeks
enlargement of issues to inquire into
whether Geneco is financially qualified
to construct and operate the proposed
station, and whether the Geneco direc-
tional antenna would be sufficiently
stable to operate within the proposed
maximum expected operating values
(MEOV) or achieve the minimum radi-
ation levels required by §3.189 of the
rules. Petitioner contends that Geneco’s
finances are inadequate by a minimum
of $34,425 of which $30,000 is allegedly
needed for legal and engineering ex-
penses to be incurred in completing and
licensing the directional array. Com-
paring Geneco’s proposal with the pres-
ent eight element directional array of
Station WJIBK, Detroit, Michigan,
which encountered adjustment problems,
petitioner argues that Geneco’s nine ele-
ment array would also involve adjust-
ment problems; that it is more critical;
and that Geneco has not proposed special
equipment and techniques to be used for
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the adjustment of the array or submitted
data on the suitability of the proposed
site.

3. It is found that the petitioner’s alle-
gation of unstable operation of Geneco’s
proposed nine element directional an-
tenna is based on the opinion of its con-
sulting engineer that a large number of
towers used in the array would result
in unstable operation. The petitioner’s
affidavits are couched in phrases which
are conjectural and do not factually show
the basis for its many allegations of pos-
sible instability in the operation of the
proposed directional array. Donald W.
Huff, 18 RR 355, 362 (1959); Hirsch
Broadcasting Co., 19 RR 544, 545 (1959).
For instance, it alleges that if certain
variations should occur in the operating
parameters, the radiation in certain di-
rections would exceed the maximum ex-
pected operating values, but it does not
indicate the direction or the combination
of the variations of parameters nor sub-
mit any computations supporting such
allegations. § 1.141(c) of the rules states
that motions to enlarge the issues, oppo-
sitions thereto, and replies to oppositions
shall contain specific allegations of fact
sufficient to support the action requested,
and that such allegations of fact, except
for those of which official notice may be
taken, shall be supported by affidavits
of a person, or persons, having personal
knowledge thereof. The affidavits should
contain factual engineering showings
rather than bare opinions as to the “un-
reasonableness” of the proposal. (Alkima
Broadcasting Company, Docket No.
12414, FCC 61-1462). In any event, the
applicant, if granted a construction per-
mit, must construct its station in accord-
ance with the terms of the construction
permit, and any deviation therefrom
would be considered-with the application
for license to cover construction permit.
Kansas Broadcasters, Inc., 18 RR 607
(1959). Thus, we will deny the request
for enlargement of issues to inquire into
the Geneco directional antenna proposal.

4. The Commission has considered pe-
titioner’s request that a financial issue
be added relative to Geneco and also
the arguments for and against this re-
quest advanced by the parties. We are
convinced that the financial issue rela-
tive to Geneco should be added. It is
noted that Geneco estimates its cost of
construction at $56,700 and its cost of
operation for the first three months at
$13,500. After consideration is given to
the deferred payment agreement in the
amount of $34,275, we find that Geneco
will require cash in the amount of $35,-
925 to construct its station and operate
it for at least three months without the
benefit of revenue. Geneco has shown
that it has only $31,500 in available
funds. This does not meet the require-
ments of our established policy and thus
the issue will be added.

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 6th day
of February, 1962, that the petition to
enlarge the issues, filed November 8,1961,
by Radio One Five Hundred, Inc., is
granted to the extent indicated herein
and in all other respects, is denied;

It is further ordered, That existing
Issue 9 is amended by adding “Geneco
Broadcasting, Inc. (BP-13975).”

Released: February 9, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
62-1508; Filed, Feb. 13 192
8:51 a.m.]

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.

[Docket No. 14166 etc.; FCC 62-133]

EASTERN BROADCASTING SYSTEM,
INC., ET AL.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Amending Issues

In re applications of Eastern Broad-
casting System, Inc., Brookfield, Con-
necticut, et al., Docket No. 14166, File
No. BP-13017, etc.; for construction
permits.

1 The Commission has before it for
consideration a petition by Eastern
Broadcasting System, Inc., to enlarge
issues, filed November 7, 1961, together
with pleadings properly filed in response
thereto.

2. Petitioner, the Eastern Broadcast-
ing System, Inc., one of several appli-
cants in the above-caption proceeding,
requests enlargement of the issues as
to the mutually-exclusive application of
Fairfield Broadcasting Company, which
proposes a new Class I station at Easton,
Connecticut, 940 kc, 5 kw, DA, D. (Docket
No. 14171). The Commission has pre-
viously refused to enlarge the issues as
to Fairfield,lbut petitioner alleging newly
discovered evidence, requests enlarge-
ment of the issues.

3. Petitioner has submitted the tran-
script of a hearing before a local Zoning
Board in which Fairfield sought a special
ixception to authorize the construction
md maintenance of radio broadcasting
sowers and transmission equipment.
Emphasis is placed by petitioner on cer-
tain representations counsel for Fair-
field made before the Zoning Board
which are in conflict with Fairfields
application pending before the Commis-
sion. The representations fall into two
fiasses: First, that Fairfield Broadcast-
ing’s proposal was primarily intended to
serve the town of Fairfield, Connecticut,
and second, that the main studio would
not be located at the transmitter site-
Fairfield responds that its local counse
before the Zoning Board was a lasm
minute substitute who, because of t
shortness of time for preparation, w
not able to familiarize himself with tne
application pending before the Comm -
sion; and that his representations were
based on misconceptions regarding *»
field’s proposal. However, petitioner re-
plies that the representations wen
the substance of the questions befoi*
Zoning Board, and that Fairfield sfib
eipals were present at the Zoning B

1Eastern Broadcasting System, toe., re*
leased December 18, 1961 (FCC 61-1 )
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statements. The Broadcast Bureau sup-
ports petitioner’s request, but proposes
different phrasing of the issues.

4. Petitioner’s request for enlargement
of the issues is filed subsequent to the
period specified in 47 CFR 1.141. How-
ever, good cause has been shown for the
late filing in that the transcript of the
hearing before the Zoning authorities
did not become available until seventeen
days before the petition was filed.

5 Fairfield does not challenge the
allegation that a substantial variance
exists between the representations made
to the Commission, and those made to
the Zoning Board. Unsupported by affi-
davits, it declares that its attorney was
not completely familiar with the appli-
cation pending before the Commission.
Even if this pleading complied with the
requirements of 47 CFR 1.141(c) which
states that allegations of facts “shall be
supported by affidavits of a person or
persons, having personal knowledge
thereof”, it would not completely explain
the variance. The transcript of the
hearings reveals that the attorney made
the representation in his opening state-
ment, and that Fairfield’s principals
were present when the representations
were made. The transcript also reveals
that Fairfield’s attorney later in the
hearing made a closing statement but
that he did not, then, correct the erro-
neous representations. These conflicts
can best be resolved following an evi-
dentiary hearing.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That a pe-
tition by Eastern Broadcasting, Inc., to
enlarge issues, filed November 7, 1961,
isgranted to the extent indicated herein;
and

It is further ordered, That on the
Commission’s own motion, the designa-
tion Order corrected on June 28, 1961
(FCC 61—791) is hereby amended by
renumbering Issue 11 as Issue 15, and by
the addition of the following issues:

FEDERAL REGISTER

[Docket Nos. 14519-14521; FCC 62-160]

K & H TELEVISION STATION
(KFUR-TV) ET AL.

Order Designating Applications for
Consolidated Hearing on Stated
Issues

In re applications of Raymond F.
Hayes and Milford Kay, d/b as K & H
Television Station (KFUR-TV), Santa
Fe, New Mexico, Docket No. 14519, File
No. BMPCT-5601, for modification of
construction permit; Thunderbird En-
tertainment Enterprises, Incorporated,
Santa Fe, New Mexico, Docket No.. 14520,
File No. BPCT-2898, and New Mexico
Broadcasting Company, Inc., Santa Fe,
New Mexico, Docket No. 14521, File No.
BPCT-2927; for construction permits
for new television broadcast stations.

At a session of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission held at its offices in
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of
February 1962;

The Commission having under con-
sideration the above-captioned applica-
tions: that of K & H Television Station
requesting a modification of construc-
tion permit for Station KFUR-TV to
specify Channel 2 in lieu of Channel 11,
and those of Thunderbird Entertain-
ment Enterprises, Incorporated and New
Mexico Broadcasting Co., Inc., each re-
questing a construction permit for a new
television broadcast station to operate
on Channel 2, Santa Fe, New Mexico;
and

It appearing that the applications of
Raymond F. Hayes and Milford Kay, d/b
as K & H Television Station, Thunder-
bird Entertainment Enterprises, In-
corporated, and New Mexico Broadcast-
ing COv, Inc., are mutually exclusive in
that operation by the applicants as pro-
posed would result in mutually destruc-
tive interference; and

It further appearing that the follow-

1. To determine whether the pro-ing matters are to be considered in con-

posal made by Fairfield Broadcasting
Company to establish a station in
Easton was made to the Commission in
good faith.
P ~ermine whether Fairfield
Broadcasting Company has misreprer
sented its proposal for the location of
its main studio to the Commission or to
any other official governmental agency,
Body or representative,
e X “ ITO determine whether the Fair-
Mf d Br<?adcasting Company has mis-
presented to the Commission or to any
renrl g?vfrnmental agency, body or

-fntatlve the town which the sta-
serMg Pr°P°ses is primarily designed to

follQ & in the light of the
iS S f ' whether Fairfield Broadcast-

ficfltikm +aiiy h35 the character quali-
izatinnf t0 bu trusted with an author-
izationfor a broadcast facility.

Adopted: February 6,1962.
Released: February 9,1962.

Federal Communications
Cobimission,
Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
Doc. 62-1509; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
851 a.m.]

[SEAL]

nection with the issues specified below:

(a) The proposal of Thunderbird En-
tertainment Enterprises, Incorporated
(BPCT-2898).

Based on information contained in the
application, it appears that cash in the
approximate amount of $306,872 will be
required for the construction and initial
operation of the proposed station. The
applicant has failed to make the financial
showing required since the stock sub-
scriptions in Exhibit 4 of the application
have not been supported by balance
sheets of the subscribers as required by
paragraph 4, section 11l of the applica-
tion form and the information submitted
is insufficient. Accordingly, it cannot be
determined that Thunderbird Entertain-
ment Enterprises, Incorporated, is finan-
cially qualified.

(b) The proposal of New Mexico
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extent of the overlap involved; the num-
ber of persons served; the number of per-
sons residing within the overlap area;
the extent of other competitive service
to the areas in question; the extent to
which the stations will rely on the same
revenue and program sources the nature
of the programming that the stations
will present, with particular reference to
the particular need of the communities
they are designed to serve; the advertis-
ing practices of the stations; the source
of program material and talent for each
station; and such other factors as will
tend to demonstrate that the overlap
involved will not be in contravention of
§3.636(a) (1) of the Commission’s rules.

2. The applicant proposes to operate

the proposed station as a satellite of
Station KGGM-TV, with the exception
of one daily 15 minute news program
directed to Santa Fe. In these circum-
stances, it appears appropriate to con-
sider whether the type and character of
the program service proposed will meet
the needs of Santa Fe.

It further appearing that the Commis-
sion is of the view that the above question
raised with respect to the proposed pro-
gramming of New Mexico Broadcasting
Co., Inc., should be explored within the
framework of comparative issue “3(c)”
as specified herein, rather than as a
separate issue; and

It further appearing that on August 7,
1961, New Mexico Broadcasting Co., Inc.,
filed a “Statement of Interest” regard-
ing the Thunderbird Entertainment
Enterprises, Incorporated application;
that such allegations of fact as are made
are not supported by affidavit of a per-
son or persons with personal knowledge
thereof as required by section 309(d) (1)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and that such allegations as
have been made have been considered by
the Commission but do not provide suffi-
cient facts to raise issues; and

It further appearing, that each of the
applicants herein proposes operation
from substantially different sites and
with different power so that there will be
appreciable differences in the areas and
populations to which they propose serv-
ice; and

It further appearing, that, upon due
consideration of the above-captioned ap-
plications and the amendments thereto,
the Commission finds that pursuant to
section 309(e) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, a hearing is
necessary; that Raymond F. Hayes and
Milford Kay, d/6 as K & H Television
Station and New Mexico Broadcasting
Co., Inc., are legally, financially, techni-
cally and otherwise qualified to construct,
own and operate the proposed television
broadcast station and that Thunderbird
Entertainment Enterprises,. Incorpo-
rated, is legally, technically and other-

Broadcasting Co., lhc. (BPCT-2927). wise qualified to construct, own and op-
1. The applicant is licensee of Televierate the proposed television broadcast

sion Broadcast Station KGGM-TV, station;

Channel 13, Albuquerque, New Mexico. It is ordered, Thsit, pursuant to section

In the event the present application were
to be granted, it appears that substantial
overlap would result. Under such cir-
cumstances, it appears appropriate to
consider the size, extent and location of
the areas served and to be served; the

309(e) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, the above-captioned
applications of Raymond F. Hayes and
Milford Kay, d/b, as K & H Television
Station, New Mexico Broadcasting Co.,
Inc., and Thunderbird Entertainment
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Enterprises, Incorporated, are designated
for hearing in a consolidated proceeding
at a time and place to be specified in a
subsequent order, on the following issues:

1 To determine whether Thunderbird
Entertainment Enterprises, Incorpo-
rated, is financially qualified to con-
struct, own and operate the proposed
television broadcast station.

2. To determine whether a grant of
New Mexico Broadcasting Co., Inc’s ap-
plication would contravene the provisions
of 8§3.636(a) (1) of the Commission’s
rules and, if so, whether a waiver of these
provisions would be warranted.

3. To determine on a comparative
basis which of the operations proposed in
the above-captioned applications would
better serve the public interest, con-
venience and necessity in the light of the
significant differences between the ap-
plicants as to:

(a) The background and experience of
each bearing on its ability to own and
operate the proposed television broad-
cast station.

(b) The proposals of each with re-
spect to the management and operation
of the proposed television broadcast
stations.

(c) The programming services pro-
posed in each of the above-captioned
applications.

(d) The engineering proposals of the
applicants including the areas and popu-
lations which may be expected to receive
service within the Grade A, and Grade B
contours of the operations proposed.

4. To determine, in the light of the
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore-
going issues, which of tlie applications
should be granted.

It is further ordered, That the issues
in the above-entitled proceeding may be
enlarged by the Examiner on his own
motion or on petition properly filed by a
party to the proceeding and upon a suf-
ficient allegation of the facts in support
thereof, by the addition of the following
issue:

To determine whether the funds avail-
able to the applicants will give reason-
able assurance that the proposals set
forth in the applications will be
effectuated.

It is further ordered, That to avail
themselves of the opportunity to be
heard Raymond F. Hayes and Milford
Kay, d/b as K & H Television Station,
.Thunderbird Entertainment Enterprises,
Incorporated, and New Mexico Broad-
casting Co., Inc., pursuant to § 1.140(c)
of the rules, in person or by attorney,
shall within twenty (20) days of the
mailing of this Order file with the Com-
mission, in triplicate, a written appear-
ance stating an intention to appear on
the date set for the hearing and present
evidence on the issues specified in this
Order.

It is further ordered, That the appli-
cants herein shall, pursuant to section
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and § 1.362(b) of the
rules, give notice of the hearing, either
individually, or, if feasible, jointly,
within the time and in the manner
prescribed in such rule, and shall advise
the Commission of the publication of

NOTICES

such notice as required by § 1.362(g) of
the rules.

Released : February 9,1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-1510; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:51 a.m.]

[Docket Nos. 14480, 14481; FCC 62M-181]

LORD BERKELEY BROADCASTING
CO., INC., AND GRAND STRAND
BROADCASTING CO.

Statement and Order After Prehearing
Conference

In re applications of Lord Berkeley
Broadcasting Company, Inc., Moncks
Corner, South Carolina, Docket No.
14480, File No. BP-14123; Frank P. Lar-
son, Jr., Charles T. Tilghman and John
H. Nye, d/b as Grand Strand Broadcast-
ing Company, Myrtle Beach, South
Carolina, Docket No. 14481, File No. BP -
14403; for construction permits.

At a prehearing conference today, the
transcript of which, when available, will
be incorporated by reference, the follow-
ing timetable was set:

Exchange of affirmative direct written cases
of applicants by March 7, 1962.

Receipt of notification of witnesses desired
for cross-examination, by March 14, 1962.

Hearing— Rescheduled from March 7 to
March 21, 1962 at 10 a.m,, in the oflices of
the Commission, Washington, D.C.

So ordered, This 6th day of February
1962.

Released: February 8,1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1511; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:51 a.m.j

[Docket Nos. 14473, 14474; FCC 62M-187]

PENINSULA  TELEVISION RELAY
CORP. AND EASTERN SHORE MI-
CROWAVE RELAY CO.

Order Continuing Hearing

In re applications of Peninsula Tele-
vision Relay Corporation, Salisbury,
Maryland, Docket No. 14473, File Nos.
2604/2605-C1-P-60; Eastern Shore Mi-
crowave Relay Company, Salisbury,
Maryland, Docket No. 14474, File No.
3423-C1-P-60; for construction permits
for common carrier point-to-point mi-
crowave relay stations.

Pursuant to agreement reached by
counsel for all the parties at the pre-
hearing conference held on February 6,
1962, n

It is ordered, This 7th day of February
1962, that the hearing in this proceed-
ing, now scheduled to commence on
March 6,1962, is continued to 10:00 a.m.,
April 16, 1962; and

It is further ordered, That the agree-
ments and understandings entered into
between the parties concerning the fu-

ture conduct of the hearing are approved
as set forth in the transcript of the pre-
hearing conference which to this extent
is incorporated by reference herein.

Released; February 8, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1512; Filed, Feb. 13’ 1952

8:52 a.m.]

[Docket No. 14504; FCC 62-147]

PIONEER STATES BROADCASTERS,
INC.

Order Designating Application for
Hearing on Stated Issues

In re application of Pioneer States
Broadcasters, Inc., West Hartford, Con-
necticut, has 990 kc, 1 kw, Day (WBZY)
Torrington, Connecticut, req 990 kc, 500
w, DA-D, West Hartford, Connecticut,
Docket No. 14504, File No. BP-14060;
for construction permit.

At a session of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission held at its offices in
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of
February 1962;

The Commission having under consid-
eration the above-captioned and de-
scribed application;

It appearing, that, except as indicated
by the issues specified below, the instant
applicant is legally, technically, finan-
cially, and otherwise qualified to con-
struct and operate the instant proposal;
and

It further appearing, that, although in
form an application for a new station
at West Hartford, Connecticut, the ap-
plication is, in fact, a proposal to modify
and move the applicant’s existing facil-
ity at Torrington, Connecticut (WBZY),
to West Hartford; and1

It further appearing, that in support
of its request to move the WBZY facili-
ties to West Hartford, the applicant
states that WBZY has been operating
for over ten years at Torrington without
being able to show a profit; that this
situation has continued to exist despite'
the efforts of four different owners ana
numerous station managers; that Tor-
rington has one other existing station in4
addition to service from other stations in
nearby cities; that the proposed move
appears to be the only way in which the
station can continue to survive, ana
that West Hartford was chosen as a pro-
posed site because of its greater popula-
tion and present lack of local service,
and )

It further appearing that Torrington.
Connecticut, has a population (19w)cen-
sus) of 30,045 and, in addition to WB**>
one existing facility (WTOR) with
authorized power of 250 watts, unhmi

1The applicant has not proposed to
inquish its facilities in Torrington U*
sc, until such time as its 990 kc apph _ _
Dr West Hartford is granted and progF
;ests are authorized. Under these .1 sub-
stances, the Commission must treat tn “
lect application as a proposal to moan?
WBZY facilities rather than a proposal w
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time; that the station WTOR has filed
to change its facilities to 610 kc, 500 w,
1 kw-LS, DA-2; that West Hartford,
population 62,382 is contiguous to Hart-
ford, population 162,178, and is part of
the greater Hartford urbanized area;
that Hartford has four existing local
standard broadcast stations; and that
West Hartford has no existing stations
and one other application for a new
station (on a different frequency and
not involved in this proceeding); and

It further appearing, that it cannot
be concluded, on the basis of the limited
facts set forth above, that a grant of
the subject application would be in the
public interest; that on the basis of such
additional facte as may be developed in
hearing, it will be necessary to deter-
mine whether the “fair, efficient, and
equitable distribution” standard set
forth by section 307(b) of the Act would
best be met by the addition of a new
service to the Hartford area and a new
local service to West Hartford, or by
the retention of the existing WBZY
facility at Torrington; and that in es-
sence, the determination to be made is
equivalent to that which would be in-
volved between two competing applica-
tions for new stations, one proposing
operation at Torrington and the other

at West Hartford. See Ark-Valley
Broadcasting Co., Inc. 7 R.R. 77 (1951) ;
and

It further appearing, that, an addi-
tional question raised by the proposed
change in location involves the owner-
ship interest in the applicant of Aldo
DeDominicis; that Mr. DeDominicis,
owner of a 7.9 percent interest in WBZY
owns controlling interest in Station
WHAY, New Britain, Connecticut; that
New Britain is approximately five miles
from West Hartford and each station
would provide primary service to the
other city; that accordingly, it will be
necessary to determine whether a grant
of the subject application would be in
contravention of §3.35(a) of the Com-
mission’s rules; and that in reaching this
determination, it appears appropriate to
consider the size, extent and location of
the areas served; the extent of the over-
ap involved; the number of persons re-
ldmg within the overlap area; the
of stations involved; the extent

oi other competitive service to the areas
m question; the extent to which the sta-
mvif WM rely on the same revenue and
trralf8121 sources; the nature of the pro-
WIH/2IP? 1112 stations will present
rtffLParticular. reference to the needs
to«wrLOPi"H"ties they are designated
ac*vertising practices of the

the source of program material

other fini fOr each station; and such
that wiH tend to demonstrate
be in « °7erlap involved will or will not

Comm”"ntrag/entlon of §3-35(a) of the
commission’s rules; and

the suhISr aPPearing, that, although
of rariilfi application proposes values
for $a?t 0\ less than that notified

in aicotrfa (Previously WLCR)
can&?0l?ance with the North Ameri-

(NARBAi°nal ®f°a(icasting Agreement
values aré 4suck Proposed radiation

radiation the maximum
ation permitted toward the Cana-

No.3l-  a
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dian border pursuant to the provisions
of the proposed United States-Canadian
bilateral agreement concerning the as-
signment of Class n stations on Class
I-A channels, Docket No. 10453; and
that since the subject application pro-
poses a change in antenna site, the pro-
posed directional radiation pattern was
referred to the Canadian authorities by
letter dated December 29, 1961, for con-
sideration pursuant to the aforemen-
tioned agreement; and

It further appearing, that, in view of
the foregoing, the Commission is unable
to make the statutory finding that
grant of the subject application would
serve the public interest, convenience,
and necessity, and is of the opinion that
the application must be designated for
hearing on the issues set forth below:

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section
309(e) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, the instant applica-
tion is designated for hearing, at a time
and place to be specified in a subsequent
Order, upon the following issues:

1. To determine the areas and popula-
tions which would gain or lose primary
service from the instant applicant and
the availability of other primary service
to such areas and populations.

2. To determine whether a grant of the
instant application would be in contra-
vention of §3.35(a) of the Commission’s
rules.

3. To determine the comparative needs
of the areas now served by Station
WBZY, including the city of Torrington,
Connecticut, and the areas to be served
by Station WBZY operating as proposed,
including West Hartford, Connecticut,
for broadcast service and, in view
thereof, whether a grant of the subject
application would be in accordance with
section 307(b) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended.

4. To determine, in the light of the
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore-
going issues, whether a grant of the in-
stant application would serve the public
interest, convenience, and necessity.

It is further ordered, That if, pursuant
to the foregoing issues, a grant of the
subject application is recommended,
final action will be withheld pending re-
ceipt of a reply from Canadian author-
ities to the Commission’s letter of De-
cember 29, 1961, and that, in the event
Canadian approval is not obtained the
subject application will be placed in the
Commission’s pending file.,

It is further ordered, That to avail it-
self of the opportunity to be heard, the
applicant, pursuant to section 1.140 of
the Commission rules, in person or by at-
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail-
ing of this Order, file with the Commis-
sion in triplicate, a written appearance
stating an intention to appear on the
date fixed for the hearing and present
evidence on the issues specified in this
Order.

It is further ordered, That the appli-
cant herein shall, pursuant to section
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.362(b) of
the Commission’s rules, give notice of
the hearing, within the time and in the
manner prescribed in such rule, and
shall advise the Commission of the pub-
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lication of such notice as required by
§ 1.362(g) of the rules.

Released: February. 9, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

i/SEAL] BenF. W aple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1513; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:52 a.m.]

[Docket No. 14505; FCC 62-148]
VICTORIA BROADCASTING SYSTEM

Order Designating Application For
Hearing on Stated lIssues

In re application of George H. Puder
tr/as Victoria Broadcasting System,
Redfield, South Dakota, requests 1380kc,
500w, Day, Docket No. 14505, File
kc, 500w, Day, Docket No. 14505, File
No. BP-14366; for construction permit.

At a session of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission held at its offices in
Washington, D.C., on the 6th day of
February 1962;

The Commission having under con-
sideration the above-captioned and de-
scribed application,

It appearing, that, except as indicated
by the issues set forth below the appli-
cant appears to possess the requisite
qualifications to construct and operate
the subject proposal;

It further appearing, that, according
to data submitted with the subject ap-
plication, the proposed operation would
cause adjacent channel interference to
the existing operation of Station KJAM,
Madison, South Dakota, involving a pop-
ulation loss of 2.02 percent; and

It further appearing, that, by letter
dated December 9, 1960, the licensee of
Station KJAM objected to a grant of the
application and requested that the ap-
plication be designated for hearing; and

It further appearing, that, in view of
the foregoing, the Commission is unable
to make the statutory finding that a
grant of the subject application would
serve the public interest, convenience
and necessity, and is of the opinion that
the application must be designated for
hearing on the issues set forth below:

It is ordered, That, pursuant to section
309(e) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, the instant applica-
tion is designated for hearing, at a time
and place to be specified in a subse-
quent Order, upon the following issues:

1. To determine the areas and popu-
lations which would receive primary
service from the proposed operation and
the availability of other primary service
to such areas and populations.

2. To determine whether the instant
proposal would cause objectionable in-
terference to Station KJAM, Madison,
South Dakota, or any other existing
standard broadcast stations, and, if so,
the nature and extent thereof, the areas
and populations affected thereby, and
the availability of other primary service
to such areas and populations.

3. To determine if the geographical
coordinates specified accurately describe
the location of the proposed antenna
site.
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4. To determine,
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore-
going issues, whether a grant of the
instant application would serve the pub-
lic interest, convenience and necessity.

It is further ordered, That, in the
event of a grant of the instant applica-
tion permittee shall complete Federal
Aviation Agency (FAA) Form 117 and
esubmit same to the FAA, and the con-
struction permit issued shall contain the
following condition:

The finding made by the Commission
that the proposed antenna structure is
acceptable under Federal Aviation
Agency criteria (8 626.12, FAA Regula-
tions) is subject to compliance by per-
mittee with any applicable procedures
of the FAA.

It is further ordered, That, Madison
Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of
Station KJAM, Madison, South Dakota,
is made a party to the proceeding.

It is further ordered, That, to avail
themselves of the opportunity to be
heard, the applicant and party respond-
ent herein, pursuant to § 1.140 of the
Commission rules, in person or by at-
torney, shall, within 20 days of the mail-
ing of this Order, file with the Commis-
sion in triplicate, a written appearance
stating an intention to appear on the
date fixed for the hearing and present
evidence on the issues specified in this
Order.

It is further ordered, That the appli-
cant herein shall, pursuant to section
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.362(b) of
the Commission rules, give notice of the
hearing, within the time and in the man-
ner prescribed in such rule, and shall
advise the Commission of the publica-
tion of such notice as required by § 1.362
(g) of the rules.

Released: February 8, 1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1514; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962,

8:52 a.m.]

[Docket Nos. 14351-14353; FCC 62M-180]

WOLVERINE BROADCASTING CO.
ET AL.

Order Continuing Hearing

In re applications of John C. Lane,
Elizabeth B. Barrett and Edward Fitz-
gerald, d/b as Wolverine Broadcasting
Company, Wyoming, Michigan, Docket
No. 14351, File No. BP-13842; William
Kuiper, William Eugene Kuiper and
Peter J. Vanden Bosch, d/b as Muskegon
Heights Broadcasting Company, Mus-
kegon Heights, Michigan, Docket No.
14352, File No. BP-14039; Wayne Steb-
bins, tr/as Grand Valley Broadcasting
Company, Saranac, Michigan, Docket
No. 14353, File No. BP-14487; for con-
struction permits.

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration a “Petition to Reschedule
Hearing” filed February 2, 1962, by
Grand Valley Broadcasting Company,
an applicant in this matter, and

in the light, of the

NOTICES

It appearing that all counsel agree to
the granting of the aforesaid petition,

It is ordered, This 6th day of February
1962, that the date for the exchange of
exhibits is changed to March 13, 1962;
that the date for the notification of
witnesses for cross-examination is
changed to April 6, 1962; and that the
hearing now scheduled for March 20,
1962, is hereby rescheduled to commence
at 10:00 a.m., April 23, 1962, in the
Commission’s offices in Washington,
DC.

Released: February 8,1962.

Federal Communications
Commission,

[seal] Ben F. Waple,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1515; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:52 a.m.]
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
CONTRACTS, AGREEMENTS, AND

UNDERSTANDINGS OF COMMON
CARRIERS BY WATERS

Notice of Reversal of Order as to
Certain Carriers

On April 11, 1980, the Federal Mari-
time Board issued an order entitled
“Section 21 Order, Contracts, Agree-

ments and Understandings of Common
Carriers By Water.” The order was di-
rected to every common carrier by water
subject to the provisions of the Shipping
Act, 1916, and required them to file with
the Board certain information.

Many of the carriers to whom the order
of April 11, 1960 was directed filed peti-
tions for judicial review in the United
States Court of Appeals for the District
of Columbia Circuit, and also obtained a
stay of the order pending the Court’s
decision. On June 30, 1961, in Montship
Lines, Ltd. et al. y. United States, 295
F. 2d 147, the Court vacated the order
and remanded it to the Board for further
proceedings, because itfailed to state the
purpose for which issued.

Other carriers to whom the Board’s
order of April 11, 1960 was directed peti-
tioned for judicial review in the Court of
Appeals for the Second Circuit. On Oc-
-tober 31, 1960, in Kerr Steamship Com-
pany, Inc., et al. v. United States, 284
F. 2d 61, the Second Circuit affirmed
the Board’s order and dismissed that
case. Thereafter, Kerr et al. petitioned
the Supreme Court of the United States
for a writ of certiorari, and this petition
is currently pending. A similar suit,
States Marine Lines, et al. v. United
States,.No. 26,328 is pending and un-
aeted upon in the Second Circuit.

The District of Columbia Circuit’s de-
cision vacating the order as to the great
majority of the carriers who sought judi-
cial review, makes it necessary for the
Federal Maritime Commission, as succes-
sor to the Board, f;0 consider what fur-
ther action should be taken. The Com-
mission’s consideration and treatment of
the matter should, of course, be uniform,
since all of the carriers involved, those
who sued in the Second Circuit as well

as those who sued in the District of Co-
lumbia Circuit, are affected by the same
order. In furtherance of this purpose,
the Commission deems it advisable to
reverse and thus vacate the order as to
the carriers who brought suit in the
Second Circuit.

Therefore, it is ordered, Pursuant to
section 25 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46
U.S.C. 824), That the Federal Maritime
Board’s order dated April 11, 1960 and
entitled "Section 21 Order, Contracts,
Agreements and Understandings of Com-
mon Carriers by Water”, is hereby re-
versed and vacated as to the following
named common carriers by water:

States Marine Lines, Inc.;
Global Bulk Transport Corporation;
Global Transport, Ltd.;

Isthmian Lines, Inc.;

Kerr Steamship Company, Inc.;
Compafiia Maritima del Nervion;
Naviera Aznar S.A.;.

Rex Line Rederiaktiebolaget; and
Skibsaktieselskapet Arizona 1
Skibsaktieselskapet Astreal
Skibsaktieselskapet Arubal
Skibsaktieselskapet Noruegal
Skibsaktieselskapet Abaco,1and
A/S Atlantica.l

By the Commission.

Thomas Lisi,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-1472; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962

8:46 a.m.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. G-19115 etc.}
HASSIE HUNT TRUST ET AL.

Notice of Applications, Consolidation
of Proceedings and Setting Date For
Hearing

February 7, 1962
Hassie Hunt Trust, Operator, et al.,

Docket No. G-19115; H. L. Hunt, Op-

erator, et al., Docket No. G-19116; Hunt

Oil Company, Docket No. G-19117; Wil-

liam Herbert Hunt Trust Estate, Op-

erator, Docket No. G-19118; Lamar

Hunt Trust Estate, Docket No. G-19H9;

George W. Graham, Inc., Operator, et

al., Docket No. G-19123; Placid Oil Com-

pany, Operator, et al., Docket No. G-

19124 and G-19125; H. L. Hunt, Op-

erator, et al., Docket No. Cl61-1221; H.

L. Hunt, Docket No. Cl61-1282; Hassie

Hunt Trust, Operator, et al., Docket No.

Cl161-1283; Caroline Hunt Sands, Docket

No. Cl161-1343; Caroline Hunt Trust Es-

tate, Docket No. CI61-1344; Lamar Hunt

Trust Estate, Docket No. CI61-1345; Nel-

son Bunker Hunt, Docket No. C161- 1340,

Lamar Hunt, et al., Docket No. Ciw-
1736. '
By order issued December 28, -

the matters involved in Docket Nos. -
19115, G-19116, G-19117, G-19118, G-
19119, G-19123, G-19124, and G-19L7?
were set for hearing commencing Mar
28, 1962, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t,, in a near-
ing room of the Federal Power Com-
mission. (27 F.R. 132))

1Conducting a joint common earner
ice pursuant to FMC Agreement No.
under the name H”egh Lines.
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Take notice that each of the following
listed Applicants has filed an applica-
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public
convenience and necessity authorizing
the construction and operation of facili-
tiesand the sale of natural gas in inter-
state commerce, as hereinafter described,
all as more fully set forth in the re-
spective applications which are on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Each applicant herein proposes to sell
natural gas to Natural Gas Pipeline
Company of America for transportation
in interstate commerce for resale as in-
dicated below:

Docket No.; Seller; Date Application Filed;
Field and Location

CI61-1221; H. L. Hunt, Operator, et al.; Feb-
ruary 15, 1961; Alvin City Field, Brazoria
County, Tex.

CI61-1282; H. L. Hunt; February 27, 1961;
Alta Loma Area, Galveston County, Tex.

C161-1283; Hassle Hunt Trust, Operator, et
al.; February 27, 1961; Alta Loma Area,
Galveston County, Tex.

CI61-1343; Caroline Hunt Sands; March. 15,
1961; Chenango Field, Brazoria County,
Tex.

ClI61-1344; Caroline Hunt Trust Estate;
March 15, 1961; Chenango Field, Brazoria
County, Tex.

ClI61-1345; Lamar Hunt Trust Estate; March
1:I_5,1961; Chenango Field, Brazoria County,
ex.

Cl01-1346; Nelson Bunker Hunt; March 15,
_JI_EB:L; Chenango Field, Brazoria County,
ex.

CI61-1736; Lamar Hunt, et al.; June 6, 1961,
Zoller Field, Arkansas and Calhoun Coun-
ties, Tex.

Applicants propose to make each of
the above sales at an initial price of
2 cents per Mcf (including tax reim-
bursement) at 14.65 psia.

The public convenience and necessity
require that the matters listed in the
caption above be heard on a consolidated
record and disposed of as promptly as

under the applicable rules and
Rations and to that end:
notice that, pursuant to the

tjio i ”~ contained in and subject to
i kdiction conferred upon the

K K !'**5» Commission by sections
Pnmi-5 the Natural Gas Act, and the
rules of practice and pro-

i a hearing will be held commenc-
e<ft | MaiCh 28 1962> at 10:00 a.m.,
PniLV hearing room of the Federal

w S e — n>441 G Street NW.,

tersinvnvuwi P -G’ concerning the mat-

bv tho °ived in and the issues presented
T hlab°!!:listed applications,

ted tni«tParNes wiM) have been permit-

G - | in Nos. G-19115,

G-19127 G~19118> G-19119,

consider*P~+9124, and G'-19125 are
only ~ Interveners in those matters

\eite tfpro*es*s’ Petitions to inter-
filed whh iif63™01 Intervention may be
sionw i L Pederal Power Commis-
with the mi18*01125’ D:c * in accordance
(18 CFRA™f@°f practice and procedure
Cl6l-1221 nr*? in Docket Nos.

3 Si S W * Cl61-1283, Cl61-
* Cl61- 1344, Cl161-1345, Cl61-1346

FEDERAL REGISTER

and CIl61-1736 on or before February
28, 1962.
Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.

62-1459; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962
8:45 a.m.]

[F.R. Doc.

[Docket No. R161-220]
OWEN PRODUCTION CO.1

Order Substituting Respondent, Ac-
cepting Successor’s Corporate
Surety Bond and Redesignating
Proceeding

February 7, 1962.

Owen Production Company by assign-
ment of oil and gas leases dated May 22,
1961, acquired all of the undivided in-
terests owned by J. P. Owen in leases
covered by gas sales contract between
J. P. Owen and The Preston Oil Com-
pany, Sellers, and United Fuel Gas Com-
pany, Buyer, dated August 5, 1959, for
the sale of gas from the Duson Field,
Lafayette Parish, Louisiana. J. P. Owen
on October 3, 1960, filed Supplement No.
1to J. P. Owen’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 3, proposing to increase the rate and
charge for natural gas subject to the
Commission’s jurisdiction covered by the
subject contract. Subsequent to suspen-
sion by the Commission on November 2,
1960, the proposed new rate became ef-
fective as of April 3, 1961, subject to re-
fund and the filing of a bond by J. P.
Owen. The Commission by letter dated
June 2, 1961, extended the time for filing
of a bond to thirty days to June 30,1961
as requested by J. P. Owen.

On June 26, 1961, Owen Production
Company filed a motion requesting sub-
stitution of Owen Production Company
in the place of J. P. Owen as Respondent
in the proceeding under Docket No.
RI161-220, the posting of a bond by the
successor, the adopting of J. P. Owen’s
letter request for extension of time for
the filing of a bond, and the approval of
a corporate surety bond in the amount
of $5,100 conditioned on the payment
of refunds and compliance with the
Commission’s notice issued May 1, 1961
in Docket No. RI161-220, and the provi-
sjpns of the Natural Gas Act relating
thereto.

Owen Production Company filed a cor-
porate surety bond in the amount of
$5,100 on June 26, 1961 to secure the
payment of refunds as provided in the
notice referred to above.

The Commission finds: It is necessary
and proper in carrying out the provisions
of the Natural Gas Act that Owen Pro-
duction. Company be substituted for J. P.
Owen in the above-designated proceed-
ing, that said proceeding be redesignated
accordingly, and that the successor’s
bond be accepted for filing.

The Commission orders:

(A) Owen Production Company is
hereby substituted for J. P. Owen as
Respondent in the proceeding in Docket
No. R161-220 and the proceeding is ac-
cordingly redesignated.

1Successe» to J. P. Owen.
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(B) The corporate surety bond filed
in this proceeding on June 26, 1961, by
Owen Production Company, as successor
to J. P. Owen, is hereby accepted for
filing.

By the Commission.

Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.

62-1460; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:45 a.m.]

[F.R. Doc.

NATURAL GAS ADVISORY COUNCIL

Establishment

February 8, 1962.

It is hereby determined, in connection
with the performance of duties imposed
on the Federal Power Commission, that
it is in the public interest that a Natural
Gas Advisory Council be, and it hereby
is established.

1. Purpose. The Natural Gas Advisory
Council (Council) shall advise and make
recommendations to the Commission on
matters concerning the regulation of the
natural gas industry. The Council shall
not advise or make recommendations
with respect to any case or controversy
pending before the Commission.

2. Membership of the Council. The
Council shall consist of members from
the following organizations, as indicated
below :

American Gas Association, two members.

American Municipal Association, one mem-
ber.

American Petroleum Institute and Mid-Con-
tinent Oil & Gas Association, one member
jointly.

Independent Natural Gas Association of
America, two members.

Independent Petroleum Association of Amer-
ica, one member.

National Association of Railroad and Utili-
ties Commissioners, two members.
United States Conference of Mayors,

member.

one

The Chairman of the Commission may
also appoint one or two members-at-
large. In addition, there shall be an
alternate appointed for each Council
member. Council members will be per-
mitted to bring technical advisors to the
meeting with the advance permission of
the Chairman of the Commission. The
members of the Commission and such
staff members as the Chairman of the
Commission shall designate will also at-
tend Council meetings.

3. Selection of Council members. All
Council members and alternates shall
be selected by the Chairman of the Com-
mission. The Council members and al-
ternates from each of the organizations
listed in Paragraph 2, Membership of
the Council, shall be selected from lists
(containing at least the number of
names requested by the Chairman of the
Commission) submitted by the president
or other authorized officer of each organ-
ization.

4. Chairman and Secretary for Council
meetings. The Chairman of the Com-
mission, or in his absence, the Vice
Chairman of the Commission, shall act
as Chairman of the Council meetings and
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shall be responsible for opening and con-
ducting the meeting and for adjourning
the meeting when, in his judgment, ad-
journment is in the public interest.

The Chairman of the Commission
shall appoint a Secretary from among
the members of the Commission staff
who shall be responsible for preparing
summary minutes of the Council meet-
ings, preparing agenda, notifying mem-
bers of the meetings, and maintaining
all records related to organization, mem-
bership and operations of the Council.

5. Preparation of the agenda. Sug-
gestions for agenda items by Council
members shall be submitted to the Secre-
tary of the Council and transmitted to
the Commission for its consideration.
Suggestions received by the Commission
from persons other than Council mem-
bers may, at the option of the Commis-
sion, be placed on the agenda. The final
selection of items for Council considera-
tion shall be made solely by the Com-
mission.

6. Notification of meetings. The Secre-
tary shall notify each Council member
and alternate at least 15 days in advance
of scheduled meetings and simultane-
ously request notification if the member
or his alternate does not plan to attend.
A copy of the agenda shall be forwarded
to each Council member and alternate
as far in advance of the meeting as pos-
sible, but in any event no later than the
date of the notification letter.

7. Location and timing of meetings.
All meetings will convene at the office
of the Federal Power Commission, lo-
cated at 441 G Street NW., Washington
25, D.C., unless otherwise directed by the
Chairman of the Commission. Ordinar-
ily, these meetings will be held during
the regular working hours of the Federal
Power Commission. The Council shall
meet in October of each year and at
other times upon the call of the Chair-
man of the Commission.

8. Advice and recommendations
offered by the Council. The advice and
recommendations of the members of the
Council may be presented to the Com-
mission at Council meetings either
orally or in written form. Ultimate de-
cisions based on the Council’s advice or
recommendations are reserved to the
Federal Power Commission.

9. Duration of the Council. The
Natural Gas Advisory Council shall
terminate not later than two years sub-
sequent to its date of establishment, un-
less the Commission determines in
writing, not more than 60 days prior to
the expiration of such two-year period,
that its continued existence is in the
public interest. A like determination
by the Commission shall be required not
more than 60 days prior to the end of
each subsequent two-year period to con-
tinue the existence of such Council
thereafter.

By the Commission.

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1462; Filed, Feb. 18, 1692;

8:46 a.m.l

NOTICES

[Docket No. R162-308, etc.]

SOCONY MOBIL OIL COMPANY, INC.,
ET AL.

Order Providing for Hearings on and
Suspension of Proposed Changes
in Rates; Correction

February 7, 1962.

In the order providing for hearings on
and suspension of proposed changes in
rates, issued January 26, 1962, and pub-
lished in the Federal Register on Febru-
ary 2, 1962 (F.R. Doc. 62-1082; 27 F.R.
994), in the first line of the last para-
graph appearing in the first column on
page 995 of the Federal Register, insert
after the word “rates”, “except the one
described in the paragraph, last above”.

Joseph H. Gutride,
Secretary.

62-1461; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:46 a.m.]

HOUSING AND HOME
FINANCE AGENCY

Office of the Administrator

REGIONAL DIRECTOR OF COMMU-
NITY FACILITIES ACTIVITIES, RE-
GION IV (CHICAGO)

Redelegation of Authority With Re-
spect to Loans for Housing for the
Elderly

The Regional Director of Community
Facilities Activities, Region IV (Chi-
cago), Housing and Home Finance
Agency, with respect to the program of
loans for housing for the elderly au-
thorized under section 202 of the Hous-
ing Act of 1959, as amended (73 Stat.
667, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 1701q), is
hereby authorized within such Region:

[F.R. Doc.

To execute loan agreements and
amend or modify any such loan
agreement.

(62 Stat. 1283 (1948), as amended by

64 Stat. 80 (1950), (12 08.0.1701c); Hous-
ing and Home Finance Administrator’s dele-
gation effective December 22, 1961 (26 F.R.
12787, 12-30-61))

Effective as of the 14th day of Febru-
ary 1962.

[seal] John P. McCol lum,
Regional Administrator,
Region IV.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1522; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:52 am.]

REGIONAL DIRECTOR OF COMMU-
NITY FACILITIES ACTIVITIES, RE-
GION 1l (PHILADELPHIA)

Redelegation of Authority With Re-
spect to Loans for Housing for the
Elderly

The Regional Director of Community
Facilities Activities, Region n (Phila-
delphia), with respect to the program of
loans for housing for the elderly au-

thorized under section 202 of the Hous-
ing Act of 1959, as amended (73 Stat.
667, 12 U.S.C.A. 1701q), is hereby au-
thorized within such Region:

1. To execute loan agreements;

2. To amend or modify any such loan
agreement.

(62 Stat. 1283 (1948), as amended by 64 Stat.
80 (1950), 12 U.S.C. 1701c); Housing and
Home Finance Administrator’s delegation ef-
fective December 22, 1961 (26 F.R. 12787,
12-30-61))

Effective as of the 2d day of February
1962.

[seal] Warren P. Phelan,
Regional Administrator,
Region Il.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1523; Filed, Feb. 13 192

8:52 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 197]

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE
DEVIATION NOTICES
February 9,1962.

The following letter-notices of pro-
posals to operate over deviation routes
for operating convenience only with serv-
ice at no intermediate points have been
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, under the Commission’s devi-
ation rules réevised, 1957 (49 CFR 2111
(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter-
ested persons is hereby given as provided
in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) (4)).

Protests against the use of any pro-
posed deviation route herein described
may be filed with the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in the manner and
form provided in such rules (49 CFR
211.1(e) ) at any time but will not oper-
ate to,stay commencement of the pro-
posed operations unless filed within 3
days from the date of publication.

Successively filed letter-notices of the
same carrier under the Commissions
deviation rules revised, 1957, will be
numbered consecutively for convenience
in identification and protests if any
should refer to such letter-notices y
number.

Motor Carriers of P roperty

No. MC 22 (Deviation No. 4), VJEV
IORK CONSOLIDATED FREIGHI-
VAYS CORPORATION, 715 South 25tn
.venue, Bellwood, 111, filed January >
Carrier proposes to operate &8
ommon carrier, by motor Vehicle,
eneral commodities, with certain
eptions, over a deviation route bet
‘oledo, Ohio, and Detroit,
nterstate Highway 75,
onvenience only, serving no mterm
te points. The notice indicates that tne
arrier is presently authorized to tram,
ort the same commodities over a per
ent service route as foPoi f hptrOit,
'oledo over U.S. Highway 2510
nd return_over the same route. -
No. MC 6894 (Deviation No. 2),
IN TRUCKING COMPANY 1818 Soutn

ting
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January 31, 1962. Carrier proposes to
operate as a common, carrier, by motor
wvehicle, of general commodities, with
certain exceptions, over a deviation
route between East Peoria and Morton,
1M, over Interstate Highway 74, for op-
erating convenience only, serving no
intermediate points. The notice indi-
cates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport the same commod-
ities over a pertinent service route as
follows: From East Peoria over U.S.
Highway 150 to Morton, and return over
the same route.

No. MC 28675 (Sub-No. 2) (Deviation
No. 1), W. FORD JOHNSON CARTAGE,
INC., 11712 West Grand River, Howell,
Mich., filed January 4, 1962. Attorney
Eugene C. Ewald, Guardian Building, De-
troit 26, Mich. Carrier proposes to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, of general commodities, with
certain exceptions over a deviation route
as follows: From Detroit, Mich., over
Interstate Highway 96 to junction U.S.
Highway 127, thence over U.S. Highway
127 to Lansing, Mich., and return over
the same route, for operating conven-
ience only, serving no intermediate
points. The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port the same commoditiesover a perti-
nent service route as follows: From
Detroit over U.S. Highway 16 to Lansing,
and return over the same route.

No. MC 39763 (Deviation No. 2), G. E.
GROGER TRUCK LINE, INC., Walton,
Ky., filed January 31, 1962. Attorney
FredF. Bradley, P.O. Box 127, Frankfort,
Ky. Carrier proposes to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of
general commodities, with certain ex-
ceptions, over a deviation route as fol-
lows: From the junction of U.S. Highway
2Sand Kentucky Highway 17, at Coving-
ton, Ky., over U.S. Highway 25 to junc-
tion Kentucky Highway 16, at Walton,
Ky., and return over the same route, for
operating convenience only, serving no
intermediate points. The notice indi-
cates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport the same commodi-

les over a pertinent service route as
oiiows: From Walton over Kentucky
3 ird 6 to juncti°’n Kentucky High-

ay i7, thence over Kentucky Highway
nu/° Junction U.S. Highway 25, thence
rihS - i Highway 25 to Cincinnati,

Kn' return over the same route.
<invr.«Ci 7858 (Deviation No. 6), THE
INT? fLEET MOTOR EXPRESS,
Alp/’ Eastman Road, Kingsport, Tenn.,
pogoo February 1, 1962. Carrier pro-
bv mi? °Perate as a common carrier,
modified vehicle, of general cory-
a d ~H WIth certain exceptions, over

LouisSNnS™ route as follows: From
» *fy-’,.over Interstate High-
151 antJunction Kentucky Highway

of GrapfSthXimately 2 miles south
the sam?nbUrt’ Ky * and ~turn over
vemenc<Soni?Ute’ *Or operatinS con-
Points Thty’ s2rymg no intermediate
carrier noJze indicates that the
Port the sanfféntly authorized to trans-
put servw6 conjm-°dities over a perti-
Louisvilie route as follows: From
Draefenbure tJ 78, feighway 60 to

Highway 151 f?®nce, ?ver Kentucky
Ol to a point approximately
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2 miles south of Graefenburg, and re-
turn over the same route.

No. MC 40858 (Deviation No. 7), THE
SILVER FLEET MOTOR EXPRESS,
INC., Eastman Road, Kingsport, Tenn.,
filed February 1, 1962. Carrier proposes
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, of general commodities, with
certain exceptions, over a deviation route
as follows: From Knoxville, Tenn., over
Interstate Highway 40 to junction U.S.
Highway 70, approximately 2 miles West
of Kingston, Tenn., and return over the
same route, for operating convenience
only, serving no intermediate points.
The notice indicates that the carrier is
presently authorized to transport the
same commodities over a pertinent serv-
ice route as follows: From Knoxville
over U.S. Highway 70 to Crossville,
Tenn., thence over U.S. Highway 70N
to Nashville, Tenn., and return over the
same route.

No. MC 60393 (Deviation No. 1), CEN-
TRAL TRANSFER COMPANY, 2118
South Griswold Street, Peoria, 111, filed
January 30, 1962. Attorney Edward G.
Bazelon, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chi-
cago 3, 111 Carrier proposes to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
of general commodities, with certain ex-
ceptions, over a deviation route between
Peoria and Morton, 111, over Interstate
Highway 74, for operating convenience
only, serving no intermediate points.
The notice indicates that the carrier is
presently authorized to transport the
same commodities over a pertinent serv-
ice route as follows: From Peoria over

U.S. Highway 150 to Bloomington, 111,
and return over the same route.

No. MC 66562 (Deviation No. 8),
RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY, IN-
CORPORATED, 219 East 42d Street,

New York 17, N.Y., filed September 25,
1961. Attorney William H. Marx, same
address. Carrier proposes to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, of
general commodities, moving in express
service, over a deviation route between
Cincinnati and Findlay, Ohio, over Inter-
state Highway 75, for operating conven-
ience only, serving no intermediate
points. The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port the same commodities over perti-
nent service routes as follows: From
Detroit, Mich., over U.S. Highway 25 to
junction Michigan Highway 85, thence
over Michigan Highway 85 to junction
Alternate U.S. Highway 24, thence over
Alternate U.S. Highway 24 to Maumee,
Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 25 to
junction U.S. Highway 68, thence over
U.S. Highway 68 to Springfield, Ohio,
thence over Ohio Highway 4 to Cincin-
nati; and from Springfield, Ohio, over
U.S. Highway 68 to Xenia, Ohio, thence
over U.S. Highway 42 to Cincinnati, and
return over the same routes.

No. MC 69116 (Deviation No. 11),
SPECTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC.,
3100 South Wolcott Avenue, Chicago 8,
111, filed February 1, 1962. Carrier pro-
poses to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, of general commodities,
with certain exceptions, over a deviation
route between Chicago, 111, and Detroit,
Mich., over Interstate Highway 94, for
operating convenience only, serving no
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intermdiate points. The notice indicates
that the carrier is presently authorized
to transport the same commodities over
a pertinent service route as follows:
From Chicago over U.S. Highway 12 to
Detroit, and return over the same route.

No. MC 106456 (Deviation No. 6),
SUPER SERVICE MOTOR FREIGHT
COMPANY, INC., Fessler Lane, Nash-
ville, Tenn., filed January 31, 1962. At-
torney J. R. Browder, same address.
Carrier proposes to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general com-
modities, with certain exceptions, over
a deviation route as follows: From Hills-
boro, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 41 to
junction Interstate Highway 24, north-
west of Pelham, Tenn., thence over In-
terstate Highway 24 to junction U.S.
Highway 64, thence over U.S. Highway
64 to Monteagle, Tenn., and return over
the same route, for operating conven-
ience only, serving no intermediate
points. The notice indicates that the
carrier is presently authorized to trans-
port the same commodities over a perti-
nent service route as follows: From
Nashville, Tenn., over U.S. Highway 41
to Chattanooga, Tenn., and return over
the same route.

No. MC 109780 (Deviation No. 8),
TRANSCONTINENTAL BUS SYSTEM,
INC., 315 Continental Avenue, Dallas,
Tex., filed January 31, 1962. Attorney C.
Zimmerman, P.O. Box 730, Wichita,
Kans. Carrier proposes to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of
passengers and their baggage, over a
deviation route as follows: From Abilene,
Kans., over Interstate Highway 70 to
junction U.S. Highway 81, approximately
1V2 miles north of Salina, Kans., thence
over U.S. Highway 81 to Salina, Kans.,
and return over the same route, for op-
erating convenience only, serving no
intermediate points. The notice indi-
cates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport passengers over
pertinent service routes as follows: From
McPherson, Kans., over U.S. Highway 81,
via Salina to Concordia, Kans.; and from
Salina over U.S. Highway 40 to Abilene,
and return over the same routes.

By the Commission.

*

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1480; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:48 a.m.]
[Notice 421]

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS

February 9, 1962.

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)
governing notice of filing of applications
by 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-hearing confer-
ences will be called at 9:30 am., local
daylight saving time (if that time is
observed), unless otherwise specified.
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Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing
or Pre-Hearing Conference

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 135), filed No-
vember 20, 1961. Applicant: GARRETT
FREIGHTLINES, INC., 2055 Pole Line
Road, Pocatello, Idaho. Applicant’s at-
torney : Maurice H. Greene, Boise, Idaho.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg-
ular routes, transporting: General com-
modities, including Classes A and B ex-
plosives (but excluding those of unusual
value, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, com-

modities requiring special equipment,
and those injurious or contaminating
to other lading), between Lewiston,

Idaho, and Missoula, Mont.; from Lewis-
ton over ldaho Highway 9 to the Idaho-
Montana State line, thence over un-
numbered highway to the junction of
unnumbered highway with U.S. Highway
93 at or near Lolo, Mont., thence over
U.S. Highway 93 to Missoula, and return
over the same route,.serving all inter-
mediate points.

HEARING: March 19, 1962, at the
Davenport Hotel, Spokane, Wash., be-
fore Joint Board No. 79, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate be-
fore Examiner Richard White.

No. MC 3094 (Sub-No. 13), filed Jan-
uary 26, 1962. Applicant: SERVICE
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., Atlantic Ave-
nue, Lawnside, N.J. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Clarence D. Todd, 1825 Jefferson
Place NW,, Washington 6, D.C. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Equipment, mate-
rials and supplies used in the installation
and erection of fiberglas materials and
products, fibrous glass mineral wool
products, fibrous glass textile materials
and products, plastic materials and prod-
ucts, in mixed shipments with such ma-
terials and products, between Barrington,
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Connecticut, Delaware, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Georgia, lllinois, In-
diana, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penru-
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia, Vermont, West Vir-

ginia, and the lower peninsula of
Michigan.

Note: Applicant states the above re-
quested authority to be Ilimited to a
transportation service to be performed

under a continuing contract, or contracts,
with Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corp., of
Toledo, Ohio. Applicant also states that it
is under common control with Atlas Freight
Lines, Inc., and B & L Motor Freight, Inc.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Henry C. Darmstadter.

No. MC 10183 (Sub-No. 4), filed Jan-
uary 29,1962. Applicant: SALLYBRAZ-
DON, Rosenhayn (Cumberland County),
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: V. Baker
Smith, 2107 Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust
Building, Philadelphia, Pa. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Glassware (other than
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cut), Bottles (not ampoules), Carboys,
Demijohns, Jars, and Packing Glasses,
with or without their equipment of caps,
covers, stoppers or tops, from Salem,
N.J., to Hurlock, Md.

Note: Applicant advises that the trans-
portation in the proposed service, will be
limited to that performed under a continu-
ing contract or contracts with the American
Stores Company.

HEARING: March 29, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Joint
Board No. 283.

No. MC 10183 (Sub-No. 5),-filed Jan-
uary 29,1962. Applicant: SALLY BRAZ-
DON, Rosenhayn (Cumberland County),
N.J. Applicant’s attorney: V. Baker
Smith, 2107 Fidelity-Philadelphia Trust
Building, Philadelphia, Pa. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor, vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs, canned, pre-
served and prepared, from Aberdeen,
Hampstead, Greenmount, Frederick,
Gaithersburg, Bel Air, Darlington, Havre
de Grace, Westminster,- and Perryman,
Md., and St. Georges, Del., to Forty Fort,
Pa., Kearny, N.J., and Philadelphia, Pa.

Note: Applicant advises that the trans-
portation in the proposed service, will be
limited to that performed under a continu-
ing contract or contracts with the American
Stores Company.

HEARING: March 28, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-

mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Raymond V. Sar.
No. MC 22254 (Sub-No. 33), filed

December 8, 1961. Applicant: TRANS-
AMERICAN VAN SERVICE, INC., 7540
South Western Avenue, Chicago 20, 111
Applicant’s attorney: Eugene L. Cohn,
1 North LaSalle Street, Chicago 2, 111
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Self-propelled pas-
senger or property carrying golf buggies,
or commercial adaptations thereof, un-
crated, weighing not more than 1,500
pounds, and parts and accessories there-
for when accompanying said vehicles,
between points in the United States, in-
cluding the District of Columbia, but
excluding Alaska and Hawaii.

Note: Applicant refers to application for
joint control, with others, of T. E. K. Van
Lines, Inc. (MC-F-7252).

HEARING: March 21, 1962, at the

Midland Hotel, Chicago, 111, "'before
Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 26377 (Sub-No. 12), filed
December 4, 1961. Applicant: LEO-

NARDO TRUCK LINES,
Wash, Applicant’s attorney: Earle V.
White, Fifth Avenue Building, 2130
Southwest Fifth Avenue, Portland 1,
Oreg. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Lumber, plywood, pressed board, fibre-
board, and wallboards, from points in
Benton, Linn, Marion, and Polk Coun-
ties, Oreg., to points in Yakima and Ben-
ton Counties, Wash.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at the
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear-
ing Room, 410 Southwest 10th Avenue,

INC., Granger,

Portland, Oreg., before Examiner
Richard White.

No. MC 28956 (Sub-No. 5), filed
December 14, 1961. Applicant: G. P.
RYALS, doing business as RYALS
TRUCK SERVICE, P.O. Box 234, Albany,
Oreg. Applicant’s attorney: Earll wv.
White, Fifth Avenue Building, 2130
Southwest Fifth Avenue, Portland 1,
Oreg. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Ferti-
lizers, dry, in bags and in bulk, from
Tacoma, Wash., to points in Oregon.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, at the
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear-
ing Room, 410 Southwest 10th Avenue,
Portland, Oreg., before  Examiner
Richard White.

No. MC 29116 (Sub-No. 9), filed
February 2, 1962. Applicant: DIRECT
TRANSPORTS, INCORPORATED, &1
East 17 Street, Kansas City, Mo. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Donald L. Stern, 24
City National Bank Building, Omaha 2
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, from Milan, Marshall, Carrollton,
Moberly, and Macon, Mo., to points in
lowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, North
Dakota, and South Dakota.

HEARING: March 21, 1962, at the
U.S. Court House and Custom House,
1114 Market Street, St. Louis, Mo., be-
fore Examiner Garland E. Taylor.

No. MC-42261 (Sub-No. 62), filed Feb-
ruary 6, 1962. Applicant: LANGER
TRANSPORT CORP., Route 1, Foot of
Danforth Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Charles J. Williams,
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N.J. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk
from Cleveland, Ohio, to points in Im-
nois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and St. Louis,
Mo., and rejected shipments, on return.

HEARING: February 20, 1962, at tre
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Exam-
iner Reece Harrison. s

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 534),, nea
January 9, 1962. Applicant: CONSOlo-
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA

TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfiew
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. Applicants
attorney: Donald A. Schafer,

Southeast Evergreen Highway,
couver, Wash. Authority sought ©
operate as a common carrier,

vehicle, over regular routes,

ing: General commodities (exoept Q
petroleum products in bulk m
trucks), (1) between Lewiston, !
and Missoula, Mont.; frO™ J”~Maho-
over ldaho Highway 9 to the J®
Montana State line, thence over an um

numbered highway to the juncti g

the unnumbered highway witsi

Highway 93 at or near Lo - la
thence over U.S. Highway 93 to ing
and return over the same rout > ®aeen
no intermediate points; and (2) .G

Grangeville, Idaho, and Koc«kia, Idah”
from Grangeville over Idaho H

13 to Kooskia (the junction of i~
Highways 13 and 9), and¢2S»diate

the same route, serving nO N ' £ L eVifle
points, and with service at Gra
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and Kooskia for the purpose of joinder

only.

HEARING: March 19, 1962, at the
Daverport Hotel, Spokane, Wash., be-
fore Joint Board No. 79, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate,
before Examiner Richard White.

No. MC 47323 (Sub-No. 11),
(AMENDED AND CLARIFIED), filed
November 6, 1961, published Federal
Register issue December 20,1961, repub-
lished as amended and clarified this
isste. Applicant: TAJON TRUCKING
CO., a Corporation, Route 5, Mercer, Pa.
Applicant’s attorney: Donald E. Cross,
Munsey Building, Washington 4, D.C.
Authority sought to operate, as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Commod-
ities, in bulk, in dump vehicles, between

points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Maryland, Michigan, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West

Virginia.

Note: The purpose of this republication,
is to remove from the application the tank
trailer phase of the case, thus restricting it
to the phase involving dump vehicles.

HEARING: Reassigned on March 21,
1962, at the Offices of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washington,
D.C., before Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin.

No. MC 52458 (Sub-No. 161), filed De-
cember 14, 1961. Applicant: T. L MC-
CORMACK TRUCKING COMPANY,
INC., U.S. Route 9, Woodbridge, N.J.
Applicant’s attorney: Chester A. Zyblut,
1700 K Street NW., Washington 6, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Washing com-
pounds, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Paterson, N.J., to points in Illinois, In-
diana, and Michigan and (2) fatty acids,
esters of vegetable oils, vegetable oils and
vegetable oil products, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, frdm Boonton, N.J. to points in

and rejected shipments of the
a>®/®'sPecified commodities, on return.

HEARING: March 23, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 52709 (Sub-No. 157), filed Jan-
SU57?’ 1962- Applicant: RINGSBY

LINES> INC., 3201 Ringsby

r Penver 5>Colo. Applicant’s rep-
52™ 9% ? Eugene St. M. Hamilton
~ddress as applicant). Authority

hv m 47° opefa”™e as a common carrier,
*evehicle> over irregular routes,

i Alcohol> neutral sprits,

ligmr>in bulk. iiftank ve-
Pe2viietteen 1501118 in Maryland,
22**3®J* °bio. Indiana, and Ken-

othpr’ w . ._one,hand> and, on the
oﬁqgr, points in Eall?ornla.
halted states that it controls

Inc., both &rft’r?'V.and Inter State ExPress»
aPPlicant °f Which are wholly-owned by

March 14> 1962> at the
~fore Ex-

ceSberTfS? 1 Sub;N°. 27), filed De-
INC Ailo S?1* APPbcant: ACE LINES,
lowa 4AL r aSt ?3d street’ Des Moines,
Ham' A ThCant’s rePresentative: Wil-

Street D.0?? aU’ 1307 East Walnut
Ct De®Moines 16, lowa. Authority

FEDERAL REGISTER

sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel articles,
from Sterling, 111, to points in Minne-
sota, North Dakota, and South Dakota.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, in Room
401, Old Federal Office Building, Fifth
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, lowa,
before Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 52751 (Sub-No. 28), filed De-
cember 7,1961. Applicant: ACE LINES,
INC., 4143 East 43d Street, Des Moines,
lowa. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam A. Landau, 1307 East Walnut
Street, Des Moines 16, lowa. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel roof deck,
rib form and floor deck, from Milwau-
kee, Wis., to points in North Dakota,
South Dakota, and Nebraska.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, in Room
401, Old Federal Office Building, Fifth
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, lowa,
before Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 56270 (Sub-No. 9), filed De-
cember 15, 1961. Applicant: LEICHT
TRANSFER & STORAGE COMPANY,
a corporation, 1401-55 State Street,
Green Bay, Wis. Applicant’s attorney:
Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West Doty
Street, Madison 3, Wis. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Indelible salt, in bulk,
from Green Bay, Wis., to points in Alger,
Baraga, Delta, Dickinson, Houghton,
Iron, Keeweenaw, Marquette,” Menom-
inee, Ontonagon, and Gogebic Coun-
ties, Mich.

HEARING: April 25, 1962, at Wiscon-
sin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 95.

No. MC 58813 (Sub-No. 41), filed Jan-
uary 11, 1962. Applicant: SELMAN’S
EXPRESS, INC., 460 West 35th Street,
New York, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney:
Solomon Granett, 1740 Broadway, New
York 19, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wearing apparel and materials and
supplies used in the manufacture thereof,
between points in the New York, N.Y.,
Commercial Zone, on the one hand,
and, on the other, Jackson, Tenn., and
points in North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Georgia, and Alabama.

Note: Applicant states all duplication of
authority to be eliminated.

HEARING: March 29, 1962, at 346
Broadway, N.Y., before Examiner Parks
M. Low.'

No. MC 59531 (Sub-No. 86), filed Jan-
uary 22, 1962. Applicant: AUTO CON-

VOY CO., 3020 South Haskell, Dallas,
Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Reagan
Sayers, Century Life Building, Fort

Worth 2, Tex. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: New automobiles, trucks, and chas-
sis, in truckaway service, in secondary
movements, from Shreveport, La., to
points in Anderson, Angelina, Bowie,
Camp, Cass, Cherokee, Delta, Franklin,

Gregg, Hardin, Harrison, Henderson,
Hopkins, Houston, Jasper, Lamar,
Marion, Morris, Nacogdoches, Newton,
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Orange, Panola, Polk, Rains, Red River,
Rusk, Sabine, San Augustine, Shelby,
Smith, Titus, Trinity, Tyler, Upshur,
Van Zandt, and Wood Counties, Tex.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at the
Louisiana Public Service Commission,
Baton Rouge, La., before Joint Board No.
32, or, if the Joint Board waives its right
to participate, before Examiner Isadore
Freidson.

No. MC 60580 (Sub-No. 25), (COR-
RECTION), filed November 27, 1961,
published in the Federal Register, issue
of February 7, 1962, and republished as
corrected, this issue. Applicant: HIGH -
WAY EXPRESS LINES, INC.~ 236 North
23d Street, Philadelphia 3, Ha. Appli-
cant’s attorneys: V. Baker Smith,
Harold S. Shertz, 226 South 16th Street,
Philadelphia 9, Pa. 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 explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, com-
modities requiring special equipment,
magazines and newspapers, and films
and articles associated with the exhibi-
tion of motion pictures as described in
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 766), from
the plant site of John Lucas Co., Inc., at
Gibbsboro, N.J., to East Butler, Pa., and
rejected shipments of the above-speci-
fied commodities, on return.

Note: The purpose of this republication
is to correctly reflect the exceptions to the
general commodities proposed to be trans-
ported.

HEARING: Remains as assigned
March 16, 1962, in Room 300, U.S. Cus-
toms Building, Second and Chestnut
Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before Exam-
iner Parks M. Low.

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 73), filed De-
cember 12, 1961. Applicant: THE
MASON AND DIXON TANK LINES,
INC., Eastman Road, Kingsport, Tenn.
Applicant’s attorney: S. S. Eisen, 140
Cedar Street, New York 6, N.Y. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Tuscola, 111, and
points within ten (10) miles thereof, to
points in Georgia, North Carolina, and
South Carolina.

Note: Applicant states it is “under con-
trol of The Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc.”

HEARING: March 23, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 75), filed Jan-
uary 22, 1962. Applicant: THE MASON
AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., East-
man Road, Kingsport, Tenn. Applicant’s
attorney: S. S. Eisen, 140 Cedar Street,
New York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Phenol, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from Siloam, Ky., and points within ten
(10) miles thereof, to Tonawanda, N.Y.,
and to points in Alabama, Arkansas,
Florida, Georgia, lllinois, Indiana, lowa,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, Minnesota, North Caro-
lina, Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee,
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Texas, and Wisconsin; and (2) Benzene,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Alabama, Indiana, lllinois, Ohio, Mich-
igan, and Missouri, to Siloam, Ky., and
points within ten (10) miles thereof.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Joseph A. Reilly.

No. MC 62896 (Sub-No. 8), filed Jan-
uary 23,1962. Applicant: CHARLES W.
POOLE AND BRERETON POOLE, a
partnership doing business as, POOLE’S
DRAYAGE CO., 1619 Eckington Place
NE., Washington 2, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: |. (a) Meats, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts, (b) dairy
products, (c) articles distributed by
packinghouses, (d) packinghouse prod-
ucts, including but not limited to those
defined in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 706, and
.(e) frozen fruits, berries, vegetables and
exempt agricultural commodities (at the
same time in the same vehicle). 1. From
Washington, D.C., to Martinsburg and
Charles Town, W. Va. 2. Between Hag-
erstown, Md.,* and Martinsburg and
Charles Town, W. Va. H. (a) Dairy
products, (b) packinghouse products in-
cluding but not limited to those as de-
fined in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 706 and,
(c) frozen fruits, berries, vegetables and
exempt agricultural commodities (at the
same time in the same vehicle). From
Washington, D.C., to Hagerstown, Md.
IH. Return of rejected and returned
shipments of the above commodities to
Washington, D.C.

Note: Applicant is now authorized to en-
gage in operations from Washington, D.C.,
to points in Maryland and Virginia within
50 miles of Washington, D.C., and from Wash-
ington, D.C., to Hagerstown, Md.

HEARING: March 16, 1962, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Harold P. Boss.

No. MC 63562 (Sub-No. 41), filed De-
cember 11, 1961. Applicant: NORTH-
ERN PACIFIC TRANSPORT COM-
PANY, a corporation, 176 East Fifth
Street, St. Paul, Minn. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Lelland M. Cowan, 425 Bur-
lington Avenue, Billings, Mont. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commod-
ities (except Classes A and B explosives
and household goods as defined by the
Commission). This application is for
appropriate authority to amend or mod-
ify the second restriction appearing on
Sheet 6 of the “Corrected Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity,” No.
MC 63562 (Sub-No. 32), dated December
3,1959, insofar as said restriction applies
on shipments transported by carrier to
or from Portland, Oreg. No change in
routes, commodities, key points or other
named restrictions or conditions is pro-
posed. The application proposes the
modification of the second restriction,
appearing on Sheet 6 of Corrected Cer-
tificate MC 63562 (Sub-No. 32), by elim-
inating therefrom Portland, Oreg., there-
by permitting the use of this authority to

NOTICES
transport shipments, in substituted
truek-for-rail service, which originate

at Portland, Oreg., or have a final des-
tination at Portland, Oreg. The service
to be performed by the applicant to or
from Portland, Oreg., shall be limited to
that which is auxiliary to, or supple-
mental of, rail service of the Railways,
and no service shall be rendered by the
applicant from or to, or interchange
traffic at any point not a station on the
lines of the railways and moving on rail
bill of lading or express receipt, but not
requiring an immediately prior or im-
mediately subsequent movement by rail-
road.

Note: Applicant states it is controlled by
Northern Pacific Railway Company through
stock ownership to wit, 5,000 shares of stock
issued and held by said Railway Company,
Northern Pacific Railway Company joins in
this application.

HEARING: March 29,1962, at the In-
terstate Commerce Commission Hearing
Room, 410*Southwest 10th Avenue, Port-

land, Oreg., before Examiner Richard
White.

No. MC 79695 (Sub-No. 22), filed De-
cember 13, 1961. Applicant: STEEL
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 4000
Cline Avenue, East Chicago, Ind. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Robert W. Loser,

409 Chamber of Commerce Building, In-
dianapolis, Ind. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel articles, as described
in Appendix V, Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, Ex Parte MC-45,
from points in Kankakee County, 111,
to points in North Dakota, South Da-
kota, Minnestota, Nebraska, lowa, Ken-
tucky, Indiana, Wisconsin, Michigan,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia,
and empty containers or other such in-
cidental facilities (not specified), used in
transporting the above-specified com-
modities,-on return.

HEARING: March 23, 1962, at the
Midland Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Ex-
aminer Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 83617 (Sub-No. 2), filed Jan-

uary 5, 1962. Applicant: MARSHALL-
TOWN FREIGHTERS, INC., Laurel,
lowa. Applicant’s representative:
George S. Mullins, 4704 West Irving

Park Road, Chicago 41, 111 Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household laundry appli-
ances, namely dryers, washers and
dryers combined, gas and electric, from
Newton, lowa, to Chicago, 111

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper-
ation is for Maytag Chicago Company, 1230
South Western Avenue, Chicago, 111

HEARING: April 20, 1962, at the Mid-
land Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Joint
Board No. 53.

No. MC 95180 (Sub-No. 9), filed Janu-
ary 17, 1962. Applicant: HARRY
SMOLOWTTZ AND MORRIS SMOLO-
WTTZ, doing business as SMOLOWITZ
BROS., 909 Utica Avenue, Brooklyn,
N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: Morris
Honig, 150 Broadway, New York 38, N.Y.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Household
goods, as defined by the Commission,

between New York, N.Y., on the ore
hand, and, on the other, points in Min-

nesota, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Ar-
kansas, Louisiana, Colorado, and Mis-
sissippi.

Note: Since applicant holds contract au-
thority under MC-109890, dual operations
may be involved.

HEARING: March 28, 1962, at the
U.S. Army Reserve Building, 30 West
44th Street, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer William A. Royall.

No. MC 95212 (Sub-No. 33), filed De-
cember 11, 1961. Applicant: HELEN R
HENDERSON, doing business as HtR
HENDERSON, P.O. Box 327, Seneca, 111
Applicant’s attorney: Joseph M. Scan-
lan, 111 West Washington Street, Chi-
cago 2, 111. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Sponge rubber products, from the site of
the Sponge Cushion, Inc., plant located
at Morris, Ill,, to points in Illinois, Wis-
consin, Minnesota, Missouri«, Kansas,
Texas, Nebraska, lowa, Arkansas, Okla-
homa, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Louisi-
ana, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Pennsyl-
vania, and (2) raw materials used to
make sponge rubber products, from
points in Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota,

Missouri, Kansas, Texas, Nebraska,
lowa, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Indiana,
Michigan, Ohio, Louisiana, Kentucky,

Tennessee, and Pennsylvania, to the site
of the Sponge Cushion, Inc., plant lo-
cated at Morris, 111

HEARING: March 22, 1962, at the
Midland Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Ex-
aminer Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 390) (AS
AMENDED AND CORRECTED), filed
December 6, 1961, published Federal
Register, issue of January 24, 1962, ad
republished as corrected, this i
Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR LINES,
INC., Albany Highway, Thomasville, Ga.
Applicant’s attorney: Joseph H. Black-
shear, Gainesville, Ga. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by D~
tor yehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Food and foodstuffs, frozen ad
unfrozen, from points in Maine, Vessa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jerssy,
New York, and Pennsylvania to points
in Arizona, California, Colorado, ldaho,
lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mssouni,
Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, Ne”
ico, North Dakota, Oregon, South Da-
kota, Utah, Washington, Wisconsin, am
Vyoming.

Note: The purpose of this r®P~blic
s to include the entire State of Ne
n the origin territory, originally sought
hown in previous publication as New >
1.Y., and to show that the commoditie
md foodstuffs will be frozen or unfrozei.

HEARING: Remains as assigned Feb-
ruary 27, 1962, at the Offices of the i
erstate Commerce Commission, W
ngton, D.C., before Examiner William

£. Royall. A -pphr
No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 398),
euary 5, 1962. Applicant: WAIK

VIOTOR LINES, INC., Albany High !
rhomasville, Ga. Applicants at
foseph H. Blackshear, Gainesville,.v
* fn nnerate as a
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non carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-

A routes, transporting: Frozen
foods (except frozen citrus products),
from points in Florida to points in Illi-
nois, lowa, and Missouri.

Note: Common control may be involved.
Since this publication is effected the day
following the hearing on the subject appli-
cation, any person or persons who may have
been prejudiced by the lack of sufficient no-
tice prior to hearing, may file a protest
against the application within 20 days from
the date of this publication in the Federal
Register.

HEARING: February 13, 1962, at the
Dupont Plaza Hotel, 300 Biscayne Boule-
vard Way, Miami, Fla., before Examiner
James H. Gaffney.

No. MC 103051 {Sub-No. 122), filed
January 22,1962. Applicant: WALKER
HAULING CO., INC., P.O. Box 13444,
Station K, 340 Armour Drive NE,, At-
lanta 24, Ga. Applicant’s attorney:
R. J. Reynolds, Jr., 1424 C & S National
Bank Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Alcoholic bever-
ages, fruit juices, fruit juice concentrates
and byproducts thereof, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, between points in Georgia on
the one hand, and on the other, points
in Connecticut, Kentucky, Illinois, In-
diana, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Tennessee, and Virginia.

Notel Applicant states that M. J. Baggett
of Atlanta, Ga., owns all of the outstanding
stock of applicant and 50 percent of the out-
standing stock of Gasoline Transport, Inc.,
the other 50 percent of the latter being
owned by R. L. Walker of Waycross, Ga.;
and that Mr. Baggett is president of both

the applicant carrier and Gasoline Trans-
port, Inc.

HEARING: March 22, 1962, at 680
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga.,
before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely.

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 123), filed
January 22, 1962. Applicant: WALKER
HAULING CO., INC., P.O. Box 13444,
Station K, 340 Amour Drive NE., Atlanta
24, Ga. Applicant’s attorney: R. J.
Reynolds, Jr., Suite 1424-35 C & S Na-
tional Bank Buﬂdmg, Atlanta 3, Ga. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Alcoholic bever-
ages, fruit juices, fruit juice concentrates
and byproducts thereof, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, between points in Georgia on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
m California, Florida, Louisiana, and

nflAFAE:*Applicant states that M. J. Bagget

Ga" owns all of the outstandini
nf tv, aPPlicant. He also owns 50 percen
nnrt éloutstanding stock of Gasoline Trans
bvn t otlier 50 percent being owne<
is7TpLr) Ier f Waycross, Ga. Mr. Bagget
TranrIMtntTOf both applicant and Gasolin
beanr V nc- and that arrangement ha
finan ancti°ned by the Commission in prio

BI8 f ~ eedin gg in Docket Nos., MC-]
Sand MC-F 4236 and MC-F 6014.

March 23, 1962, at 68i

E ; p aChtree Street NW - Atlanta, Ga
No S alnmerLa’y W. Hinely.,

cemhd ” .103?47 (sub-No. 1), filed De

TRmSLt) o s19il: peallcant W1
ANSFER&STORAG INC., 362

No. 3l----7
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Sixth Avenue, South, Seattle, Wash.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, oyer irregular
routes, transporting: Theatrical equip-
ment, including scenery, wardrobes,
properties and electrical supplies used
for theatrical productions, between
points in California, Nevada, Utah, Mon-
tana, Arizona, Wyoming, Colorado, and
New Mexico.

Note: Applicant holds common carrier au-
thority under MC 1367 so dual operations
may be involved.

HEARING: April 10, 1962, at the New
Mint Building, 133 Hermann Street, San
Francisco, Calif., before Examiner F. Roy
Linn.

No. MC 103880 (Sub-No. 244),
January 19, 1962. Applicant: PRO-
DUCERS TRANSPORT, INC., 224 Buf-
falo Street, New Buffalo, Mich. Ap.
plicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, 111
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Liquefied
Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from the plant site of the Century
Refining Company, near New Baltimore,
Mich., to points in Indiana and Ohio.

HEARING: April 18, 1962, at the Mid-
land Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Joint
'‘Board No. 9.

No. MC 103435 (Sub-No. 105), filed No-
vember 16, 1961. Applicant: UNITED-
BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT LINES, a
corporation, East 915 Springfield Avenue,
Spokane 2,Wash. Applicant’sattorney:
George LaBissoniere, 333 Central Build-
ing, Seattle 4, Wash. 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, commodities in bulk, and house-
hold goods as defined in Practices of
Motor' Common Carriers of Household
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467), Between Pasco,
Wash., and Lewiston, Idaho; (1) from
'Pasco over U.S. Highway 395 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 410 at or near
Wallula, Wash., thence over U.S. High-
way 410 to Lewiston, and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points, (2) from Pasco over Washington
Highway 3D to its junction with Wash-
ington Highway 3E at or near Prescott,
Wash., thence over Washington High-
way 3E to its junction with U.S. High-
way 410, thence over U.S. Highway 410
to Lewiston and return over the same
route, serving all intermediate points,
and (3) serving points in Umatilla
County, Oreg., as off-route and inter-
mediate points in connection with the
above and the carrier’s otherwise au-
thorized regular-route operations. -

HEARING: March 21, 1962, at the
Davenport Hotel, Spokane, Wash., be-
fore Joint Board No. 81, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate
before Examiner Richard White.

filed

No. MC 106297 (Sub-No. 30), filed
October 16, 1961. Applicant: MID-
STATES TRAILER TRANSPORT, INC.,

9330 South Constance Avenue, Chicago,
111 Applicant’s attorney: Mitchell Jen-
kins, Suite 1000 Blue Cross Building,
Wilkes-Barre, Pa. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: House trailers (mobile homes),
from points in Lackawanna and North-
umberland Counties, Pa., to points in the
United States, and rejected trailers,
(mempty containers) or other such inci-
dental facilities (not specified), used in
transporting the commodities specified
above, on return.

. HEARING: March 30, 1962, at the
Federal Building, Scranton, Pa., before
Examiner William A. Royall.

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 194), filed

January 25, 1962. Applicant: ALTER-
MAN TRANSPORT LINES, INC., P.O.
Box 65, Allapattah Station, Miami 42,
*Fla. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Candy and confectionery, and ingredi-
ents thereof, chocolate, cocoa, coating
syrup; (2T advertising, promotional and
display materials and premiums, from
points in Warren County, N.J., to points
in Florida.

HEARING: March 23, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C., before
Examiner William N. Culbertson, Jr.

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 376), filed
January 23, 1962. Applicant: E.
BROOKE MATLACK, INC., 33d and
Arch Streets, Philadelphia 4, Pa. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Isopropyl percar-
bonate, unstabilized, from Barberton,
Ohio to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, Missouri, New Hampshire
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Texas,
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and
ports of entry on the International
Boundary line between the United States
and Canada located in New York.

Note: Applicant holds contract authority
under MC-117637; therefore dual operation
may be involved.'" Also applicant states that
it is authorized to control Reader Brothers,

Inc'. (MC-F 6886), and Clark Bulk Transfer
(MC——7909).

HEARING: March 22, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Francis A. Welch.

No. MC 107654 (Sub-No. 3), filed Jan-
uary 22, 1962. Applicant: GLENN E.
TRIPP, doing business as SPECIAL
SERVICE, 502 North Court Street, Me-
dina, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: Paul
F. Berry, 44 East Broad Street, Columbus
15, Ohio. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Canned and preserved foods, (a) from
Medina, Ohio to Baltimore, .Md., Wil-

mington, Del., and Washington, D.C.,
and (b) from Albion, N.Y., to points in
Pennsylvania and Ohio; (2) matches,

from Wadsworth, Ohio, to points in Con-
necticut, lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri,
Minnesota, New Jersey, New York, Ken-
tucky, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ten-
nessee, Virginia, and Wisconsin, and
commodities, used in the manufacture of
matches, on return, and (3) Cooking and
salad oils, vegetable oil shortening,
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shortening not in packages, (a) from
Chicago, 111, to points in Indiana and
Ohio, and (b) from Bayonne, N.J., to
points in New York, Pennsylvania, and
Ohio.

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv-
ice will be performed under continuing con-
tracts with Hunt Foods and Industries, Inc.,
and The H. W. Madison Co.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before EXx-
aminer Warren C. White.

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 489), filed
February 5, 1962. Applicant: CHEMI-
CAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520
East Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown,
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Leonard A.
Jaskiewicz, Munsey Building, Washing-
ton 4, D.C. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
the site of the B« F. Goodrich plant lo-
cated thirteen (13) miles east of Fort
Wayne (in Milan Township, Allen
County), Ind., to points in Illinois, Michi-
gan, Ohio, Wisconsin, and West Virginia.

Note: Applicant holds contract carrier au-
authority in MC 117507 and Subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.

HEARING: March 13,1962, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Samuel Horwich.

No. MC 119988 (Sub-No. 67), filed Jan-
uary 12, 1962. Applicant:- KAMPO
TRANSIT, INC., 200 Cecil Street, West,
Neenah, Wis. Applicant’s attorney:
Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transportation
Building, Washington, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Lemont, 111, to points in
Wisconsin.

HEARING: April 25, 1962, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 13.

No. MC 112020 (Sub-No. 144), filed De-
cember 8, 1961 . Applicant: COMMER-
CIAL OIL TRANSPORT, INC., 1030
Stayton Street, Ft. Worth, Tex. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Vinegar, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from points in California
to points in Texas.

Note: Applicant states it “is owned and
controlled by the same stockholders who
own and control Commercial Oil Transport
of Oklahoma, Inc.”

HEARING: April 11, 1962, at the New
Mint Building, 133 Hermann Street, San
Francisco, Calif., before Examiner E. Roy
Linn.

No. MC 112020 (Sub-No. 145), filed De-
cember 8, 1961. Applicant: COMMER-
CIAL OIL TRANSPORT, INC., 1030
Stayton, Street, Fort Worth, Tex. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Juices, juice con-
centrates, wines, and brandies, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from points in Califor-
nia to points in Nebraska, Minnesota,
Wisconsin, lllinois, Missouri, lowa, Kan-
sas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Colorado,

NOTICES

Texas, New Mexico, Tennessee, and

Louisiana.

Note: Applicant states it is owned and
controlled by same stockholders who own
and control Commercial Oil Transport of
Oklahoma, Inc.

HEARING: April 11, 1962, at the New
Mint Building, 133 Hermann Street, San
Francisco, Calif., before Examiner F. Roy
Linn.

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 107), filed
January 24, 1962. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 5135,
Cherokee Station, Louisville, Ky. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz,
Munsey Building, Washington 4, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Flour, in
bulk, from Ashland, Ky., to points in
Kentucky, Ohio, Virginia, West Virginia,
Tennessee, and North Carolina.

HEARING: March 23, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer William R. Tyers.

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 108), filed
January 29, 1962. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 5135,
Cherokee Station, Louisville 5, Ky. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Phenol, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Siloam, Ky., and
points within ten (10) miles thereof to
North Tonawanda, N.Y., and points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wiscon-
sin and (2) Benzene, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Alabama, lllinois,
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and Missouri
to Siloam, Ky., and points within ten
(10) miles thereof.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-

mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex-
aminer Joseph A. Reilly.
No. MC 112750 (Sub-No. 87), filed

December 7, 1961. Applicant: ARMOR-
ED CARRIER CORPORATION, De-
Bevoise Building, 222-17 Northern Bou-
levard, Bayside, N.Y. Applicant’s attor-
ney: James K. Knudson, 1821 Jefferson
Place, N.W., Washington, D.C. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Commercial papers,
documents and written instruments (ex-
cept coin, currency, bullion and negoti-
able securities) as are used in the con-
duct of the business of banks and bank-
ing institutions, between Chicago, 111,
on the one hand,.and, on the other,
points in Brown, Calumet, Dane, Fond
du Lac, Kewaunee, Manitowoc, Milwau-
kee, Outagamie, Ozaukee, Racine, Rock,
Sheboygan, Washington, Waukesha, and
Winnebago Counties, Wis.

HEARING: April 24, 1962, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 17.

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 17), filed
January 18, 1962. Applicant: CURTIS,
INC., 770 East 51st Street, Denver 16,
Colo. Applicant’s attorney: Duane W.
Acklie, Box 2041, 605 South 12th Street,

Lincoln, Nebr. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods, from Montezuma, Ga., and
Baltimore, Md., to points in Arkansas,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Missouri!
Nebraska, New Mexico, Utah, and
Wyoming.

HEARING: March 21, 1962, at the
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Justice
Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, Ark,,
before Examiner Laurence E. Masoner

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 71), filed
December 5, 1961. Applicant: MID-
WEST EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM,
INC., 7000 South Pulaski Road, Chicago
29, 111 Applicant’s attorney: Clarence
D. Todd,.. 1825 Jefferson Place NW.
Washington 6,D.C. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, (1) from Carrollton,
Macon, Marshall, Moberly, Milan and St
Louis, Mo., to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Indiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey,
New York, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and
the District-of Columbia, and (2) from
Carrollton and St. Louis, Mo., to points
in Illinois (except Chicago), lowa, Ken-
tucky, Tennessee, Minnesota, Virginia,
West Virginia, and Wisconsin.

Note: Applicant states it and Midwest
Transfer Company of lllinois are commonly
controlled and managed pursuant to author-
ity granted by the Commission.

HEARING: March 19,1962, at the U.S.
Court House and Custom House, 1114

Market Street, St. Louis, Mo., before
Examiner Garland E. Taylor.

No. MC 115322 (Sub-No. 26), filed
December 7, 1961. Applicant: J. M.
BLYTHE, doing business as J. M

BLYTHE MOTOR LINES, P.O. Box 489,
2939 Orlando Drive, Sanford, Fla. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Frank B. Hand, Jr,
Transportation Building, Washington 6,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, frozen and unfrozen, from points
in Chautauqua County, N.Y., and Ene
County, Pa., to points in North Carolina.

HEARING: March 28, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 95), filed
February 5, 1962. Applicant: COLO-
NIAL REFRIGERATED TRANSPOR-
TATION, INC., 1215 Bankhead Highway”
West, P.O. Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Foods an
foodstuffs, from points in Maine, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, and New York, N.Y., i *
eluding points in the Commercial zo >
as defined by the Commission, to pomis
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Id <
lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, mou-
tana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexic .

North Dakota, Oregon, South Dakota,
Utah, Washington, Wisconsin, an
Wyomin

HEARgING: February 27, 1962, at th
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com
mission, Washington, D.C., before
aminer William K. Royall.
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No MC 115841 (Sub-No. 96), filed
Feburary 5, 1962. Applicant: COLO-
NIAL REFRIGERATED TRANSPOR-
TATION INC., 1215 Bankhead Highway
West, P.O. Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Food and
foodstuffs, frozen and unfrozen, from
points in Maine, New Hampshire, and

to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma,
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas.

HEARING: February 16, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before EXx-
aminer Lacy W. Hinely.

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 97), filed Feb-
ruary 5 1962. Applicant: COLONIAL
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION,
INC., 1215 Bankhead Highway West,
P.O. Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Bananas, (14 from
New Orleans, La., and Gulfport, Miss.,
to points in Illinois and (2) from Gulf-
port, Miss., to Birmingham, Ala., and
empty containers or other such inciden-
tal facilities (not specified) used in trans-
porting the commodities specified above,
on return.

HEARING: February 27, 1962, at the
Hotel Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham,

Ala., before Examiner J. Thomas
Schneider.
No. MC 115917 (Sub-No. 10), filed

January 12, 1962. Applicant: UNDER-
WOOD & WELD COMPANY, INC., P.O.
Box 348, Crossnore, N.C. Applicant’s
attorney: Wilmer A. Hill, Transporta-
tion Building, Washington 6, D.C. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, dyer irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Feldspar, feld-
spar by-products, feldspar waste mate-
rials, including sand and silica sand, in
bags and in bulk, from points in Mitchell
and Yancey Counties, N.C., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Florida, Georgia, lllinois, Indiana,
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi,
ivMSour® Rew Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
bouth Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
U) Dry ground mica, in bulk and in
oags, from points in Avery, Mitchell, and
ancey Counties, N.C., to points in
onnecticut, lowa, Kentucky, Maine,
assachusetts, Montana, Nebraska, Ne-
aaa, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
n”~lvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
a, South Dakota, Utah, Vermont, Vir-
SJr* a?d Washington. (3) Salt and
in bags and in bulk, from
mp ts5,In~?rt Bend and Harris Counties,
CnrAv  poin”s *n North Carolina, South
Tennessee, Georgia, Florida,

and Kentucky.
ficp*nttlu G: March 16, 1962, at the Of-
mistf™ ~"Ns~Nte Commerce Com-
aminpr™fhington, D.C., before Ex-
*S ank R-Salman.
Janua™? i1?077 (Sub-No.
SON taw”™ t2-

117), hied
Applicant: ROBERT-

S '® ® P.O. Box 9218,
Polk Avenue, Houston, Tex. Ap-
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plicant’s attorney: Thomas E. James,
Esperson Building, Suite 1535, Houston 2,
Tex. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Titanium
tetrachloride, in bulk, in tank vehicles
from Lake Charles, La., to points in

HEARING: March 28, 1962, at the
Federal Office Building, Franklin and
Fannin Streets, Houston, Tex., before
Joint Board No. 32, or, if the Joint Board
waives its right to participate, before
Examiner Isadore Freidson.

No. MC 116544 (Sub-No. 17), filed Jan-
uary 19, 1962. Applicant: WILSON
BROTHERS TRUCK LINE, INC., 700
East Fairview Street, Carthage, Mo. Ap-
plicant’s attorney: Robert R. Hendon,
3200 Cummings Lane, Chevy Chase 15,
Md. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Dairy
products, as described in Section B of
Appendix I, to the Report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 273; and (2) empty containers,
for packaging of the commodities, speci-
fied in (1) above, between points in Mis-
souri, Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Kansas.

Note: Applicant states that in performing
the proposed operations as shown above, the
State of Tennessee will be traversed for op-
erating convenience, only.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before EXx-
aminer James A. McKiel.

No. MC 116893 (Sub-No. 6), filed De-
cember 26, 1961. Applicant: MARTEL
EXPRESS, LTD., 614 Rue Principale,
Farnham (Quebec), Canada. Appli-
cant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 1110-
14 Investment Building, Washington,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, frozen vegetables, frozen berries,
frozen fruits, and frozen juices, from
Seabrook, N.J., and Marlboro and Mil-
ton, N.Y., to Ports of Entry on the Inter-
national Boundary line between the
United States and Canada at or near
Champlain, N.Y.

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera-
tion is restricted to shipments originating
in the United States and destined to points
in Canada. Applicant also states the pro-
posed operation will be performed in me-
chanically refrigerated vehicles for the ac-
count of Seabrook Farms Co., Seabrook, N.J.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 42), filed
December 6, 1961. Applicant: WILLIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., EIm
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s attorneys:

John H. Joyce, 26 North College, Fayette-
ville, Ark., and A. Alvis Layne, Pennsyl-
vania Building, Washington 4, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from
Chicago and Deerfield, 111, to points in
Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, Ala-
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, Louisiana
and Indiana, and empty containers or
other such incidental facilities (not
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specified), used in transporting the
above-specified commodity, on return.

HEARING: March 19, 1962, at the

Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before
Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 117574 (Sub-No. 63), filed
January 31, 1962. Applicant: DAILY
EXPRESS, INC., Box 311, R.D. No. 1,
Carlisle, Pa. Applicant’s attorney:
James E. Wilson, Perpetual Building,

1111 E Street NW, Washington 4, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cooling and freez-
ing machinery and equipment, materials,
equipment and supplies used in and in-
cidental to the installation of such cool-
ing and freezing machinery and equip-
ment, from La Crosse, Wis., to points in
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, New
Jersey, West Virginia, Maryland, Dela-
ware, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, Virginia, Kentucky, and New
Hampshire. 4

HEARING: March 13, 1962, at the
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before EXx-
aminer Donald R. Sutherland.

No. MC 117774 (Sub-No. 1), filed
December 18, 1961. Applicant:
GEORGE A. TAYLOR, INC., 244 Spring
Street, Avon, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, oyer irregular routes, transport-
ing: Mineral wool, in mixed shipments
only with gypsum products, plaster re-
tarder, plaster accelerator, plasterboard
joint system, tape and wallboard, from
Wheatland, N.Y., to points in Ohio,
points in Pennsylvania on the west of
U.S. Highway 15, and points in Macomb,
Monroe, Wayne, and Oakland Counties,
Mich., and empty containers or other
such incidental facilities (not specified)
used in transporting the above-specified
commodity and rejected shipments, on
return.

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera-
tion is restricted to movements under con-
tinuous contract with the Ruberiod Co.,
shipper. Carrier holds authority in Permit
MC 117774 to transport the commodities
named above from Wheatland, N.Y., to the
above-described destination territory. This
application seeks authority to transport
mineral wool in mixed shipments only with
those commodities.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before
Examiner Parks M. Low.

No. MC 117823 (Sub-No. 5) (AMEND-
MENT) , filed January 4, 1962, published
Federal Register issue February 7, 1962,
amended February 6, 1962, and repub-
lished this issue. Applicant: RALPH F.
DUNKLEY, doing business as DUNK-
LEY DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, 240
California Avenue, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Applicant’s attorney: Lon Rodney
Kump, 716 Newhouse Building, Salt Lake
City 11, Utah. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, in less-than truckload
shipments not to exceed 10,000 pounds
when shipped in connection with frozen
fruits, frozen vegetables and frozen
berries, (1) from points in Los Angeles,
Orange, Ventura, San Bernardino, and
Riverside Counties, Calif., to points in
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Utah, Wyoming, Montana, and points
in ldaho south of the southern bound-
ary of ldaho County, and (2) from Og-
den, Salt Lake City, and Provo, Utah, to
points in Idaho south of the southern
boundary of Idaho County.

Note: The purpose of this republication is
to add route (2) to the authority previously
sought.

HEARING: Remains as assigned,
March 28, 1962, at the Federal Building,
Los Angeles, Calif., «before Examiner
Charles B. Heinemann.

No. MC 118039 (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan-
uary 19, 1962. Applicant: A. V. ED-
MONDSON, Box 195, Forrest Park, Ga.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meat
products (fresh and cured), in mechan-
ically equipped refrigerated vehicles,
from Lovejoy, Ga., and points in Henry
and Clayton Counties, Ga., to points in
South Carolina, Florida, Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, and Louisiana, and bananas and
exempt commodities, on return.

HEARING: March 21, 1962, at 680
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta,
Ga., before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely.

No. MC 118567 (Sub-No. i), filed Jan-
uary 12, 1962. Applicant: NYAD MO-
TOJR FREIGHT, INC., Pier 22, East
River, New York, N.Y. Applicant’s at-
torney: Harris J. Klein, 280 Broadway,
New York 7, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Such commodities as are handled,
used, sold or dealt in by chain or depart-
ment stores, between New York, N.Y.,
and Metuchen, N.J., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Washington, D.C., and
points in Delaware, Virginia, and
Maryland.

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper-

ation is restricted solely to the service of
W. T. Grant Co.

HEARING: March 27, 1962, at the
U.S. Army Reserve Building, 30 West
44th Street, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer William A. Royall.

No. MC 118898 (Sub-No. 4) (AMEND-
MENT), filed October 4, 1962, published
in Federal Register, issue of October 25,
1961, republished this issue as amended

February 7, 1962. Applicant: T. P.
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 1489
Grady Avenue, Yazoo City, Miss. Appli-

cant’s attorney: Rubel L. Phillips, P.O.
Box 961, 829 Deposit Guaranty Bank
Building, Jackson, Miss. «Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Manufactured fertilizer,
dry, in packages, and urea, dry, in pack-
ages, from Canton, Greenville, Hatties-
burg, Magee, Meridian, Pascagoula, and
Yazoo. City, Miss., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, Tennessee,
and Texas.

Note: Applicant states that the trans-
portation is to be limited to service performed
under a continuing contract with Coastal
Chemical Corporation, Yazoo City, Miss. The
purpose of this republication is to remove “in
bulk” from the descriptions of the commodi-
ties proposed to be transported, thereby
limiting the movements to manufactured
fertilizer and urea, "dry, in packages”, and

NOTICES

to add five origin points, Canton, Greenville,
Hattiesburg, Mage&_and Meridian, Miss.

HEARING: Remains as assigned
Match 8, 1962, at the Robert E. Lee
Hotel, Jackson, Miss., before Examiner
Francis A. Welch.

No. MC 119164 (Sub-No. 12), filed
January 15, 1962. Applicant: J-E-M
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box
444, Middletown, N.Y. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing : Soda ash, and potassium carbonate,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, in hopper and
pneumatic type equipment, from Niagara
Falls, and Solvay, N.Y., to Wellsboro, Pa.,
and returned and rejected shipments, on
return.

HEARING: March 26,1962, at the U.S.
Army Reserve Building, 30 West 44th
Street, New York, N.Y., before Examiner
William A. Royall.

No. MC 119531 (Sub-No. 12), filed De-
cember 7, 1961. Applicant: DIECK-
BRADER EXPRESS, INC., 5391 Eastern
Avenue, Cincinnati 26, Ohio. Applicant’s
attorney: Charles W. Singer, 33 North
La Salle Street, Suite 3600, Chicago 2,
111  Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Tin cans
and tin can ends from Chicago, 111, to
Caro, Mich., and points in that portion
of Ohio on, north and west of a line
beginning at the Indiana-Ohio state line
along U.S. Highway 36 to iW junction
With Ohio Highway 4, and thence along
Ohio Highway 4 to Sandusky, Ohio.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at the
Midland Hotel, Chicago, 111, before
Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 5) (CORREC-
TION), filed December 20, 1961, pub-
lished in Federal Register issue of
January 24, 1962, republished as cor-

rected this issue. Applicant: LIGON
SPECIALIZED HAULER, |INC., P.O.
Drawer 31, Madisonville, Ky. Appli-

cant’s attorney: Robert M. Pearce, 2217
St. Clair Street, Frankfort, Ky. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Tractors, regard-
less of how equipped (except tractors
used for pulling highway trailers);
scrapers; motor graders, regardless of
how equipped; wagons; engines; gener-
ators; engines and generators combined;
welders; road rollers and compactors;
cranes, regardless of how equipped;
power sweepers; ditchers; pavers; as-
phalt plants; conveyors; and parts,
attachments and accessories for the
above commodities, from Peoria, Joliet,
Decatur, Aurora, Morton, and Mossville,
111, and points within ten (10) miles of
each, to points in Kentucky, Tennessee,
Indiana, Ohio (except Columbus),Penn-
sylvania, West Virginia, and in the New
York, N.Y., Commercial Zone.

Note: The purpose of this republication is
to indicate that the operation will be con-
ducted,over “irregular routes” rather than
“regular routes” as erroneously shown in
the original publication.

HEARING: Remains as assigned
February 27, 1962, at the Offices of
the Interstate Commerce Commission,

Washington, D.C.,
Samuel C. Shoup.

before Examiner

No. MC 119917 (Sub-No. 8), filed Janu-

ary 22, 1962. Applicant: DUDLEY
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 717
Memorial Drive SE* Atlanta 16, Ga.

Applicant’s attorney: R. J. Reynolds, Jrj
Suite 1424-35 C &S National Rank Build-
ing, Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Bakery products, from Chattanooga,
Tenn., to Atlanta, Ga.

Note: Applicant already bolds permanent
authority to transport bakery products from
Atlanta, Ga., to Chattanooga, Tenn.

HEARING: March 19, 1962, at the
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga,
before Joint Board No. 238, or, if the
Joint Board waives its right to partici-
pate before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely.

No. MC 123081 (Sub-No. 3), filed De-
cember 21, 1961. Applicant: MACRAY
MOVERS, INC., 21-12 Newton Avenue,
Long Island City, New York, N.Y. Appli-
cant’s attorney: Morris Honig, 10
Broadway, New York 38, N.Y. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: New furniture, used, re-
paired, refinished and reupholstered fur-
niture, all uncrated, between New York,
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in New Jersey, those in Connect-
icut on and South of U.S. Highway 6
from the New York-Connecticut State
line running east to Middletown, Conn.,
and on and west of Connecticut High-
ways 17 and 77, running from Middle-
town, Conn., south to Long Island Sound,
and those in Nassau, Suffolk, West-
chester, and Rockland Counties, N.Y.,
and Bucks, Montgomery, Delaware, and
Chester Counties, Pa.

Note: Applicant states, the proposed serv-
ice will all be in a retail consumer delivery
only.

HEARING: March 22, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 123304 (Sub-No. 3) (COR-
RECTION), filed October 31, 1961, pub-
lished Federal Register, issue Of Jan-
uary 24,1962, corrected January 30,1962,
and republished, as corrected, this issue.
Applicant: SOUTHERN COURIERS,
INC., 1316 North Carroll Street, Ddllas,
Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Val Sanford,
811 Third National Bank Building, Nasn-
ville 3, Tenn. Notice of the filing Of the
application was published in the
R egister, issue of January 24,1962. xna
portion of the commodity descriptio
reading: "Documentary replacemen
film” should read "complimentary re-
placement film”. The county descricea
as “Eutaw” in Part B is correctly speiiea
"Etowah”. That portion of the tem
torial description reading: “Lying on
north should read “lying on and n o .

HEARING: Remains as assign
March 15, 1962, at the Dinkler-Andr
Jackson Hotel, Nashville, Tenn.,
Examiner Francis A. Welch. 7/ Mn,

No. MC 123909 (Sub-No. 1) (AMEN
MENT), filed December 21, 1961, p
lished in Federal Register, issue of J»*
uary 17, 1962, republished as”ame*
February 8, 1962, this issue. Apphcan_
LE MAR CORPORATION, P.O. Box -
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Winchester, Va. Applicant’s attorney:
Francis W. Mclnerny, Commonwealth
Building, 1625 K Street NW., Washing-
ton 6, D.C. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Finished and unfinished rocket and
missile inert components and raw mate-
rials used in the assembly thereof, for
the account of Hercules Powder Com-
pany, Inc., between the Allegeny Ballis-
tics Laboratory at Pinto, W. Va., near
Cumberland, Md., on the one hand, and
on the other, points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Indiana, Maine,
Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, New
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee,
Utah, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia.

Notel The purpose of this republication
is to add the destination states of Maine
and Indiana.

HEARING: Remains as assigned Feb-
ruary 26, 1962, at the Offices of the In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Wash-

ington, D.C., before Examineer Dallas
Russell.

No. MC 124059 (Sub-No. 1), filed
January 29, 1962. Applicant: REJER

TRANSPORT, INC., 212 Pike Street,
Marietta, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney:
James M. Burtch, 44 East Broad Street,
Columbus 15, Ohio. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Pig iron, in dump vehicles, from
points in Waterford Township, Wash-
ington County, Ohio, to points in Illi-
nois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland,
Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Dela-
wares Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, and
West Virginia, and scrap metals, wood
chips, coke and lime, on return trips.

Note: Applicant states that R. 0. wetz,
its president and a shareholder, holds com-
mon carrier authority (as R. O. Wetz Trans-
portation) under MC-31438.

HEARING: March 29,1962, at the C
flees of the Interstate Commerce Coi
mission, Washington, D.C., before E
aminer James O’D Moran.

1002 124073, filed November !
1961 Applicant: ROY S. SARGEAN
INC., Barkers Mill Road, Vienna, N
S a n t’s attorney: Edward F. Bow
1080 Broad Street, Newark 2, N.J. A
wiority sought to operate as a contrc
corner, by motor vehicle, over irregul
outes, transporting: (1) (a) Frozen mt
irom Moosic, pa,, to Erie, Pa., Buffa
amestown, Rochester, Olean, Norwi<
Syracuse, Schenectady, Albany, Tr<
Kingston, and Monticello, N.Y., Newa
»wPaterson, N j >Stamford and Brid§
S ' o®nn- Woonsocket, R.I., and Pitl
town Boston, and Watt
ton Pizza pies, from Sera
X P~-'to.New York, N.Y., and Sprin
rth’ and Westwood, N.J.; (
unonn”ed or unbreaded, cooked
vehir)®ed-'u hen transPorted in the sai
commortTih orie or more of the followi
for whinnleSiJ ro?en meat or Pizza pi
and ‘““hority issoughtin (1) (
~hHem): from Exeter>Pa=
York xv UliOn’ Syracuse>Troy, and N
sev ri* 'Y" New Brunswick, Newark, Jt
and Waiv™nd Pal:erson. N.J., Bridgept
mden, Conn., Woonsocket a
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Pawtucket, R.l., and Pittsfield, Spring-
field and Boston, Mass.; (2) (a) pizza pie
shells, from New York, N.Y., to Scranton,
Pa.; (b) canned tomatoes from Glass-
boro and Swedesboro, N.J., to Scranton,
Pa.: (c) frozen meat from New York,
N.Y., and Newark, Jersey City, and Se-
caucus, N.J., to Moosic, Pa.; (d) bread-
ing from Union, N.J., to Moosic and Ex-
eter, Pa., and from Jersey City, N.J.', to
Exeter, Pa.; (e) pickled fish, and French
fried potatoes from New York, N.Y., to
Exeter, Pa.; (f) frozen fish (when trans-
ported in the same vehicle with one or
more of the following commodities: pizza
pie shells, frozen meat, breading, pickled
fish, French fried potatoes, or poultry,
for which authority is soughtin (2) (a),
(c), (d), (e), and (g) herein) from
Gloucester and Boston, Mass., Jersey
City, N.J., and New York, N.Y., to Exeter,
Pa.; and (g) poultry (when transported
in the same vehicle with one or more of
the following commodities: pizza pie
shells, frozen meat, breading, pickled
fish, FTench fried potatoes, or frozen fish,
for which authority is sought in (2) (a),
(c), (d), (e),and (f), herein), from New
York, N.Y., to Exeter, Pa.

HEARING: March 29, 1962, at the
Federal Building, Scranton, Pa., before
Examiner William A. Royall.

No. MC 124088 (Sub-No. 1), filed
December 29, 1961. Applicant: OHIO
COURIERS, INC., 601 Broadway, Cin-
cinnati, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney:
James K. Knudson, 1821 Jefferson Place
NW., Washington 6, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Exposed and processed
film and prints, complimentary replace-
ment film, incidental dealer handling
supplies and advertising literature mov-
ing therewith (excluding motion picture
film used primarily for commercial the-
atre and television exhibition), between
Cleveland, Ohio, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Ohio.

Note: Common control may be involved.

HEARING: April 10, 1962, at the New
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio,
before Joint Board No. 117.

No. MC 124113, filed December 18,
1961. Applicant: McGAHREN HAUL-
AGE CORP., 704 East 11th Street, New
York City, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney:
Arthur J. Piken, 160-16 Jamaica Avenue,
Jamaica 32, N.Y. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing : General department store merchan-
dise, from points in the New York, N.Y.,
Commercial Zone to Carlstadt, N.J., and
empty containers or other such inci-
dental facilities (not specified) used in
transporting the above-specified com-
modity, on return.

Note: Applicant states the proposed opera-
tion is restricted to traffic having a prior
movement via water and/or air.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at the
U.S. Army Reserve Building, 30 West
44th Street, New York, N.Y., before
Examiner William A. Royall.

No. MC 124118, filed December 22,
1961. Applicant: GEORGE BLUNK,
doing business as BLUNK’'S TOWING
SERVICE, 5901 West 87th Street, Oak
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Lawn, 111 Applicant’s attorney: Joseph
M. Scanlan, 111 West Washington Street,
Chicago 2, 111. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wrecked, disabled, repossessed and
stolen motor vehicles and buses, tractors,
trailers and trucks for replacement of
wrecked, disabled, repossessed and stolen
motor vehicles, between Chicago, 111, on
the one hand, and, 6n the other, points
in Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin,
and lowa.

HEARING: March 22, 1962, at the
Midland Hotel, Chicago, 111, before
Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

No. MC 124125, filed December 27,
1961. Applicant: A&P EQUIPMENT &
SUPPLY CORP., Morton Boulevard,
Kingston, N.Y. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Charles H. Trayford, 220 East 42d
Street, New York 17, N.Y. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Stone and aggregate, from
points in Ulster County, N.Y., to points
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, New
-Hampshire, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
on and east of the Susquehanna River,
Rhode Island, and Vermont.

HEARING: March 26, 1962, at 346
Broadway, New York, N.Y., before Ex-
aminer Parks M. Low.

No. MC 124136, filed January 4, 1962.
Applicant: TROPICAL TRANSPORT,
INC., 11700 Shaker Boulevard, Cleve-
land 20, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney:
John Andrew Kundtz, 1050 Union Com-
merce Building, Cleveland 14, Ohio. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk,
and in bags, from the plant site of the
Lehigh Portland Cement Company at
Bunnell, Fla., to points in Lowndes
County, Ga., and rejected and returned
shipments of the commodity specified
above, on return.

Note: Common control may be involved.
Applicant has contract authority under MC

118952 and Sub 1 thereunder, therefore, dual
operations may be involved.

HEARING: March 19, 1962, at the
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga.,
before Joint Board No. 64, or, if the Joint
Board waives its right to participate, be-
fore Examiner Lacy W. Hinely.

No. MC-124142, filed January 10, 1962.
Applicant: BULK TRANSPORT COM-
PANY, a corporation, Calumet Street,
Burlington, Wis. Applicant’s attorney:
Paul F. Sullivan, 1821 Jefferson Place
NW., Washington 6, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Petroleum products, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Dubuque,
lowa, to points in Wisconsin.

Note: Applicant advises the applicant cor-
poration and Quality Carriers, Inc., are com-
monly controlled. Also, dual operations may
be involved, since carrier holds common
carrier authority in MC-112893 and subs
thereunder.

HEARING: April 26,1962, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission,

Madison* Wis., before Joint Board No.
111.
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Ncl MC 124146, filed January 15, 1962.
Applicant: L. G. INC., doing business as
L. G. TRUCKING, Route 2, Box 1003,
San Jose, Calif. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Pete H. Dawson, 1261 Drake Ave-
nue, P.O. Box 1007, Burlingame, Calif.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Beer, in
cans, bottles, kegs, and barrels, between
San Jose, Calif., on the one hand, and
on the other, San Francisco, Oakland,

Alameda, Richmond, and the Port of
Redwood City (near Redwood City),
Calif.

HEARING: April 9, 1962, at the Mint
Building, 133 Hermann Street, San
Francisco, Calif., before Joint Board
No. 75, or, if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner F.
Roy Linn.

No. MC 124154, filed January 16, 1962.
Applicant: W. D. WINGATE, doing busi-
ness as WINGATE TRUCKING COM-
PANY, 417 Lipsey Drive, Albany, Ga.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Lumber and
wooden pallets, from points in Georgia
to points in Florida, Alabama, South
Carolina, North Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland, Dela-
ware, New York, Kentucky, Ohio, Michi-
gan, Illinois, Indiana, Wisconsin, and
New Jersey, (2) Fertilizer and fertilizer
materials, between points in Georgia,
Florida, Alabama, South Carolina, and
North Carolina, (3) Insecticides and in-
secticide material, between points in
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, South Caro-
lina, and North Carolina, (4) Clay prod-
ucts, from points in Georgia to points
in Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar-
kansas, Texas, Oklahoma, Florida, South
Carolina, North Carolina, West Virginia,
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, Pennsyl-
vania, New Jersey, Tennessee, and Ken-
tucky, (5) steel fabricated buildings,
from Milwaukee, Wis., Cincinnati, Ohio,
Galesburg, HI., and Birmingham, Ala.,
to points in Kentucky, Tennessee, Mis-
sissippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Ala-
bama, Georgia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, West Virginia, Florida, and
Georgia, (6) road building machinery
and equipment requiring special equip-
ment, between Albany, Ga., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Flor-
ida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana,
Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, South
Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, and
West Virginia, (7) steel, from Birming-
ham, Ala., to Albany, Ga., (8) concrete
ready mix plant, knocked down and as-
sembled, between Albany, Ga., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
South Carolina, North Carolina, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Florida, Louisiana,
and Arkansas and (9) fabricated con-
crete and concrete material, from Al-
bany, Ga., to points in Florida, South
Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas,
Tennessee, and Kentucky, and empty
containers or other such incidental fa-
cilities (not specified) used in transport-
ing the above-specified commodities, on
return.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at 680
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga.,
before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely.

NOTICES

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 58915 (Sub-No. 44), filed Feb-
ruary 1, 1962. Applicant: LINCOLN
TRANSIT CO., INC., U.S.HIGHWAY 46,
East Paterson, N.J. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Robert E. Goldstein, 24 West 40th
Street, New York 18, N.Y. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: JPassengers and their bag-
gage, express, and newspapers, in the
same vehicle with passengers; (1) Be-
tween Woodbridge and Wall Township,
N.J. In Woodbridge, N.J., from the
junction of U.S. Highway 1 and U.S.
Highway 9 along U.S. Highway 9 to the
junction of New Jersey Highway 34 in
Madison Township, thence along New
Jersey Highway 34 to the junction of
Garden State Parkway Interchange
Road 96, thence along Garden State
Parkway Interchange Road 96 to the
junction of Garden State Parkway, Wall
Township, N.J., thence return from the
junction of Garden State Parkway and
Garden State Parkway Interchange
Road 97 along Garden State Parkway
Interchange Road 97 to the junction
New Jersey Highway 38, thence along
New Jersey Highway 38 to the junction
of New Jersey Highway 34 in Wall Town-
ship, N.J., thence along New Jersey
Highway 34 to the junction of U.S. High-
way 9 in Madison Township, N.J., thence
along U.S. Highway 9 to the junction of
U.S. Highway 1 in Woodbridge, N.J.,
serving all intermediate points on the
above described routes; (2) Between
Holmdel Township and Middletown
Township, N.J. In Holmdel Township,
N.J., from the junction of New Jersey
Highway 34 and Monmouth County
Road 520 along Monmouth County Road
520 to the junction of Garden State
Parkway Interchange Road 109, thence
along Garden State Parkway Inter-
change Road 109 to the junction of
Garden State Parkway in Middletown
Township, N.J., and return over the
same route serving all intermediate
points; (3) Between Matawan Township
and Wall Township, N.J. Along Garden
State Parkway from the Middlesex
County-Monmouth County boundary
line in Matawan Township to the Mon-
mouth County-Ocean County boundary
line in Wall Township, N.J., and return
over the same route serving all inter-
mediate points.

Note: Applicant presently is authorized
to operate on the Garden State Parkway but
is restricted from picking up and. discharg-
ing passengers in Monmouth County. Ap-
plicant proposes to remove said restriction.

HEARING: February 19,1962, at Room
212, State Office Building, 1100 Raymond
Boulevard, Newark, N.J., before Joint
Board No. 119.

No. MC 58915 (Sub-No. 45), filed
February 2, 1962. Applicant: LINCOLN
TRANSIT CO., INC., U.S. Highway 46,
East Paterson, N.J. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Robert E. Goldstein, 24 West 40th
Street, New York, N.Y. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans-
porting: Passengers and their baggage,
express and newspapers, in the same
vehicle with passengers, (1) between
points in Howell Township and Lake-

wood Township, N.J.; from junction
U.S. Highway 9 and Aldrich Road, How-
ell Township, N.J., over Aldrich Road to
junction of New Prospect Road, Jack-
son Township, thence over New Prospect
Road to junction County Line Road,
Lakewood thence over County Line Road
to junction of U.S. Highway 9 (Madison
Avenue), Lakewood, N.J., and return
over the same route, serving all inter-
mediate points and (2) within Jackson
Township, N.J.; from junction Aldrich
Road and New Prospect Road, Jackson
Township, N.J., over Bennetts Mills-
Hyson Road and Bennetts Mills-Van-
hiseville Road to junction Cooks Bridge
Road, thence over Cooks Bridge Road
to junction Hope Chapel Road, thence
over Hope Chapel Road to junction
Lakewood-New Egypt Road (County
Road 528), Jackson Township, N.J., and
return over the same route, serving all
intermediate points.

HEARING: February 16, 1962, at the
State Office Building, Room 212, 1100
Raymond Boulevard, Newark, N.J., be-
fore Joint Board No. 119.

No. MC 84112 (Sub-No. 2), filed Janu-

ary 2, 1962. Applicant: S & S BUS
SERVICE, INC., Box 6, R.D. 1, Rens-
selaer, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: Ed-

ward L. Merrigan, 425 13th Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage, in
charter and special service operations,
from Rensselaer, N.Y., and points within
thirty (30) miles of Rensselaer (exclud-
ing the City and County of Schenectady,
N.Y.), to points in California, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Florida, Louisiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, Wyoming, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

HEARING: March 15, 1962, at the
Federal Building, Albany, N.Y., before
Examiner William E. Messer.

No. MC 111778 (Sub-No. 3), filed De-
cember 29, 1961. Applicant: COCH-
RANS’ BUS COMPANY, INC., Warwick
Road, Middletown, Del. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular INOUES,
transporting: Migrant agricultural
workers and their baggage, in the SATe
vehicle with passengers, (1) between
points in New Castle and Kent Counties,
Del., on the one hand, and, on the olher,
points in Cecil, Kent, and Queen Anne
Counties, Md., and, (2) between pointsin
New Castle and Knnt Counties, Del., ama
points in Cecil, Kent, and Queen AN
Counties, Md., on the one hand, an,
on the other, Glassboro, N.J., and pom
within ten (10) miles thereof.

HEARING: March 28, 1962, at tne
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., before Jo

ardNo. 283. A Ig

<fo. MC 124023, filed November 2, lap-
plicant: MIDWEST TRANSPORTA-

DN, INC., 1003 West Second Street,

les, lowa. Applicant’s attorney™

;phen Robinson, 412 Equitable

Des Moines 9, lowa. Authority
ight to operate as a common ca >

motor vehicle, over irregular *o
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gk, in the same vehicle with passen-
gers, in round-trip charter operations,
between points in Story County, lowa,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in lllinois, Missouri, Minnesota,
Wisconsin, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado,
New York, Pennsylvania, Arkansas, Ala-
bamg, Arizona, California, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indiana,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, Mon-
tana, Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico,
North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, South Da-
kota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Wyoming,' and the
District of Columbia.

HEARING: March 29, 1962, in Room
401, Old Federal Office Building, Fifth
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, lowa,
before Examiner Charles J. Murphy.

Applications for Brokerage Licenses
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 12782, filed November 24,1961.
Applicant: AAA WORLD WIDE TRAV-
EL DEPT. OF CEDAR RAPIDS AUTO
CLUB, 517 Fourth Avenue SE., Cedar
Rapids, lowa. For a license (BMC 5) to
engage in operations as a "broker at
Cedar Rapids, lowa, in arranging for
transportation in interstate or foreign
commerce, by motor vehicle, of passen-
gers and their baggage, both as individ-
uals and groups, in sightseeing tours,
between points in the United States, in-
cluding Ports of Entry on the Inter-
national Boundary Lines between the
United States and Canada and the
United States and Mexico.

HEARING: March 28, 1962, in Rooi
401, Old Federal Office Building, Fift
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, low
before Joint Board No. 92, or, if tl
Joint Board waives its right to partic
Pate, before Examiner Charles
Murphy.

No. MC 12783, filed November 22, 196
Applicant; JACK W. FRY AND NOI
MAN A. ROUGH, a partnership, doii
business as SIERRA TRAVEL SERVIC:
»id West Lancaster Boulevard, Lai
jaster, Calif. For a license (BMC f
T.eng™ e in operations as a broker i
Lancaster, Calif., in arranging for tram

in interstate or foreign con
wvTe of passengers and their baggag
PYnlLas !ndividuals and groups, in al
tJ: nse tours, beginning and ending i
Calif., and extending 1
~S~orSevada and California.
NewiSS??-, Marcb 19. 1962, at ti
SnJS? ?ulding, 133 Hermann Stree
w0 _.ancisco, Calif., before Joint Boai
itsriffht 2r’ If “be Joint Board waivi
p.JiQy Participate, before Examim

Applicante ITTNrT. December 5. 196

&RICHARD% ENTEF
TOURs ’ business as K &

Calif ’all4v 13b Street, Oakland 1
King (cfin®Pll”ant’s attorney: Georj
alteiLp”m "~ ress as applicant). K
tions as a *5*? 5) to engage in opers
arrant at Oakland, Calif., i
state or*fnri™ transportation in inte:
hiclc of Jleign comnierce, by motor \w
b o th a S ffer4 and their baggag

"een BSNAin tHe Viliced LaRE, N
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eluding Ports of Entry on the Interna-
tional Boundaries between the United
States and Canada and the United States
and Mexico.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at the
New Mint Building, 133 Hermann Street,
San Francisco, Calif., before Joint Board
No. 75, or if the Joint Board waives its
right to participate, before Examiner F.
Roy Linn.

No. MC 12788, filed January 4, 1962.
Applicant: HAROLD SAGER, doing
business as BEST VALU TRAVEL AND
TOURS, 435 South Chicago Avenue,
Freeport, 111 Applicant’s attorney:
John T. Porter, 708 First National Bank
Building, Madison 3, Wis. For a license
(BMC 5) to engage in operations as a
broker at Freeport, 111, in arranging for
transportation by motor vehicle, in
interstate or foreign commerce, of pas-
sengers and their baggage in the same
vehicle with passengers, both as individ-
uals and in groups, beginning and ending
at points in Carroll, DeKalb, Jo Daviess,
Ogle, Stephenson, Whiteside, Winnebago,
and Boone Counties, 111, and Green,
Rock, and Walworth Counties, Wis., and
extending to points in the United States,
including Ports of Entry on the Inter-
national Boundaries between the United
States and Canada and the United States
and Mexico.

HEARING: April 16,1962, at the Mid-
land Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Joint
Board No. 149.

No. MC 12789, filed January 4, 1962.
Applicant: HOWARD D. DUNN, doing
business as DUNRITE TRAVEL & TOUR
SERVICE, 2219 Ohio Parkway, Rockford,
111 Applicant’s attorney: John T. Porter,
708 First National Bank Building, Madi-
son 3, Wis. For a license (BMC 5) to
engage in operations as a broker at
Rockford, 111, in arranging for trans-
portation by motor vehicle, in interstate
or foreign commerce, of passengers and
their baggage in the same vehicle as
passengers, both as individuals in groups,
beginning and ending at points in Green,
Rock, and Walworth Counties, Wis., and
Boone, De Kalb, Kane, Kendall, La Salle,
McHenry, Ogle, Stephenson, and Winne-
bago Counties, 111, and extending to
points in the United States, including
Ports of Entry on the International
Boundaries between the United States
and Canada and the United States and
Mexico.

HEARING: April 16, 1962, at the Mid-
land Hotel, Chicago, 111, before Joint
Board No. 149.

No. MC 12791, filed January 19,
1962. Applicant: MEYER AND DIETEL
TOURS, INC., 231 West Wisconsin Ave-
nue, Milwaukee 3, Wis. Applicant’s at-
torney: John T. Porter, 708 First Na-
tional Bank Building, Madison 3, Wis.
For a license (BMC 5) to engage in op-
erations as a broker at Milwaukee, Wis.,

in arranging for transportation by motor.

vehicle, in interstate or foreign com-
merce of Passengers and their baggage,
in the same vehicle with passengers, both
as individuals and in groups, in charter
operations, (1) beginning and ending at
points in Wisconsin, and extending to
Chicago, 111, and (2) beginning and end-
ing at Washington, D.C., and Baltimore
and Silver Spring, Md., and extending
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to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey,
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Virginia, and West Virginia.
HEARING: April 23, 1962, at the Wis-
consin Public Service Commission, Madi-
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 96.

Applications in W hich Handling With-
out Oral Hearing |s Requested

motor carriers of property

No. MC 3009 (Sub-No. 44), filed
February 5, 1962. Applicant: WEST
BROTHERS, INC., 706 East Pine Street,
Hattiesburg, Miss. 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),
(1) Between New Orleans, La., and Jack-
son, Miss., as follows: From New Orleans
over U.S. Highway 61 to junction U.S.
Highway 51, thence over U.S. Highway
51 to Jackson, and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points,
as an alternate route for operating con-
venience only and subject to the condi-
tion that shipments transported over
such route shall be limited to those which
are moving over carrier’s line, between
New Orleans or points beyond on the one
hand and Jackson or points beyond on
the other, in either single or joint line
service; (2) Between New Orleans, La.,
and Mendenhall, Miss., as follows: From
New Orleans over U.S. Highway 61 to
junction of Causeway Boulevard, thence
over Causeway Boulevard to Lake Pont-
chartrain Causeway Bridge to junction
of northern approaches to Causeway
Bridge and U.S. Highway 190, thence
over U.S. Highway 190 to Covington, La.,
thence over Louisiana Highway 21 to
Mississippi-Louisiana line, thence over
Mississippi Highway 35 to Columbia,
Miss., thence over Mississippi Highway
13 to junction U.S. Highway 49 at Men-
denhall, Miss., and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points as
an alternate route for operating con-
venience only and subject to the condi-
tion that shipments transported over
such route shall be limited to those
which are moving over carrier’s line be-
tween New Orleans, or points beygnd on
the one hand and Mendenhall or points
beyond on the other, in either single or

joint line service; (3) -Between Pearl
River, La., and Mendenhall, Miss., as
follows: From Pearl River ovef Louisi-

ana Highway 41 to junction Louisiana
Highway 21, one mile west of Bush, La.,
thence over Louisiana Highway 21 to
Louisiana-Mississippi State Line, thence
over Mississippi Highway 35 to Colum-
bia, Miss., thence over Mississippi High-
way 13 to junction Mississippi Highway
13 and U.S. Highway 49 at Mendenhall,
Miss., and return over the same route
serving no intermediate points as an
alternate route for operating conven-
ience only and subject to the condition
that shipments transported over such
route shall be limited to those which
are moving over carrier’s line between
Pearl River, La., or points beyond on the
one hand and Mendenhall, Miss., or
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points beyond on the other, in either
single or joint line service.

No. MC 72770 (Sub-No. 3), filed Janu-
ary 16, 1962. Applicant: OLEAN HAUL-
ING CORP., 99 North Main Street,
Franklinville, N.Y. Applicant’s attor-
ney: Albert J. Tener, Bank of James-
town Building, Jamestown, N.Y. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Boats; and, when
shipped in a mixed shipment with boats,
the accessories of such boats and the
literature relating thereto, (1) Between
points in Yates County, N.Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in New
York; (2) Between the City of Peekskill
(Westchester County), N.Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in New
York; and (3) From the Village of Free-
port (Nassau County), N.Y., to points
in Nassau, Suffolk, Westchester, Putnam,
Dutchess, Orange, and Sullivan Coun-
ties, N.Y., and returned, refused and re-
jected shipments of the above-described
commodities, on return.

Note: Applicant states it seeks to acquire
by transfer a Second Proviso operation of
Marine Distributors, Inc., in Docket MC
120658, and to convert said authority to a
full Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity, contingent upon the approval of
the transfer application of the New York
intrastate rights by the New York Public
Service Commission and the approval of the
Interstate Commerce Commission for operat-
ing authority similar to that described in
the Second Proviso operation of Marine Dis-
tributors, Inc.

No. MC 107276 (Sub-No. 3), filed Jan-
uary 30, 1962. Applicant: VERA E.
BENNETT, JAMES K. GLENN, J. K.
GLENN, INC., CORINNA J. BENNETT,
LOUISE G. GLENN, JOE H. GLENN
(WACHOVIABANK AND TRUST COM-
PANY, TRUSTEE), AND JAMES K.
GLENN (WACHOVIA BANK AND
TRUST COMPANY, TRUSTEE), a part-
nership, doing business as QUALITY
OIL TRANSPORT, 1540 Lockland Av-
enue, Winston-Salem, N.C. Applicant’s
attorney: Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transpor-
tation Building, Washington 6, D.C.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Aviation
fuels, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Wilmington, N.C., to Roanoke, Va.

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 378), filed
February 1, 1962. Applicant: E.
BROOKE MATLACK, INC., 33d and
Arch Streets, Philadelphia 4, Pa. Au-

thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid chemicals,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Coshoc-
ton, Ohio, to Granite City, 111

Note: Applicant is authorized to control
Reader Brothers, Inc., and Edwin E. Clarke,
doing busines as, Clarke Bulk Transfer. It
is further noted that applicant has contract
carrier authority under MC 117637 Subs 2
through 9 thereunder, therefore, dual opera-
tions may be involved.

No. MC 119422 (Sub-No. 9) (CORREC-
TION) , filed January 18, 1962, published
issue of January 31, 1962, corrected Feb-
ruary 6, 1962, and republished as cor-
rected this issue. Applicant: EE-JAY
MOTOR TRANSPORTS, INC., 15th and
Lincoln, East St. Louis, 111 Applicant’s

NOTICES

attorney: Joseph H. Goldenhersh, 406
Missouri Avenue, East St. Louis, HI. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid petroleum
wax, in temperature controlled tank ve-
hicles, from East St. Louis, 111, to points
in Minnesota and Wisconsin, and dam-
aged and defective shipments, on return.

Note: The purpose of this republication
is to reflect a from and to movement in lieu
of a between movement.

No. MC 123322 (Sub-No. 9), filed Feb-
ruary 6, 1962. Applicant: BEATTY MO-
TOR EXPRESS, INC., Jefferson Avenue
Extension, Washington, Pa. Applicant’s
attorney: V. Baker Smith, 2107 Fidelity-
Philadelphia Trust Building, Philadel-
phia 9, Pa. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Baby
supplies, Between the plant site of Ger-
ber Products Company, at Rochester,
N.Y., and Pittsburgh, Pa.; from Roch-
ester over New York Highway 33 to junc-
tion New York Highway 78, thence over
New York Highway 78 to Depew, N.Y.,
thence over U.S. Highway 20 to Silver
Creek, N.Y., thence over U.S. Highway
20 via Erie, Pa., to Fairview, Pa. (also
from Silver Creek, N.Y., over New York
Highway 5 to the Pennsylvania-New
York State line, over Pennsylvania High-
way 5 to Erie, Pa.), thence over Penn-
sylvania Highway 98 to Kerrtown, Pa.,
thence over U.S. Highway 19 to Pitts-
burgh, Pa., and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points.

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb-
ruary 5, 1962. Applicant: SCHWER-
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation,
620 South 29th Street, Milwaukee 46, Wis.
Applicant’s attorney: James R. Ziperski
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Cement; from the plant
site of the Penn-Dixie Cement Corpora-
tion in or near Kingsport, Tenn., to
points in Casey, Russell, Cumberland,
and Clinton Counties, Ky.

Note: Applicant presently bolds contract
carrier authority in MC H3832 and subs
thereto, therefore, dual operations may be
involved.

No. MC 124147 (Sub-No. 1), filed Jan-

uary 30, 1962. Applicant: ALAN P.
GEREG, 32 Holley Street, Danbury,
Conn. Applicant’s attorney: Sidney L.
Goldstein, 109 Church Street, New

Haven, Conn. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Asphalt bituminous products, sand,
stone, gravel and brick, in bulk, in dump
vehicles, from Danbury, Brookfield, New
Milford, and Woodbury, Conn., to points
in New York as follows: New York City
and that part of New York bounded on
and East of U.S. Highway 9 from New
York to Mt. Vernon; thence on and East
of U.S. Highway 9W to Albany, N.Y.;
thence on and South of U.S. Highway 20,
to the New York-Massachusetts State
line, thence along the New York-Massa-
chusetts State line, to the New York-
Connecticut State line, thence along the
New York-Connecticut State line, to the
Long Island Sound, and rejected ship-

ments, of the
above, on return.

No. MC 124177, filed January 31,1962
Applicant: MATTHEW C. & RICHARD
A. ZIMA, doing business as R. & m
TRUCKING COMPANY, 1408 North 2d
Street, Manitowoc, Wis. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes!
transporting: Commodities for Racing
Pigeon ClubSi such as homing pigeons,
crates, cages, pens, feeds, banding and
shipping machines and club house facili-
ties, such as tables, chairs and benches,
between Sheboygan, Manitowoc, Two
Rivers, Green Bay, Kaukauna, Appleton,
Menasha, Neosho, Oshkosh, and Fond
du Lac., Wis., and “release stations” in
Chilton, Omro, New Lisbon, Sparta, and
Wisconsin Rapids, Wis., Winona, Red
Wing, Rochester, Mankato, and New
Ulm, Minn., Britt, lowa, Norfolk, Nebr.,,
and Mitchell, Webster, Huron, and
Pierre, S. Dak.

Note: Applicant states the proposed op-
eration will be seasonal, between April 15
and October 15.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 59238 (Sub-No. 48), filed
February 6, 1962. Applicant: VIR-
GINIA STAGE LINES, INCORPO-
RATED, 114 Fourth Street SE., Char-
lottesville, Va. Applicant’s attorney:
Raymond H. Warns, Court Square Build-
ing, Charlottesville, Va. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: Passengers and their bag
gage, and express, mail and newspapers,
in the same vehicle with passengers, be-
tween junction U.S. Highway. 50 and
Interstate Highway 495 and junction
Interstate Highway 495 and Virginia
Highway 350; from junction U.S. High-
way 50 and Interstate Highway 4%
(Washington Circumferential Highway)
over Interstate Highway 495 to junction
Virginia Highway 350 with service at the
termini for purpose of joinder only, and
return over the same route, serving no
intermediate points, as an alternate
route for operating convenience only, in
connection with applicant’s authorized
regular-route operations.

Note: Common control may be involved.

commodities specified

Notice of Filing of Petitions

No. MC 15473 (Sub-No. 7) (PETI-
TION FOR MODIFICATION OF CER-
TIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVEN-
IENCE AND NECESSITY), filed, Jan-

uary 19 Petitioner:
TRUCK LINES, INC., Ottawa, Kans.
Petitioner’s attorney: Wentworth E

Griffin, 1012 Baltimore Building, Kansas
City 5 Mo. By petition filed January
19, 1962, petitioner states that its Cer-
tificate No. MC 15473 (Sub-No. 7), covers
authority, pursuant to certain transfer
proceedings, covering a transportation
service between Kansas City, Mo., ana
points in the State of Kansas. Pew*
tioner avers that certain of the authority
it purchased, specifically Certificate no.
MC 62852, authorized operations Be
tween Kansas City, Mo., and
Kans., between Kansas City, Mo., a
Olathe Naval Air Station, and between
Kansas City, Mo., and the other P°ib
authorized to those predecessors m in-
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terest. Petitioner states that it appears
that the Commission deprived the owner
of Certificate No. MC 62852 of authority
improperly and without action taken
as provided by law in that the Certifi-
cate issued to Mid-Kansas Truck Lines
pursuant to a transfer proceeding in
MC-FC-57034 changed the language of
the previous certificates so as to au-
thorize operations from Kansas City in-
stead of a between movement. Proceed-
ing No. MC-FC 63958 transferred the
Certificates in question to petitioner, and
docket No. MC 15473 <Sub-No. 7) was
assigned to cover the transfer proceed-
ings. Petitioner requests the Commis-
sion enter an order stating that peti-
tioner has authority to operate between
the various points set forth in Certificate
No. MC 15473 (Sub-No. 7), and requests
modification of said Certificate to reflect
authority to operate between Kansas
City, Mo., and the Kansas points shown
in that Certificate. Any person or per-
sons desiring to oppose the relief sought,
may, within 30 days from the date of
this publication in the Federal Register,
file an appropriate pleading.

No. MC 85130 PETITION UNDER
RULE 102 FOR REOPENING, HEAR-
ING, RECONSIDERATION, AND FOR
WAIVER OF RULE 101(e), filed July
24, 1961. Petitioner: ANNA BRADLEY,
doing business as BRADLEY'S EX-
PRESS, Middletown, Conn. Petitioner’s
attorney: Milton E. Diehl, 1383 National
Press Building, Washington, D.C. By
petition dated July 24,1961, petitioner
states that in accordance with the Com-
mission’s regulations, Robert Bradley
filed a “grandfather” application under
section 206, dated February 6, 1936,
known as Form BMC-A, describing his
operations as including points in Mas-
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsyl-
vania. The original applicant, Robert
Bradley, died and his Widow, Anna
Bradley, petitioner, inherited the busi-
ness. Petitioner contends that the Cer-
tificate issued in No. MC 85130 does not
cover the operations conducted by peti-
tioner on, prior, and continuously, be-
fore and after the enactment of the
Motor Carrier Act of 1935. Petitioner
in« attached to the petition of July 24,
iSol, an abstract of the evidence now
available, to-wit, documentary proof
(shipping documents) from 1927 to date,
and states that the abstract does not
ontain all, but only a sample of the
rHdUinen™ary pro°f now available which
wui be submitted at a hearing. Pett-
ier dEiod?ues*s ~at the proceeding in
rwigs . reopened for hearing. An

Issued pursuant to a General
arvsit51l of the Commission, held Janu-
?2,.in the subject proceeding

ns since some doubt has arisen
ineaning of the Order of No-

this"P 28, *961> Previously issued in
sairi proceeding, it is ordered that the
extLt ?er of November 28, 1961, to the
hearing weopens fcbe proceeding for oral

and set* and is hereby vacated
10 loan The Order of January
Petition’ orders that the subject
herebv Qf-July 24> 19« . be, and it is
thatn o t w for oral hearing, and

. +i%e ti
hearing, @t imgang RIassf i
No. 31------ a
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the issues raised by the petition be given
by publication: in the Federal Register.

HEARING: March 20, 1962, at the
Bond Hotel, Hartford, Conn., before Ex-
aminer William A. Royall.

No. MC 109095 (PETITION TO WAIVE
RULE 101(e) AND FOR REOPENING
AND RECONSIDERATION), and (PE-
TITION FOR MODIFICATION OR
CLARIFICATION OF CERTIFICATE),
filed January 17, 1962. Petitioner: AN-
DERSON MOTOR SERVICE, INC., St.
LQuis, Mo. Petitioner’s attorney: G. M.
Rebman, 1230 Boatmen’s Bank Building,
St. Louis 2, Mo. The subject petitions
were filed January 17, 1962, and peti-
tioner states it is a holder of a Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity in
No. MC 109095 which authorizes the
transportation of general commodities,
with the usual exceptions, over regular
routes, between St. Louis, Mo., Indianap-
olis and Fort Wayne, Ind., Toledo, Cleve-
land, and Akron, Ohio, among other
operations. The routes here pertinent as
authorized in the said Certificate are as
follows: “(4) (a) From St. Louis over
U.S. Highway 40 to Indianapolis, Ind.,
thence over U.S. Highway 36 to Piqua,
Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 25 to
Beaverdam, Ohio, thence over U.S. High-
way 30N to Mansfield, Ohio, thence over
U.S. Highway 42 to junction U.S. High-
way 224, thence over U.S. Highway
224 to junction Ohio Highway 5, and
thence over Ohio Highway 5 to Akronr”,
and “(4) (b) From Pendleton overindiana
Highway 9 to Huntington, Ind., thence
over U.S. Highway 24 via Maumee, Ohio,
to Toledo, Ohio, thence over Ohio High-
way 2 to Cleveland, Ohio, and thence over
Ohio Highway 8 to Akron; From Pendle-
ton to Maumee, Ohio, as specified above,
thence over U.S. Highway 20 to Cleve-
land, Ohio, and thence to Akron as speci-
fied above; and return over these routes
to Pendleton. Service is authorized to
and from the intermediate points of Fort
Wayne, Ind., Toledo and Cleveland, Ohio,
and points and places in Ohio within ten
miles of Cleveland.” Petitioner requests
the Commission issue an order constru-
ing Certificate No. MC 109095 as author-
izing joinder of routes described in (4)
(a) and (4) (b) above so as to remove
any and all doubt concerning petitioner’s
authority. Any person or persons desir-
ing to oppose the relief sought, may,
within 30 days from the date of this
publication in the Federal Register, file
an appropriate pleading.

Applications for Certificates or Per-
mits Which Are To Be Processed
Concurrently With Applications
Under Section 5 Governed by Spe-
cial Rule 1240 to the Extent Ap-
plicable

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 99798 (Sub-No. 1), filed Febru-
ary 1,1962. Applicant: DODDS TRUCK
LINE, INC., 623 Lincoln Street, West
Plains, Mo. Applicant’s attorney : Went-
worth E. Griffin, 1012 Baltimore Build-
ing» Kansas City 5 Mo. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular and irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as
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defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk, commodities requiring special
equipment, and those injurious or con-
taminating to other lading); (1) Be-
tween St. Louis, Mo., and Thayer, Mo.,
from St. Louis over U.S. Highway 66 and
Interstate Highway 44 to Rolla, Mo.,
thence over U.S. Highway 63 to Thayer,
and return over the same route, serving
the intermediate and off-route points of
Cuba, Licking, Houston, Cabool, Willow
Springs, West Plains, and Koshkohong,
Mo.; (2) Between the intersection of
U.S. Highway 66 and Missouri Highway
19, and Thayer, Mo., from the intersec-
tion of U.S. Highway 66 and Missouri
Highway 19, over Missouri Highway 19
to Thayer, and return over the same
route, serving the intermediate points of
Cuba, Steelville, Salem, Eminence,
Winona, and Alton, Mo., and serving the
intersection of Missouri Highway 19 and
U.S. Highway 60 for purposes of joinder;
(3) Between Houston, Mo., and Mountain
View, Mo., from Houston over U.S. High-
way 63 to junction Missouri Highway
137, thence over Missouri Highway 137
to its intersection with Missouri Highway
17, thence over Missouri Highway 17 to
its intersection with U.S. Highway 60,
thence over U.S. Highway 60 to Mountain
View, and return over the same route,
serving the intermediate point of Sum-
mersville, Mo., and serving the inter-
section of Missouri Highway 17 and U.S.
Highway 60 for purposes of joinder; (4)
Between Willow Springs, Mo., and St.
Louis, Mo., from Willow Springs over
U.S. Highway 60 to its intersection with
Missouri Highway 21, thence over Mis-
souri Highway 21 to its intersection with
Missouri Highway 34, thence over Mis-
souri Highway 34 to intersection with
U.S. Highway 67, thence over U.S. High-
way 67 to St. Louis, and return over the
same route, serving the intermediate and
off-route points of Mountain View, Birch
Tree, Fremont, Van Buren, South Van
Buren, Garwood, Leeper, and Mill Spring,
Mo., and serving the intersection of U.S.
Highway 60 and Missouri Highway 19 for
purposes of joinder; (5) Between Spring-
field, Mo., and Cabopl, Mo., from Spring-
field over U.S. Highway 60 to Cabool, and
return over the same route, serving the
intermediate and off-route points of
Rogersville, Fordland, Diggins, Seymour,
Mansfield, Norwood, and Mountain
Grove, Mo., and serving the intersection
of Missouri Highway 5 and U.S. Highway
60 for purposes of joinder; (6) Between
Gainesville, Mo., and Doniphan, Mo.,
from Gainesville over U.S. Highway 160
to Doniphan, and return over the same
route, serving the intermediate points of
West Plains, Alton, Riverton, and Briar,
Mo., and serving the intersection of Mis-
souri Highway 101 and U.S. Highway
160 for purposes of joinder; (7) Between
Ava, Mo. and Hartville, Mo., from Ava
over Missouri Highway 5 to Hartville,
and return over the same route, serving
no intermediate points, and serving the
intersection of Missouri Highway 5 and
U.S. Highway 60 for purposes of joinder;
(8) Between Bakersfield, Mo., and the
intersection of Missouri Highway 101 and
U.S. Highway 160, from Bakersfield over
Missouri Highway 101 to its intersection
with U.S. Highway 160, and return over
the same route, serving no intermediate
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points; (9) Between Birch Tree, Mo., and
Thomasville, Mo., from Birch Tree over
Missouri Highway 99 to Thomasville, and
return over the same route, serving no
intermediate points; (10) Between
Salem, Mo., and the intersection of Mis-
souri Highway 32 and U.S. Highway 63,
from Salem over Missouri Highway 32
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 63,
and return over the same route, serving
no intermediate points, as an alternate
route for operating convenience only;
(11) Between Salem, Mo., and Rolla, Mo.,
from Salem over Missouri Highway 72 to
Rolla, and return over the same route,
serving no intermediate points, as an
alternate route for operating convenience
only; (12) Irregular route: Between
points in Phelps, Dent, Crawford, Shan-
non, Texas, and Reynolds Counties, Mo.

Note: The application is directly related
to an application filed under section 5 of the
Act, No. MC—P-8069, published in the Federal
Register, this issue.

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 carriers
of property or passengers under section
5(a) and 210a(b) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act and certain other proceedings
with respect thereto (49 CFR 1.240).

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC-F-8066. Authority sought for
purchase by TREDWAY’S EXPRESS,
INC., 512 Myrtle Avenue, Boonton, N.J.,
of a portion of the operating rights of
DUSOR MOTOR LINE, INC., Tor Ave-
nue, Haverstraw, N.Y., through James A.
O’Hara, Director of Internal Revenue,
Albany, N.Y., and for acquisition by
TRUCKING ENTERPRISES, INC., 744
Broad Street, Newark, N.J., and in turn
by RALPH SALDUTTI, JOSEPH E.
SALDUTTT, and ALBERT SALDUTTI,
all of 744 Broad Street,/Newark, N.J., of
control of such rights through the pur-
chase. Applicants’ attorney: Bernard
P. Flynn, Jr., York-Flynn Building, East
Blackwell Street, Dover, N.J. Operating
rights described in Certificate Nos. M C-
78430 and MC-78430 Sub 1, by order of
the Temporary Authorities Board, dated
January 23, 1962, to be revoked effective
45 days from the date of said order.
Operating rights sought to be trans-
ferred in Certificate No. MC-78430:
General commodities, excepting, among
others, household goods and commodities
in bulk, as a common carrier over irregu-
lar routes between points in Dutchess,
Orange, Putnam, Rockland, Sullivan,
and Ulster Counties, N.Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, New York, N.Y.,
and points in Bergen, Essex, Hudson,
Passaic, and Union Counties, N.J. Ven-
dee is authorized to operate as a common
carrier in New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsylvania. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority®under sec-
tion 210a (b).

No. MC-F-8068.. Authority sought for
control and merger by GLOBAL VAN
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 3313, Terminal
Annex, Los Angeles 54, Calif., of the
operating rights and property of MID-
WEST MOVING SERVICE, 3412 Fair-
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lane Drive, Des Moines, lowa, and for
acquisition by E. W. SCHUMACHER,
D. D. HEYDLAUFF, MAX OLSAN, and
WILLIAM C. MOEN, all of 9100 East
Garvey Boulevard, South San Gabriel,
Calif., of control of such rights and prop-

erty through the transaction. Appli-
cants’ attorney and representative
respectively: Max G. Morgan, 443

American National Building, Oklahoma
City 2, Ofela., and William A. Landau,
1307 East Walnut, Des Moines, lowa.
Operating rights sought to be controlled
and merged: Household goods, as de-
fined by the Commission, as a common
carrier over irregular routes between
points in lowa, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in lllinois, Missouri,
Nebraska, and Minnesota, between Des
Moines, lowa, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Illinois, Indiana,
Kansas, Colorado, Missouri, Minnesota,
Nebraska, and Wisconsin, and between
points in Hardin County, lowa, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Illinois, lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, and South Dakota,
and, livestockt agricultural commodities,
poultry, coal, lumber, posts, household
goods as defined by the Commission, and
emigrant movables, between Alliance,
Nebr., and points within 30 miles thereof,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Colorado, Wyoming, and South
Dakota. GLOBAL VAN LINES, INC., is
authorized to operate as a common car-
rier in Alabama, Arkansas, California,
Colorado, Florida, Georgia, Illinois,
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey, New York,
New Mexico, North Carolina, Ohio, Okla-

homa, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, Wisconsin, Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, Vermont, New
Hampshire, Delaware, Utah, Oregon,
Idaho, Montana, Washington, Nevada,
and the District of Columbia. Applica-

tion has been filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b>.

No. MC-F-8069. Authority sought for
purchase by DODDS TRUCK LINE,
INC., 623 Lincoln, West Plains, Mo., of
the operating rights of WALLACH
STRAIN and VIOLA STRAIN, apartner-
ship, doing business as STRAIN TRUCK
LINE, Alton, Mo., and for acquisition by
PAUL D. DODDS, 623 Lincoln, West
Plains, Mo., of control of such rights
through the purchase. Applicants’ at-
torney: Wentworth E. Griffin, 1012 Balti-
more Building, Kansas City 5, Mo. Op-
erating rights sought to be transferred:
General commodities, excepting, among
others, household goods and commodities
in bulk, as a common carrier over regular
routes from St. Louis, Mo., to Mammoth
Spring, Ark., serving the intermediate
points of Briar, Alton, and Thayer, Mo.,
and the off-route points of Bradley,
Greer, Thomasville, Koshkonong, Couch,
and Myrtle, Mo., without restriction, and
East St. Louis, 111, restricted to the pick-
up of stoves, feed, tankage, fertilizer, and
meat scraps, and fertilizer, from East St.
Louis, 111, to Myrtle, Mo., serving the
intermediate point of Couch, Mo., live-
stock, over irregular routes, from Alton,
Mo., and points within 15 miles of Alton,

to East St. Louis, 111 Vendee is au-
thorized to operate under the Second
Proviso of section 206(a) (1) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act in the State of
Missouri. Application has not been filed
for temporary authority under section
210a(b). s

Note: No. MC-99798 Sub 1 is a matter
directly related.

No. MC-F-8070. Authority sought for
control by EDWARD J. HAND, 590 Elk
Street, Buffalo 10, N.Y., of M. & G. CON-
VOY, INC., and HULBERT FORWARD-
ING COMPANY, INC., also of Buffalo,
N.Y. Applicants’ representative: Edward
J. Hand, 590 Elk Street, Buffalo 10, N.Y.
Operating rights sought to be controlled:
(M. & G.) New automobiles, new trucks,
new bodies, new cabs, new chassis, and
automobile parts, restricted to initial
movements, in truckaway service, as a
common carrier over irregular routes
from places of manufacture and assem-
bly in Wayne County, and Warren Town-
ship, Macomb County, Mich., to points
in Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, New York, and the District
of Columbia, traversing Ohio and West
Virginia for operating convenience only,
the commodities indicated above, re-
stricted to secondary movements, during
the season of open navigation on the
Great Lakes, in truckaway service, from
Buffalo, N.Y., to points in Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
New York, and the District of Columbia,
the commodities indicated above, re-
stricted to secondary movements, during
the season of open navigation on the
Great Lakes, when navigation from the
port of Buffalo is closed, in truckaway
service, from Cleveland, Ohio, to points
in Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, New York, and the District
of Columbia, traversing West Virginia
for operating convenience only, auto
mobiles, trucks, and chassis, new, used,
or unfinished, restricted to secondary
movements, in truckaway service, be-
tween all points as described above,
traversing West Virginia, for operating
convenience only, new automobiles, new
trucks, new bodies, new cabs, new chassis,
and automobile parts, restricted to initial
movements, in driveaway service, from
places of manufacture and assembly in
Wayne County and Warren Township,
Macomb County, Mich., to points in
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, Penn-
sylvania, New York, and the District of
Columbia, traversing Ohio and West
Virginia for operating convenience only,
the commodities indicated above, re-
stricted to secondary movements, during
the season of open navigation on the
Great Lakes, in driveaway service, from
Buffalo, N.Y., to points in Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
New York, and the District of Columbia,
the commodities indicated above, re-
stricted to secondary movements, during
the season of open navigation on tn
Great Lakes, when navigation from t
port of Buffalo is closed, in driveaw y
service from Cleveland, Ohio, to pom
in New Jersey, traversing West Virgi
and Pennsylvania for operating conv
ience only, automobiles, fnicfcs,
chassis, new, used, or unfinished,
stricted to secondary movements,
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driveaway service, between all points
described above, traversing West Vir-
ginia for operating convenience only,
new automobiles, automobile bodies, au-
tomobile chassis, and automobile parts
and accessories moving in connection
therewith, automobile show equipment
and paraphernalia, farm and garden
tractors, and parts and accessories there-
of moving in connection therewith, in
initial movements, in truckaway and
driveaway service, from Willow Run in
Washtenaw County, Mich., to points in
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, and the District of
Columbia, rejected shipments, of the
above-described commodities, from the
above-specified destination points to
Willow Run in Washtenaw County,
Mich., through Ohio and West Virginia
for operating convenience only, new
automobiles, new bodies, new chassis and
automobile parts, during the season of
closed navigation on the Great Lakes, in
initial movements, by truckaway serv-
ice, from places of manufacture and
assembly in Wayne County, Mich., to
points in North Carolina and Virginia,
new automobiles, new bodies, new chassis
and automobile parts, during the season
of open navigation on the Great Lakes,
in secondary movements, by truckaway
service, from Buffalo, N.Y., and Cleve-
land, Ohio, to points in North Carolina
and Virginia, through Maryland and
West Virginia for operating convenience
only, new passenger automobiles, hearses,
ambulances, and automobile chassis, in
initial movements, by truckaway method,
from Newark, Del., to points in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
wiire, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, West
~ a , and the District of Columbia.
(HULBERT) Automobiles, as a common
carrier over irregular routes through
Pennsylvania, when necessary, with (a)
no seasonal restriction, from Buffalo,
p <and Cleveland, Ohio, to Rome and
W)operstown, N.Y., points in New Hamp-
smre, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
(other than those in Litch-

neia, New Haven, and Fairfield Coun-
*7 >~7dthose on New York Highway 5,
fd during the season extending
«5 the 10th day of December to the
April, inclusive, automobiles,
rw.+<PQOirit® hi Macomb and Wayne
t° Rome and Coopers-

Hitdin ~ °Y” and points on New York
w £ Way 5’ new automobiles, automobile
hiit> chassis and autorno-
s accessories moving in con-
eauiw™o therewith, automobile show

anri al d Paraphernalia, and farm

tractors and parts and ac-
therpTOl moving in connection
from A ~ ng the seasons extending

IsH avV 2th-day of December to the
in LApnl’ hiclusive, of each year
driveawav”~nle™en!;s’ 111 truckaway and
Washtpmf s®Vice. from Willow Run in
C<Wei!Sr c°unty, Mich., to Rome and
York orrS?’ 2 Y * and Points in New
shipments nT Y ork Highway 5, rejected
moditip* the above-described com-

tinationi/ T “~e above-described des-
on Pomts to Willow Run in Wash-
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tenaw County, Mich., traversing Ohio
and Pennsylvania for operating conven-
ience only, new automobiles, by truck-
away service, in secondary movements,
from Buffalo, N.Y., and Cleveland, Ohio,
to points in Litchfield, New Haven and
Fairfield Counties, Conn., and those in
Maine and Vermont, new automobiles
and new trucks, by truckaway service, in
initial movements, during the season of
closed navigation on the Great Lakes,,
from points in Wayne County, Mich., to
points in Litchfield, New Haven and
Fairfield Counties, Conn., and those in
Maine and Vermont, damaged and de-
fective shipments of the above-specified
commodities, from the above-specified
destination points to the above-desig-
nated origin points, and new trucks, new
truck-tractors, new ambulances, new
truck and bus chassis, and new station;
wagons, in secondary movements, in
truckaway and driveaway service, from
Buffalo, N.Y., and Cleveland, Ohio, to
Rome and Cooperstown, N.Y., points in
Connecticut, New Hampshire, Maine,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
and those on New York Highway 5, trav-
ersing Pennsylvania for operating con-
venience only. EDWARD J. HAND holds
no authority from this Commission.
However, he is affiliated with M. & G.
CONVOY, INC., and HULBERT FOR-
WARDING COMPANY, INC. Applica-
tion has not been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-8071. Authority sought for
purchase by ELEANOR M. Mac-
DONALD, an individual, doing business
as MacDONALD’'S STORAGE WARE-
HOUSE, 52 Gardner Street, Attleboro,
Mass., of the operating rights and prop-
erty of CLAYTON A. MacDONALD
(ELEANOR M. MacDONALD, EXECU-
TRI1X), an individual, doing business as
MacDONALD’S STORAGE WARE-
HOUSE, 52 Gardner Street, Attleboro,
Mass. Applicants’ representative: Rus-
sell B. Curnett, 49 Weybosset Street,
Providence, R.I. Operating rights
sought to be transferred: Household
goods, as defined in Practices of Motor
Common Carriers of Household Goods,
17 M.C.C. 467, as a common carrier over
irregular routes, between Attleboro,
Mass., on the one hand, and on the other,
points in New Hampshire, Maine, Ver-
mont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New
York, and New Jersey, livestock, between
Attleboro, Mass., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Kent, Newport,
and Washington Counties, R.l., lumber,
between Attleboro and Norton, Mass., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Provi-
dence and Westerly, R.L, and machinery,
between Attleboro, Mass., on the one
hand, and, on the other, North Smith-
field, Pawtucket, Providence, and Woon-
socket, R.l., and West Haven, Conn.
Vendee holds no authority from this
Commission. However, the vendor holds
45 shares of stock in UNITED VAN
LINES, INC., -which is authorized to
operate as a common carrier in 48 states
and the District of Columbia. Appli-
cation has not been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b>.

No. MC-F-8072. Authority sought for
purchase by INLAND EXPRESS, INC.,
Maple and Walker Streets, Marlboro,
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Mass., of a portion of the operating
rights and certain property of M.C.M.
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC.,
39 Chapel Street, Newport, R.L. and for
acquisition by SIDNEY LIPMAN and
RALPH R. RUBADO, both of Maple and
Walker Streets, Marlboro, Mass., and
OSCAR W. WELCH, 2043 Erie Boulevard,
East Syracuse, N.Y., of control of such
rights and property through the pur-
chase. Applicants’ attorney: Francis E.
Barrett, Jr., 25 Bryant Avenue, East Mil-
ton 86, Mass. Operating rights sought to
be transferred: General commodities, as
a common carrier over regular routes, be-
tween Newport, R.l., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Providence, R.l., and
Boston, Mass., serving all intermediate
and certain off-route points, general
commodities, excepting, among others,
household goods and commodities in
bulk, from New York, N.Y., to Newport,
R.l., serving no intermediate points, but
serving the off-route points of Jersey
City and Newark, N.J., and over an
alternate route for operating conveni-
ence only, packing-house products and
fresh meats, between Newport, R.l., and
Worcester, Mass., serving no inter-
mediate points, automobile parts, be-
tween Newport, R.l., and Bridgeport,
Conn., serving the intermediate point of
New Haven, Conn., restricted to traffic
moving to or from Newport, general
commodities, over irregular routes, be-
tween points within 12 miles of Newport,
R.l., malt beverages, from New York,
N.Y., to Newport, R.l., returned empty
containers, for malt beverages, from
Newport, R.l., to New York, N.Y., brass
forgings and fittings, from Newark, N.J.,
to Pawtucket, R.I., and Fall River, Mass.,
paint, fish, fruits, vegetables, and gro-
ceries, from New York, N.Y., to Fall
River, Mass., tar, from Taunton, Mass.,
to Newport, R.l., tires and tubes, from
Jersey City, N.J., to Providence, R.Il.,
fish, from Newport, R.l., to Boston and
Fall River, Mass., Providence, R.l., and
New York, N.Y., empty fish containers,
from Boston and Fall River, Mass.,
Providence, R.l., and New York, N.Y., to
Newport, R.l., and paint, oil, and ship
chandlery, between Newport, R.l., and
New York, N.Y. Vendee is authorized
to operate as a common carrier in Mas-
sachusetts, New York, Connecticut, and
Rhode Island. Application has been
filed for temporary authority under
section 210a (b).

No. MC-F-8073. Authority sought for
purchase by SAFEWAY SYSTEM, INC.,
39 Chapel Street, Newport, R.l., of a
portion of the operating rights and cer-
tain property of M.C.M. TRANSPORTA-

TION COMPANY, INC., 39 Chapel
Street, Newport, R.l., and for acquisi-
tion by M.C.M. TRANSPORTATION
COMPANY, INC., 39 Chapel Street,

Newport, R.l., and in turn by JAMES L.
MAHER, 2 Jeffrey Road, Newport, R.I.,
and ANTHONY T. RAZZA, 224 Gibbs
Avenue, Newport, R.I., of control of such
rights and property through the pur-
chase. Applicants’ attorneys: Barrett,
Barrett and Barrett, 25 Bryant Ave.,
Ea”~t Milton 86, Mass. Operating rights
sought to be transferred: Household
goods, as defined in Practices of Motor
Common Carriers of Household Goods,
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17 M.C.C. 467, as a common carrier over
irregular routes between points in New-
port County, R.l., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Virginia, Georgia,
New York, Maryland, Kansas, Pennsyl-
vania, North Carolina, Illinois, Massa-
chusetts, New Jersey, Connecticut, Ken-
tucky, Delaware, Ohio, South Carolina,
Vermont, West Virginia, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and between points
in Rhode Island, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Florida, Indiana,
Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Missouri,
New Hampshire, Tennessee, and Wiscon-
sin. Vendee holds no authority from
this Commission. However, its control-
ling stockholders control and manage
the vendor herein. Application has
been filed for temporary authority under
section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-8074. Authority sought for
purchase by INLAND EXPRESS, INC.,
Maple and Walker Streets, Marlboro,
Mass., of the operating rights of ACTIVE
TRUCKING, INC., 52 First Street, Cam-
bridge 41, Mass., and for acquisition by
SIDNEY LIPMAN and RALPH R. RU-
BADO, both of Maple and Walker
Streets, Marlboro, Mass., and OSCAR W.
WELCH, 2043 Erie Boulevard, East Syr-
acuse, N.Y., of control of such rights
through the purchase. Applicants’ at-
torneys: Francis E. Barrett, Jr., 25 Bry-
ant Avenue, East Milton 86, Mass., and
Grafton Willey, 111, 10 Dorance street,
Providence 3, R.l. Operating rights
sought to be transferred: General com-
modities, excepting, among others,
household goods and commodities in
bulk, as a common carrier over regular
routes, between Providence, R.l., and
Boston, Mass., serving certain interme-
diate and off-route points, and automo-
bile parts, accessories, tires and tubes,
over irregular routes between Boston and
Cambridge, Mass., on the one hand, and,
on the other, Bristol, Central Falls, East
Greenwich, East Providence, Hope Val-
ley, North Providence, Pawtucket, Provi-
dence, Smithfield, Wakefield, Warren,
Warwick, Westerly, West Warwick, and
Wickford, R.lI. Vendee is authorized to
operate as a common carrier in New
York, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and
Rhode Island. Application has been filed
for temporary authority under section

210a(b).
No. MC-F-8075. Authority sought for
control and merger by BOWMAN

TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1010 Stroud
Avenue, East Gadsden, Ala., of the oper-
ating rights and property of A. W. HAW -
KINS, INC., 619 East Main Street,
Richmond 19, Va., and for acquisition
by RALPH M. BOWMAN, also of Gads-
den, Ala., of control of such rights and
property through the transaction. Ap-
plicants’ attorneys: Harold G. Hernly,
1624 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C.,
and H. Charles Ephraim, 100115th Street
NW., Washington, D.C. Operating rights
sought to be controlled and merged:
General commodities, excepting, among
others, household goods and liquids in
bulk, as a common carrier over regular
routes, between Charlottesville, Va., and
New York, N.Y., serving certain inter-
mediate and off-route points, and gen-
eral commodities, excepting, among
others, household goods and commodities
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in bulk, between Winston-Salem, N.C.,
and Baltimore, Md., serving all inter-
mediate points; coal, over irregular
routes, from Pottsville, Pa., and points
within five miles of Pottsville, certain
points in West Virginia to points in Cul-
peper, Madison and Rappanhannock
Counties, Va., and livestock, between
points in Culpeper, Madison and Rap-
pahonnock Counties, Va., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Mary-
land, Delaware, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and North
Carolina. BOWMAN TRANSPORTA-
TION, INC., is authorized to operate as
a common carrier in Alabama, Tennes-
see, South Carolina, Virginia, Maryland,
Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, Mis-
sissippi, Arkansas, Kentucky, West Vir-
ginia, Louisiana, and Delaware. Appli-
cation has not been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-8076. Authority sought for
control and merger by WALKER HAUL-
ING CO., INC., 340 Armour Drive NE.
(P.O. Box 13444 Station K ), Atlanta 24,
Ga., of the operating rights and property
of CHEMICAL TRANSPORT, INC., 902-
15 Peachtree Street Building, Atlanta,
Ga., and for acquisition by M. J. BAG-
GETT, 340 Armour Drive NE., Atlanta
24, Ga., of control of such rights and
property through the transaction. Ap-
plicants’ attorney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr.,
1424 Citizens & Southern National Bank
Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Operating
rights sought to be controlled and
merged: Sulphuric acid, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, as a common carrier over ir-
regular routes from Copperhill, Tenn.,
to points in Alabama and Georgia.
WALKER HAULING CO., INC., is au-
thorized to operate as a common carrier
in Georgia, Tennessee, Alabama, Missis-
sippi, North Carolina, Delaware, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, Virginia, South Caro-
lina, Florida, Louisiana, Texas, lllinois,
Indiana, Ohio, Arkansas, and Michigan.
Application has not been filed for tem-
porary authority under section 210a(b).

By the Commission.

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1481; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:48 a.m.]
[Notice 594]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

February 9, 1962

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 recon-
sideration of the following numbered
proceedings within 20 days from the
date of publication of this notice. Pur-
suant to section 17(8) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, the filing of such a peti-
tion will postpone the effective date of
the order in that proceeding pending its
disposition. The matters relied upon by
petitioners must be specified in their
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC 64346. By order of Feb-
ruary 1, 1962, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Chesapeake Bulk
Terminals, Inc., Baltimore, Md., of cer-
tificate in No. MC 115757 Sub 8, issued
December 31,1959, to Bulk Motor Trans-
port, Inc., Kansas City, Kans., author-
izing the transportation of: flour, in
bulk, between points in Virginia, Mary-
land, and Washington, D.C. (except from
Muirkirk Md., to Baltimore, Md., and
Washington, D.C.) and from Baltimore,
Md., to Harrisburg, Lancaster, York,
and Reading, Pa., and Wilmington, Del.
S. Harrison Kahn, 1110-1114 Investment
Building, Washington 5, D.C., attorney
for applicants.

No. MC-FC 64611. By order of Feb-
ruary 1, 1962, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Sunvan Lines,
Inc., 1990 Alaskan Way, Seattle, Wash.,
of a portion of Certificate No. MC 70176
issued May 17, 1949, to T. James Kitto
and Mary M. Kitto, a partnership, doing
business as Kitto’s Transfer & Storage,
700 East Front Street, Butte, Mont., au-
thorizing the transportation of house-
hold goods, over Irregular routes, be-
tween Butte, Mont., and points within
125 miles of Butte, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in Idaho, Utah, and
Washington; between points in Idaho
within 125 miles of Butte, Mont., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Montana; and between points in Mon-
tana, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Colorado, Montana, and
Wyoming.

No. MC-FC 64633. By order of Feb-
ruary 1, 1962, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Jackson Moving
& Storage Co., Inc., Hartsdale, N.Y., of
the operating rights in Certificate No.
MC 112755 Sub 2, issued April 19, 194,
to Jackson Transportation Corp., New
York (Bronx), N.Y., authorizing the
transportation, over irregular routes, of
new furniture, between New York, N.Y.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in that part of New Jersey and
New York, within 50 miles of Columbus
Circle, New York, N.Y., and between New
York, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on
the other, Philadelphia, Pa., and points
in New Jersey. Arthur J. Piken, 160-16
Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica 32, N.Y., ap-
plicants’ representative.

No. MC-FC 64671. By order of Feb-
ruary 2, 1962, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Hilt Truck Line-
Inc., Lincoln, Nebr., of Certificates Nos.
MC 117025 and MC 117025 Sub 2, issued
April 15, 1958, and June 9, 1961, respec-
tively, to LeRoy Hilt, Lincoln, Nebr., au-
thorizing the transportation of malt bev-
erages, over irregular routes, from Mi -
neapolis, Minn., Kansas City, Mo. a
Milwaukee, Wis., to points in Nebras
(except from Minneapolis, Minn.,
Omaha, Nebr., and from Milwaukee, w «
to Lincoln and Nebraska City, Neb «>
from St. Louis, Mo., to Nebraska (except
North Platte, Scottsbluff and Chadrom,
and empty malt beverage containers
from points in Nebraska (except-No
Platte, Scottsbluff, and Chadron) tO '
Louis, Mo. J. Max Harding, 605 souw
12th Street, Lincoln, Nebr., attorney

licants. ry.
apﬁo.cilll és—FC 64684. By order of \é,glgru
arv 2.1962. the Transfer Board appro
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the transfer to Reedsport Motor Freight,
Inc., Reedsport, Oreg., of Certificate No.
MC 7183, issued November 25, 1960, to
Edgar W. Wolf, doing business as Reeds-
port Motor Freight, Reedsport, Oreg.,
authorizing the transportation of: Gen-
eral commodities, excluding household
goods, commodities in bulk, and other
specified commodities between Eugene,
Oreg., and Winchester Bay, Oreg., serv-
ing the intermediate points of Scottsburg
and Reedsport, Oreg., and serving the
off-route points of Elkton and Gardiner,
Oreg. Lawrence V. Smart, Jr., 2010
Northwest Vaughn Street, Portland,
Oreg., attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC 64685. By order of Febru-
ary |, 1962, the Transfer Board approved
the transfer to Benjamin H. Ruegsegger,
Kawkawlin, Mich., of the operating
rights in Certificate No. MC 113984, is-
sued April 7, 1954, to Casmer E. Wengli-
kowski and Edward D. Wenglikowski, a
partnership, doing business as Wengli-
kowski Brothers, Midland, Mich., au-
thorizing the transportation, over ir-
regular routes, of malt beverages, from
Milwaukee, Wis., to Essexville, Mich.
Carl H. Smith, Sr., 212 Phoenix Building,
Bay City, Mich., attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC 64732. By order of Feb-
ruary |, 1962, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to George Hilson,
doing business as Hilson Moving & Trans-
fer Co., Youngstown, Ohio of Certificates
Nos. MC 77150 and MC 77150 Sub 1, is-
sued May 31, 1938 and December 14,
1945, to Pittsburgh Warehouse & Van
Company, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., author-
izing the transportation of: Household
goods and office furniture, between Pitts-
burgh, Pa., and points within 50 miles
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina,
Georgia, Florida, Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, Missouri, Vir-
ginia, Pennsylvania, Michigan, West Vir-
ginia, New Jersey, New York, Maryland,
and the District of Columbia; and house-
hold goods, between Pittsburgh, Pa., and
points within 50 miles of Pittsburgh, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
m South Carolina and Rhode Island.
W. Albert Wilde, 300 Union National
Bank Building, Youngstown 3, Ohio, rep-
resentative for applicants.

No. MC-FC 64776. By order of Feb-
ruary |, 1962, the Transfer Board
approved the transfer to Dick Brawner,
Allen, Nebr., of the operating rights in
certificate No. MC 52062, issued August
12. 1957, to Maurice S. Ward, Allen,

ebr., authorizing the transportation,
ver regular routes, of general commodi-
JfSWeXcluding household goods, com-
modities in bulk, and other specified
commodities between Allen, Nebr., and
iiijju* City, lowa, and of clay products,
oetween Sergeant Bluff, lowa and Allen,

or. Phyllis M. Verzani, P.O. Box 194,

onca>Nebr., applicants’ attorney.

[seal] Harold D. McCoy,
Secretary.
pR. Doc. 62-1482; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:48 am.]
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 1-3842]
BLACK BEAR INDUSTRIES, INC.
Order Summarily Suspending Trading

February 7, 1962.

In the matter of trading on the San
Francisco Mining Exchange in the com-
mon stock, par value 15 cents a share of
Black Bear Industries, Inc. (formerly
Black Bear Consolidated Mining Co.);
File No. 1-3842.

The common stock, par value 15 cents
a share, of Black Bear Industries, Inc.
(formerly Black Bear Consolidated Min-
ing Co.) being listed and registered on
the San Francisco Mining Exchange, a
national securities exchange; and

The Commission being of the opinion
that the public interest requires the sum-
mary suspension of trading in such secu-
rity on such Exchange and that such
action is necessary and appropriate for
the protection of investors; and

The Commission being of the opinion
further that such suspension is necessary
in order to prevent fraudulent, deceptive
or manipulative acts or practices, with
the result that it will be unlawful under
section 15(c) (2) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 and the Commission’s
Rule 15c2-2 thereunder for any broker or
dealer to make use of the mails or of any
means or instrumentality of interstate
commerce to effect any transaction in, or
to induce or attempt to induce the pur-
chase or sale of such security, otherwise
than on a national securities exchange;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 19
(a) (4) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 that trading in said security on
the San Francisco Mining Exchange be
summarily suspended in order to prevent
fraudulent, deceptive or manipulative
acts or practices, this order to be effec-
tive for a period of ten (10) days, Feb-
ruary 8, 1962, to February 17, 1962, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] CRVAL L. DUBAIS,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1468; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:46 a.m.]

[File No. 24B—1160]
CARINTHIA SKI AREA, INC.

Order Temporarily Suspending Ex-
emption, Statement of Reasons
Therefore, and Notice of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

February 6, 1962

1. Carinthia Ski Area, Inc. (issuer),
Vermont corporation, West Dover, Ver-
mont, filed with the Commission on July
25, 1960, a notification on Form 1-A
and an offering circular relating to a
proposed public offering of 113 shares of
no par common stock at $1,000 per share
for an aggregate amount of $113,000, for
the purpose of obtaining an exemption
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from the registration requirements of the
Securities Act of 1933, as amended, pur-
suant to the provisions of section 3(b)
and Regulation A promulgated there-
under.

1. The Commission has reasonable

cause to believe that:

A. The terms and conditions of Regu-
lation A have not been complied with
in that the issuer failed to furnish the
offering circular required by Rule 256
to certain purchasers of the issuer’s com-
mon stock.

B. The offering was made in violation
of section 17(a) of the Securities Act of
1933, as amended, in that:

1. Investors were ‘“guaranteed” a 6
percent return on their investments.

2. The capitalization of the corpora-
tion and number of shares outstanding
were misrepresented to investors.

ILL It is ordered, Pursuant to Rule
261(a) of the general rules and regula-
tions under the Securities Act of 1933,
as amended, that the exemption under
Regulation A be, and it hereby is, tem-
porarily suspended.

Notice is hereby given that any person
having any interest in the matter may
file with the Secretary of the Commis-
sion a written request for a hearing
within thirty days after the entry of this
order; that within twenty days after re-
ceipt of such request the Commission
will, or at any time upon its own motion
may, set the matter down for hearing at
a place to be designated by the Commis-
sion for the purpose of determining
whether this order of suspension should
be vacated or made permanent, without
prejudice, however, to the consideration
and presentation of additional matters
at the hearing; that if no hearing is
requested and none is ordered by the
Commission, this order shall become
permanent on the thirtieth day after its
entry and shall remain in effect unless
or until it is modified or vacated by the
Commission; and that notice of the time
and place for any hearing will be
promptly given by the Commission.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1469; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:46 a.m.]

[Pile No. 24D-2527]
COLORADO-CHEROKEE, INC.

Order Temporarily Suspending Ex-
emption, Statement of Reasons
Therefor, and Notice of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

February 7,1962.

l. Colorado-Cherokee, Inc. (issuer)
Lolorado corporation, filed with the
Commission on August 14,1961, a notifi-
cation on Form 1-A, and offering circu-
lar relating to a proposed offering of
2,799,850 shares of its $0.10 par common
stock, of which 400,000 shares are pro-
posed to be exchanged for 4,000,000
shares of $0.01 par stock of Cherokee
Uranium Mining Corporation and
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2,399,850 shares are to be offered to the
shareholders of Cherokee Uranium
Mining Corporation at 10< per share, for
an aggregate cash offering of $239,985,
for the purpose of obtaining an exemp-
tion from the registration requirements
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended,
pursuant to the provisions of section 3(b)
thereof and Regulation A promulgated
thereunder. The so-called public share-
holders of Cherokee Uranium Mining
Corporation who accept the exchange
offer will be required to purchase nine

shares of Colorado-Cherokee, Inc., for
each share they receive in exchange.
Il. The Commission has reasonable

cause to believe that:

A. The offering circular contains un-
true statements of material facts and
omits' to state material facts necessary
in order to make the statements made,
in the light of the circumstances under
which they were made, not misleading,
particularly with respect to:

1. Tlie inclusion of estimations of re-
coverable crude oil reserves from prop-
erties under option, which, based upon
developments to date and the produc-
tion data available, do not appear to be
reasonable.

2. The omission of a reasonable esti-
mate as to the total .amount of money
necessary to develop and operate by sec-
ondary recovery methods the oil prop-
erties involved.

3. The failure to include an adequate
map of the oil leases under option, show-
ing the location, depth and present status
of wells drilled thereon for oil and gas.

4. The failure to disclose adequately
and accurately the cost incurred by the
issuer’s president in acquiring the Chero-
kee Uranium Mining Corporation shares
he now proposes to exchange for securi-
ties of the issuer.

5. The representation that persons
who had previously invested in the se-
curities of the Cherokee Uranium Mining
Corporation can elect to salvage their
investment by investing in securities of
the issuer.

6. The representation that the pro-
posed offering of securities to sharehold-
ers of the Cherokee Uranium Mining
Corporation is in effect an attempted re-
organization of that corporation.

7. The failure to disclose accurately
and adequately the basis for, and the
effect of, the temporary suspension order
issued by the Commission on May 28,
1956, in the matter of Cherokee Uranium
Mining Corporation.

8. The failure to disclose accurately
and adequately the circumstances sur-
rounding the $120,000 loan to the Chero-
kee Uranium Mining Corporation by
Walter F. Tellier.

B. The offering would be made in vio-
lation of section 17 of the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended.

I1l. It is ordered, Pursuant to Rule
261(a) of the general rules and regula-
tions under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, that the exemption under
Regulation A be, and it hereby is, tem-
porarily suspended.

Notice is hereby given that any person
having any interest in the matter may
file with the Secretary of the Commission
a written request for a hearing within
thirty days after the entry of this order;

NOTICES

that within twenty days after receipt of
such request the Commission will, or at
any time upon its own motion may, set
the matter down for hearing at a place
to be designated by the Commission for
the purpose of determining whether
this order of suspension should be va-
cated or made permanent, without prej-
udice, however, to the consideration and
presentation of additional matters at the
hearing; that if no hearing is requested
and none is ordered by the Commission,
this order shall become permanent on
the thirtieth day after its entry and shall
remain in effect unless or until it is
modified or vacated by the Commission;
and that notice of the time and place
for any hearing will be promptly given
by the Commission.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1470; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:46 a.m.]

[File No. 24SF-2922]
GEORGE HARMON CO., INC.

Notice and Order for Hearing

February 8,1962.

I. George Harmon Company, Inc.
(issuer), a Nevada corporation, filed with
the Commission on July 21, 1961, a noti-
fication on Form 1-A and offering circu-
lar relating to a proposed public offering
of 62,500 shares of common stock, 10
cents par value, at $4 per share, on behalf
of issuer, and 10,000 warrants for com-
mon stock at 10 cents per share, and the
10,000 shares of common stock underly-
ing such warrants, for the benefit of
Hamilton Waters & Co., Inc., 250 Fulton
Avenue, Hempstead, New York, the
underwriter, and certain finders, J.
Homer Overholser, 9171 .Wilshire Boule-
vard, Beverly Hills, California, and Mil-
ton Weinberg, address not known, all
for an aggregate offering price of not to
exceed $300,000, for the purpose of ob-
taining an exemption from the registra-
tion requirements of the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended, pursuant to the
provisions of section 3(b) thereof and
Regulation A promulgated thereunder.

Il. The Commission on January 16,
1962, issued an order pursuant to Rule
261 of the General Rules and Regulations
under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, temporarily suspending the
issuer’s exemption under Regulation A
and affording any person having any
interest in .the matter an opportunity
to request a hearing. A written request
for a hearing h”s been received by the
Commission.

The Commission deems it necessary
and appropriate that a hearing be held
for the purpose of determining whether
it should vacate the temporary suspen-
sion order or enter an order of perma-
nent suspension in this matter.

It is hereby ordered, Pursuant to Rule
261 of the general rules and regulations
under the Securities Act of 1933, as
amended, that a hearing be held at 10:00
a.m., P.s.t., on March 5, 1962, at the Los
Angeles Branch Office of the Commission,
Room 309 Guaranty Building, 6331

Hollywood Boulevard, Los Angeles 28
California, with respect to the matters
specified in section Il of the Commis-
sion’s order of temporary suspension
entered on January 16,1962, as amended
by order entered on February 8, 1962
without prejudice, however, to the spec-
ification of additional issues which may
be presented in these proceedings.

1. It is further ordered, That Sidney
Feiler, or any officer or officers of the
Commission designated by it for that
purpose, shall president the hearing and
any officer or officers so designated to
preside at any such hearing are hereby
authorized to exercise all of the powers
granted to the Commission under sec-
tions 19(b), 21 and 22(c) of the Securi-
ties Act of 1933, as amended, and to
hearing 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 on
George Harmon Company, Inc., that
notice of the entering of this order shall
be given to all other persons by a general
release of the Commission and by pub-
lication in the Federal Register. Any
person who desires to be heard, or other-
wise wishes to participate in the hearing,
shall file with the Secretary of the Com-
mission on or before March 2, 1962, a
request relative thereto as provided in
Rule 9(c) of the Commission’s rules of
practice.

By the Commission.

Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.

62-1491; Filed, Feb. 13, 192
8:49 a.m.]

[seal]

[F.R. Doc.

[File No. 24SF—2922]
GEORGE HARMON CO., INC.

Order Amending Order Temporarily
» Suspending Exemption
February 8,1962.

I. George Harmon Company, Inc.
(issuer), a Nevada corporation, filed with
the Commission on July 21,1961, a noti-
fication on Form 1-A and offering circu-
lar relating to a proposed public offering
of 62,500 shares of common stock, 10
cents par value, at $4 per share, on be-
half of issuer, and 10,000 warrants for
common stock at 10 cents per share, and
the 10,000 shares of common stock under-
lying such warrants, for the benefit oi
Hamilton Waters & Co., Inc., 250 Fulton
Avenue, Hempstead, New York, tne
underwriter, and certain finders, J
Homer Overholser, 9171 Wilshire Bouue-
vard, Beverly Hills, California, and Mu-
ton Weinberg, address not known, a*
for an aggregate offering price of not to
exceed $300,000, for the purpose of od-
taining an exemption from the registra-
tion requirements of the Securities A
of 1933, as amended, pursuant to tne
provisions of section 3(b) thereof a
Regulation A promulgated thereuna -«

Il. The Commission by order datea
January 16, 1962, having temporarily
suspended the Regulation A exempt
of George Harmon Company, In%
suant to Rule 261 of the general ruie
and regulations under the Securities
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of 1933, as amended, with respect to an
offer of securities by George Harmon
Company, Inc., and

The Commission having been advised
that the San Francisco Regional Office
has received additional information and
that office deems it necessary to amend
the temporary suspension order dated
January 16, 1962,

It isordered, That the text under sec-
tion 1l of the order dated January 16,
1982, temporarily suspending the exemp-
tion, be deleted and the following text
be substituted therefor:

The Commission has reasonable cause
to believe that:

A. The offering circular contains un-
true statements of material facts and
omits to state material facts necessary in
order to make the statements made, in
the light of the circumstances under
which they were made, not misleading,
particularly with respect to:

1 The representation in the offering
circular that the issuer has a backlog of
orders totalling $4,314,349;

2. The representation in the offering
circular that the issuer has an order
totalling $4,130,000 for telephone an-
swering devices.

3 The representation in the offering
circular that the issuer has an order
totalling $59,415 for Talk-A-Way
Transceivers.

4. The representation in the offering
circular that there is a further order
aggregating approximately $1,540,000 for
inertia switches which the company has
been assured will be placed with it by a
prime West Coast missile contractor
upon a showing of adequate working
capital, which in the opinion of man-
agement will be available upon comple-
tion of this offering.

B. The terms and conditions of the
Regulation have not been complied with
in that the offering circular as actually
used and distributed did not conform
to the offering circular filed in the Re-
gional Office. A rider amendment to be
affixed to page 7, dated December 20,
1961, as filed, was in fact affixed to the
facing page.

C. Die offering, would be made in
violation of Section 17 of the Securities
Act, as amended.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,

Secretary.

[PR. Doc. 62-1492; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;
8:49 a.m.]

[File No. 7-2223]
MARTIN-MARIETTA CORP.

Notice of Application for Unlisted

Trading Privileges and of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

February 8,1962.
matter of application of the
twiHiJl Stock Exchange for unlisted
Jung privileges in a certain security.

pvr>w ve named national securities
ange has filed an application with
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the Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to section 12(f)(2) of the Se-
curities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading
privileges in the common stock of the
following company, which security is
listed and registered on one or more

other national securities exchanges:
Martin-Marietta Corporation, File 7-
2223.

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
February 23, 1962, from any interested
person, the Commission will determine
whether the application shall be set down
for hearing. Any such request should
state briefly the nature of the interest
of the person making the request and the
position he proposes to take at the hear-
ing, if ordered. In addition, any inter-
ested person may submit his views or any
additional facts bearing on the said ap-
plication by means of a letter addressed
to the secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., not
later than the date specified. If no one
requests a hearing, this application will
be determined by order of the Commis-
sion on the basis of the facts stated
therein and other information contained
in the official files of the Commission
pertaining thereto.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1493; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:49 a.m.]

[File No. 24A-1668]

PHYSICIANS AND DENTISTS
DEVELOPMENT CORP.

Order Temporarily Suspending Ex-
emption, Statement of Reasons
Thertefor, and Notice of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

February 8, 1962.

I. Physicians and Dentists Develop-
ment Corporation (issuer), a construc-
tion and leasing company, filed with the
Commission on November 30, 1961, a
notification on Form 1-A and an offer-
ing circular relating to a proposed public
offering of 75,000 shares of its $1 par
value common stock at $4 per share for
an aggregate amount of $300,000, for
the purpose of obtaining an exemption
from the registration requirements of
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended,
pursuant to the provisions of section
3(b) thereof and Regulation A promul-
gated thereunder.

Il. The Commission has
cause to believe that:

A. The terms and conditions of Regu-
lation A have not been complied with in
that a statement of cash receipts and
disbursements was not set forth in the
offering circular, as required by Item 11
of Schedule I.

B. The offering circular contains un-
true statements of material facts and
omits to state material facts necessary
in order to make the statements made,
in the light of the circumstances under

reasonable
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which they were made, not misleading,
particularly in that:

1. The offering circular contains finan-
cial* statements as of November 13, 1961,
which are false and misleading in the
following respects:

(a) Cash in bank of $11,500 shown as
a current asset, is overstated in that as
of the date of the balance sheet the
issuer’s only cash on hand was $6,500
represented by either uncashed checks of
its directors for its stock or a trustee
account in which some of such checks
had been'deposited.

(b) Fixed assets, consisting of plans,
equipment, surveys and prepaid organi-
zation expenses, are capitalized in the
balance sheets at a value of $21,500
which substantially exceeds the cash cost
thereof. _

(c) A liability of $5M000 to the issuer’s
attorney as of the date of the balance
sheet is not disclosed.

2. The statements in the offering cir-
cular concerning preliminary sketches
for buildings which the issuer intends to
construct and lease omit disclosure in
connection therewith that the issuer has
received no commitments, contracts or
agreements for the construction or lease
of any buildings.

3. The statements in the offering cir-
cular concerning payments of 1 percent
of its gross leases to each of the issuer’s
three officers omit disclosure that such
payments are to be made to them upon
closing of the proposed leases and prior
to collection of gross rentals, the bene-
fits from which will accrue to it only
when, and if, payments on such leases,
which are to extend over mahy years,
are received.

4. The statements in the offering cir-
cular concerning theeexperience of the
issuer’s president and secretary-treas->
urer over the past several years in a
similar business of building and leasing
offices fail to disclose that such persons
had operated the corporation engaged
in the comparable business unprofita-
bly and had engaged in transactions
with such corporation which were not
negotiated in arms-length bargaining.

C. The offering would be made in vio-
lation of section 17 of the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended.

. It is ordered, Pursuant to Rule
261(a) of the general rules and regula-
tions under the Securities Act of 1933,
as amended, that the exemption under
Regulation A be, and it hereby is, tem-
porarily suspended.

Notice is hereby givén that any person
having any interest in the matter may
file with the Secretary of the Commission
a written request for a hearing within
thirty days after the entry of this order;
that within twenty days after receipt of
such request the Commission will, or at
any time upon its own motion may, set
the matter down for hearing at a place
to be designated by the Commission for
the purpose of determining whether this
order of suspension should be vacated or
made permanent, without prejudice,
however, to the consideration and pres-
entation of additional matters at the
hearing; that if no hearing is requested
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and none is ordered by the Commission,
this order shall become permanent on
the thirtieth day after its entry and
shall remain in effect unless or until it
is modified or vacated by the Commis-
sion; and that notice of the time and
place for any hearing will be promptly
given by the Commission,

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[P.R. Doc. 62-1494; Piled/Feb., 13, 1962;
8:49 a.m.]
[Pile 7-2222]

UNILEVER LIMITED

Notice of Application for Unlisted
Trading Privileges and of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

February 8, 1962.

In the matter of application of the
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange
for unlisted trading privileges in a cer-
tain security.

The above named national securities
exchange has filed an application with
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion pursuant to Section 12(f) (2) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading
privileges in the common stock of the
fcllowing company, which security is
listed and registered on one or more
other national securities exchanges:
Unilever Limited (ADR’s for ordinary
shares), File 7-2222.

Upon receipt of a request, on or be-
fore February 23, 1962 from any inter-
ested person, the Commission will deter-
mine whether the application shall be
set down for hearing. Any such request
should state briefly the nature of the
interest of the person making the request
and the position he proposes to take at
the hearing, if ordered.- In addition, any
interested person may submit his views
or any additional facts bearing on the
said application by means of a letter ad-
dressed to the Secretary, Securities and
Exchange Commission, Washington 25,
D.C., not later than the date specified.
If no one requests a hearing, this appli-
cation will be determined by order of
the Commission on the basis of the facts
stated therein and other information
contained in the official files of the Com-
mission pertaining thereto.

By the Commission.

[seal] Orval L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1495; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:50 a.m.]

NOTICES

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Office of Alien Property
WALTER RICHTER

Notice of Intention To Return Vested
Property

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the
Trading With the Enemy Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of in-
tention to return, on or after 30 days
from the date of publication hereof, the
following property, subject to any in-
crease or decrease resulting from the ad-
ministration thereof prior to return, and
after adequate provision for taxes and
conservatory expenses:

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location

Walter Richter, Krimml, Salzburg, Austria;
Claim No. 62031; Vesting Order No. 18007;
$1,196.25 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Executed at Washington, D.C., on Feb-
ruary 8, 1962.

For the Attorney General.

[seal] Paul V. Myron,
Deputy Director,
Office of Alien Property.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1478; Filed, Feb. 13, 1962;

8:47 a.m.]

NICOLA SCALA ET AL.

Notice of Intention To Return Vested
Property

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the
Trading With the Enemy Act, as
amended, notice is hereby given of in-
tention to return, on or after 30 days
from the date of publication hereof, the
following property, subject to any in-
crease or decrease resulting from the ad-
ministration thereof prior to return, and
after adequate provision for taxes and
conservatory expenses:

Claimant, Claim No., Property, anfi Location

Nicola Scala, Viale Italia 9, La Spezia,
Italy; $81.48 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Lucia Scala, Viale Maria Cristina di Savoia
9; Naples, Italy; $81.48 in the Treasury of
the United States.

Lucia Scala, Naples, Italy;
Treasury of the United States.

Ada ScCala, Via Castiglione 21, Bologna,
Italy; $27.16 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Federico Ferrara, Domenico Ferrar, Raf-
faele Ferrara, and Gabriele Ferrara, Via B.
Cavalli N. 145, Naples, lItaly; $27.16 in the
Treasury of the United States.

Ulisse Scala, Naples, Italy; $27.16 in the
Treasury of the United States.

Edgardo Scala, Naples, Italy; $27.16 in the
Treasury of the United States.

$27.16 in the

Armando Scala, Via Castiglione 21,
Bologna, Italy, $27.16 in the Treasury of the
United States.

Carmela Bastardi Ruggieri, 211 Vernon
Street, Worcester, Mass.; $40.74 in the Treas-
ury of the United States.

Lucia Bastardi, Vieste, Foggia, Italy; $074
in the Treasury of the United States.

Maria Giuseppa Bastardi, Vieste, Poggia,
Italy; $40.74 in the Treasury of the United
States. -

Sebastiano Bastardi, Bari, Italy; $40.74 in
the Treasury of the United States.

Rocco Scala, Via Generale Daiz 48, Vieste,
Foggia, Italy; $40.74 in the Treasury of the
United States.

Nicolamaria Scala, Vieste, Foggia, Italy;
$10.18 in the Treasury of the United States.

Michelina Scala, Vieste, Foggia, Italy;
$10.18 in the Treasury of the United States.

Matilde Scala, Vieste, Foggia, Italy; $1019
in the Treasury of the United States.

Giovannantonio Scala, Vieste, Foggia,
Italy; $10.19 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Giovanna Maria Scala, Via Trepiccioni 15
Vieste, Foggia, Italy; $81.48 in the Treasury
of the United States.

Lucia Ratti Volpi, Milan, Italy; $3055 in
the Treasury of the United States.

Maria Giuseppa Ratti, San Cevero, Foggia,
Italy; $30.56 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Michele Priore, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.36 in the Treasury of the United States.

Marianna Priore, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.36 in the Treasury of the United States.

Francesco Paolo Priore, San Severo, Foggia,
Italy; $4.36 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Maria Priore, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.37 in the Treasury of the United States.

Delio Priore, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.37 in the Treasury of the United States.

Aldo Priére, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.37 in the Treasury of the United States.

Assunta Priore, San Severo, Foggia, Italy;
$4.37 in the Treasury of the United States.

Raffaella Colacrai, Via Carbonia 5, Milan,
Italy; $7.63 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Donato Colacrai, Via Carbonia 5, Milan,
Italy; $7.64 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Francesco Paolo Colacrai, Via Carbonia 5
Milan, Italy; $7.64 in the Treasury of the
United States.

Antonino Colacrai, Via Carbonia 5, Milan,
Italy; $7.64 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Michelina Durante, Vieste, Foggia, Italy,
$81.48 in the Treasury of the United States.

Maria Antonio del Giudice, Vieste, Foggia,
Italy; Claim No. 64066; Vesting Order No.
2674; $81.48 in the Treasury of the United
States.

Executed at Washington, D.C., on Feb-
ruary 8, 1962.

For the Attorney General.

[seal] Paul V. Myron,
Deputy Director,
Office of Alien Property.
[F.R. Doc. 62-1479; Filed, Feb. 13 192

8:47 a.m.]
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