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Rules and Regulations

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND SPACE

Chapter |—Federal Aviation Agency
| Reg. Docket No. 6649; Amdt, 430]

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES
Miscellaneous Amendments

The ameéndments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted fo become effective
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi-
eation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures,

As n situation exists which demands immediate action in the Interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication.

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R, 5662), Part 87 (14
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows:

1. By amending the following low or medium frequency range procedures prescribed in §97.11(a) to read:

LFR STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURS

peadlngs, courses and radials are magnetie, Elevations and altitudes ure 1o feet MSL, Cellings are in foet above nirport elovation, Distances sre In nuutical
berwise (muenud. except visibilities which are In statute mdles 5

I .
ot pmhpmmdmdthnbowlxwumdm&n the helow named sirport, 1t ahail be in sccordance with the following lnst 2 w?muh
v in ifferent nitial

T lure,
approsches

an sppeoach I8 conduoted in nccordance with & procedure for such alrport suthorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency,
fe over speoifiod routes, Minimum altitudes shall correspand with those established for en routs operation in the particnlar arca or as set forth below,
Transition Cefling and visibiiity minimumas
2-engine or less
) Oouidesnd Mintmim . Maore than
From— To— Qistanoe altitude Candition Sore CmE
(eet) 66 knots | Mace than | Z8t8 THER
or less 65 knots o
Whdacr VO R. .o i e vanatand et QOLFRM0AD . .oovriioiocacenee Direet o 1700 | Tdn®. ... aee. 1H00-1 B00-1 B500-1
C-d.. R0-1 B00-1 wWO-114
C-n.. $00-2 R0-2 BOO-2
i s gy i skt s it
w! mums o) wi
duoal low-frequency u.&%xlt and Peach Ir& recelved
Cdn..ceorocesr i o0-1 T 000-1 ! 00-11y

Procednre turn B side of ern, 142 Outbnd, 322 Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles,

Minimum altitude over facility on nnnl;zgsrmth ers, 1700,

Crs wnd distance, QG LFR to sirport. — 7.9 miks: Poach Int to airport, 327°—4.3 miks.

1 visuin ] contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimums or 1 landing not accom plished within 7.9 miles after passing QG LFER or 4.3 miles after poss-
Ing Peachi Iut, elimb to 2200/ and direct o MDE EBn or, when directed by ATC, (1) make right-climbing tarm to 200" aud return 0 QG LFR or (2) make right
etlimbing turn to 200" and d t o QG VOR.

n Nore: Sliding scalo not sutharized.
f1 sutborized on Runway SIL only.
bin 25 mides of focllity! N}uf E~10007; B-200"; W-2800.

City, Detroit £tate, Mich.; Altport name, Detroit City; Eloy., 626 Fac. Class.,, BB RAZ (Windsor LFR); ldent., QO; Protedure No. 1, Amdt. 12; BfT. Date, 19 June 6; Sop.
Amdt. No. 11; Dated, 20 Mar. 65

2. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 97.11(b) to read:
ADF STANDARD INSTRUMENT APrnoAcn ProcEDURS

lingr, courses and radials are magnetie. Elovations and altitudes are in feot MSL. Ceilings are in feet ahove alrport elovation. Distances are in noutieal
wito Indiented, excopt visibilities which are in statute mikes.
nt approach procedeare of the above t ¥ conducted at the below named alrport, It ahall be in accordance with the following inatr

op lare,
roach bs conducted in aecondance with a different procedure for such alrport authorizad by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. tial n?»wmcha
I uver specified routes,  Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route openstion fn the particuiar srea or as set forth below,
Transition Celling and visibllity minimums
2-engine or less More th
Minhnum i
Protn— To— Course and sltitndo Condition Z-eogios,
distance (teet) 85 knots | More than | Tere than
or Jess 65 knots
2300-2 2500-2 WOG-2
NA NA NA
2500-2 23002 200-3
N NA NA
NA NA NA

— | 3 i

irn B sldde of ers, 351 Outbnd, 171* Inbnd, 5000 withis 10 miles (nonstandard to avold high ternla to the W),
tude over fucility on final approach crs, So00', :

tact not established o Beseeait 1o suthorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile of BML RBa, make o right-climblog turn
‘wlthln 10 miles of BML RBn, Hold N of BML EBn, 171° Inbad, laninute left turns,
!ty must be monitored aurally during this ' (2) Fuellity owned and operated by the State of New Hampshire,
i 67O W 20007 o ors of 351° fram facility within 10 miles, 171° Inbnd. Al turns to the E.
‘hlout procedure: Climb N of faellity, shuttle to 6700" on ors of 351° within 10 miles of BML RBn, 171% Inbnd, all turns to the B,
aphke: Lieletes transition fram Cascade Int sod air ewrrier note
10 25 miles of facllity: O00°-180° ~8200"s 180P-270°—T400"; 200°-000°— 4800,

o, NUYL: Alrport name, Berlin Municipal: Elev., 118" Y;-ru(;‘jlm HW: Idont., BML; Procedare No, 1, Amde, & B, D.ue.'lo June 65; Sup. Amdt, No, §;
Jated, 7 Oct. 61
1867




RULES AND REGULATIONS

ADF STANDARD INSTRUMENT ArPRoacH Procuposs—Continued

Transition Celling snd visibility mintmums

x or less Moce thas

T Sungine,
66 knots | More than | 707 tha
ocless | G5knots | Enels

300-1 00-44
600-1 we-154
500-1 50-1
800-2 | 50-1

Procedure turn N dd‘ol UN‘ Ouxhnd u-'x’ﬂ ﬂg‘mn 10 mbes,

Mintmam dutudt onr Ly on final
d Jpct .p

W d-m un&hwbd nlnhnumoru nmmd e.s miles after passing LOM, turn elght, el s
mbl wuﬂunnmmnuu.mw ATC, turn b W to DEN VOR.
'\\utbound (193" through 320°) IF R departurcs must comply with pu Deaver 'u with mdar vectors.

City, Denver; State, Colo.; Alrport name, Stapleton International; Elov., 5331°; Pac. Class, LOM; Ident., DE; Proocsdure No. I, Amdt. 27 Eff. Dats, 10 June 05; Sup. Amit
No. 26; Dated, 26 Oct. &

Procedure turn E sido of w‘Ouumd 146" Inbnd, 2700" within 10 miles,

Minimum altitude ovee LDMCI.‘W

[ . ptabils ‘ lw—“ horised landing minim if landing not lishod within 5.7 miles aftor MDS REBn, olitab to 20 d
ant wns or not accom, within 5.7 m n, olimb (o 000" s

ermdquo Lvnu.vhwmudbyxl‘c ) muw%vmammuquovone?mmuwum umm Mwouktmmqu

Am Casmuen Nore: Budlunlemwlhuiui

*300-1 takoofl au on R ;’y l&i
MSA within 25 mbles of facility: — 3 000°-180"—2300"; 180°- 270" —2700"; 200" - 300" 2000,
COlty, Detroit; Btate, Mich,; Alrport name, Detrolt Clty; Elev,, 620'; Foe. Class, MHW; M&MDB: Procedure No. 1, Amdt, 7; EM, Date, 19 June 65; Sup. Aol No &

Dated, 20 Mar.

500-1
1000-2
1000-1
1500-2
NA

.

ure turn § sido o‘u:. '.m' Oulbod 083* Inbind, 3500" within 10 miles.
final s, MO,

lnlm.unuor Ilhnd -nmpllnhod within 2.7 miles after passing LCI RBn, cllmb straighit sbesd
1 REn ot 3500 Hald w d R right turns,
ndmyovrudndmmw&mdﬂw Hampshlro.

Other ¢ h‘gﬁ:

*No takeo ou!lunnyl'l moru.nmkotkhwumuumtoh LClanwmmm’wmqu-{m;
Continue elimb in hold: W LCI RBn, (53* Inbn lmhu&rbhlmmunmmhm A for direction of fiight. After takeoll from Runway 8, mako left-clim
ln;unwl.(,lm!n-t b in hol: pouamunwmehln( MEA dmmdmz.

*h lomonnmnnlmanl Mlc!rdlu!olncnnduewiNd Tmp&-ﬁ.
wi 25 mifles of facility: 000" 5200, OB -190° 340, 180™

Olty ,Laconia; State, N.H.; Alrport name, Laconis Municipal; Elev,, 552°; Fee. C[mhs"l. ltr‘nt.. LCI: Procedure No. 1. Amdt. 3; Eff. Dato, 19 June 65; Sup. Amdt No &
, .

Procedure turn E side of lﬂ" Outbnd, 352* Inbind, 2200" within 10 miles.

Minimum sltitude over cn final .frnwh, 11007,
Crs snd distance, 6 mlles. thnhing terd
0 descen® 10 authorized landing mlnlmumsot if landing not sccomplished within 3.5 miles alter passing RBn, make right-cllinbeg

to MHT RBn at 200, Hold 8 of Ml T RBn, 3582° Inbnd, 1-minuts right turns, ding pot
Nores: (1) Ynelhl{ must bo monitored aurally during this procedure, (2) Faellity owned and opersted by the State of New Hampshire. (3) Appeoach from » holdd

tern not sutharizod. Procedure turn required.
Cavrion: 450 terraln (0.75 mllo R of Rxmvny 35).
MSA within 25 miles of faeility: 000"-000%—2500"; 000"~ 180" —1800"; 180" -$60" 3300,

City, Manchester; State, N.H.: Afrport name, Gronier Field (Munchester Muniegdh Fao. Class., MHW; Ident., ME'T; Procedare No, 1, Amdt 2 E
June 6% Sup. Am 0. 13 l)ol«f. 1-Aux, &2

1 Date, 9
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ADF STANDARD INSTRUMENT AFPROACH ProcEpune—Continued

Transition Celling and visibility minimums
Goorse b8 Minimum e I"””M
From— To— distance altitude Caondition Aoy oo
(foet) 65 koots | More than 65 knots
or less 65 knota
Arosle Iot o o Y AR O SRS L R e 2400 | T-dn. 300-1 00-1 200-1%
Casey 1ot. PO RBN . o o Tahe o vedasniead DGO s vmes 2500 | C~dn. 700-1 700-1 700-3
3 Hn-d T00-1 T00-1 00-1
A-dn* NA NA
The following mlnlmum.l apply i Etoa Int received
O, eannaans 400-1 E0-1 B0~ 3%
8-dn-6.......... | 400-1 | 400-1 I $00-1

Procedure tum Bmom 225" Outbnd, 045" Inbnd, mmm 10 miles,
Minlmnum altitude over ty on final approsch ors, 1400"
¥ ot aln

¢ :\‘ \x 'Tuxmlw. Ptoa Int to alrport, 045°—3.6 miles. Ftna Int to RBo 3.9 miles.

11 visan! eontact Dot established mpon descént Lo authorized lunding minkmums or if landing not pcoomplished within 0.0 mile of MTO Rin, climb to 2300 on ey of 045°%,
torn right sod retumn o MTO nnn.msasw Inbnd ers, O45%, right tarns.

NorE: Private facility puuodb Cales County Alrport authori

Nore: Private facility o) ounty A

*Altrroate rd:mlmunu liamod alr corriers with Ammvd weelher service.

Oity, MaticonCharleston; State, TIL: Alrport name, Coles County Memorial; Eley,, 721; Fac. Class,, nw, ld«xt MTO (Private facility); Procedure No, 1, Amdt. 2, B
Date, 19 June 68; Sup. Amdl.. No. I; D.ud ¥

MGM VO3 Direct. coveeaeeee 1800 300-1 200-1 m—!g
Bentun I Direct. 1700 4001 001 w0-144
Calbou I Direct 1500 400-1 400-1 400-1
SwHt Creek InS....+ - o opetossnsassesens LOM..... DNeCt. e e sssaonan 1500 800-2 800-2 B0-2
Beliers Iot......... LOM Direct. oo 2500

Rodar vectoring sutborized in socordance w pgro

Procedure turn 8 side erg, 273° Outbad, M" lnbn 'mo'wum lo:nne&

Minimum sltitude over fncllity on final ers, 1200,

lr"uu] stance, fueility to alrport, 093°—6.1 miles

I contnet pot established upon descont to nuthorized landing minimums or i landing not ghhed wllhhl 5.1 miles after passing MOM LOM, climb to 2000
o B~ (GM VOR within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, mmbuwmmuwmuouw within 14

Cavrion: Tower, 987" § E,

Cavrion Norx: \uuomum anways 15-33 not suthorlzed dae kek of Wmdmn Tighta,
?\:‘.rt ':In!l executn DAy, um belng reidentifed, be ¥

MEA a,l.dn 25 milea olLduty -our—nﬂ 000° -180° 25007 ; 180°-270°— 1600; 200°- 3607 — 22007,

City, Montyomery; Btate, Al Alrport name, Danvelly Field; Elev,, 221°; Fae. Class,, LOM; l&mt., M@; Procedure No, 1, Amdt, 6; B Date, 10 June 65 Sup. Amdt. No, §;

Dated, 17 Apr,
Amboy VHF Int. AT e e O el - B e i e sl TR S s cnete 1600
Chattam R "'l MESPCTUIRARSERE ¥ () AN NSRS RGCOANSTRIIE 8 & . AUENRRESREC 2000
Radar vex 'urngmthwwlnmdmvmbnpngcwdndlm
Procedure turn W side of Oulbnd 037* Inb nd, 1600° within 10 miles (noostandard doe to ATC),
Mintn stitude aver fachlity on final ou:hal.lw
Crs and distance, fucility to 9 miles,
If visin) contact not established upon m«w-uwmdm minlmums or if landing not sccomplished within omnudwm-ln(l,ou climb to 100" on crs,

m'tw.n 14 )\l then maks Ien-dlmbtng_mm to 200" direct to Chatham RBan, IloldNB Chatham Rﬂnm Lmioute right turns, Inbad crs, 241°,
Cavmo nuumnn 08', 2.2 miles N of
MEA wi l aln 25 miles of facility: M‘W—M 000" —20600",

Clty, Nownrk; State, NJ.; Alrport nume, Nowark; Elev,, 18", Fao, Class,, Lou;z!idmt,..&w: Procedure No. 1, Amdt, 15; Eff, Date, 19 June 65; Sup, Amdt, No, 17; Dated,

P nssinin 00-1 NA NA

i 500-1 NA
o i o NA NA NA
) e =l NA NA NA

Radsr tonny n;mmu:auodin wd‘lom-pmhmlml.

Yroced ur |'m\indeolcn.M“0mbM,N7 ;3:¢n5“

e m aititude over faciiity on final op

"” ‘ lel: hd&é%nmd m:kwc M orfzed landing mind uhnd plished within 4.7 mlles after N7 Radlo Bescon, clim!

oy - A Contact Dot nt to auth mums or | not accom| 4.7 mlles after passing P , climl
“‘1;;;':‘"‘;;;\- cors 1o Clmtham RBnMIloM NE lLaminute right turns, Inbad crs, 241° -~

25 miles of facility: 270%-150"—2900"; 180"-270" 21007,
City, Paterson; Blate, N.J,; Alrport name, Totows Wayne; Elev., 185 Fac. Class., MEW; Ideat., PNJ; Procedure No, 1, Amdt, Orig.: EXf. Date, 10 June 65

S—




RULES AND REGULATIONS

ADF STANDARD INSTRUMENT ArrEoscH Procsouns—Continued

‘Tranaltion

Moru thay
2engine,
mors than
65 knots

ENE VOR
Froepar

Procedure turn 8 side °'§?hm Outbnd, 112° Inbnd, 2000° within 10 miles of LOM.
Mintmarn altitude over on finial ora, 15007,
Crs and distance, facility to 112554 mllag
11 visual contact not establ u duconuowu-odudlmduummunumotl( (: ‘?hhalwiwnumiklmum%mmd LOM, clim!

on ors, 112° within 10 mides of LOM, muke & right-climbing turn to PW LOM ot 2100°,  Hold W of PW LOM, 112”7 Inbnd, laninute right turns,
MSBA within 25 miles of facility: O00F 3 UR0P-180°—13007; 180°-270°—2100°; 270°-3060" 20007,

City, Portland; State, Malne; Atrport name, Portland Municipal; Elov, 67 h::. Ol-.,mlﬁu. lg;nL, PW; Procedure No , 1, Amdt, & Eff. Date, 19 June 85; Sap, A
Dated, ug. .

PIEVOR

Radsr vectoring suthorized in sccordance with ved

Procedure turn N side of ers, 206" Outbud, 086° hnd. within 10 miles. Due MacDill AFB traflie,

Mintmum altitude over focllity on final ap)

Ors and dhum ndmg port, 058* mllu.

1f visual con lished upon descont to suthorized landing minimums or If landing not sccomplished withio 5.7 miles alter posging AMP RBn, turn left, s

053° booring kom AMP RBn, dlmhlng 10 1000" within
Nores: (1) M:eun cxecuting missed approach may, after being reidentified, be radar controlled. (2) Alr carrier use not suthorized, Weather and communications

not avallablo o t
CAUTION: m' towers immediately N of airport.  Unicom available,

*500-1 mﬁgmi for N and NW
MSA within 26 miles of facllity: WW—IW 090°~180"—2200"; 180°-270"—1000; 270°-360"— 1600,
Oity, Tampn; State, Fla; Abrport name, Poter 0. Knight; Elev,, §°; Fac. Class., H-8AB; Ident., AMP; Procedure No. 1, Amdt, I; Eff. Dats, 19 June 08; Sup. Amdt Ne,
Orig.; Dated, 27 Oct. 62

PIE VOR. -] LOM__,
AMP RHEn.. s eeee| LOML

suthorized In sceordance wi opmed
o 'deeltk l:c,&?' oor* (')‘:::ud 18* . 1 wll.hh 10 miles,
mum A ovn [ 2_""‘
Crs and distance { nl;poﬂm - 0 mbles,
1f visusl contact not estabilished upon descent to suthorkzed landin mlnlmumaot Uhmltxxnol ummpumed within 4,0 miles after pasdng LOM, turn right, proceed direct
- P!’ix Vowﬂuatgulw ol *bm - o Achelu m::nad be M:r
c&‘glon 0 ud)ow‘:r‘u 1 mue O

Lreletes tr &om lbon %
*200-14 ab tnl for “{y
MBA wlthln 28 miles of facility: M‘M’—l oao'-xw—mr 180°-270"—1800'; 270" -300° 13007,
City, Tumps; State, Fla.; Alrport name, Tampa Internstional; Elev., 27; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., TP; Procsdure No. 1, Amdt. 18; B, Date, 19 June 65; Sup. Amit. No
17; Dated, 22 Ang. 04

PIE VOR .! AP RER . 0 e se e covssorsantise

A-dn 800- 500-2 :
1f diroctod by ATC, sfreraft will maintaln 3000 st
m AMP RBu and the following minimums wil

$00-1 [ 800-1 ’ 5014

Rodar voctoring su n pocordance with ap|

Procedure turm E uldo ol lul‘ Outbnd, 001° um lbg within 10 miles,

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1 1500°.

{,'nl:undldmtnc: h:d.m bﬁww“ 30L ml'—tllx’nlkt N P RBn, climb (o 1300 @
visunl contaet not esta) u escent to suthorized landing mintmuins or if landing not sccomplished within 6.1 miles after passing AMP n, clim 1300

besring of 001° from AMP RBn 'llhlnpoﬂ‘;mlh‘. g o %
Nore: Afroraft executing missed h procedure may, after belng reidentified, be radar controlled,
Cavmiox: 210° radio tower, 1 mne SW of nirport,
*200-34 absolute minlmum for takeofl Runway 27,
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 0067 -0007—19007; (9~ 180" —2200'; 150°-270°—1000"; 270°-300°— 1600,

Oity, Tampa; State, Fla.; Alrport name, Tampa International; Elev,, 27°; Fnc.DClnn.. ll—SABé‘Idan. AMP ;Procedure No. 2, Amdt, 2; EQ, Date, 19 June 65; Sup. A
l ug.

g1, Ne.li
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3. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in §97.11(c) to read:
VOR BTaNvaunD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE
Bearings, headings, mn-ndndhlmmmlle. Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL, Cellings ure in feet above sirport elovatlon, Distances are in nautical

milos anles stberwise indicated, excopt visibilities which are 1 statute miles.
1fan ine :mmmuppmechpuadmdlm-bontl&ohmdwednmmwnmn:hnnbolaw tha following instrumen procedure,
anlest an approach is conducted in accordance wit erent progedure for such alrport sathorized by the Administrator of tho Fedoral A viation Amoy nitial approsches
shall be made over specified rostes, Mm!mumnutudmlhnmmvnhunucubulbodMnmuomﬂmhtbomnhrworummhbobw,
Transition Celling and visibility minimums
2ungine or less
Course snd Mintmuom ”"m‘m
From— To— aititude Condition thag
(feet) 68 knots | More than M“.'m"
or loss 05 knots
300-1 800-1 NA
G001 000-1 NA
800-2 NA

Procedure turn 8 side of 230* Oothnd, 050° Inbnd, 2800 within 10 miles.
Minhnwn sititude over t w%mnﬁw.

visial contact not establ pon descent to suthorised minimums l-ndmcnotmvl-tmlwﬂhln&bmnudwm PQI VORTAC, make s right-

g it mlouxol‘QlVOB‘l'AC uzsw Hold SWOHMPQI RTAC&R-’M. 1-minute right turms, 050° In!
a anumm (0.8 mlle NW of airport),

thin 23 mﬂu d facility: 000°-180"—3100"; 180°-270°—2700; 2703603300,

City, Curiboa; Etate, Maine; Alrport name, Cariboa Municipal; l\ov ©s’, ’h‘!" %&Y?:TAC.ML. PQI; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 2:8! Date, 19 June 63; Sop. Amat,
0, 1; Da

200-1§
1000-3
1000-3
DME
leed:
80-1
800-1
Procedure turn N side of @1 Outhnd, 201* Inbnd, 740" within 10 miles, Beyond 10 miles not suthorized.
Minlnam altitude over faell nwmwm 1«#
Cry und distunos, facllity to almon 201°—-1332 mnn.
11 vhss] contsct Bot established upon desoeat to authorized lan ding minimums or if landing not sconn O‘ed within 10.0 miles sfter passing CPR VOR, climb to 8000

o R-20i CP R VOR within 20 miles or 'hmdmudby ATC dlmbtouNanmollwvlumm
MSA within 25 miles of facllity: 000" — ~150"~10,300"; 150°-270" ':lfw 270°-300"—820'.
Leastboand (134" through 155%) IFR depntutu: On V-19 cross Deer C 1nt 8t or above $000’; On V-83 cross Mountatn Int ot or above 10,0007,

City, Casper; State, Wyo.; Alrport name, Casper Alr Terminal: Elev., 5348"; Fee. Class,, BVORTAC; Ideat., OPR. Pmcndun No. 1, Amdt. & EfI. Dato, 19 June &5 or w
b7 connnimolb?k Rnn. Bup.AmdL No. & Dsud. o

B0

WA LER .. oot ey tiinnace WINASE VOR-oe oo e eeecscensnamears| DO e caennaas 2000 'l‘-dao..... > m—n 500-1 8001
.. 1000-1 1000-1 1000-114
1000-2 1000-2 1000-2
wnm 1000-2 1000-2
mgv hen afreraft equi
OBMADPMVI:MMXMN-
cﬁln_« I 600-1 qu 000-134
Procodure turn delo(u’l"lwom 323* Inbnd, 2000 within 10 miles.
M nmn altitude over onmn
lintanes, QO von to alrport, 323°—12.3 mﬂs-, Isiand Int umrpm. 323°—4.2 miles.
11 virnl contact Dot establised upon descent to sutharked lasnding m o 1f landing not sccomplished within 123 miles after passing QG VO R, elimb to 2700 on
QO VOR 5-323 and mwo.klntw.wbendlmwbyATb. (§3) mkenn-udtmbtngwmw'mvmd urn to Win d VOR or (2) make right-climbing turn to 2000

mdi o
I8 AR ¢ -

B¥0 | tukeofl suthorized Runwa

MEA within 25 mileg of facility: o‘r—m‘—xw 000°-180°—1500"; 150°-270"—2400; m'-m'—w
City, Detrolt; State, Mich.; Alrport name, Detrolt City; Elev,, 620% Foc. Class, BVOBuLdml. QQ; Procedure No. 1, Amdt, % Efl. Date, 19 June 65; Sup, Amdt, No. 15

TRY IRk ........oeeeems seannnssenmemeres] OBk Int (B0Al).-ooco... Direct 2400 | T-da* 500-1 5001
B It L ORR Tite oy ea i e o g oo ey 70 | C-du.. #00-1 on-1 000-134
A-dn, S00-2 H00-2 2
s N side of ers, 378° Outhind, 143° lnbna.m within 10 miles of Ok Tnt.
Mir n altitude over Oak 1ot on ﬂn-l
(l'” distanee Oak Int to sfrport, lnlln.
o sl contact not established upon descent to nuthorized landing minhmums or i Janding not sccomplished within 5.1 miles after passing Onk Int, climb to 2000° and pro-
w",l}i"l QG VOR or, when directed by ATO, (1) climb o 2000 and proceed direct to QG LFR or (2) make ciimbing Jeft torn to Z700° and proceed 10 Onk Int ﬂuqu
Nots: Dusl VOR

A Cannxn N "‘Sudh seaje not authorieed.
W01 takeolt suthorieed unl.Run'ny 331 only, MEA within 25 miles of focllity: 000™-000"—1800/; DO0P-1S0P—18007; 1807 -Z70F— 2000’ ; Z70°-300° 2500,

Chy, Detrolt; Stute, Mich.: + Alrport name, Detrolt City; Elov., 60 Fac, Ch-.i n\'on !thnt.. QG; Procedure No. 2, Amdt, 2 B Date, 19 June 85; Sup. Amdt, No.1;
Tl eeceannen a0-1 300-1 e
L0 MCOSSEICRETE W01 00-1 134
O, e eaciee e wo-2 w02
A ananee wWo-2 000-2 ﬂl)-Z

Jure torn E side of ors, mr Outbnd, 30° Inbnd, W within 10 miles
on foal uw‘t:uea:l.
R oo df ekatiied upen et la snthsiod g """""“‘".nw“ " “".‘é’" b mw‘ o e & e gt ey
1 4 mies or, irec C, - ~281 Wi
'ull\n OTR: When -uumﬂmi:y ATC, DNE may be nndem position between R-101 clockwise to R-281 via 6-mile DME arc with the

:.m o! procodure tury
A within 28 ml)a of bdllly 000P-000°—2400"; 090°-270°~2800"; 270°-360" 3200,
City, Pargo; Stste, N. Dak,; Alrport name, Hector Field; Elev., 900; Fuc, Clast,, BVORTAC; Ident., FAR; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. Orlg.; EfL Date, 10 Juue 63

No.117—23




RULES AND REGULATIONS

VOR STAXDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PRocRDURE—Continued

Tranaition Colling and visibility mintmuimns

C sha 'ﬁ"" 3angine or leas Moro thay

umr Condition Jeturitie,
distance (fost) 65 knots llm lhnn inore thay
or less 65 knots

- 1z, |

Procedure turn E side of 140" Outbnd, 339* Inbnd, 1300° within 10 miles.
Mioimum altitude over fscllity oo final o ors, 100",
(,‘n and dbunec. hdmy to alr 3

miles.
1f visual con! deaeem to stuthorized landing minimums or if landing not accom within 4.3 miles LFKV %, ol
A mmmmmnn upan g % plishod n 4.3 miles after passing K VOR, turn bl

Other change: Deletes note obstruction

*Heavier alreraft nse caution dae runw Iood hwinu l;w

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000 Q00 ; O00°~ IS0P-200° — 1800 ; 200°-300" 2000,

City, Lufkin; State, Tex.; Alrpoct name, Angﬂhu County; Elev., 200; Plﬁ~ 07 > BV(;’RTA%.‘IML, LFK; Procedure No. 1, Amde. 8; B, Date, 19 June 65 Sup
0.7, , 17 Oct.

! 300-1
o-1
:

&00-1
| 800-2

Procedure turn E side of ers, 157° Outhnd, 337 lnbnd. 2200" within 10 miles.
Mintmum nmlnde over l.e(hly on finsl 100,

Crs and dhuuet. Lo airport, 337° mﬂu.
I visual con! ggu to suthorized lsn 1:" minlmums er if Jandi ‘*m asccomplishod withiu 4.2 miles after passing MHT VOR, make right
climbing turn to MHT VOR at 2200, Hold 8W ol Illﬂ‘ VOR on R-157, 1-ninute right turns, Inbad.
CAUTION: 480" terrain (0,75 mide E of Run 35),
MSA within 25 miles of facflity: 000"-000°— 7 000~ 180" — 1800"; 180" 300" 33007,

City, Manchester; State, N.H,; Alrport name, Gredner Fleld (Manchestor Municipal); Blov, . 23; Fae, Olass,, L-BYORTAC; Ideat.,, MHT; Procedure No. 1, Amdt, 2, Eff
Date, 10 June 06; Bup. Amdt. No b, 1; Datod, 11 Ang. 62

i
1
|

Rodar veetoring suthorized In accordance with approved
Procedure turn E side ers, 138° Outbnd, 815° Inbud, within 10 miles,
Nmmumduwdembcmlyonmmw h ors, 18007,
Crn and distance, facility nlsoﬂ miles,
If visual contaet not euub inhed upon descent to sulhoﬂud landing minimums or if Janding not aceom! lhbed within 5.6 miles after passing MGM VOR, climb Lo 2000 %0
R-318 within 20 miles of MGM VOR or, when directed !um duubtow ors MGM 1 20 miles,
15-33 not mtluhod of obstruction an

Norzs: (1) Night orlru'on Runwn mmn hts, by ATC, DME may be used from H-908
clockwiso to R-150 within 15 miles st nnd hm R- Iw o n-m 'lmln 15 miles at W " Eﬁmn Emht-ln wpﬂm:h’wltb eltmlnalfzn of prooedure turs
3) Alreraft executing ml-edhmrmd\ -o‘o' %f tified, be radar controlled.

MBA within 25 miles of ty: 000* 2000”3 180°—26007; 180"-270"—2500"; 270"-360" 2000,

City, Montgomery;: State, Ala; Alrport name, Dannelly Field: Elev,, 2217; Fac. Class., BVOB‘I‘AC Ident., MGM; Procedure No. 1, Amdt, 12; Eff, Date, 19 June &5 =)
Amat. No. 11; Dated, 17 Ape. 05

4. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures preseribed in § 97.13 to read:
TExMINAL VOR STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPFROACH PROCEDURE

Boarings, bead conrses and rodisls are magnetie, Elevations and altitudes are In feet MSL, Cellings are In feet above alrport olovation, Distances are in nautiol
mn'x':“ih;“m .WMmemmmu?‘n: 5 S Sia SE S s
trument approach procedure above conducted al below named alrport, It shall accordance lex m
‘:u 1 conducted in accordance wi &nannhm&nﬁwlme lhnAdnmnnmouhol itial approachs
ver spociBed routes, Mmlmmnllmod.lhnm with those established for on route operation in uuounmhﬂhbe w.

Transition Qeoliing und visibility minkmuoms

Sengine or Jess Moro thas
2engine,
oore this
65 knots | More thatt | “ae'ynols
or less 65 knots

2200-2 %
200-2 %
3000-3 3000

Procedure turn 8 side of mln‘ Outbind, 108* Inbad, 10,200° within 10 miles
;imm n‘l‘umlndem factlity on Nnal approsch crs, W00’
on 3
vimZI contact not established upon descont to suthorized landing mmlmnms or i landing not sceomplished within 0.0 mile after passing ELY VOR, right tun &
llwmu 150 within 18 miles of ELY VOR, No(mmh&l for to reaching 10,500,
Departare procedures: Climb clear of clouds over ‘-I’r,gnﬂ
SA within 25 miles of facility: 000" wo‘-—u.lw o~ 14,100, m’-m—u G007, 270°-300"—11 300,

City, Bly; State, Nev.: Alrport name, Ely (Yelland Field); Elev., czss Fue. Class, BYOR; ldnt.. SLY' Procedure No. TerVOR R-286, Amdt. 1; L. Date, 19 1
Sup. . Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 28 Mar

b o

ne O
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5. By amending g:he e:gllowmx very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures
rescl by
P ibed 1 §:9758 VOR/DME STANDARD INSTRUMENT APFROACH PROCEDURE

teart Lendings, courses snd rodials are magnetie, Ianuou and altitudes are In feet MBL, Cellings are in féet above alrport elevation. Distances are in nautionl
K T erwise dndiented, sxcapt visibastios which ro 16 miles,

If an istrument approach proceciure of the above t Fhwnduﬂd-tmmw;m o It shall be in accordance wllhuu(olh mu. much
walers an approsch is condueted in aocordance with o for such aleport bylh.AdmtnNnt« the Federal A A:mcy Lppmb“
shall bo made over spocifiod routes, - Mintmum altitudes lhnmwwnd with those established for en route operation tn the particular ares or as set forth belo

Transition Celling and visibllity minimuams
. 5 i 2engine or Jeas !m than
Fromn—~ To— e altitude Condition ’
distance (feet) 65 knots | More than | #Ore than

orless | 68knoty | 85 knots

CON VOR vin BRI o s P 1ot or 15mile DME Fix MHT 3000 | Tdn. oo, 300-1 B00-1 200-4

(final). 190 | C-an 1 w0 001 1
Page Int or 16mile DME Pl MUT R-uo.. 11-mile DME Fix MHT R-340 (final) . 1400 5001 #00-1 X0~
1mie DME Fix MHT R-340. ... ... .| $mile DME Fix MHT R-340 (mm;.. 500 S0-2 S00-3 w02
ol DME Fix MHT R-340. . ... _.......| 7-mile DME Fix MHT R-340 (final). .

Procedure turn W side of erx, 840% Outbing, 160° Inbmd, $000° within 10 miles of Page Int.

Minimum ullllu(ho‘;” lsﬂ%nglug Fixon uaal‘wl‘p‘fuchnm.m u-mna DllE Fix, 1000%; over S-mile DME Fix, 1400°; over Jauile DME Pix, 800/
| distance, 7+ lffva'!. -,

1 visual mnuc( not estabilished I\:Rm descent 1o suthorized lunding mintmums or if landing not sccomplished at 5. 4mile DME Flx, climb to 2200 direct to MHT VOR.
i ¢ T VOHR on R-157, -rtinute right turna, 337 Inbad,
Novx xnwdlmlunllw ulred on transition from CON VOR to Page Int at 3000,
Cavtiox: 650 terrain (096 mile E of Runway 35),
MEA within 25 miles of (ndluy GO0 090" 1 060"~ 180" —1800°; 150" -360"—33007,

Clty, Munchoater; State, N.H.; Alrport name, Grenler Field (Manchester Munieipal); Elev., 23%'; Fae. Cluss, b-QVOR'I‘A( Tdent,, MH'T; Procedure No, VOR/DME-1,
Amdt. 1; Eff. Dute, 19 June 65; Sup. Amdt. No. um.mud 10 Apr. 65

Hartatenie Int/19-mile DME Fix R-348......

000 | T-dn'%. ’ 300-1 200- !?
Harbor Int/10.0mile DME Fix R-345.. 900 | C-dn.. & ) 4
Baymide Int . . R 3000 |'S~dn
~dn.
Is Mentited the
n... 000-1 an-114
5-dn-17 000-1 600-1
Rardar v r:odng“.uu)uh-l utilizing MeChord radar in sccordunce with o arowd palterns,
Pric ¢ turn W side of 345° Outbnd, 168 Inbnd, ww within 15 mi
M 1 sltitude over B Int on final npm.eh ;over OLM VOR 800/,
Crn and distaoce, Bodd Int Lo alrport, 166" —4.7 miles; Bmhf Intto VOR m‘-—w miles OLH VOR on lm.
11 vlsua! contaet not established upon descent 1o unhndu'd ln.ndln&t‘ululmnm:ot if land. vmsin 0.0 mile after passing OLM VO R, climb to 3000’ on
R-173 withien 18 miles of OLM VOR: or when directed elimb to 3000 on R vmﬂn lbmnuo VO
‘w\'/m W m n .A'un;-;diud by ATC DME may be vilhin 20 miles at 2000 betwoon R-313 clockwise to R-018 ol OL&I VOR t0 ponition siremft for stenight-lu approach
U on of pe

c Hestricted area 4 7 mllu E of
GTaceots all rnways: Climb on R-348 O VORTAC within 10 mifles 20 i to cross OLM VO RTAC it or above 1500 westbound ot V-204,
MEA within 25 miles of fuciiity: QO0™-000"~~2700'; 0N~ 180°—4900°; 180°- 270" —S700°; 270"-300°—3300/,

City, Olynipdo; Btate, Wash.; Alrport naine, Olympls llunldpal zk-v ' Fae, Olass,, L-IWORTA(, !denL, OLM; Procedure No. VO R/DME No, 1, Amdt 4; Efl. Date,
e 60: Sip. Andt. Mo 3: Deted, 1

6. By amending the following instrument landlnx system procedures prescribed in §97.17 to read:
ILE STANDALD INSTAUMENT APPROACH PROCRDUKS
Elewvations and altitudes are tn foet MSL, Cellings are in foet sbove alrport clovation, Distances are in nautical

e, nnd rodials are tungnetic,
03 uthes -uemdlumd.uuplvmuluu which are In statute milos.
.nmmnzuwcuehwoudmﬂthlbowt mw:tmhhwmdmt.umuhmﬂ the foll Mﬂmﬂl L

! procedur
lm\o\ew.u neh 15 conducted in accordance with o :memmmwwmumlmum Foderal Aviation Agency, nlﬂnlnpmouha
wball b made ¢ ovor specified rontes, L!lnhm-“‘ d d with those established for on route operation In thpnnuulumotnldﬁoﬂhbeh
Tranaition Ceiling and vistbility minimama
2engine or less T
! Oourse snd Mnimum K g
From-— To— distance altitude Condition mare than
(feet) 685 knota | More than 65 knots
or less 04 knots
DEN VoR 7000 800-1 20-
feid Int 7000 # 400-1 500-1 mm
Deeby fat 7000 014 A00-14
Strubary it 7000 00-2 w0o-2 -2
Kiosn VO It ‘ 7500
Witking Iny 2000
nett Int 00
Brightan tni 2000
’:bu.mx} i 7500
ll}\‘\(:\'“n % ::I%

'lnc nulhuﬂml in sccordance with %Y
turn N side of E ors, 07¢* Outhind, 256° Inbnd, v\u:u; 10 milen,
titude at glide m intercoption Inbud, 70007,
* 0f glide wlope and distancs to approach en«lolmnmy Bt OM, 0074’55 miles; at MM, 885106 mile.
Oa0lsct not oxtablished g desoent 1o autharized landing mivbmums ar if landing pot accomplished, turn right, dimbing 1o 7000 direct 1o DEN VOR or, when
g r’, furn right and elimb to 7000° on the 345° bearing from DE LOM.
I tank, 0.8.mile 8E of DEN MM, 552" boacon, lbmllssoldrpm
irel for elreling 8 of nirport due to obstructions (see caution note)
) ““S;n l’lbde‘l,l‘ope no:i uumﬁ“ wo-ag wthorlud except lou-umm turbojot akreraft, with operntive bighdntensity runway lights. 400-14 suthorlzed, excopt
L nireraft wit rative A
nal “"rv muxm«iud for Innding on Runwny 8L provided that all components of the LS, high-intensity ranway lights, ;Klm lights, ennd«mm
r(2|l|n al mnmh .&txno‘ m‘mt are operating satistactorily. Descent helow 5531° shall not be made unless visaal contact wi ta has
e aireraft is ¢l
*¥ Vimal range 2400° also authorized for takeoff on Runway 2L In Heu of 200-14 when 200-44 Is suthorized; provided that high-intensdty ronway lghts are opera-

Weet boima (198 through 320 IF R departures must comply with published Denver SID's or with radar vectors.

Cht
W Denver; Sata, Colo.; Alrport name, Stapleton International: Elov., 5331 Fac. Class, 1LS; Ident,, I-DEN; Procedure No. 1LS-20L, Amdt, 30; Efl. Date, 16 June 65
Sap. Amdt. P}mw D.l«‘ M Mar. 64




RULES AND REGULATIONS
ILS Srawpany INSTROMENT APPuoscn Procrpuns—Continned

Transition OColling and visibility minkmums

2-ongine or less I Moo than

I 1 Sengine,

More than | @07 than

68 knota nory
“m‘l » Knols

00-1 ‘ 00
800-1 | 500154
300-34| 004
&0-2 | 052
l
|

Oulbnda‘o%nmmﬂm 10 miles (nonstandard dus (o more favorablo tecrain),

Int Inbo:
mnpumchenddmn-syuou.w—&.lmlh.ulm 1190°—0.5 mile.
thorized landing minimums or if landing not Mddmbuaﬂnnoc'lolhhnluh HoM N,

y 1450 (o from approach end of runway.
onl' suthorized, excopt for -engine turbojet alrcralt, with operative high-ntensity runway Ngbts; 400-34 suthiorized, o
ot

City, t.niuwn. Btate, Ky.. Alrwtt nAme, Bluo Grass; Elev., 978'; Fuc. Cl:‘s.. ILS; ldals. 5!.!)(; Procedure No. ILS-4, Amdt. & B Date, 10 June 85; Sup, Al No

Fayette Int & l)lno(.

Ptydu 1 SRR A, TSR VO Direct. g
-| Payette Int (final)

tto Int, 2300,
t to alrport, 222°—48 mliles.
If visunl established upon déscent to suthorized landing miaimiuns or U landing not sccomplished within 4.8 miles after passing Fayolto Int, climb to 2000 o
lewwbuwwumnmom
Nore: Procedure wthahodanlywbnwmn ud wmmwvonmmwa
-m—u suthorized, excopt for 4-engine turbojot with operstive high-intensity runway lgh

City, Loxington; Btate, Ky.; Alrport name, Bloe Grass; Elev., 078 Pu. Clam, ILS Ident., 1—!.!& Procodure No. ILS-22 (back ors), AmdL, §; B4 Date, 19 June 65 Sup,

mat. No. % Doted, 21
1800 | T40H......... 300-1 201 |
1700 %00-1 8001 |
1900 i
1800 600-2 0002
2600

Radar veetoring authorized In sccoedance with WM patterns,
‘8 side ofs, 273° Outbnd, 003° Inbnd, 1700" within 10 miles,
at glide 1ot Inbad, 1700,
and d to il ond of runwa; OM, 1700'~—5.1 miles; ot MM, 435'—0.0 mile.
cutablished u] t to authorized minimums or if landing not accomplished turn right, climb to 2000° on R-127 MGM VO R witkin b

1o 2000° on ers of 003° from M LOM within 15
Iack of obatruotion and runwa

lighta.
required when giide slope not utilised. 400-34 authocised, soepl

thomthel\bﬂ
wwmwuhndm‘on Runway 9 provided, that ull compononts of Antensity runway hta, condenser
N og:mnx condition, Dmtmm'm ma’d.mm%mwwt the spprosch

mmumdammmuebuum
2400’ aiso suthorized for takooft ou Runway 9 in Hea of 200-34 whoa 200-14 suthorized providing high-intensity runway lights are operational

City, Montgomery; State, Ala.; Afrport name, Dannelly Fleld; Elev., 221%; he.c‘l?u bsllihu..l-llou'l’mdmhlo ILS-0, Amdt. 11; B Dato, 19 June 65 Sup Amidt

|

Rodar vectoring ance with approved
Nomadmwm. will not descend m&?mw“mommmumnwumm
1 20007

Min! MMQWMMM%MW ors,
Crx and distance, 6-mile Radar Fix to sirpoct 273° miles. . < 10 2000
I mudnotmblhbcdupondmenttowthw\udhndmmnhmwummmmpwm&owbdwwummR.Adubu.cl'"-

on W f MOM ILS within 20 miles.
Nmo ores: (1) Adrcraft executing missed approach muy, after being reidentified, be radar controlled.  (2) MGM sppeoach radar must be {n operation for veotor to (sl appronch

m—u suthorized, except for 4-engine turbojet alreraft, with operative high-intensity ranway lights, %
City, Montgomery; Stste, Aln.; Alrport name, Dannélly Fiold; Elov., 221'; Pac, Class., ILS; [dent., I-MGM; Procedure No. ILS-27 (back ers), Amdt, Orig.; Efl. Date, 19 Jane
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ILS Sraxpano IXsSTAUMENT AProscn ProcxooRs-—Continued

Transition Celling snd visibility minlmums

Sengine or bess ‘.“’“’".f_""

maore than
e | Morn | T

Atiboy VIIF Inte i vimnnnenennnsaas ) o) T T S SR s DR

J00-1 00-1 ?
Chntham BBN.oooeanesshvnssnnssamsasns Vo) " R SOESSNTS IO K SRR 4;

-2

w00-2 wo-2 w02

000-2 ‘ wo-2

.-y'w transitions authoriged In sccordance w mng radar patterns.
Prooed l.n' turn W side of W cr, 217 Outbod, lnhud. 1000° within 10 miles (nonstandard due to ATC),
Mintmis altitude ot wdom"mpuou ln\md

Altie Jmhgudnbpu ww.nddmnva at O um'—umnu-uuu 240’ 0.6 m lle

I \‘hl‘u rontact not established tpon descent to au 4 uuﬂ:umunu lnndl‘:ﬁ plhhod. ellmb to 2000 on 0377 ars from LOM to interopption of LUA
VOR R-32, n?;:;! lelt tw and prou:ldd to Morristown VHF Int at , gotd SW Lminute turns Inbod crs, 061°,

Cayrmox ding m

'!:. n.)., visual range W thorizad for takeoff and lnndlng on Runway 4 provided that all components of the ILS, high-Intenaity runway lights, ap b lights
condensee discliarge fashees, and all nhlod alrborne ¥ oporsting condition. Descont below 218° shall not bo made unbes visuul con: with the

apgeoach lghts bas beea ostablished or the nireraft is cloar of

dn.
“Runway visual 2000 also suthorised for takeoff on Runway 4 in Uou of 200-34 when 200-34 authorized, providing high-intensity runway lights are operational,
#o00-1 roquired wlm?&h slopo ipoperative,

Clty, Newsrk; State, N.J.; Alrport name, Newark; Elv,, 18 Fac. (.‘lanlS %;&%.5:1!“; Procedure No. IL8-4, Amdt. 18; Eff. Date, 10 June 65; Sup, Amdt, No.17;
a <

ENE VOR..

.................... PW LOM - 3 2100 200-1 300-1 ID-‘L
PIbort Int. . . i e e FW LOM. ... 210 G001 6001 600-144
H0-2 500-2 500-2

Procedure turn 8 side of 202 Outbod, 112° Inbod, 2100° withio 10 miles,
M.‘n:: - w altitude at ‘“(:“ w@&m In

Altitade of glide slopo and lmwh cnd dmnw-y at OM, 1740754 mu- al MM, 273" —0.6

1f visaal contsct not established ) ?oa degoent to suthorized land! s o if landing .ooomplbm climb to 1000° on crs, 112* within 10 miles, then miuke a right-
dimbing turn to PW LOM st 21007, of PW LO)‘. 112* Inbad, 1-minute right turns,
*50-4( roquired with glide slope hopws&lvo.

Clty, Portland: Btate, Malne; Alrport name, Portland Municipal; Elv., u Fae. Class., ILS; Ideat., I-PWM; Procedure No. ILS-11, Amdt 4; E{. Date, 19 June 65; Sup,

No. 3; Dated, ¢ May 63
PIEVOR..... ), 1500 | T-An#%. oo 300-1 30-1 200-%
AMP RBa. ... Direct. ... 3 1500 | C<dnece o iviiun 500-1 500-1 H00-1
Witeen Int. DI 2 e 0 1200 | S-dn-18L#s" . .. 200~ 200-14
s St on-2 2
Radar vectoring asuthorized (o socordance wi lpmﬁd
Procedurs turn W side of oo Ou!.bud 1851° Inl within 10 miles.
Mininum aititade at xiide lmmv :
Altltude of glide :lom -opmh ond ol‘mny at LOM, 171" 4.0 m ot MM, 218°—0.5 mile.
If vismal contact not established uxon eacont to autherized Ianding minlxnmw i l:‘[ not newmplhbed turn right to 225°, cllmb to 1600 on R-080/R-200 PIE VOR
within 20 mfies or, whon directed by L olimb to 1000° on 8 ern of ILS or 151* ers from LOM within 20 miles,
Noti: Alreralt executing missed Wm.m«bﬂm reldentified, be radar controlied.
u.mw- 210 radio tower, 1 mile WEW of airpost.
'CH -4 absolute mintmum for takeofl nnnwayﬂ
fRunwiy visusl range 2400 also authorized for takeodl on u.mnyul,uuouol when % numunm mmmumm
. HRunway visual rw nhommundluhndlum anuy }a pounhoub Ibs.m' ch lights,
-Ab‘b?l::l or nlltd‘:#‘" ts are operating sst ¥ vhm! MM with the approsch lghts has m
W e

cloar of
*80-3{ required when glide llopo not utilised, 400-34 nuthorized, excopt for mdm turbojet alrernft, with operative ALS,

“’«TUIN. State, Fla, Alrport nume, Tamps International; Elev., 27°; Pac, Olass,, ILS; ldun l-’l'PA Procedure No. ILS-18L, Amdt. 21; Efl. Date, 19 June 05 Sup,
‘Amdt No. 2; Dated, 30
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7. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in § 97.19 to read:
RADAR BTANDAUD INSTRUMENT APFFROACH PROCEDURE

BDearings, eoturses and radials are mognet Elvations and altitudes sre in feet, MSL, Cellings ace In foct above alrport slovation, Distancss are 1o
miles uness o«b«m (M leatad, uaﬂ vbllrﬂnm w e in statute mikes,

o radar Lnstr ll tho below natmed alrport, It shall bo o secordancs with the followin, Inttmmom proucdm 0loss an approach i condoeted
in with s different procalm'u h alrport authorised by the Adminktrator of the Foderal Avln x:ene p%wbe! shall be made ovee 1pocified
routes, Mintmum altitude(s) shall mmptmd with thase established for ea rogte oporation in the OF a8 st bohv ittve deotifiontion ot Lo miy).
Hshed with the mdar controller, From initial contaet with radar to final suthorfeed landing minfmams, lho instructions of the redar coutroller are mnodn!oq excopt when
(A) visuul contact i eatablishied on final a at or belore descont 1o the anthorized linding minimums, or (B) at pliot's diagrotion if 1t appears deatrablo to iy -
the approach, ex: when the rdar controllér may direct otherwisd prior to final appronch, o mmod ammd: shall bo executad as provided below whea (A) comm s
c(:n final a kst for more than & 8 precision 4 mirn (han 30 seconds dueing n surveillunce approach: (B) directed by rada: \e

C) visual contoct

astied

foconds PRroncty; or
tact 1 ot established upon descont to suthorized landing minimnrms; or (D) i lnmum is pot accamplished,

Trunsition Celling and visibility mintmam;

05 knots
or less

All dlrections Radar BIte. . .. oo ieiiniiaiiennnnnen-] Within20 miles._ .. .0
3001 X044
Wo-1 «0-144
&0-1 -1y

5001
400-1
- 401
- 4 5002

50-1
K-}
00-3
802

visual contact nat estabiiabed upan desoent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not sccomplished, dimb to 2000° on runway besding, |mul direct 1o HIW

\'OR Hold NE, R-425 1-utunte left turns.
*400-24 autharized, excopt for 4-engine mrhom alreralt, with operative high-intensity ruonway Ughts,

City, Richmond, State, Va.; Alrport name, Richard E. Dyrd; Elev., 167'; Foe. Class. and Ident., mchmcm-l Radar; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 13 BIY, Date, 10 Ju
Amdl No. Orig.; !)MCNOV

These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein.
(Secs, 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1058; 40 U.8.C, 1348 (¢), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat, 749, 752, 775)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 1965,
HARRY A, TURNPAUOH,
Acting Director, Flight Standards Service

[F.R. Doc. 65-5233; Filed, June 17, 1965; 8:45a.m.]

{Docket No. 6460; Amdt. 39-86]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Canadair Model CL-44D4 Aircraft

Amendment 39-35 (30 F.R. 2134), AD
65-4-4, requires Inspection and replace-
ment or modification of the main land-
ing gear uplock actuators on Canadair
Model CL-44D4 aircraft, The manufac-
turer has now issuéd a service bulletin
which pertains to this subject, therefore
the AD is revised to reflect this bulletin
in the parenthetical reference statement.,

Since this amendment provides a clar-
ification only, and imposes no additional
burden on any person, notice and public
proceduré hereon are unnecessary and
the amendment may be made effective in
less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6480},
§ 30.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations, Amendment 39-35 (30 F.R.
2134), AD 65-4-4, is amended by amend-
ing the parenthetical reférence state-
ment to read as follows: *(Canadair
Service Bulletin No. CL44D4-381 pertain
Service Information Circular No. 336-
CL44D4 and to this subject.) "

This amendment becomes effective
June 18, 1965,

(Secs. 313(n), 601 and 603, FPederal Aviation
Act of 1958 (40 US.C. 18564(n), 1421, 1423))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
14, 1965,
C. W. WALKER,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

|[PR. Doc. 65-6383; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.]

[Docket No. 6593; Amdt. 89-85]

PART 39-—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Fairchild Model F-27 Aircraft

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an. airworthiness directive requiring
modification of the actuator shaft to flap
gear box connecting shaft universal
joints on Fairchild Model F-27 aircraft
was published in 30 F.R. 5643.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the amendment. No objections
were receiyed.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489),
$39.13 of Part 39 (14 CFR Part 39), is
hereby amended by adding the following
new airworthiness directive:

Famcuiio. Applies to Model P-27 atroraft
Serial Numbers 1 through 95,
Compliance required within the next 50
hours' time in service after the effective date
of this AD unless already accomplished.

To prevent furtheér malfunctions of the
actustor shaft to flap gear box connecting
shaft universal joints resulting in an agm-
metric flap condition, accomplish the follow.
ing:

Modify the actuator shaft to fiap gear box
connecting shaft unlversal Jolnts in accord-
ance ' with Palrchild Service Bulletin No.
27-35, dated June 15, 1962, or later PAA-
approved revision, or an eguivalent spproved
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufscturs
ing Branch, FAA Eastern Region.

The amendment shall become effective

July 18, 1965.

Aviation
1421, 1423))

on June

(Secs, 313(n), 601 and 603, Federnl
Act of 1058 (49 US.C, 1354(a),

Issued In Washington, D.C.,
14, 1966.
C. W, WALKER,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service
[FR. Doc. 65-6384; Piled, June 17, 1089
8:45 am.]

{Docket No. 0256; Amdt, 50-64]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Hartzell Model HC-12X20 Propellers

he
A proposal to amend Part 30 of ¢
Pedc?al Aviation Regulations to rc\éii:
Amendment 39-14, 20 F.R. 17797, AD 3
28-1, as amended by Amendment 39:c
30 F.R. 4533, Hartzell Model HC- 12X20

propellers equipped with C-49-28 and -
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46-2C hub spiders, by amending the ap-
plicability provision of the directive to
include hub spiders with Serial Numbers
4220 through 5400 was published in 30
PR. 5532.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the amendment. No objec-
tions were received,

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489),
§39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations, Amendment 39-14, 20 FR.
17797, AD 64-28-1, as amended by
Amendment 39-53, 30 F.R, 4533, is fur-
ther amended by changing the applica-
bility statement to read:

Applies to Models HC-12X20-1, -2, -3, -5,
and -7B propellers equipped with C-40-2B
and C-49-2C hub spiders having Serial Num-
bers 4220 through 5400 installed on Downer
(Republic) RC-3; Navion, Navion A and
Grumman G-44 Serles aircraft,

This amendment becomes effective
July 18, 1665,
(Becs. 313(a), 601 and 603, Federal Aviation
Aot of 1968 (40 US.C. 1354(n), 1421, 1423))

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June
14, 1965,

C.W.WALKER,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

65-6385; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 a.m.|

[PR. Doe

|Alrspace Docket No, 66-EA-1|

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FED-
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR-
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Control Zone

On pages 3452 and 3453 of the PEDERAL
Reatstex for March 16, 1965, the Federal
Avistion Agency published proposed
regulations which would designate a
part-time control zone for Hazleton Air-
port, Hazleton, Pa.

Interested partles were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
received.,

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
tegulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 est., August 19, 1965,

(Sec. 307(s), Pederal Avistion Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348))

wéssxucd in Jamalca, N.Y. on May 26,

Wayne HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend §71.171 of Part 71 so as to

designate o Hazleton, P
: , Pa., control zon
described as follows: 3 3

HATJ.mN. PA,
Within &

0511 S-mile radius of ‘the center,
port, Haziat, - T5°50°38" W. of Hazleton Alr-
of the g ‘on, Pa; within 2 miles each side
exteny e%on VOR 263 and 083° radials
il an from the &-mile radius zone to 6
side of .I-:f the VOR and within 2 miles each
Haglet, :’“‘ ('71'3' and 276° bearings from the
P "0 REN extending from the 5-mile
conte 2006 t0 6 miles E of the RBN. This

7ol 2one Ls effoctive from 0700-2000 hours

FEDERAL REGISTER

Monday thru Priday, 0700-1700 hours Satur-
day and 0900-2000 hours Sunday, local time.

[P.R. Doc, 65-6386; Fled, June 17, 1865;
8:45am,)

| Alrspace Docket No. 65-EA-4|

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone

On page 3453 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for March 16, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published proposed regulations
which would alter the Findlay, Ohio, con-
trol zone to provide an additional exten-
sion premised on the 248° bearing of the
Findlay RBN

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-
celved.

In view of theé foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t., August 19, 1865.

(Sec. 307(n), Pederal Aviation Act of 1858
(72 Stat. 740; 49 US.C, 1348) )

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 26,
1965.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations so as to delete
the description .of the Findlay, Ohio,
control zone and insert In lieu thereof:

Within a S-mile radius of the center,
41°00°55' N., 83°40°15°' W. of Pindlay Alrport,
Pindlay, Ohio, excluding the portion within
s 1-mile radius of the center, 40"57'40"" N.,
83°35°45"" W, of Lutz Alrport, Pindlay, Ohlo;
within 2 miles each side of the Findlay VOR
046* radial extending from the 5-mile radius
gzone to the VOR; within 2 mliles each side of
the Pindlay RBN 178" bearing extending
from the S-mile radius zone to 8 miles S
of the REN; and within 2 miles each side of
the Findilay RBN 248° bearing extending
from the S5-mile radius zone to 8 mlles
SW of the RBN.

[F.R. Doc. 65-6387; PFiled, June 17, 1865;
8:45 am.)

—_—

{ Atrspace Docket No. 64-EA~11)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation of Control Area Extensions
and Transition Area; Alteration of
Control Zone; Designation of Con-
trol Zone and Transition Areas

On pages 1257 and 1258 of the FEpERAL
RecisTer for February 5, 1065, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would revoke the
Evansville, Ind., and Owensboro, Ky.,
control area extensions, and the Sams-
ville, Ill, transition area; revoke the
Evansville control zone extension; desig-
nate & part-time control zone for Owens-
boro-Daviess County Alrport, Owensboro,
Ky.. designate a 7T00-foot transition area
over Dress Memorial Airport, Evansville,
Ind.; Henderson Airport, Henderson,
Ky.; Owensboro-Daviess County Alrport;
Madisonville Airport, Madisonville, Ky.:

877

and a 1,200-foot transition area for
Evansville, Ind.

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-
celved,

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
:)001 es.t, July 22, 1965, except as fol-
OWS:

1, In Item 4 in the last line of the text
material, delete the phrase “2300 cs.t.
daily” and insert in lieu thereof 2200
local time dally.”

(Sec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 740; 49 U.S.C. 1348) )

Issued In Jamaica, N.Y., on May 13,
1965.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.165 of Part 71 Evans-
ville, Ind., by deletion of the Evansville,
Ind,, control area extension,

2. Amend § 71.1656 of Part 71 Owens-
boro, Ky., by deletion of the Owensboro,
Ky., control area extension,

3. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 Evans-
ville, Ind., by deleting all words after
“* * * Dress Memorial Airport, Evans-
ville, Ind,," and inserting after the afore-
said words the following geographical
position, “38°02'13"* N., 87"31'58"" W.",

4. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 by estab-
lishing an Owensboro, Ky,, control zone
described as follows:

Owenssoro, Ky,

Within a 5-mile radius of the center of
Owensboro-Daviess County Alrport, Owens-
boro, Ky., 37%44'32'" N., B700'57" W. and
within 2 miles each side of the Owensboro
VOR 184* radinl extending southerly from
the 5-mile radius zone for 8 miles from the
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the Owens-
boro VOR 222 radinl extending southwest-
erly from the 5-mile radius zone for 8 miles,
from the VOR, sald ocontrol mone effective
0600 to 2200 local time dally.

5. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 by desig~
nating an Evansville, Ind., transition
area described as follows:

Evansvitre, IND,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center of Dress Memorial Alrport,
Evansville, Ind,, 38°02°'18'* N., 87°31'68"" W.
and within 2 miles each side of the Evans-
ville VOR 060°* radial extending easterly from
the 7-mile radius area to the VOR and within
8 miles NW and 5 miles SE of the ILS lo-
calizer NE course extending northeasterly
from the OM for 12 miles.

That airspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded by a line
beginning at 88°57°00°" N, 86°30'00° W. to
37°26'00"" N., 86°30°00"" W. to 37°17'50'° N,,
87°18°00°" W, to 37°12'50"* N., 87°30'30"" W.
to 37'30°00" N., 88°30°00"° W. to 38°39'00""
N., 88"30°00"* W, to 38*39'00°" N, 88°00'00""
W. to 38°57°00°° N,, 88"00'00"" W. to point of
beginning, excluding the portion which co-
incides with the Harrisburg, I, transition
nrea.

6. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 by desig-
nating a Henderson, Ky., transition area
described as follows:

HeNpeason, Ky.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feot above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the centor 37°47°30"" N., 87°40°50"" W,, of
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Henderson Alrport, Henderson, Ky., within
2 miles each side of the Evansville VOR 152*
radial extending from the 5-mile radius to
the VOR, sald area effective sunrise to sun-
set dally, excluding the portion which co-
incides with the Evansville 700-foot tranasi-
tion area.

7. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 by desig-
nating & Madisonville, Ky., transition
area described as follows:

Manrsonvirre, Ky,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a S-mlile radius
of the center 87°21°17"" N, 87°24°02° W. of
Madisonville Alrport, Madisonville, Ky., and
within 2 miles each side of the Central City
VOR 256" ridial extending from the 5-mile
radius aren to the VOR, said area effective
from sunrise to sunset dally.

8. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 by desig-
nating an Owensboro, Ky., transition
area described as follows:

Owexssoro, KY.

That sirspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 37°44'32"" N,, 87"09°57"" W. of
the Owensboro-Daviess County Airport,
Owensboro, Ky., and within 5 miles NW and
8 miles SE of the Owensboro VOR 222° radial
extending southwesterly from the VOR for
12 miles and within 5 miles W and 8 miles B
of the Owensboro VOR 184° radial extending
southerly from the VOR for 12 miles.

9. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 by delet-
ing the Samsville, Ill., transition area.

[FP.R. Doc. 65-6388; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.)

[Alrspace Docket No. 66-EA-18)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig-
nation of Transition Areas

On page 3713 of the FeperAL REGISTER
for March 20, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published proposed regulations
which would alter the Watertown, N.Y.,
control zone, designate a 700-foot transl-
tion area over Watertown Munlicipal Afr-
port, Watertown, N.Y., and establish a
1,200-foot Watertown, N.Y., transition

area.

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication iIn which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
recejved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t., August 19, 1965.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Avintion Act of 1858
(72 Btat. 749; 49 US.0, 1348) )

Issued in Jamalca, N.Y. on May 26,
1965,
Wayxe HENDERSHOT,
Af:lina Director, Eastern Region.

1, Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Watertown,
N.Y., control zone and insert in lieu
thereof:

That airspace within a 5-mile radlus of the
center, 43°50°20°* N, 76°01'20"* W. of Water-
town Municipal Alrport, Watertown, N.Y.,
and within 2 miles each alde of the Water-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

town VOR 214° radial extending from the
G-mlie radius to 6 miles SW of the VOR,

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Water-
town, N.Y,, transition area described as
follows:

Warszrown, N.Y.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius
of the center, 43°50°20°° N, 76°01'20"" W. of
Watertown Munleipal Alrport, Watertown,
N.Y., and within 2 miles each side of the
Watertown, N.Y,, VOR 214* radial extending
from the 7-mile radius to 8 miles SW of the
VOR.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface within the area
bounded by a line at: 44°16°00""
N, 75%40'00"" W. to 44°16°00'" N., 76*10'00"’
W. t0 43°62°00"* N,, 76°21'00"" W, to 43°82'00""
N, 76°23°00"° W. to 43°44'00"" N., 76°49'00""
W. to 43°52'00"" N,, 76°564°00’" W. to point of
beginning.

[FR, Doc. 65-6380; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 a.m.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 64-EA-26]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation of Control Area Extension
and Transition Areas; Alteration of
Control Zones; Designation and Al-
teration of Transition Areas

On pages 1120, 1121, and 1122 of the
Feperar Recister for February 3, 1965,
the Federal Aviation Agency published
proposed regulations which would revoke
the Philipsburg, Pa., control area exten-
sion, the Slate Run, Pa., Stonyfork, Pa.,
Williamsport, Pa., transition areas, and
alter the control zones of Philipsburg,
Pa., Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and Williamsport,
Pa. They would also designate a 700-
foot transition area over Mid-State Air-
port, Philipsburg, Pa, University Park
Airport, State College, Pa., Willlamsport-
Lycoming County Airport, Williamsport,
Pa., Wilkes-Barre-Scranton Airport,
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., Hazleton Airport,
Hazleton, Pa., and Mount Pocono Air-
port, Mount Pocono, Pa. A 1,200-foot
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., transition area would
also be designated.

Since the proposed regulations were
promulgated, it has been determined that
the Agency will decommission the Wil-
liamsport LFR and Hughesville REN
with cancellation of the associated
instrument approach procedures.

It was noted after promulgation of
the notice that the effect of revoking
the Willlamsport transition area and
establishing such an area over the
Williamsport-Lycoming County Airport,
Williamsport, Pa., actually resulted in
an alteration to the transition area,
However, this result requires a rewording
of Item 8 of the notice.

These changes to the proposed regula-
tions are less restrictive in nature and
therefore the public interest does not
require the 30-day notice for these
changes,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to zubmit
written data or views. No objection to

the proposed regulations have peeg
received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 est., July 22, 1985, except gs
follows;

1. In Item 3 delete the text materiy)
and insert in leu thereof new tax
material.

2. In Item 8 delete all the materiy
therein and fnsert in lieu thereof new
material,

(8ec. 307(n), Federal Avintion Act of 158
(72 Stat. 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348) )

wlg!smwd in Jamalca, N.Y., on May 18
) WayYNE Henoeasior,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.165 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by delst
ing the Philipsburg, Pa., control ares
extension.

2. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet-
ing the description of the Wilkes-Barre,
Pa., control zone and inserting in liey
thereof:

Within a 5-mile radius of the center 41°.
20°17** N., 75°43728" W. of Wilkes-Bare-
Scranton Afrport, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and
within 2 miles each side of the airport I8
locallzer SW course extending SW from e
5-miile radius zone for 2 miles SW of the OM

3., Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet-
ing the description of the Willlamsport,
Pa., control zone and inserting in Heu
thereof the following:

Within a S-mile radius of the center, 4%
14'30" N., 76°55°20" W, of Willlamsport-Ly-
comling County Alrport, Willlamsport, Pa:
within 2 miles each side of the Willlamaport
ILS localizer E course extending from the
S5-mile radius zone to the Ploture Rocks
RBN; within 2 miles each side of the centes
line of Runway 12 extended from the G-mile
radius one to 6 miles SE of the end of the
runway; within 2 miles each side of the
centerline of Runway 27 extended from the
S-mlle radius zone to 105 miles W of the
end of the runway; within 2 miles sach alde
of the centerline of Runway J0 extended
from the G-mile radius zone to 7 miles XW
of the end of the runway; and within 2 mile
each aide of the centerline of Runway 33 ex-
tended from the S-mile radius zone to &5
miles NW of the end of the runway.

4. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Philipsburg, Pa,
control zone and Inserting in leu therea!
the following:

Within & 5-mile radius of the center ¥
53'06'' N,, 78°05°15"* W. of Mid-State :‘.xrpﬂﬂ;
Philipsburg, Pa., within 2 miles cach sido o
the Philfpsburg VOR 247" radial extending
from the G-mile radius zone to the VOB
within 2 miles each side of the 162° bearies
from the Philipsburg RBN extending troﬂ;
the 5-mile radius zone to the RBN #0¢
within 2 miles each side of the 333° bearios
from the Philipsburg VHF/DP station er;
tending from the 5-mile radius zone ¥
miles NW of the station,

5. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of th¢
Federal Aviation Regulations by d¢S¥
nating a Wilkes-Barre, Pa., 70‘:)'“""”
1,200-foot transition area descri
follows:
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woxes-Banue, PA,

Tuat alrspace extending upward from 700
feet ahove the surface within a 12-mile radius
of the center 41°20°17"" N., 75°43°28"" W. of
Wilkes-Barre-Scranton Alrport, Wilkes-
parre, Pa., within 2 miles each side of the
airport ILS locallzer SW course extending
from the 12-mile radius area for 7 miles,

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet sbove the surface bounded by a lne
peginning at 41°28°30"" N., 75°29°00"° W, to
4200’00 N., 75°26'30'" W. to 42°00°00"" N.,
7670000 W. to 41*31'00*" N., 756°07°00"" W.
1040°56°168° N, 76°11'04"* W. to 41°00'00°* N,
78715700 W. to 41°00°00°° N., 75°45°00"' W.
w0 40°65'20"" N., T6°43°00"" W. to 40°48°20"'
7674130 W. to 40°47"27" N., 76" 53'04"* W.
0 40'96°00" N., T7'565'00"" W, to 40%44'06""
N, 78*19°53"" W, to 40°55'00"" N., 78°28°00"'
W. to 40°55°00"" N,, 78*88°00"° W, to 41°00'-
00" N., 78°35'20" W, to 41°88°00’" N, 78°13'~
00" W. to 41+55°30"" N, 78°10'00"" W. to

'$6'00" M., 77°58'00"" 'W. to 41°52'30"" N,,
713316 W. to 41°48°40"" N., T7T°33'40" W.
10 414505 N, T7°01°06"° W. to 41°39'30""
N. 7770220 W. to paint of beginning.

8, Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating & Mount Pocono, Pa,, 700-foot
transition area described as follows:

Mouxt Pocono, PA.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a T-mile radins
of the centsr 41°07'40°" N., 76°22°20'° W. of
Mount Pocono Alrport, Mount Pocono, Ps.,
within 2 miles each side of the 003* bearing
from the Tobyhanna RBN extending from
:éw'l-mue radius area for 8 miles N of the

-

-~
=

7. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating & Hazleton, Pa., T00-foot transi-
tion area described as follows:

Hazzeron, Pa.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
foet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 40°58'11”” N,, 75"69'38"" W. of
Hisleton Alrport, Hazleton, Pa., within 2
umilles ¢ach side of the 076° bearing from the
Hazleton RBN extending from the 7-mile
mdius ares to 8 miles E of the REN and
within 2 miles each side of the Hazleton
VOR 263° radial extending from the 7-mile
rdius area to 8 miles W of the VOR.

8. Amend §71,181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Willlamsport, Pa.,
ransition area and insert in lieu thereof
the following deseription:

WitLmssront, PA.

. That mirspece extending upward from 700
41 above the surface within a 12-mile
wm‘m of the center, 41"14'30"* N., 76*565'20""

4 Of the Willlamsport-Lycoming County
- %, Willlamsport, Pa.; within 6 miles
le 8 milez 8 of the Williamsport ILS lo-
"dllu'r E oourse extending from the 12-mile
RBWL-“ Area to 12 miles E of the Picture Rocks
e And within 2 miles each side of the

Herline of Runway 27 extended from the

12-mile radiug ares to 14 miles W of the end
O the Funway

9. Amend §71.181 of P
- . art 71 of the
ii&:f:ml Aviation Regulations by desig-
ng & 700-foot Philipsburg. Pa., tran-
*HOn area described ss follows:

Panarasonc, Pa.

k::a}:onmp:-.co extending upward from 700
b v‘o the surface within a'10-mile radius
of Mig.oreT: 40°53°05" N., 78'0818” W.,
Y n.‘\ Ate Alrport, Phillpsburg, Pa., with-
iles each mide of the Philipsburg VOR
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087" radial extending from the 10-mile radius
area to 8 miles NE of the VOR; within 2 miles
each side of the 342° bearing from the
Philipsburg RBN extending from the 10-mile
radius area to 8 miles NW of the REN,

10. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating & 700-foot State College, Pa., tran-
sition area described as follows:

Srate CorLrece, PA,

That airspace extendiog upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 40°51735°° N, 77°50'60"° W,, of
University Park Alrport, State College, Pa,
excluding that portion which coincldes with
Philipsburg, Pa., transition area,

11. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the Williamsport, Pa., Stonyfork, Pa.,
and Slate Run, Pa., transition areas.

[FR. Doc. 65-6300; Plled, June 17, 1065;
8:45 am.)

[ Atrepace Docket No. 85-EA-38)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone

The Federal Aviation Agency Is
amending § T1.171 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations which would
alter the Blackstone, Va., control zone
(20 F.R. 17587) so as to restrict the effec-
tive time of duration from 24 hours daily
to a period from 0600 to 2200 hours local
time.

The proposed alteration of the control
zone is required due to the reduction in
weather service provided by the Black-
stone PSS to a 16 hour schedule. On the
basls of the revised weather service the
control zone requires alteration to coin-
cide with hours of weather service.

In view of the fact that the change
in the control zone is less restrictive in
nature than the existing rule, the public
interest does not require the necessary
30 days notice.

In view of the foregoing, § 71.171 of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended effective July 22, 1965,
as follows:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations, so as to add
the sentence “This control zone is ef-
fective from 0600 to 2000 hours local
time.”" to the present text material.

(Sec, 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1058
(72 Stat. 740; 40 US.C. 1348))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., May 11, 1966.

WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR. Doo, 85-6301; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.]

| Alrspace Docket No. 64-EA-47|

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone, Designa-
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo-
cation of Control Area Extension

On pages 1123 and 1124 of the Fep-
g8AL REecister for February 3, 1965, the
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Federal Aviation Agency published pro-
posed regulations which would revoke the
Toledo, Ohio, control area extension;
designate a T00-foot transition area over
Toledo Express Airport, Toledo, Ohio;
Progess Field, Fremont, Ohio; Bryan-
Defilance Memorial Airport, Defiance,
Ohlo, and a part-time 700-foot transition
area over Toledo Municipal Airport,
Toledo, Ohio; and University Ailrport,
Bowling Green, Ohio; designate a 1,200~
foot transition area for the Toledo, Ohio,
terminal complex and alter the Toledo,
Ohlo, control zone,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication of the proposed regu-
lations to submit written views and data.
No objections to the proposed regulations
were received,

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t. July 22, 1965.

(Sec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat, 749; 40 US,C. 1348) )

Issued In Jamaica, N.Y., on April 28,
1965.

WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71,165 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the Toledo, Ohio control area extension.

2. Amend § 71,171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Toledo, Ohlo con-
trol zone and substituting in lieu there-
of as follows:

Torxno, ONi0

Within a 5-mile radius of the center of
Toledo Exproess rt, Toledo, Ohlo 41°35°-
15" N., 8348°28"" W.; within 2 miles each
side of the alrport ILS localizer 8W course
extending from the S5-mile radius zone to
OM; within 2 miles each side of the alrport
ILS locallzer NE course extending NE from
the 5-mile radius zone for 7.5 miles from the
locallzer and within 2 miles each side of the
Waterville VOR 318* radial extending from
the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles northwest
of the VOR.

3. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a 700- and 1,200-foot Toledo, Ohio
transition area described as follows:

Torepo, ORIO

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radiua
of the center of the Toledo Express Alrport,
Toledo, Ohlo 41*36°16"" N, 83'48'23"" W
within 2 miles each side of the Waterville
VOR 818" radinl extending from the 7-mile
radius area to the VOR; within 5 miles N
and 8 miles 8 of the alrport ILS locallzer SW
course extending SW from the OM for 12
miles; within 2 miles N and 3 miles 8 of the
alrport ILS localizer NE course extending NE
from the 7-mile radius area for 9 miles from
the localizer.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded by a line
beginning at: 41°44°00°° N, 84°28'00°° W. to
41°41°00"" N, 84716°00"" W. to 41"45'06"" N,
B4"11°45"" W.t0 41°45'30"" N, 83°19°45° W. to
41°50'39"" N, 83"08’47 W, to 41°35'41"”" N,
82°54'24"" W, to 41°30°00"" N., 82"62'00"" W.
then counterclockwise along an are with a
radius of 12 miles from Grifin-Sandusky
Alrport (41°26°00° N, B2°39°00"" W, to
41'18'30" N, 82°40°30"" W. to 41°14°00"" N,
B2°67°00"" W, 41°11°00"" N,, 83"19'00"" W. w0
41°18°00"" N., 84°07°00"" W. to 41700°00"" N,
84°02°15° W, to 410000’ N., 84°4000"" W. to
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41°21°00'* N., 84°40°00"" W, to 41°82'00"' N.,
84°31°00" W. to point of beginning.

4. Amend § 71,181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a part time Waterville, Ohlo, 700~
foot transition area described as follows:

WaTERvILLE, ONMI0

That alrspace extending upward from 700
foot nbove the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center of Toledo Munieclpal Alrport,
Toledo, Ohlo, 41°33'50" N., 83°28'50" W.;
within a 4-mile radius of the center of Uni-
versity Alrport, Bowling Green, Ohlo, 41°23'~
17" N, 83'88'02"" W.; within 2 mliles each
side of the Waterville VOR 047" radial ex-
tending the 5-mlle radius area to the VOR;
and within 2 miles each side of the Waterville
VOR 356* radial extending from the 4-mile
radius ares to the VOR, excluding that area
that colncides with the Toledo, Ohlo, transi-
tion area. The transition ares shall be In
effect from sunrise to sunset.

5. Amend § ')_1.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a Fremont, Ohlo, 700-foot transi-
tion area described as follows:

PrEMONT, OHI0

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 4-mile radius
of the center of Progress Fleld, Fremont, Ohlo,
41°19°60"" N, 83°09'46" W. and within 2
miles each side of the Fremont radio beacon
198* bearing extending from the 4-mile ra-
dius area for 4 miles.

6. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a Defiance, Ohlo, 700-foot transi-
tion area described as follows:

Deriance, Orio

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 4-mile radiug
of the center of Bryan-Deflance Memorial
Alrport, Defiance, Ohlo, 41°20'80" N, 84*25'-
30" 'W. and within 2 milea each side of the
Defiance RBEN 200 bearing extending NW
from the 4-mile radius area for 4 miles,
(PR, Doc. 656-6392; Filed, June 17, 1965;

8:46 am.]

[Alrspace Docket No, 84-EA-50]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig-
nation of Transition Areas

On page 1124 of the FEpERAL REGISTER
for FPebruary 3, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published proposed regulations
which would alter the London, Ky., con-
trol zone, designate a 700-foot transition
area over the London Afrport (since re-
named Corbin-London Memorial Air-
port), London, Ky. and a 1,200-foot tran-
sition area for the London, Ky. terminal
ares. :

Interested parties were given 456 day:
in which to submit written views or data.
No objection to the proposed regulations
were received.

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t. July 22, 1965, except as follows:

1. In items 1 and 2 delete reference to
the “London Airport” and insert in lieu

RULES AND REGULATIONS
thereof the name “Corbin-London Me-
morial Airport."”

(Sec. 307(a), Pederal Aviation Act 1958 (72
Stat,749; 40 US.C, 1348) )

19!;n;l_;mecl in Jamaica, N.Y., on April 28,

Wayne HeENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the London, Ky., con-
trol zone and inserting in lieu thereof
the following:

Within a S5-mile radius of the center
37°05'20'" N., 84°04'27"" W. of Corbin-London
Momorial Alrport, London, Ky., and within 2
miles each side of the London VOR 205
radial extending SW from the 5-mile radius
zone for 5 miles.

2. Amend § 71181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a 700~ and 1,200-foot London,
Ky., transition area described as follows:

Lonpoxn, K¥x,

That alrepace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an S-mile
radius of the center 37°05°20°" N., 84°04'27""
W. of Corbin-London Memorial Alrport, Lon-
don, Ky., and within 2 miles each side of the
London VOR 205° radial extending from the
8-mile radius area to 8 miles 8W of the VOR,

That alrspace extending upward from 1200
féet above the surface bounded by a line

beginning at 36°50°00"* N., 84*18°00"" W. to

37*13°00'" N., 84*18°00"" W. to 37"13'00”” N.,

83°52'00"" W. to 36°50'00"" N,, 83*52°00"" W.

to the point of beginning.

|FR, Doc. 65-6303; Filed, June 17, 1965
8:46am.|

{Alrspace Docket No, 64-EA-64]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig-
nation of Transition Areas

On page 1125 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for February 3, 1965, the Federal Avia-
tion Agency published proposed regula-
tions which would alter the Roanoke,
Va., control zone, designate a 700-foot
transition area over Roanoke Municipal
(Woodrum) Airport, Roancke, Va.; In-
galls Field, Hot Springs, Va., and Green-
brier Airport, White Sulphur Springs,
W. Va.; designate a 1200-foot Roanoke,
Va., transition area,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication of the proposed regu-
lations in which to submit written data
or views. No objections to the proposed
regulations were received.

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 est, July 22, 1965, except as
follows:

1. In Item 1 delete the reference to
“SSE" and insert in leu thereof “S",

(8ec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348) )

9Immeo:l in Jamaica, N.Y., on April 28,
1965,

WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 7! of (e
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Roanocke, Va., con.
trol zone and Inserting in lieu thereg
the following :

ROANOKE, Va.

Within & S5-mile madius of the center
87%19'30" N., 719"568'35’* W., 0of Roanoke My-
nicipal (Woodrum) s Roanoke, Va.
within 2 miles each side of the Woodrum
VOR 122° radial extending S¥ from the 5.
mile radius zone for 3 miles; within 2 mile
each side of the Woodrum VOR 169° radial
extending 8 from the' S-mile rodius zoos
for 2 miles; within 2 miles each side of the
Woodrum VOR 246 radial exteuding 8w
from the 5-mile radius zone to 2 miley.

2. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as

designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Roanoke,
Va., transition area described as follows:

Roawoxe, Va.

That alrspace extending upward {rom 700
foet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 37*19"30" N, 795835 W, of
Roanoke Municipal (Woodrum) Alrport
within 2 milles cach side of the Woodrum
VOR 166° radial from the 7-mile
radius area to the Red HIll Pan Marker
within 2 miles each side of the Woodrum
VOR 246* radial extending from tho 7-mile
radius aréa for 165 miles SW of the VOR;
within 5 miles SW and 8 miles NE of the
Woodrun VOR 122* radial extending SE from
the 7-mile radius for 20 milea from the VOR

That alrspace extending upwwd [rom
1,200 féct above the surface bounded by &
line beginning at 38°14'00’" N,, 80°25'00" W,

N., 79*30°00"* W., to 37700'00"" N, °
W., to 37°00°00"* N, 80"25"20"" W,

v
0516’ N, 80°42°47"" W.) to 37°20°00" N,
80°49°00"" W., to the point of beginning.

3. Amend § 71181 of Part 71 of the
Pederal Aviation Regulations so as W
designate a 700-foot White Sulphur
Springs, W. Va., transition area de-
scribed as follows:

Wirre SuLrFHUR SPuines, W. Va

That alrspace extending upward from 70
feet above the surface within sn 11-mi
radius of the center 87°47°00" N, 80°20'C
W., of Greenbrier Airport, White Sulphur

W. Va. within 2 miles each side 08
the White Sulphur Springs VOR 043 mdi
extending from the 1l-mile radius ared 0
155 miles NE of the VOR; and within 3 miles
each side of the White Sulphur Springs VOR
154" radial extending from the 1i-mile ré
dius area to 12,5 miles SE of the VOR r_b‘ll
transition ares shall be in effect from sunsis
to sunset,

4. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of e
Federal Aviation Regulations 0 9.-‘)"0
designate a 700-foot Hot Springs \‘L
transition area described s folows:

Hor Sexxxos, Va.

‘ .':l:‘
That airspace extending upward :mmd;'.u
feet above the surface within s g-mile z: -
of the center 37°57'00” N., T9°49°00° Ho
Ingalls Fleld, Hot Springs, Va., ““d...‘ }:18.\'
2 miles each side of the Hot Spr_mh:" o
056" bearing extending from the -mile
dius area to 8 miles NE of the REN.

[PR. Doc. 65-6394; Piled, June 7. 1968;
8:46 a.m.]
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[ Alrepace Docket No. 64-EA-85]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alterction of Control Zone and Desig-
nation of Transition Areas

On pages 1125 and 1126 of the FEDERAL
Recistee for February 3, 1965, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would alter the Lynch-
purg, Ve., control zone, designate a 700-
{oot transition area over the Lynchburg-
Preston Glenn Alrport, Lynchburg Va.,
and a 1200-foot Lynchburg, Va,, transi-
tion area. R

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication of the proposed regula-
tions In which to submit written data or
vlews. No objections to the proposed
requlations were recelved,

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t. July 22, 1965,

(Bec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Agency Act of
19568 (72 Stat, 749; 40 US.C. 1348))

Issued in Jamaica, N. Y., on April 28,
1965,

WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

1. Amend § 71171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Lynchburg, Va.,
control zone and substituting in leu
thereof the following:

Within a S-mile radius of the center 87°-
19407 N, 79°1206 W, of Lynchburg-
Preston Glenn Afrport, Lynochburg, Va., ex-
tluding the alrspace within 1-mile radius of
the center 37°22°00" N., 79°07°00"° W., of
Falwell Atrport, Lynchburg, Va., and within
2 miles each side of the ILS localizer SW
course extending 8SW from the 5-mile radius
2one for 1 mile,

2. Amend § 71,181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a Lynchburg, Va., 700- and 1,200-
foot transition area described as follows:

Lyncuwons, VA.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an B-mile
Mdius of the center 37°19°40" N., T90°12'05*
W. of Lynchburg-Preston Gilenn Alrport,
Lynehburg, Va; within 2 miles each alde of
the alrport TL8 localizer SW ocourse extend-
Ing from the 8-mile radius area to the Eving-
:‘m REN; within 2 miles each side of the

Jichburg VORTAC 201* radisl extending
from the §-mile radius area to 8 miles SW of
the VORTAOC, within 2 miles esch side of the
fﬂnmbmz VORTAC 076° radial extending

fom the 8-mile ra
the VORTAG dius area to 11 miles E of

That alrspece extending upward from 1,200

feet nbove the surface bounded
by a line
nb‘.’wmf‘“‘,‘} At 37°40°00°" N. T-30°00" W. to
Ty, o T8TI430” W., to 87°00'00" N.,
00 W., to 37°00°00"* N., 79°3000"° W,
% the point of beginning.

[PR. Doc. 65-6308; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:46 am.)

FEDERAL REGISTER

[Alrspace Docket No. 84-EA-68]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig-
nation of Transition Areas

On pages 2106 and 2107 of the FEDERAL
Recister for February 16, 1965, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would alter the
Bridgeport, Conn., control zone (29 F.R.
1107) and designate a 700-foot transition
area over Bridgeport Municipal Airport,
Bridgeport, Conn.,, and Tweed-New
Haven Airport, New Haven, Conn,, and a
1200-foot transition area for the Bridge-
port, Conn., terminal area,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit writ-
ten data or views. No objections to the
proposed regulations have been recelved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t. July 22, 1965.

(Sec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1068
(72 Stat. 740; 49 US.C. 1348))

Issued In Jamaica, N.¥., on May 11,
1965.
Wayne HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet-
ing the description of the Bridgeport,
Conn., control zone and inserting in lieu
thereof the following:

Within a 5-mile radius of the center 41°-
00°41°" N., 73°07'35’" W., of Bridgeport Mu-
nicipal Airport, Bridgeport, Conn,; within 2
miles each side of the Bridgeport VOR 0386*
and 220° radials, from the 5-mile
radius zone to 7 miles NE and 7 miles SW of
the VOR.

2. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by des-
ignating a 700- and 1,200-foot Bridge-
port, Conn., transition area described as
follows:

Brmorront, CoNX,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 41°00°¢1"" N, T3"07'35"” W, of
the Munieipal Alrport, Bridge-

Conn,; within 2 miles each alde of the

port,

Bridgeport VOR 229° radial extending SW
from the 7-mile radlus area for 1 mile:
within a 7-mile radius of the center 41°15°61""
N, 72°563'11"" W., of Tweed-New Haven Alr-
port, New Haven, Conn.; within § miles W
and 8 miles E of the New Haven VOR 102*
radial extending from the New Haven VOR
for 12 miles; within § miles E and 5 miles
W of the Hartford, Conn., VOR 223° radial
extending NE from the Bridgeport 7-mille
radius area for 24 miles; within 5 miles E
and 5 miles W of the Poughkeepsle, N.Y,,
VOR 149* radial extending NW from the
Bridgeport 7-mile radius area for 11 miles,
within 5 miles N and 5 miles 8 of the Carmel,
N.Y.. VOR 085" radial extending from the
Carmel VOR to 17 miles NE of the VOR;
within 5 miles N and § miles 8 of the Carmsl
VOR 098" radial extending from the Carmel
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VOR to 28 miles E of the VOR, excluding
that colncide with the White

beginning at 41°31°00°° N, 73'30°00"" W. to
41°31°00"° N., 73°20'00°" W. to 41°40'00"" N.,
T3%16°00'" W. to 41"31°00°" N, 72*46°00"* W, to
41*18°00"" N., 72°30°30°° W, to 41'00°00" N.,
72°45°00"" W, to 41°00°00"" N, 73"33°00"" W.
to 41*10°00'° N., 73°33°00°° W. to 41°20°00""
N., 73*23'00"" W. to 41"25'00"" N., 7T3°30°00""
W. to point of beginning.

[F.R, Doc. 65-8396; Filed, June 17, 1965;

8:46 am.|

{Alrspace Docket No. 64-EA-T0]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Conirol Zones, Designa-
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo-
cation of Control Area Extension
and Transition Area

On pages 3713 and 3714 of the FEpERAL
RzcisTeR for March 20, 1965, the Federsal
Aviation Agency published proposed reg-
ulations which would alter the Johns-
town, Pa., and Martinsburg, Pa., control
zones; designate 700-foot transition areas
over the Johnstown-Cambria County Air-
port, Johnstown, Pa., Blair County Ailr-
port, Martinsburg, Pa., Indiana County
Jimmy Stewart Field, Indiana, Pa.,
Westmoreland-Latrobe Airport, Latrobe,
Pa., and Cumberland Municipal Airport,
Cumberland, Md.; designate a 1,200-foot
Johnstown, Pa., transition area; revoke
the Altoons, Pa., control area extension
and St. Thomas, Pa,, transition area,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
recelved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., August 19, 1965, except as
follows:

1. Under Item 2 at the end of the text
material, add the phrase “and during
specific dates and times established In
advance by a Notice to Alrmen”™

2. In Item 8 of the text material, line
6, delete the figures “093"" and insert in
lieu thereof the figures “091°."

(Bec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1058
(72 Stat. 749; 40 US.C, 1348))

”Isaued in Jamaica, N.Y. on May 26,
1965.
Wayne HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.165 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the Altoorm, Pa., control area
extension.

2. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Johnstown,
Pa., control zone and insert in lieu
thereof:
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Within a S-mile radius of the oenter,
40°18°55°" N., 7T8°50°'00'° W., of Johnastown-
Cambrin County Alrport, Johnstown, Pa.;
within 2 milles ¢ach side of the Johnstown
VOR 044° radial extending from the 5-mile
radius zone to 7 miles NE of the Johnstown
VOR; within 2 miles vach side of the Johna-
town VOR.215° mdial extending from the
S5-mile radius zone to 7 miles 8W of the
Johnstown VOR; within 2 miles each side
of the Johnstown VOR 320 radial extend-
ing from the 5-mile radiua zone to 6 miles
NW of the Johnstown VOR effective from
0700 to 2100 hours, est. dally and during
specific dates and times established in ad-
vance by a Notice to Alrmen.

3. Amend § 71171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Martins-
“burg, Pa., control zone and insert in lieu
thereof:

Within a 5-mile radius of the center, 40°-
17°50°". N,, 78°18°10"" W., of Blair County Alr-
port, Martinsburg, Pa.

4. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Johns-
town, Pa., transition area described as
follows:

JounsTowx, Pa,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet ahove the surface within & 7-mile radius
of the center, 40°18'556°' N., 78°50'00"" W. of
Johnstown-Cambria County Airport, Johns-
town, Pa,; within 2 miles each side of the
Johnstown VOR 320° radial extending from
the 7-mile radius area to 8 mles NW of the
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the Johns-
town VOR 044° radial extending from the
7-mile radius area to 8 miles NE of the VOR;
and within 5 miles NW and 8 nifles SE of the
Johustown 215* radial extending from the
VOR to 12 miles SW of the VOR.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded by a line be-
ginning at 40°33'00°' N, 79°32'00"" W., to 40°-
565'00°° N., 78°38°00"* W, to 40*55’00"" N., 78°-
28°00°" 'W. to 40%44°06’' N, 78°19'63"" W. to
40°36°00"" N., T7*55'00” W. to 40°10°00 N,
w.“lw-' w' m -m;o N;, », o
to 38°50°00"'" N., 77'22°00"" W,

N, T7°47°00"”" W, to 89*30'00"" N

W. to 39°30'00"" N,, 78°58'00"" W

00" N, 78°58'00"" W. to 89°25'00" N.,

00" W, to 40702'00'" N., 78°51'20'" W, thence
counterclockwise along a 37-mile arc of the
Imperial, Pa, VOR to the point of beginning,

5. Amend $71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviatian Regulations so as to
designate a 700-foot Martinsburg, Pa,,
transition area described as follows:

MARTINSOURG, PA.

That airspiace extending upward from 700
feet nbove the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center, 40"17°60'" N., 78*18'10"" W. of
Blalr County Alrport, Martinsburg, Pa.

6. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations 56 as to
designate a 700-foot Latrobe, Px., transi-
tion area described as follows:

Lateonz, Pa.

That anirspace extending upward from 700
feet above the rurface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 40°16'35"" N, 79°23'56"* W. of
Westmoreland-Latrobe Alrport, Latrobe, Pa.,
and within 2 miles each side of the Latrobe
VOR 014 radial extending from the 5-mile
radius area to 8 miles N of the VOR.

7. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700-foot Cumberland, Md.,
transition area described as follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

CumeEaLanDp, Mbp.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within 'a 7-mile radius
of the center, 39°38'66"" N., 78"45°51”" W. of
Cumberland Municipal Cumberiand,
Md, and within 6 miles E and § miles W
of the Cumberland RBN 019* bearing, ex-
tending from the 7-mile radius area to 11
miles N of the RBN,

8. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the

" Federal Aviation Regulations so as to

designate a 700-foot Indiana, Pa., transi-
tion area described as follows:

INDIANA, PA,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius
of the center, 40°37'57"" N, 79°06°18"° W. of
Indiana County Jimmy Stewart Airport, In-
diana, Pa., and within 2 miles enoh side of
the 091* bearing from the Indiana RBN ex-
tending from the 6-mile radius area to 7
miles E of the REN.

9. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the St. Thomas, Pa. transition
area.
|F.R. Doc, 85-8397; Filed, June 17, 1965;

8:46am.}

[Airspace Docket No. 84-EA-73)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zones, Designa-
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo-
cation of Control Area Extensions

On pages 2107 and 2108 of the FEpErRAL
RecisTer for February 16, 1965, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would alter the Bowl-
ing Green, Ky., and Paducah, Ky., con-
trol zones, designate a 700-foot transi-
tion area over Bowling Green-Warren
County Afrport, Bowling Green, Ky,, and
Barkley Field, Paducah, Ky.; revoke the
control area extensions of Bowling
Green, Ky, and Paducah, Ky., Twelve-
hundred foot Bowling Green and Pa-
ducah, Ky., transition areas will also be
designated.

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-
ceived.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 est., August 19, 1965,

(See, 307(a), Pedérnl Aviation ‘Act of 10868
(72 Stat. 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348) )

Issued in Jamaica, N. Y., on May 26,
1965.
WaYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.166 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
revoke the Bowling Green and Paducah,
Ky., control area extensions.

2. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Bowling Green,
Ky., control zone and inserting in lieu
thereof the following:

Within o 4-mile radius of the center
36°57°68’* N, 86°25'10"" W. of Bowling

Green-Warréen = County  Alrport Bowling
Green, Ky.; and within 2 miles each aide B
the Bowling Green VOR 206* rudiu! extend.
ing from tho 4-mile radius 2one 10 0.5 mily
SWof the VOR,

3. Amend § 71171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Paducah, Ky, con.
trol zone and inserting in licu therso
the following:

Within a 4-mile radius of the cegte
37°08°40”" N., 88°46°20"" W. of Barkiey Pleid
Paducah, Ky.: and within 2 miles each sics
of the Paducah VOR 225* and 045" radlal
extending from the 4-mmile radius sone 1)
miles SW of the VOR.

4. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations = a5
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Bowling
Green, Ky., transition area described n
follows:

BowLiNG Garexn, Ky

That alrspace extending upward from %
feet above the surface within s ¢-mile radiu
of the center 36°57'65' N., 86°25'10" W. o
the Bowling Green-Warren County Alrperi,
Bowling Green, Ky.; within 2 miles each gide
of the Bowling Green VOR 206° radlal ex-
tending from the 6-mile radius area w §
mlles SW of the VOR.

That alrspace extending upwurd from 1200
feet above the surface bounded by a line b
ginning st the western bounduary of V-7 at
37°01°00"" N. to 87°08°15°" N, 87°00°00" W
to 87"04°00°" N, 8671825 W, to 2445
N, 88'18°25'* W. to the intersection o
86°368°00"" W. and a 36-mlile arc centered ot
Nashville Metropolitan Alrport, Nashrille
Tenn,, thence counterclockwise along the ae
1o the western boundary of V-7, to the paist
of beginning.

5. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so 85 W@
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Paducal,
Ky., transition area described as follows:

Pavucan, Kr.

That airspace extending upward from 70
fect above the surface within a 6-mile radies
of the center 87°03'40'" N., 88°46'20"" W. of
Barkley Field, Paducah, Ky,; within 2 miles
each side of the Paducah VOR 225" radial
oxtending from the G-mile radivs ares twd
miles 8W of the VOR. :

That airspace extending upward from 130
foet above the surface bounded é):(r'llts bel-‘
ginning at 37°18'256'" N, 88746700 W ¢
37’0':?30" N., 88732°00"" W. to 36°44'80" ':v‘
88°52'25"" W. to 86°54'10"" N, £89°06107 W.
to the point of beginning.

[FP.R. Doc. 65-6308; Filed, June 17,
8:46 am.]
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[Alrspace Docket No. 64-EA-T8]

Al

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDER
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone, Des;g:::
tion of Transition Arecs, ond Re
cation of Control Area Extension

On page 2108 of the FEpERAL ch;sﬂf:f
for February 16, 1965, the Federal o
tion Agency published proposed re.lx“m'
tions which would alter }lxe '}7'596'
W. Va. control zone (28 FR. om;
designated a 700-foot transition ar;;t
Elkins-Randolph County Airport, * -
W. Va., and revoke the Elkins, w. Va.
control area ecxtension (

09 P.R. 17563
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A 1200-foot Elkins, W. Va., transition
area would also be designated.

Interested parties were glven 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views, No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-

fved.
cem view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., July 22, 1965,

(Sec. 307(n), Pederal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Siat, 740; 49 US.C, 1348)

Issued in Jamaica, N.¥., on May 11,

1065,
WayYneE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71,165 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to re-
voke the Elkinsg, W. Va, control area
extension.

2. Amend § 71171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Elkins,
W. Va., control zone and substitute in
Heu thereof the following:

Bucins, 'W. Va,

Within a 5-mile radius of the center
31°53°25 N, TO*51'25'" W. of Eikins-
Randolph County Alrport, Elkins, W. Va.;
and within 2 miles each side of a line bear-
Ing (47 from the Elkins Radio Range ex-
tending from the S5-mile radius zone to 8
wiles NE of the range, effective sunrise to
unset

3. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Elkins,
W. Va, transition area described as
follows:

Euxing, W. Va.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 38°53°25'" N., 79*51'25'" W. of
Elkns-Randolph County Afrport, Elkins,
W;v V., within 2 miles each side of the Elkins
VOR 098* radia) extending from the 7-mile
fadius area to the VOR; within 5 miles each
side of the Elkins VOR 070" radial extending
fom I miles E to 23 miles E of the VOR,
e2ective sunrise to sunset.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feel above the surface bounded by a line

: erg ALl 39710°00"" N, 79°56°00"" W.
‘0.39 0600 N. 79°42'00'* W, to 38°58'00"" N.,
70.38‘&)”' W. 10 38°46'00"" N,, 79"43'00"" W. to
::,“‘co” N., 80°00'00" W. to 38%49°00" N.,

2'00" W. to 38°59°00'" N., 80°22'00"" W.
® the point of beginning,

PR Doc. 65-8390: Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:48 am.)|

|Alrspree Docket No. 64-EA-T9)

PAA!IT 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
RWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

o'“gncho‘n of Transition Areas and
;i:,:.“o"on of Control Area Exten-
On page 2110 of the FEnERAL REGISTE
{?;nr’:brum- 16, 1965, the Federal AVﬂt
tone 0y published proposed regula-
08 which would designate a 700-foot
Ber,l:‘:)uon area over Berlin Alrport,
Wmu-her'ﬂ  and Whitefleld Afrport,
e d, N.H.; revoke the Berlin, NH.,
erin Area extension and designate a
ool Berlin, NH. transition area.

FEDERAL REGISTER

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication of the proposed regula-
tions to submit written data or views.
No objections to the proposed regulations
were received.

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t. July 22, 1965.

(Sec. 307(a), Pederal Avintion Act 1958 (72
Stat, 740; 40 US.C. 1348) )

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on April 28,
1965.
Wayne HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71,165 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
revoke the Berlin, N.H., control area
extension.

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Berlin,
N.H. transition area described as
follows:

Beruin, NH.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center 44°34'20"" N, 71°10'385"' W, of
Berlin Alrport, Berlin, NH,; and within 2
miles each side of the 334" bearing from
the Berlin REN extending from the 7-mile
radiug area to ® miles N of the RBN,
effective sunrise to sunset,

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feot nbove the surface beginning at 44°54'00°"
N, 71°10°00"" W. to 44°31°00"" N., T0*55'00""
W, t044°29°00"" N, 71°03°00"" W. to 44°22'00""
N, 71°02'00" W, to 44°13'00"" N,, 7T1°45'00'"
W.t044"25°00°° N, 71°52°00"" W. to 44°86°00""
N, 7T1720°00"" W. to 44°47°00* N,, 71"28°00""
W. to point of beginning.

3. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a 700-foot Whitefield, N.H.,
transition area described as follows:

Warrersro, NH.

That alri extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center 44°21'63"° N., 71°33'07" W. of
Whitefield, N.H,, Alrport; within 2 miles each
side of the 248° bearing from the Whitefield,
N.H., RBN extending from the 5-mile radius
area to 8 miles W of the RBN, effective
sunrise to sunset.

[PR. Doc. 65-6400; Flled, June 17, 1065;
8:46 a.m.|

| Alrspace Docket No. 63-EA-107]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation of Transition Areas and
Control Area Extension; Alteration
of Control Zones and Designation
of Transition Areas

On pages 2108 and 2109 of the FEpERAL
RecisTer for February 16, 1965, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would revoke the Elk-
land, Pa., Montrose, Pa., Greene, N.Y.,
and “Watkins Glen, N.Y., transition
areas; revoke the Binghamton, N.Y., and
Elmira, N.Y. control area extensions;
alter the Binghamton, Elmira, and
Ithaca, N.Y., control zones; designate
T00-foot transition areas over Chemung
County Airport, Elmira, N.Y., Tompkins
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County Airport, Ithaca, N.Y. Broome
County Airport, Binghamton, N.Y., and
Wellsville Municipal Airport, Wellsville,
N.Y.; establish a 1,200-foot Elmira, N.Y.,
transition area.

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been re-
celved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., July 22, 1965, except as fol-
lows:

1. In Items 2 and 7 in the text material
under lines 4 and 5, respectively, delete
the word “VORTAC"” and insert in lieu
thereof “VOR".

2. Under Item 4 In the text material,
line 14 delete the phrase “excluding the
area within a 1-mile radius of the Ithaca
Municipal Airport.”

3. In Item 6 in the text material in line
9 after the words “ILS NE insert the
word “localizer”.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Avintion Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 749; 40 US.C. 1348))

Issued In Jamaica, N.Y., on May 13,
1965.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.1656 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the Binghamton, N.Y., and Elmira, N.Y.,
control area extensions.

2. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Binghamton, N.Y.,
control zone and inserting in lieu thereof
the following :

BixouaMmTOoN, NY.

Within a S-mile radius of the center of
Broome County Airport, ton, N.Y.,
42°12°85'" N., 75°58°46’° W.; within 2 miles
each side of the Binghamton VOR 066* radial
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to the
VOR and within 2 miles each side of the
alrport ILS localizer SE course extending
from the S-mile radius zone to 2 miles SE
of the OM.

3. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Pederal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Elmira, N.Y., con-
trol zone and inserting in licu thereof
the following:

Eumixa, NY,

Within & S5-mile radius of the center of
Chemung County Alrport, Elmira, NY,, 43"~
00°37"" N., T6°53'85"" W.; within 2 mlles each
side of the Elmira VOR 057" radial extending
from the 5-mile radius zone to the VOR;
within 2 milles each side of the alrport ILS
localizer NE course extending from the 5-mile
radius zone to 2 miles NE of the OM; within
2 miles each side of the centeriine of Runway
1 extended northerly from the 5-mile radius
zone for 3 miles; within 2 miles each side of
the centerline of Runway 10 extended east-
erly from the 5-mile radius zone for 1 mile;
within 2 miles each side of the centerline of
Runway 19 extended southerly from the 5-
mile radius zone for 2 miles and within 2
miles each side of the centerline of Runway
28 extended westerly from the 5-mile radius
zone for 4 miles,

4. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the description of the Ithaca, N.Y., con-
trol zone and inserting In lieu thereof
the following:
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Trmaca, NY.

Within a 4-mile radius of the center 42°-
20726’ N., 76°27'30"" W., of Tompkins County
Alrport, Ithaca, N.Y,, within 2 miles each side
of the Ithaca VOR 305°* radial extending
from the 4-mile radius zone to 9 miles NW
of the VOR; within 2 miles each side of the
Ithacs VOR 144° radial extending from the
4-mile radius zone to 7.6 miles SE of the
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the Ithaca
VOR 117* radial extending from the 4-mile
radius zone to 7.5 miles SE of the VOR and
within 2 miles each side of the Ithaca VOR
058" radial extending NE from the 4-mile
radius gone to 7.6 miles NE of the VOR. This
control zone is effective Monday through
Friday, 0600-2300; Saturday 0600-2100; Sun-
day, 0000-2300 local time,

5. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating an Ithaca, N.Y., 700-foot transi-
tion area as follows:

Itraca, NY.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the aurface within a 12-mile
radius of the center 42°29°25" N., 76°27'30""
W. of Tompkins County Alrport, Ithacs, N.X.,
and within 5 miles SW and 8 miles NE of the
Ithaca VOR 306* radial extending from the
VOR to a point 12 miles NW, excluding that
portion which overlies the Elmira, N.Y.,
transition area,

6. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating an Elmira, N.Y., 700~ and 1,200-
foot transition ares as follows:

Evmma, NY.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 12-mile
radius of the center of Chemung County Alr-
port, Elmira, NY,, 42°00°37"' N, 76°53'35"' W,
within 2 miles each side of the Elmira VOR
237 radial extending SW from the 12-mile
mdius area for 8 miles SW of the VOR:
within 6 miles SE and 8 miles NW of the nir-
port ILS NE localizer course extending from
the 12-mile radius area to 12 miles NE of the
Alpine RBN,

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface beginning at 42°41°-
30" N, 76°23°00'" W, to 42°40°00"* N., 76*30"~
00" W. to 42°10'00"* N, to 756°25'00"" W. to
4172830 N, 752000 W., to 41°39'30"" N.,
TT°02°20"" W, to 41°45°05'" N., 7T7°01°05"* W, to
41°48'40°" N., T7°83°40" W. to 41°52°30"" N.,
T7°33°15"° W. to 41°565°00'" N., 775800 W.
to 42°32°00"" N, T7°58°00'" W. to 42°32'00"
N., T7°36'00" W. to 42°40'00"" N, 77°22'30""
W, to paint of beginning.

7. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a Binghamton, N.Y., 700-foot
transition area as follows:

BmverasmrToN, N.Y.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the center of Broome County Alrport, 42°-
12°35' N, 15°588°46"” W.; within 2 mlles each
side of the Binghamton VOR 066°-246"
radial extending SW from the 7-mile radlus
area for 8 miles from the VOR; within 2 miles
each side of the alrport ILS localizer SE
course extending from the 7-mile radius area
to the Binghamton RBN.

8. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a Wellsville, N.Y., 700-foot transi«
tion area as follows:

Werrsvinie, N.Y,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius
of the conter of Wellsville Munioipal Alr-
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port, Wellsyille, N.Y., 42°08°15"* N., 77°58'30""
W. and within 2 miles each xide of the Wells-
ville VOR 205* radial extonding from the 0-
mile radiug area for 8 miles from the VOR.

9. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting
the Elkland, Pa., Greene, N.Y., Mont-
rose, Pa., and Watkins Glen, N.Y,, transi-
tion areas.

|F.R. Doc. 65-8401; FPlled, June 17, 1065;
8:46 am.]

{Alrspace Docket No, 85-8W-1)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On April 2, 1965, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the Fgo-
ERAL REGISTER (30 F.R, 4321) stating that
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to
alter the controlled airspace in the
Amarillo, Tex., terminal area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through submission of com-
ments, All comments received were fa-
vorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0001 es.t., August 19,
1965, as hereinafter set forth,

1. In §71.171 (29 FR. 17582), the
Amarillo, Tex., control zone is amended
to read:

AMARILLO, TEX.

That alrspace within a 5-mile radius of the
Anmarillo AFB/Municipal (latitude
35°13'10"" N., longitude 101°42'40"" W.);
within 2 miles each side of the Amarillo
VORTAC 221" radial, extending from the 5-
mile radius zone to the VORTAC; and within
2 miles each side of the extended centerline
of the Amarillo AFB/Municlipal Run~
way 21, extending from the 5-mile radius
zono to 4.5 miles SW of the 1ift-off end of the
runway.

2. In §71.181 (20 FR., 17645) the
Amarillo, Tex., transition area is amend-
ed to read as follows:

AMARILLO, TEX,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 20-mile
radius of the Amarillo AFB/Municipal Alr-
port (Iatitude 35°18°10"" N, longitude 101°-
42°40" W.): and that alrspace extending up-
ward from 1200 feet above the surface
bounded by a line beginning at latitude 36°-
0100 N.. longitude 101'24°00"" W to Iati-
tude 35°568'00°" N, longitude 101°13°00"" W.;
1o Intitude 35°42°00°° N., longitude 100°20°-
00 W, to Iatitude 35°28'00'" N, longltude
100°20'00"" W.; to latitude 35'23°00”' N.,
longitude 100°50°00*" W.; to Iatitude 35%13'-
00'* N., longitude 100°50'00"° W.; to latitude
35%13'00"" N., lopgitude 101°10°00"" W. to
Iatitude 34°56°00"" N., longitude 101*1000""
Wi to latitude 34°50°00"" N., longitude 101°-
27°00"° W.; to latitude 34740°00"° N, longi-
tude 101°38°00" W.: to latitude 344000 N.,
longitude 102°18°00"" W.; to latitude 35°00'-
00"* N., longitude 102°25'00"° W.; to latitude
85"82'00'" N., longitude 102709°00" W.; to
Iatitude 35°44°00°* N., longitude 102°23'00*"
W.: to latitude 35°54'00% N, longitude 102"~
10°00"* W.; to latitude 36°40°00'" N., longitude
101°54°00"" W, to latitude 35°43'00"" N,
longitude 101%44°00'° W. to latitude 35°~

59°00"" N., longitude 101*30°00"" w.. ¢
of beginning; and that alrspace extending
upward from 8,000 feet mal. within § mie
each side of the Amarillo VORTAC oy
radial, extending from the 1.200-foot ary
boundary to 52 miles NW of the VoRTAR
uding the portion of the transition s
with a floor of 8,000 feet m.s.l. that lies withiy
federal alrways.
(Sec. 307(a), Pederal Aviation Act of 138
(40 US.C, 1348))

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Jums
10, 1965,

A.L. Covrrm,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.

[FR. Doc. 65-6402; Filed, Junc 17, 194
8:46 am.)

[Alrspace Docket No. 85-5W-3)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Contro! Zone

On April 2, 1865, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the Fo-
ERAL REGISTER (30 F.R. 4321) stating that
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed o
alter the Oklahoma City, Okla. (Tinker
AFB), control zone,

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through submission of comments
All comments received were favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., August 19,
1965, as hereinafter set forth.

In §71.171 (20 F.R. 17622), the Okix-I
homa City, Okla, (Tinker AFB), contred
zone is amended to read as follows:

ORLAHOMA CIry, OXLA, (Toixex AVB)

That alrspace within a §-mile radios o
Tinker AFB (Iatitude 36°24'50"" N, Jongitudt
97"23'35"" W.); within 2 miles each side of
the Tinker AFB VOR 360* radin), extending
from the 5-mile radius wone to 12 mils ¥
of the VOR; within 2 miles each side of tbt
Tinker AFB TACAN 002* radial, extending
from the 5-mile redfus zone to § miles ¥
of the TACAN; and within 2 miles each side
of the Tinker AFB TACAN 183" radial, e
tonding from the S-mile radius zone W 3
miles S of the TACAN.

(Sec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 194
(490 US.C. 1348) )

Issued in Forth Worth, Tex,, on Juné

10, 1965.
A. L. CouLTsR,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.

(PR, Doc. 85-8403; Plled, June 17, 1965
8;46 am.|

{ Atrspace Docket No. 64-WE 4]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDEAR&l
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone, .Revoo
tion of Control Area Extgnstot_un ”
Transition Area, Designalio
Transition Area b
On April 14, 1965, a notice of 31;‘ o

rule making was publishcfi in u:x ot

erAL RecisTER (30 F.R. 4768) ststm

the Federal Aviation Agency P

o




Friday, June 18, 1965

the alteration of controlled alrspace in
the Portland, Oreg., area.

Interested persons were afforded an
gpportunity to participate in the rule
making through submission of comments.
All comments received were favorable.

In conslderation of the foregoing, Part
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
s amended, effective 0001 es.t., August
19, 1065, s hereinafter set forth.

In §71.171 (20 F R, 17626), the Port-
1and, Oreg., control zone is amended to
pn: PORTLAND, OREG.

Within a 5-mile radius of Portiand Inter-
pational Alrport - (latitude 45°35'20"" N,
lengitude 122°35'35'" W.); within 2 miles
esch aide of the Portland VORTAC 180°
radial, extending from the 5-mile radius zone
0 § miles 8 of the VORTAC; within 2 miles
§W and 2.5 miles NE of the Portland Runway
10R ILS locallzer NW course, extending from
the S-mile radiug zone to 1 mile NW of the
OM, and within 2 miles NE and 2.5 miles SW
of the Portiand Runway 28R ILS localizer
SE course, extending from the 5-mile radius
mue to 1 mile NW of the OM, excluding the

portion within the Troutdale, Oreg., control
one,

In §71.165 (29 F.R. 17557), the follow~
ing control area extensions are revoked:

A. Portland, Oreg.

B. Newberg, Oreg.

In §71.181 (29 PR, 17677), the Long-
view, Wash., transition area is revoked.

In § 71181 (29 PR. 17643), the fol-
lowing transition area is added:

Poxrranp, Onsc.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
fest above the surface within a 23-mile radius
of the Portland International Airport (lati-
tude 45°35°20"" N., longitude 122°35'85"" W.),
aid within 2 miles each side of the Newberg,
Oreg., VORTAC 007* radial, extending from
the 23-milo radius area to the VORTAC; that
Airpace extending upward from 1,200 feet
Mbove the surface within a 30-mile radius
og the Portiand International Airpart and the
rpace NW of Portland extending from the
¥-mile radius area bounded on the S by
hu_md_e 45°38°00 N, on the W by longitude
121700 W, and on the N by V-112; that
Mrpace extending upward from 4,500 feet
Mal NW of Portland bounded on the S by
V=112, on the W by longitude 123°17°00"* W,
U the N by latitude 46°11°00°° N, and
:ﬂ_ﬂxe E by V-00, that airspace N of

“nd extending from the $0-mile radius
:‘oa: bound'ed‘ on the W by V-00, on the N by
Lka.ude 4625'00"" N., and on the E by V-28T7;
lmx irspace extending upward from 6,500
> sl W of Portland extending from the

'_;aulo Tadius area bounded on the SE by
v.u?;mf the W by V-27, and on the N by
o that alespace N of Portland extending
Wb Jm'?o-mu:- radius area bounded on the
mut{ V-287, on the N by the arc of a 40-
Chumml muo_ radius circle centered on Mc-
0820 QPB. Tacoma, Wash, (lstitude 47°-
~fphon longitude 122°28°06** W.), and on
- by longitude 123°16'00°" W.: thut afr-
¥ °'E"‘”=dlr:+t upward from 8,500 feet m.s.l,
Rt N;d SE of Portiand within a 60-mile
from h",‘h‘ Portland Afrport, extending

P‘ ¢ 30-mile radius area clockwise from

whi 4 VORTAC 086° radial to the E
within Pf;dm ‘Vla}:. excluding the airspace
{2 the N_C;Y(Jﬂ!- ;‘::’WHFI and the airspace with-
Cterad o 11 o And 60-mile radius circies
e & tr 12 Portland Atrport bounded on
oo -onb‘sh eu:;. Portland VORTAC 118° radial
02" ragiig) | Y the Newberg, Oreg.. VORTAC

(Bee, : .
x m:gzm. Federal Aviation Act of 1058,
ed (72 Stat. 740; 49 US.C. 1848))

FEDERAL REGISTER

Issued In Los Angeles, Calif, on
June 10, 1965.
Lee E. WARREN,

Acting Director, Western Region.

[FR. Doc, 05-8404; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:46 am,]

[Airspace Docket No, 65-EA-2]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FED-
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR-
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration and Designation of
Transition Areas

On page 3453 of the FEpERAL REGISTER
for March 16, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published proposed regulations
which would alter the 1200-foot Ogdens-
burg, N.Y., transition area and add a
700-foot transition area over Ogdensburg
Municipal Airport, Ogdensburg, N.Y,

Interested parties were given 456 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., August 19, 1965.

(Sec, 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (72
Stat. 740; 40 U.S.C. 1348) )

szssued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 26,
1965.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 so as to de-
lete the description of the Ogdensburg,
N.Y., Transition Area and insert in lien
thereof :

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 44°40'52"" N,, 75"28'05’" W. of
Ogdensburg Munlicipal Alrport, Ogdensburg,
N.Y., exciuding the portion over Canada;
within 2 miles each side of a 077" bearing
from the Ogdensburg radio beacon extending
from the 5-mile radius to 8 miles east of the
radio beacon.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface beginning at 44*16°00""
N, 756°30°00"" W. to 44°16'00°' N,, 76*10'00""
W., thence NE along the US./Canadian
border to 44°56°00"" N, 750500 W. to

4474200 N., T5°05'00"" W. to point of
beginning,
[PR. Doc. 65-6405; Filed, June 17, 1965;

8:46 am.]

[Alrspace Docket No, 66-EA-8)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR-
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On pages 2952 and 2953 of the FEDERAL
Recister for March 6, 1965, the Federal
Aviation Agency published proposed reg-
ulations which would establish & 700-foot
transition area over North Central State
Airport, Smithfield, R.I.

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication In which to submit writ-
ten data or views. No objections to the
proposed regulations have been received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., July 22, 1965,

7885

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(T2 Stat, T49; 40 US.C. 1348) )

9?5&“ in Jamalca, N.Y.,, on May 11,
1 b
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig-
nate a 700-foot Smithfield, R.I., transi-
tion area described as follows:

Surrarinwy, RIL

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the conter, 41°55°21"" N,, 71'20'30’" W. of
North Central State Airport, Smithfield, RI.,
and within 2 miles east and 5 miles west of
the Providence, RI, VOR 347" radial ex-
tending from the 5-mile radius to the VOR,
excluding the portion that overlaps the Prov-
idence 700-foot transition area.

[F.R. Doc. 65-6406; Filed, June 17,
8:46 am.]

1065;

[Alrspace Docket No. 65-EA-8]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Areas

On page 2953 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for March 6, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published proposed regulations
which would designate a 700-foot transi-
tion area over Rhea Airport, Clarion, Pa.,
and a 1200-foot Clarion, Pa., transition

area.

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit writ-
ten data or views. No objections to the
proposed regulations have been received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 est., July 22, 1965, except as
follows:

1. In the text material for the transi-
tion area, lines 12 and 13 delete the
points “40°55700°" N., 78°28'00"" W.,” and
insert in lieu thereof “40°57'00'" N.,
78°37'00"" W."

(Bec. 307(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat, 740; 40 U.8,C. 1348) )

Issued in Jamalca, N.Y., on May 18,
1965.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig-
nate a 700- and 1,200-foot Clarion, Pa.,
Transition Area described as follows:

Cranion, Pa.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feot above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 41°14'22"" N,, T9"25'564"" W. of
Rhea Alrport, Clarion, Pa,, and within 2 miles
each side of the Clarion VOR 018" madinl
extending from the 5-mile radius ares to the
VOR., This transaition area is effective from
sunrise to sunset, daily,

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded by a line
beginning at 41°17°00'° N, 79*15'00"" W, to
41°08700" N., T9*15°00"" W. to 40°57°00'"
N., 768*87'00'" W. to 40'565'00"" N,, 78°38°00""
W. to a point on the Imperial VOR 37-mile
arc at 40°33'00"' N, thence counterclockwise
along thisure to 80°08'00"" W. to the Clarion
VOR to the point of beginning.

|F.R. Doc, 05-6407; Piled, June 17,
8:46 am.]

1965;
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[Alrspace Docket No, 85-EA-14)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On pages 3453 and 3454 of the PEpErAL
Recister for March 16, 1965, the Federal
Aviation Agency published proposed reg-
ulations which would designate a 700~
foot transition area over Chester Afr-
port, Chester, Conn.

Interested partles were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
recelved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 es.t., August 19, 1965.

(Sec. 807(n), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(72 Stat. 740; 40 U.8.0. 1348) )

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y,, on May 26,
1965.
‘Wayne HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig-
nate a 700-foot Chester, Conn., Transl-
tion Area described as follows:

Cuzster, CONN.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet aboVe the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 41°23'01” N,, 72'30°20"" W. of
Chester Chester, Conn., and within 2
miles each side of the Madison VOR 063"
radial extending from the 5-mile radius to
the VOR.

[PR. Doc. 65-8408; Piled, June 17, 1065;
8:46 am.]

[Alrspace Docket No, 64-EA-62)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Areas

On page 1126 of the FEpERAL REGISTER
for February 3, 1965, the Federal Avia-
tion Agency published proposed regula-
tions which would designate a 700-foot
transition area over New River Valley
Airport, Dublin, Va., and a 1,200-foot
transition area for the Dublin, Va., ter-
minal area.

Interested parties were glven 45 days
in which to submit written data or views.
No objection to the proposed regulations
were received.

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
0001 e.s.t., July 22, 1965.

(8ec. 307(a), Pederal Aviation Act of 19568 (72
Stat. 749; 49 U.S.0. 1348) )

Issued In Jamalca, N.Y., on April 28,
1965,
WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations by designating
a Dublin, Va,, 700- and 1,200-foot tran-
sition area described as follows:

Dunvix, Va,

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius
of the center 37°08'30"" N,, 80"41'00" W,, of
New River Valley Alrport, Dublin, Va.; within

RULES AND REGULATIONS

2 miles each nmide of the Pulaski VOR 208*
radial extending from the 6-mile radius area
to 8 miles SW of the VOR: within 2 miles
each side of & line bearing 245° from latitude
87'06°00"" N., longitude 80°44°30"° W. ex-
tending from 6-mile radius area to 8 miles
SW of 37°06°00"" N, 80°44'30"" W.

That airspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded by a line be-
ginning at 37°10°00°° N, 80'57°00" W, to
37°10°00°" N, 80°51'30"* W., to 37°20°00"" N.,
80°49700" W., thence clockwise along a 15«
miie arc centered on the Pulsski VOR (37°-
05°16°" N., 80°42'43" W.) to 87°00°00"" N.,
80°25°20"" W, to 36°46°40"* N, 800740 W.,
to 36°36°20"" N, 80%06°30"° W,, to 86°30°00""
N., 80"57°00"" W., to the point of beginning.
[FR. Doc. 65-8400; Piled, June 17, 1065;

8:46 am.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 64-EA-66)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Transition Area Description;
Correction

On page 6579 of the FEoErAL REGISTER
for May 13, 1965, the Federal Aviation
Agency published a regulation to desig-
nate a 1200-foot Danville, Va., transition
area. It has been determined that the
description of said transition area
omitted the use of a direction to proceed
along the 35 mile radius arc. To elimi-
nate any ambigulty the description will
be amended to provide a counterclock-
wise direction,

Because the correction is of a clarify-
ing nature the public Interest does not
require the 30 day notice.

The subject regulation is hereby
amended as follows:

1. Under Item 2, second paragraph of
the text material, Insert the word
“counterclockwise” after the word
“thence” and before the word “along.”
(Sec. 807(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1058
(72 Stat. 740; 49 U.S.0. 1348))

Issued In Jamalca, N.Y., on May 20,
1865.
WaynNe HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR. Doc. 65-6410; Filed, June 17, 1905;
8:47am.)

[Alrspace Docket No, 64-EA-67]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Areas

On pages 2110 and 2111 of the FedERAL
Recisrer for February 16, 1965, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency published proposed
regulations which would designate a
700-foot transition area over and for the
terminal area of Westchester County
Alrport, White Plains, N.Y, A 1200-foot
White Plains, N.Y.,, transition area would
also be designated,

Interested parties were given 45 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
recelved.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulations are hereby adopted effective
001 es.t., July 22, 1965.

(Sec, 307(a), Pederal Aviation Act of
(72 Stat, 740; 40 UB.C. 1348) )

”x?ued in Jamalca, N.Y., on May 1],

1558

WaYNE Hzxoresuor,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Feg.
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig.
nate a 700- and 1,200-foot White Plaing,
N.Y., transition area described g
follows:

Waxrre Pramws, N.Y.

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface bounded by u line
begiuning at: 41*18'00" N, 7470000 W. o
41°16°00"" N, 74°00°00"" W, to 41°10°'00" N,
T4°00°00°" W. 10 41*19°00" N, 73°57°00" W. to
41727'00" N, 73°54°00°" W. to 41°37°00" N,
7347700 W. 10 41*19°00"" N, 73"42°00" W. 10
41°25°00"" N, 73°30°00"" W, to 41°20'00" N,
T3°23°00"" W. to 41*10°00°* N., 73"33°00" W.10
41°00700°" N., 78*33'00"" W. to 40°50'00"" N,
T3*42°00"" W. to 41701700 N,, 74" 0000 W. w0
41°07’30"* N,, 78°57°00"" W. to 41'10'30" N,
74°00°00°" W. to the polnt of begiuning

That alrspace extending upward from 12300
feet above the surface bounded by a line b
ginning at: 41°31°00"" N., 73°54°00" W, to
41°31°00°" N., T3"30'00°" W. to 41°25'00"" X,
T3*30°00"" W, to 41719°00"" N., 75°42°00"" W. 0
41°27'00*" N., 7T3°47°00°" W, to 41°27°00° X,
73°54°00"" W. to the polnt of beginning
[F.R. Doc, 65-6411; PFiled, Juune 17, 15,

8:47 am.

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy
Commission

PART 9-14—INSPECTION AND
ACCEPTANCE

Miscellaneous Amendments

Section 9-14.000, Scope of part, is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 9-14.000 Scope of part.

This part implements and supplements
FPR 1-14 by prescribing the policles and
requirements for inspection and acoept-
ance under contracts for supplies and
services, including construction con-
tracts.

The following section is added:
8§ 9-14.000-50 Policy, cost-type conirac:

tor procurement.

All of FPR 1-14 and this AECPR 9-14
constitute specific provisions which u:e
contracting officer shall bring 0 the at-
tention of Class A and Class B coat-.tyigg
contractors as constituting areas :‘h&e-
require appropriate treatment In the o
velopment of statements of c.)ixzra;m
procurement practices in order to c.sd
out the basic AEC procurement policy
forth in AECPR § §-1.5203.

§8 9-14.101, 9-14.201 [Deleted]

Section 8-14.101, General, and §8
14,201, General, are deleted. 1ded
The following new section is 8¢

inspection of

14.108 CGovernment
e supplies under subeoniracts.
The limitations in FPR 1-14 110v
apply to procurements by cost- g
tractors for the account of AEC.

g do not
pe con-
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§9-14.5001 [Amended]

In § 9-14.5001 Inspection and accept-
ance requirements, subparagraph (4)
under paragraph (8) is deleted and par-
agraphs (a) (3) and (b) are revised to
read ns follows:

£0-11.5001 Inspection and acceptance
requirements.

a) & 09

(3) Instructions issued by Headquar-
ters divisions, offices or Managers of
Field OMces,

(b) The Instructions referred to in
subparagraph (3) of paragraph (a) of
this section shall not be inconsistent
with the contract or this part.

. . - - »
£9-11.5003 [Amended]

In § 9-14,5008 Construction contracts,
parsgraph (b) 1s deleted and reserved.
(Bec. 101, Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, 68 Stat. 048, 42 US.C. 2201; sec.
206 of the Federal Property and Administra-
tive Services Aot of 1040, as amended, 83 Stat,
300, 40 U 8.C. 488)

Effective date. 'These regulations are
effective upon publication in the FPEdERAL
ReGisTER,

For the U.S, Atomic Energy Commis-
sion,

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 11th

day of June 1965,
R. J. Hast,
Acting Director,
Division of Contracts.
65-6431; Flled, June 17, 1965;
8:48 am.)

{PR, Doc

PART 9-16—PROCUREMENT FORMS
Miscellaneous Amendments

Delete 33 9-18.051 Applicadbility, and

8-16.5001 Applicability, and add the fol-
lowing:

§9-16.051-1 Applicahility.

This part and FPR 1-16 are applicable
to direct, procurements of supplies, non-
personal services, and construction.

§9-16.051-2  Policy, cost-type contrac-
for procurement.

A“‘O" FPR 1-16 and this AECPR 8-16
constitute specific provisions which the
tontracting officer shall bring to the at-
tention of Class A and Class B cost-type

tontractors as constituting areas which
require appropriate treatment in the
development of statements of contractor
Procurement practices in order to carry
Gul the basie AEC procurement policy set

forth in AECPR § 9-1.5203. 1t is recog-
nized that the contract forms and out-
lines may need appropriate adaptation
when used by cost-type contractors,

§9-16.5001  Applicability.

" The AEC contract outlines set forth
erein are applicable to all AEC direct
Procurement which is within the scope of
the Varlous categories covered by the
Outlines, With respect to AEC policy on
:ﬂ:f-tyxle contractor procurement, see
: 16.051-2, The exchange of informa-
“0n between AEC Field Offices concern-
No,117—4

FEDERAL REGISTER

ing adaptation of these contract outlines
for subcontract purposes is authorized
and encoursged.

(Sec. 101, of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as nmended, 68 Stat, 948, 42 U.S.C. 2201; sec.
205, of the Federal Property and Administro-
tive Services Act of 1949, as amended, 63 Stat,
300, 40 US.C. 480)

Eflective date. These amendments are
effective upon publication in the Feo-
ERAL, REGISTER.

glFor the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis-
sion.

Dated at Germantown, Md,, this 11th
day of June 1965.
Josers L. SMITH,
Director, Division of Contracts.
[F.R. Doo. 65-6432; Plled, June 17, 1065;
8:48 am.|

PART 9-17—EXTRAORDINARY CON-
TRACTUAL ACTIONS TO FACILITATE
THE NATIONAL DEFENSE

Policy, Cost-Type Contractor
Procurement

The following section 1s added:

§ 9-17.000-50 Policy, cost-type contrac-
tor procurement.

There are no provisions in FPR 1-17 or

in this part which the contracting officer
shall bring to the attention of cost-type
contractors as constituting areas which
require appropriate treatment in the de-
velopment of statements of contractor
procurement practices,
(Sec. 161, Atomlc Energy Act of 10564, as
amended, 68 Stat, 948, 42 USC, 2201; sec.
205, Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1940, as amended, 63 Stat,
300, 40 U, 8. C. 4386)

Eflective date, This amendment is ef-
fective upon publication in the FeoErar
REGISTER,

For the US. Atomic Energy Commis-
sion.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 10th
day of June 1965,
Josern L, Smrta,
Director, Division of Contracts.

[F.R. Doc, 65-6433; Filed, June 17, 1065;
B8:48 n.m.}

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing
Service (Standards, Inspections,
Marketing Practices), Department
of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER K—FEDERAL SEED ACT

PART 201—FEDERAL SEED ACT
REGULATIONS

Miscellaneovus Amendments

On February 11, 1965, there was pub-
lished in the Feperan REcisTER (28 F.R.
1945) a notice of rule making and hear-
ing with respect to proposed amend-
ments to the regulations (7 CFR Part
201, as amended) under the Federal Seed
Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1551 et seq.).
After consideration of all relevant

7887

matters presented at the hearing and in
writing, pursuant to said notice, and
under authority of section 402 of the
Federal Seed Act, the proposed amend-
ments to the regulations are herecby
adopted as so published except as indl-
cated below:

1. The proposed amendment of §§ 201.2,
201.46, 201.58, and 201.221a, referred to
in proposal 1 of the notice, is not adopted.

2. The amendment of § 201,31, referred
to in proposal 2 of the notice, is changed
to substitute the name “Tenderette” for
"Tendercrop” preceding *“Tendercrop,
white seeded.”

3. The amendment of § 201.31a, re-
ferred to in proposal 3 of the notice, is
changed to delete the chemical names
following generic or coined names given
for the same substance.

4. The amendment of § 201.34(e), re-
ferred to in proposal 4 of the notice, to
add a new subparagraph (8) is changed
by amending the heading to read “Sor-
ghum-sudangrass hybrids”, to change
the gpelling of “Hydan 37" and "Hydan
38" to “Hidan 37" and “Hidan 38", and to
insert In alphabetical order the variety
name “Su-Graze,”

5. The amendment of table 1, In
§ 201.46, referred to in proposal 5 of the
notice, 1s changed by deleting the aster-
isks in said table,

6. The proposed amendment of para-
graph (a) in § 201.47, referred to in pro-
posal 7 of the notice, is not adopted.

7. The amendment of paragraph (a)
and (a)(2) of §201.56-2, referred to in
proposal 12 of the notice, is changed by
deleting the words “and/or decayed”
from the last sentence of paragraph (a)
and “or decay” from subdivision (iy) of
paragraph (a) (2),

8. The amendment of table 2, para-
graph (¢) in § 201.58, referred to In pro-
posal 15, with respect to the requirement
for testing sorghum almum in column 7
is changed to read "add ‘Upon the 10th
day of test, elip or pierce the distal end
of ungerminated seeds.' "

It does not appear that further notice
of rule making or other public procedure
with respect to this matter would make
additional information available to this
Department, and therefore under section
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act
(5 US.C. 1003) it is found upon good
cause that further notice of rule making
and other public procedure on the
smendments are unnecessary and im-
practicable.

The amendments of the regulations as
hereby adopted shall become effective 30
days after publication in the FEpERAL
REGISTER,

Done at Washington, D.C., this 15th
day of June 1965.

Cranexce H. Giranrp,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.

§201.31 [Amended]

1. Section 201.31 is amended by in-
serting in alphabetical order in the two
lists of garden bean varieties the follow-
ing:

Bush Blue Lake,

Executive.
Abunda.,
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Sprite.
VIP.

Ton;lemtto.
Tendercrop, white seeded.

£§201.31a [Amended]

2. Section 201.31a(ec)(2) is amended
by deleting the list of chemical names
and inserting the following:

Aldrin, technical

Demeton

Dieldrin

p-Dimethylaminobenzenediazo sodium sul-
fonnte

Endrin

Ethion

Heptachlor

Mercurials, all types

Parathion

Phorate

Toxaphene

0-0-Diethyl-O- (isopropyl-4-methyl-6-pyri-
midyl) thiophosphate

0.0-Diethyl-S8-2-(ethylthio) ethyl phospho-
rodithloate

§201.34 [Amended)
3. Section 201.34(e) is amended as
follows:

a. In subparagraph (1) Bean (Vege-
table snapbeans) insert in the list of
variety names in alphabetical order the
following:

Abunds,

Bountiful Canner,

Bush Blue Lake.

Gallatin No, 50.

Higrade.

Improved Higrade.

New Top Notch Golden Wax.
Slenderwhite,

Siimgreen.

Tendergreen No. 32304,

b. In subparagraph (8) under the sub-
heading Sorghum, hybrid insert in the

1ist of variety names In appropriate order
the following:

388, KS 6b2.
4008 KS 701,
400C. Lindsey 744.
400E. Lindsey 755,
400F, NB 304PF,
401. NB 306P,
4108, NB 504,
4100C. NB 505,
410E. OK 612.
411, OK 613.
413. OK 632.
Apache, PA.G. 405.
Beefbullder T. P.A.G. 425,
C-448. P.A.G. 430,
O-45, P.AG, 435.
Choeyenne. P.A.G. 465.
Coastal S, P.A.G.515.
Constal T. P.A.G. 605.
Colorado 685, PAF. 625,
Colorado 604. R-106
Colorado 608, R-108.
Comanche. R-211,
Co-op T-700, R~212,
Crop Guard. Rr-214
D565, Raider B.
Dalry D. Ranger A.
Double T, Ranger B,
Duet. Redhead.
P-60. Red Ralder A,
F-85, Rico.
»-70, Rocket,
PFS5-300R., Rocket A
Ga. 600, RS 616,
Ga. 615, RS 619.
Gaucho. RS 621,
Ho-K. RS 623,
Horlzon 79, RS 623
Kilowna, RS 624,
KS 602, RS 640.
KS 603, RS 681.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

5-212. T-E 66,

5-214. T-BT7.
Sandfighter. T-E Goldmaker.
8D 252 P, T-E Grainmaster,
8D 441, T-E Yieldmaker,
8D 451, Titan.

Skorty 33. Titan R,

Shorty 40, Triple T,

Shorty 50. Ute.

Tasco, WAC 700

T-E 55.

¢. Add a new subparagraph “(8) Sor-

ghum-~sudangrass hybrids" together with
a list of varieties as follows:

On-Su, Kow Eandy.
Grazer, Lindsey 77P.
Grazer 21, NB 2808,

Grazer 22, 5-100.

Grazer A. Sudine.
Greenlan, Su-Graze.

Green M. Sweet Sioux.
Honey Sweet. 8X-11,

Hidan 37, S5X-12.

Hidan 38, T-E Grazemaster.
Hy-King-Su. T-E Haygrager,
Hy-Su.

4. Section 20142 Is amended to read
as follows:

§201.42 Small containers,

In sampling seed in small containers
that it is not practical to sample as re-
quired in § 201.41, a portion of one un-
opened container or one or more entire
unopened containers may be taken to
supply a minimum size sample, as re-
quired In § 201.43,

£§201.46 [Amended]
5. Section 201.46 Is amended as fol-
lows:

a. Delete from the second sentence of

‘paragraph (¢) the words “whole gram”

and insert the words “half gram",

b, Delete Table 1—Weight of the work-
ing sample, and insert the following
Table 1,

Tante 1—WEeIGHT OF WORKING SaMriE

Namy of sood

AGRIULTURAL SEXD

Alalln ~ Medicago satien. ... ..
Alfilacio -~ Frodium ciculerium. .
‘smlom-‘ Alysicapus ceginalis .
\lagrnss. Pupchn- nalatum;
Vir. P
All other vars..
Barley ~ Hordeum rulpn
Hesn:
Adruki—Phaseolus angularis.
Fleld-~ Phaseolus rwlgaris. .
Mung— Phascolus aureus. ..
Heet, flodd—Reta ndonm
Beot, sugur-—Beta owlparis
chxarm«i Floridn— Desmodiuns tortxomm. .
Rentgrass:
Colonlal tinel. Astoria and m‘hhml)—
Agrostia tenuis -
Creeping—Agvostis palusiris. .
Volvet—Agrostis m-na ........
Bermudograss,
Bermudagrass, :lru\tu(‘yno-{on 0w
nl TASS:

Rulbous—FPoa bultes.. o 3 S vt S

Cansda—Pos compre: SRl
Glancant ha—Pos plavcantha. .
Kentueky (all yars.)—

Poo protennie, ... ... . ...
Nevada— Poa neradensis.
Rough— Poa trivialis.

Texas— Poa aon\nl[an
Wood— Poa nemoralis, .

Bluestem:

;sim—‘-ei wdy L rerese LR L. S
At A opwon oo SRR AR b
Kand—Andr pu

Yellow—A opocou lxhnlnul
Brome:

Fiold—Rromwus arvennis. . .. .

Mountain—Bromux uuvgmmu

Smooth— Bromns inamis, e
Broomoeorn— Sorghum refpare var, l«hak\nu.
Buckwheat— F'nvf Wi escnbentum e
Buflalograss— e lfert.loﬁla

l‘llum e

{Caryo,
lluﬂalxrnmp.;muu«um ciliare.

)

(f'un
Burelover, ullmm(u - \hdmn hiapida (In bur)
llu!rlovﬂ', Californin-~Af Mlp“. out o( bul)
Rureclover, spottod — Medicogo arabica } j AR
Burclover, spotted— \hdko'o arabico (out of bar). .
Burnet, ll!ﬂo--
nuuonclo\«

(‘u‘:r"lm Ricinus amm-nu'
Chess, soft-— Bromus mollis..
(‘mckpm OO SPRImN . s e

ver:
Alsiko— ﬁ#hn Aptridum. .

1 QCTRRETTI . v e e smssmsnsmsnnn

Cluster— Trifolism glomer:

l\unmmm welght | Minlmum welght|  Approzimste
for noxious-weed number of
l purity analysis | seed examination | seeds per gra
pobe s
Grams ! Grama Nwsuber
] M )
5 50 AN
5 1] h's
& 50
7 5 WS
100 500 20
200 500 i
500 500 4
100 500 4
0 300 0
1) 300 o
1] 50 "W

o
v

b o

430

S8 RIBT BERER ERE RuRER

200
w

10
W

wo
1, M0

0
L]
19
n
150
),

gBuBuezed 88s

BERE

=

150
9
y 2
0

Crimson—7T¥

cassna

Keayn—
Ladino— Trifotium repens.
Lappa—Trifotium lmpuun

See footnotes at end of table.

tonis Bt BeB B RSN UG R BB ek o - ss

saupray S=8y
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Tamz 1—WeicHT 0y WorRKING Samrie--Continued

Name of seedd

Minimum welght! Minlmum welght
for for noxious-weed
purity analysls | seed examination

A p{roxhnatt

number of
reeds pee gram

AGRICULTURAL SExD—continued

W’he(ﬁm—Conlxxn R
Streambank—~Agropyron riparium .
'l“ll—An?'m ”
‘_“d'l'manr- gropyron rukh“
(.nundl—w
Russian—E

VEGETABLE SEED

Artiohoke—Cynarg scolypmted. .. ... ...

Asparagus—Asparagus officinalia. . .o
Asparaguibean—\Vigna seagnipedalis . P2T AN B

Beans
Churden— Phascolus rulgaris. .
LAmn-—Phaseolus lunatus var. m-rrommu
Runner— Phascolus coccinene .

. botrytle
Brusscls sprouts— Hreasica oleracen var. grmmifera,
Burdock, great—Arctium (R . ...\ ouneeeerrrees
(‘al»hap-— Hyasrics oleracea var, capilofs. .
Cahbage, Chinese (Potsal)—Brassios p'hnmm .....

Cabbige, tronchuyda~—Hrassica oleraces var, mmthd-.... %

Cardoon—Cynara cardancudur
Corrot-=TAOnens (Oroll. ..o couviinerranrrs e
Canliflowor— Brassiea oderacea war, botryphis,
Celerlac-~Apivm graccolens var, rapacewnt
Celery—Apium g'mmlnu var, dulee
Chard, Swiss— Bete eulgaris vor, cicla, .
Chicory—Chichorinm fafpbus. .
Chives—Aium schoenophrasum .
(‘lm)u— Citrullug volgarie. .
Collards— Brasrica dn«n var. porphole .
Corn, aweet—Zen u;
Carnsalad—Valeriamel lu tocnatn var. oditer
Vars. Fulllisarted and Dark Creen I’nlllmmcd.
All other varioties. ...

:‘nwpfa Vignu sinrnais RSV S

ross
Garden— Lepidinm salirum y A
U plunt— Barberea serng. .
Water—Rorippa nnlum-mmu-lin
Cucumber—Curumis saticus . 2
Dandelion—Terarecum oﬂkiuh
m}hm—&d«unn mclongena var, raculentun
vo—Clehorinm endipia, o
Kale—rasico oeracea Var, ace ;mdn

Kale, Olinese— FProssico aderacca var, ofboplabre .

Eiberian— Braarica Naprx var. pabﬂui- ............. o

Kohlrabi— Brassion oleracca var, qou"lndu
Look—Allivm porrua, ... -
Lottuce— Latuca satite. .
Muoskmelon (canmlouw) “Cucnomia melo.. .
Mustard— Bramics juncea, . . P a2
Mustard, spinach— EBrassica xwrirldu o
Okro—1f ecilentus. . ... oo X
Onjon—Allinm 3
Onjon, Welsh—A fmumm
Pak-chol—Brasrics ehinenaiz. . e
Parsioy— Petroselinum hortewae (P, mapum)..
Parsnip— Pustinece etive. .
Pesi—~Piowmosatioum, .. ..c.ovune.
Popper—Capeicum lpp
Pumpkin—Cucxrbita r-epo
Rodisli—Rephanus aatiris.
ﬁbnl-rh— oo " kr:opo-lhm
ttaben-Hrossica napus var, nopofvw
Balalty— Tragopegon porri] ]ollul Socdis
Sorry! Rnuuoucm
Baybean—Gilpeine maz,
Sp neh—Spi cio odereet, ...
Eploach, an Zealund— Tdreaonia e.rmn
h—Cuéurbits hata und C. marima
Tomato—Lycoperaicon coculrmtum. . ...
Tomato, husk—FPhysalis ;mbncrm
'hmxlp——Buulm ,)'
Watermelon—Citruli awhcm

RS BRI, o2 o an s ot ampmaapere
RIS NI 5. s st S S e ey

Grams (rams Number

S
BE BEES

g8 83

EyESE 888
é 3—'.;. ’uz

5858

cesrsssssssssstsce

©
&l

EcBBelR

S20sx.5.588

b
&

§§§:z§

SsunBBEBululEnlsuneaississssssesnlnuey Bes BelueBunesias

-
-

! Rhizomatous derivatives of a Johinsongrass X sorghum cross or o Johnsongrass X Sudangrasd cvoss,

§ 201,47 [Amended)

6. Section 20147 is amended as fol-
lows:

Paragraph (d) is amended by deleting
the phrases “(except Agrostis specles)”

and “(except Agrostis specles, which
shall be determined by count) ™,

7. Section 20148 (b) and () are
amended to read as follows:

§201.48 Kind or variety considered
pure seed
- . . - .

(b) Pieces of broken and otherwise
damaged seeds that are larger than one-
half the original size, except as provided
in paragraph (i) of this section.

(1) Insect-damaged seeds, provided the
damage is entirely internal, or the open-

ing In the testa is not sufficiently large
to allow the size of the remaining mapss
of tissue to be readily determined. (Not
applicable to chalcid-damaged seeds
See §201.51(a) (4).)

§ 201,50 [Amended])

8. Section 20150 is amended by in-
serting in the first sentence before the -
word “or” the word “sporocarps” and by
adding at the end of the section ' (For
single seeds of Juncus see § 201,51(10) )"

§201.51 [Amended)

9.A. Section 20151(a) is amended so
that the heading would read as follows:
*(a) Seeds and seed-like structures from
crop plants—" and subparagraph (1) s
amended to read as follows: “(1) Pleces
of broken or otherwise damaged secds
one-half the original size or less, (See
§201.48(b) and (1))

B. Section 201.51(b)
follows:

2. Delete the heading *“Weed plants—"
following “(b) " and insert the following:
“Seeds and seed-like structures from
weed plants which by visual examination
(including the use of transmitted light
or dissection) can be demonstrated as
falling within the following categories—"

b. Subparagraph (2) reads as follows:

(2) Damaged caryopses of grasses, in-
cluding free caryopses of quackgrass,
Agropyron repens, with over one-half
the root-shoot axis missing (the scutella
excluded) ; Immature grasses—florets of
quackgrass in which the caryopses are
less than one-third the length of the
palea and free caryopses devold of em-
bryo; Undeveloped grasses—glumes and
florets devoid of both embryo and en-
dosperm.

©. Subparagraph (4) reads as follows:

(4) Undeveloped seed units, devold of
both embryo and endosperm, such as
occur in the following plant families:
Sedge (Cyperaceae), buckwheat (Poly-
gonaceae), morning-glory (Convolvula-
cede), nightshade (Solanaceae), ond
sunflower (Compositae), Cocklebur
(Xanthium spp.) burs are to be dissected
to determine whether or not seeds are
present. (See § 201.52.)

d. Delete subparagraph (6).
¢. Renumber subparagraph (7) and
amend to read as follows:

(6) Dodder (Cuscuta): Seeds devold
of embryos. Questionable seeds should
be sectioned. Questionable seeds In-
clude those that may have normal or near
normal color, but are slightly swoller,
dimpled, or with “pin-point” holes
Seeds that are ashy gray to creamy white
in color are inert.

f. Renumber subparagraph (8 and
amend to read as follows:

(7) Buckhorn (Plantago lanceolata):
Black seeds with no brown color evident,
whether shriveled or plump. (The color
of questionable seeds shall be determined
by the use of a stereoscopic microscope

is amended as
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with magnification of approximately 10X
and a fluorescent lJamp with two 15-watt
daylight type tubes.)

g. Subparagraph (8) would be re-

numbered (8) and subparagraph (10)
renumbered as (9).

§201.51a  [Amended]
10. Section 201.51a is amended as fol-
Jows:

a In the last sentence of the lead
paregraph delete “is" between the words
“test” and “made” and insert “may be."

b. Add a new paragraph (¢) as follows:

(c) With exception of chewings fescue,
these methods are not applicable to the
kinds listed when they occur in mixtures
of kinds

§201.56-2 [Amended]

11. Section 201.56-2 is amended as
follows:
4. Paragraph (a) reads as follows:

(a) Lettuce: The Interpretations of
jettuce scedlings are made only at the
end of the test period. When used to
deseribe  seedling  structures, “normal
length” means that length attained by
a vigorous sample of the same variety of
lettuce as the one being tested when both
are piaced under the same test condi-
tons, Necrosis on lettuce cotyledons is
manifested by softened, grayish, black-
ish, or reddish areas on the cotyledons.
{This necrosis first appears on the mid-
rib and lateral veins and should not be
confused with the natural pigmentation
or iInsect injury, Seedlings with exten-
sive necrotic areas on the cotyledons are
slower in growth and shorter than those
without such affected areas.)

(1) Normal seedlings Include those
that have (1) roots over half the usual
length for vigorous seedlings; (i) hypo-
cotyls over half the usual length for
vigorous seedlings, with no cracks or
leslons extending into the central con-
ducting tissues; (iii) two cotyledons free
of necrosls (the hypocotyl and root
should be more than half normal
length); and (Iv) an epicotyl entirely
free of decay,

(2) Abnormal seedlings include those
that have (i) no roots, or roots clearly
Jess than half normal length with root
tps blunt, swollen, or discolored: (i) a
hypocotyl clearly less than half normal
length, or severely twisted or grainy, or
With cracks or lesions extending into the
central conducting tissue; (fii) only one
cotyledon; (iv) elther cotyledon showing
any degree of necrosis (the hypocotyl
and root are usually less than half
normal length), or swollen cotyledons
‘usually grayish or darkened) with ex-
iremely short or vestigial hypocotyl and
ool (zeed coat usually adhering to
the cotyledons) : or (v) no epicotyl or if

;he tpicotyl shows any degree of decay or
eCrosis,

b. Paragraph (b) (1) (ly) reads as fol-
lows:
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(iv) One complete cotyledon or two
broken cotyledons with half or more
original cotyledon tissue remaining at-
tached to the seedling (epicotyl must be
present) ;

¢. Paragraph
follows:

(v) Part of one cotyledon or two
broken cotyledons with less than half of
the original cotyledon tissue remaining
attached.

d. In paragraph (b)(2) delete sub-
paragraph (viii) and insert the follow-
ing: “(viil) epicotyl absent; or (ix) vari-
ous combinations of the abnormalities
described.”

12. Section 201.56-6 is amended as
follows:

Paragraph (d) reads as follows:

§ 201.56-5 Grass family (Gramineal).

(d) Sorghum spp. (1) Normal seed-
lings include those that have (i) one
vigorous primary root, usually with well-
developed lateral branches by the end of
the test period; (i) short primary root,
but with at least two vigorous lateral
roots; (ii1) well-developed green leaves
not badly split, regardless of whether
coleoptiles are split; (iv) slight infection
by fungl, provided none of the essential
seedling structures have been damaged;
(v) red coloration on the roots and on
the coleoptile of the shoot, caused by
natural pigments, provided the seedling
is otherwise normal.

(2) Abnormal seedlings Include those
that have (1) no roots; (ii) weak, spindly,
or short primary root, and less than two
vigorous lateral roots (often associated
with decay of the grain); (i) no plu-
mule, but only the sheath or coleoptile;
(iv) a shortened plumule, extending no
more than one-half the way up through
the coleoptile; (v) a spindly, pale
plumule, usually associated with moldy
seeds; (vi) shattered and longitudinally
split plumules, with or without splitting
of the coleoptile; (vil) decayed plumules,
provided the decay s not due to improper
testing conditions (the plumules usually
appear weak and show decay near the
point of attachment of the grain, which
i8 usually decayed); or (vili) various
combinations of the abnormalities de-
scribed.

(b)(2)(v) reads as

§201.56-6 [Amended]

13. Section 201.56-8 Is amended as
follows:

a. Delete following the wording in
paragraph (b) (1) (iv) the word “or"” and
insert after the wording in “(v) " the fol-
lowing: “or (vi) at least one complete
cotyledon or two broken cotyledons with
half or more of the cotyledon tissue re-
maining attached to the seedling."

b. Delete the word “or” following para-
graph (b)(2)(v) and all of paragraph
(b) (2) (vi) and insert the following:
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(vi) Part of one cotyledon or two
broken cotyledons with less than half of
the cotyledon tissue remaining attached;
or (vil) various combinations of the
abnormalities described,

§ 201.58 [Amended]

14, Section 20158 is amended as
follows:

a. Paragraph (a)(2) reads as follows:

(2) Light, Cool white fluorescent
light shall be provided where light is
required in table 2. The light intensity
shall be 75 to 125 foot-candles (750-1,250
lux). (The light Intensity for non-
dormant seed and during seedling de-
velopment may be as low as 25 foot-
candles to enable the essential structures
to be evaluated with greater certainty.)
The seeds shall be lluminated for at
least 8 hours every 24 hours except when
transferred to a low temperature ger-
minator during the weekend, When
seeds are germinated at alternating tem-
peratures they shall be {lluminated dur-
ing high temperature periods. Seeds for
which light is prescribed shall be germi-
nated on top of the substratum except
for ryegrass fluorescence tests,

b. Insert after the second sentence in
paragraph (a) () the following wording:
“The temperature shall be determined
at the substratum level and shall be as
uniform as possible throughout the
germination chamber. (A sharp alter-
nation of temperature, such as obtained
by hand transfer, may be beneficial in
breaking dormancy.) "

¢. Paragraph (a) (9) reads as follows:

(9) Paper substrata must be free of
chemiecals toxic to germinating seed and
seedling growth. If root injury occurs
from toxicity of a paper substratum or
from the use of potassium nitrate, retests
shall be made on soil or on a substratum
moistened with water.

d. Paragraph (b) (9) reads as follows:

(9) Rice (Oryza sativa)—Allernate
method: Plant the seeds in molst sand,
On the seventh day of the test add water
to a depth of one-fourth inch above the
sand level and leave for the remainder of
the test. Only a final count is made.
Dormant seeds: Presoak 24 to 48 hours
in 40° C. water. For deeply dormant
seeds, presoak 24 hours in 1,000 pp.m.
ethylene chlorohydrin or 5 percent solu-
tion of sodium hypochlorite (clorox at
bottle strength) .

e. Paragraph (b) (11) reads as follows:

(11) Trifolium, Medicago, Melilotus,
and Vicia faba; temperature require-
ments. A temperature of 18" C. is de-
sirable for Trifolium spp., Medicago spp.,
Melilotus spp., and Vicia faba,

f. Revise table 2 in paragraph (¢) with
respect to the requirements for testing
the agricultural and vegetable seeds as
listed below:
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Chapter IX—Consumer and Market-
ing Service IMarketing Agreements
aond Orders; Fruits, Vegetables,
Tree Nuts), Department of Agricul-
ture y

[ Avocado Order 7, Amdt, 1]

PART 915—AVOCADOS GROWN IN
SOUTH FLORIDA

Limitation of Shipments

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
Leting srreement, as amended, and this
part (Order No. 915, as amended), reg-
ulating the handling of avocados grown
in south Florida, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.B.C. 601-674), and upon
the basls of the recommendations of the
Avocado Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the aforesaid marketing
agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of handling of avo-
cados, ss hereinafter provided, will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act.

(2) It 1s hereby further found that it
{s Impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage In public rule
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this amendment until
30 days ofter publication thereof in the
Prozzar RecisTer (5 US.C, 1001-1011)
in that the time intervening between the
date when information upon which this
mmendment is based became available
and the time when this amendment must
become cffective, as hereinafter set forth,
In order Lo effectuate the declared policy
of the act is insufficient; a reasonable
time Is permitted, under the circum-
stances, for preparation of such effec-
tive time; and good cause exists for mak-
ing the provisions hereof effective not
later than the date hereinafter set forth.
A ressonable determination as to the
quality and the time of maturity of
avocados must await the development of
the crop; a determination as to the
stage of maturity of the varieties of
ivocados covered by this amendment was
made at the meeting of the Avocado Ad-
ministrative Committee on June 9, 1965.
Alter consideration of all available In-
formation relative to the growing condi-
tons prevailing during the current sea-
fon, recommendations and supporting
information for such maturity regula-
tlons were submitted to the Department;
#uch meeting was beld to consider rec-
ommendation for such regulatlon after
Eiving due notice thereof, and interested
parties were afforded opportunity to sub-
mgz thelr views at this meeting; the pro-
¥ilons hereof are identical with the
aloresald recommendations of the com-
mittee and Information concerning such
provisions has been disseminated among
the handlers of avoeados; and com-
Pliance with the provisions hereof will
’l"g‘ equire of handlers any preparation

trefor which cannot be completed by
the effective time hereof.

M‘E'le“ is, therefore, ordered that the
“ons of paragraph (b) of §915.307

FEDERAL REGISTER

(30 F.R. 7240) are hereby amended by
revising in Table I, certain dates and
minimum welghts and diameters appli-
cable to the Puchs and Dr. Dupuis vari-
eties of avocados, clarifying the name of
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the Dr. Dupuis variety and adding in
such table the K-§ variety so that after
such revision and addition the portion
of such Table I relating to such varieties
reads as follows:

Minlmum Migimom | Mindmum
Varlety Date weight or Date welght or ] Date welght or Date
diameter dluneter 4 dimmetor
) [V @ @ (5 | @ ) )
FathB coeesrersse 0-21-65 t 4oz 3%ein..| 7- 565 | 130z, 3%4e In..| 7-24-00 ' 10 oz, 2044 In. 54-00
o PRRNHN T12-65 | 14082 7-20-65 | 120%..........| & 9-08 |._
Dr. Dypois #...onn 71968 | Boecl Il 82300 |...... R ==}

(¢) The provisions of this amendment
shall become effective at 12:01 am., est,,
June 21, 1965,

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7T USC.
601-874)

Dated: June 15, 1865.
Paur A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service.

[FR, Doc. 65-6441; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:49 sm.}

Chapter X—Consumer and Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders; Milk), Department of Agri-
culture

[ Milk Order 136]

PART 1136—MILK IN GREAT BASIN
MARKETING AREA

Order Suspending Certain Provision

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and of the order regulating the handling
of milk in the Great Basin marketing
area (7 CFR Part 1136), it is hereby
found and determined that:

(a) The following provision of the
order no longer tends to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act for the month
of May 1865:

In §1136.11(a) “there is disposed of
on routes fiuld milk products equal to
not less than 40 percent of the receipts
during the month at such plant of
producer milk and receipts at the plant
of fluid milk products from plants de-
scribed pursuant to paragraph (b) of
this section, and.”

Notice of proposed rule making, public
procedures thereon, and 30 days notice
of the effective date hereof are imprac-
tical, unnecessary, and contrary to the
public interest in that:

(1) This suspension order does not
require of persons affected substantial
or extensive preparation prior to the
effective date.

(2) This suspension order s necessary
to reflect current marketing conditions
and to maintain orderly marketing con-
ditions in the marketing area.

(3) This suspension order will reduce
for the month of May 1965, requirements
for pool plant qualifications of distribut-
ing plants. A suspension order effective
January 1, 1965, for the period of Janu-
ary 1, 1865, through July 31, 1965, re-

duced the percentage of fluid milk prod-
ucts required to be distributed on routes
to 40 percent in all months. This action
will eliminate for May 1965, the 40 per-
cent requirement. To be qualified as a
pool distributing plant for the month of
May 1965, a plant must have disposed of
on routes in the marketing area fluid
milk products equal to not less than 15
percent of the fiuld milk product dispo-
gition from the plant on routes.

Proponent states that Increased pro-
duction and a decrease In Class I sales
have made it impossible for the cooper-
ative association to maintain pool plant
status during May 1965, for all of its
plants which have been pool plants in
previous months.

(4) This suspension action is based on
a request by Federated Dairy Farms, Inc.
Members of this cooperative association
represent in excess of two-thirds of the
producers In the Great Basin marketing
area. This suspension will permit dairy
farmers who have supplied the fluld re-
quirements of the market In previous
months to maintain producer status for
the month of May.

Therefore, good cause exists for mak-
ing this order effective on date of
signature.

It is therejore ordered, That the afore-
said provision of the order is hereby
suspended for the month of May 1965.
(Secs, 119, 48 Stat, 31, ns amended; T USC.
601-674)

Eflective date. On date of signature.

Signed at Washington, D.C,, on June
14, 1965.
JOoHN A. SCHNITTKER,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 66-6418; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:47 s}

Title 3—ANIMALS AND
ANIMAL PRODUCTS

Chapter I—Agricultural Research
Service, Department of Agriculture

PART 97-—OVERTIME SERVICES RE-
LATING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS

Administrative Instructions Prescrib-
ing Commuted Travel Time Allow-
ances

Pursuant to the authority conferred
upon the Director of the Animal Inspec-
tion and Quarantine Division by § 97.1
of the regulations concerning overtime
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services relating to imports and exports,
effective August 18, 1964 (9 CFR 97.1),
administrative instructions (9 CFR 97.2)
effective July 30, 1963, as amended May
18, 1964 (29 F.R. 6318), December 7, 1964
(290 F.R. 16316) and April 12, 1965 (30
FR. 4609) prescribing the commuted
travel time that shall be included in each
period of overtime or holiday duty, are
hereby amended by adding to or delet-
ing from the respective “lists” therein, as
follows:

WitHin METROPOLITAN AREA
ONE HOUR
Delete: Bellingham, Wash.
OuTsivE METROPOLITAN AREA
ONE HOUR

Add: Porthill, Idaho (served from Esstport,
Idaho).

Deleto: Lynden, Wash, (served from Blaine,
Wash.).

TWO HOURS
Delete: Tacoma, Wash, (served from
Seattle, Wash,) .
Add: Bellingham, Wash. (served from
Blalne, Wash.).

Add: Lynden, Wash. (served from Blaine,
Wash.) .

THREE HOURS

Delete: Port Angeles, Wash. (served from
Seattle, Wash.).
Delete: Anacortes, Wash. (served from Bel-
lingham, Wash.),
Add: Tacomn, Wash, (served from Seattle,
Wash.).
YOUR HOURS

Add: Anacortes, Wash. (served from Blaine
or Seattle, Wash.)

Add: Hueneme, Calif. (served from San

Pedro, Callf.).
Add: Ontario, Callf. (served from San
Pedro, Callf,),
SIX HOURS
Add: Port Angeles, Wash, (sorved from
Seattle, Wash.).

Add: Edwards Alr Force Base, Callf, (served
from San Pedro, Calif.),

Add: March Fleld, Callf. (served from San
Pedro, Calif.),

Add: San Luls Obispo (seryed from San
Pedro, Callr.).

These commuted travel time periods
have been established as nearly as may be
practicable to cover the time necessarily
spent In reporting to and returning from
the place at which the employee per-
forms such overtime or holiday duty
when such travel is performed solely on
account of such overtime or holiday duty.
Such establishment depends upon facts
within the knowledge of the Animal In-
spection and Quarantine Division.

It is to the benefit of the public that
these Instructions be made effective at
the earliest practicable date. Accord-
ingly, pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure
Act (60 Stat. 238) it is found upon good
cause that notice and public procedure
on these Instructions are impracticable,
unnecessary, and contrary to the public
interest, and good cause is found for
making these instructions effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

These revised administrative instruc-
tions shall be effective on and after June
21, 1965.

(64 Stat, 561; 5 U.8.0. 570)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 15th
day of June 1965,

L. C. HEEMSTRA,
Director, Animal Inspection
and Quarantine Division.

[FP.R. Doc, 65-6443; Piled, June 17, 1965;
B:50 am.|

Title 13—BUSINESS CREDIT
AND ASSISTANCE

Chapter lll—Area Redevelopment
Administration, Department of
Commerce

PART 305—RETRAINING SUBSIST-
ENCE PAYMENTS

Subpart A—Introduction
E¥FECTIVE PERIOD OF PROGRAM

Part 305 of the regulations of the Area
Redevelopment Administration, as pub-
lished In the Feoeral RecisTER of Octo-
ber 24, 1961 (26 F.R. 9933-9943), as
amended, is hereby further amended as
follows:

Section 305.2 of Subpart A is revised
to read as follows:

§ 305.2 Effective period of program.

Retraining payments shall be payable
in accordance with the terms of section
17 of the Act to trainees enrolled in
training programs approved under sec-
tion 16 of the Act for any week begin-
ning on or after May 1, 1961, or on or
after the date of the agreement with the
State, whichever is later,

In accordance with the provisions of
section 4 of the Administrative Proce-
dure Act (5 US.C. 1003) it has been
found that notice and hearing on the
aforesald Part 305 is unnecessary for the
reason that all matters therein relate to
agency management, personnel, loans,
grants, or benefits; and for the reason
that because of the nature of these rules,
such notice and hearing would serve no
useful purpose. The provisions of this
part of Chapter III of Title 13 are effec-
tive as of this date,

Dated: June 11, 1865,

Witriam L. Barr, Jr.,
Area Redevelopment Administrator.

[F.R. Doc, 65-6382; Filed, June 17, 1065;
8:45 am.|

Title 16—COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter |—Federal Trade Commission

PART 14—ADMINISTRATIVE
INTERPRETATIONS

Guide for Avoiding Deceptive Use of
Word “Mill" in Textile Industry

Over the years the Commission has
received and acted on a number of com-
plaints that sellers of textile products
were misrepresenting themselves as
manufacturers by use of the word “mill"”
in their trade name, in advertising, pro-

motional material, and on stationery,
business forms, etc. These Guides are
designed to assist others In a similar
position in avolding such unfair and
deceptive practices as are violative of the
Federal Trade Commission Act,

The Commission has a duty to move
against violators and obtain compliance
with the laws it rs. However,
as an administrative agency, the Com-
mission believes the more knowledge
businessmen have with respect to the
requirements of such laws the more
likelithood there is that compliance with
them will be obtained.

If a businessman knows what the legal
pitfalls are, he can steer his business
policies. to avoid them. Furthermore,
such knowledge Is most useful In deter-
mining when competitors are trying to
use illegal methods. In other words, it
pays for a businessman to know what
his rights are as well as his obligations,

Since the Guide Is not intended to serve

‘as comprehensive or precise statements

of law, but rather as a practical ald to
the honest businessman who secks to
conform his conduct to the requirements
of fair and legitimate merchandising, it
will be of no assistance to the few whose
aim Is to walk as close as possible to the
line between legal and illegal conduct
It is to be considered as a gulde, and not
as a fixed rule of “do’s” and “don'ts,” or
detailed statements of the Commission's
enforcement policies. The fundamental
spirit of the Guide will govern its appli-
cation.

§ 14.14  Guide for avoiding deceptive nse
of word “mill.”

(a) General rule. Simply stated, the
general rule is that the word “mill”
should not be used in the corporate,
business, or trade name of any person or
concern handling textiles, or in any
other manner, unless the person or con-
cern actually owns and operates or di-
rectly and absolutely controls the manu-
facturing facility in which all textile ma-
terials which are sold under that name
are produced. :

(b) The requirement of operational
control. (1) For a firm to qualify as &
bona fide mill it must exercise direct 'nnd
absolute control over the milling facillty
in which its merchandise s produced
Contracting to have milling operations
performed by others will not qualify one
asa mill 4

(2) A distributor who furnishes yarns
and other materials to a knitting mill for
manufacture into garments according to
the distributor’s specifications is not &
mill because it does not exercise direct
and absolute operational control over the
milling operations. A firm having #
written “lease” with a mill whereby the
mill allocated five of its looms and the
workers at such looms to manufacture
ribbon for the jobber from mzv.tmia-f
supplied by, and according to 1nsm;c.
tions from, the jobber is not a mill _(,f‘_
the same reason. Even if a jobber t_uiz:):
the entire output of a mill, he does nos
thereby become a mill. R

ic) Examples of deceptive usage oft b
word “mill,” Tlustrative situations do
which use of “mill" in designating tacs
status has been found to be deceptive 8
the following:
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(1) A corporation which purchased
unfinished silk and rayon cloth from
weavers or manufacturers, caused such
cloth to be dyed, printed, or processed
into finished dry goods by others and
sold such goods to retallers, members of
the cutting up trade and others;

(2) A tallor who made made-to-
meazure suits but did not produce the
cloth from which the suits were made;

3) A selling agent who represented a
number of suit fabric manufacturers;

(4) An independent retailer who
claimed to be a “mill's outlet.”

(d) Exception to general rule. (1)
Under the exceptional circumstances set
{orth below, the Commission may permit
a nonmanufacturing concern to continue
to use the word “mill” in its trade name
provided that i1t Is accompanied by a
qualifying phrase which clearly states
that the concern is not a mill and does
not own or operate a facility which man-
ufactures textiles. This exception only
applies if (1) the name of the concern
has become a valuable business asset and
its loss would result in a substantial
hardship and (li) the qualifying phrase
will eliminate all possibility of deception.

(2) Factors to be taken into consld-
eration In determining whether a trade
name has become & valuable business
nsset the loss of which would become a
hardship are as follows:

() Extent and period of time during
which the name has been used;

(1) Funds and efforts expended in es-
tablishing and promoting the name;

() The extent of the goodwill en-
Joyed by the company;

(lv) The adverse effect on the com-
pany that could reasonably be expected
if use of the word “mill” had to be
discontinued.

(Sece. 5, 6, 38 Stat. 710, as amended, 721; 15
US.C. 45, 40)

Effective: September 16, 1965.
By direction of the Commission.

[sEaL) Joser W, SHEA,
Secretary.

65-6378; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.)

Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Depariment of the Navy; Correction

In Federal Register Document 65-8100
fbpearing in the issue for June 11, 1965,
;“ page 7585, the word “Jimi" appearing
0 the 4th and 13th lines should be
spelled “Jimg”,

(RS. 1753
5UsQ,
& CPR, 1

[PR. Doe,

- bec, 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended;
631, 633, E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 75621,
454-58 Comp., p. 218)
Uxitep StaTeEs Crvin Serv-
IcE COMMISSION,
Mary V, WENzZEL,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
{FR. Doc. 85-6429; Pued, June 17, 1965;
8:47 am.)
No. 117

T—8

(sEAL)

FEDERAL REGISTER

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare

Section 218.3116(f) is amended to re-
flect the current designation of the Pres-
ident’s Council on Physical Fitness.
Effective on publication in the FroErau
Recister, the headnote and subpara-
graph (1) of paragraph (f) of § 213.3116

is amended as set out below.

g8 213.3116 De:l-r!lntnt of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare.
L » » -» -

(f) The President’s Council on Physi-
cal Fitness. (1) Three stafl assistants,
The President's Council on Physical
Fitness,

- - - - -
(RS, 1758, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, ns amended;
5 US.C. 631, 633; E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521,
3 CFR, 1054-58 Comp,, p. 218)

Uxiren Stares Civin Sgav-
1cE COMMISSION,
Mary V. Wenzzr,
Ezecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR. Doc. 65-6428; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:47 am.]

[seanl

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Peace Corps

Section 213.3360 is amended to show
the exception under Schedule C of the
position of Confidential Assistant to the
Director. Effective on publication in the
Feperal REGISTER, paragraph (aa) s
added to § 213.3360 as sct out below.

£ 213.3360 Peace Corps.

(aa) One Confidential Assistant to the
Director.

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, a8 amended;
5 US.C. 631, 633; EO. 10677, 190 FR. 7821,
3 CFR, 1054-58 Comp., p. 218)

Unirep STATES CIivil SERV-
1ce COMMISSION,
[sEaL] Mary V. WeENzEL,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Comimissioners.

[FPR. Doo. 65-6430; Flled, June 17, 1965;
8:48 am.}

Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER 8—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 121-—FOOD ADDITIVES

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted
in Feed and Drinking Water of An-
imals or for the Treatment of Food-
Producing Animals

Disoprom EDTA

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs,
having evaluated the data submitted in
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a petition (FAP 1C0421), filed by Geigy
Chemical Corp., Sawmill River Road,
Ardsley, N.Y., and other relevant data,
has concluded that the food additive
regulations should be amended to pro-
vide the conditions under which disodium
EDTA may be safely used in feed for
ruminants, Therefore, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 72
Stat., 1786; 21 US.C. 348(c) (1)), and
under the authority delegated to the
Commissioner by the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare (21
CFR 2.90), Subpart C of the food addi-
tive regulations is amended by adding
thereto a new section, as follows:

§ 121.271 Disodium EDTA.

The food additive disedium EDTA
(disodium ethylenediaminetetraacetate)
may be safely used in ruminant feeds, in
accordance with the following prescribed
conditions:

(a) The food additive contains a mini-
mum of 99 percent disodium ethylene-
diaminetetraacetate dihydrate (CioHi4O4
NaNaz-2H:0).

(b) IL is used to solubilize trace min-
erals in aqueous solutions, which are
then added to ruminant feeds.

(¢c) It is used or intended for use in
an amount not to exceed 240 parts per
million (0.024 percent) of the additive
in finished feed.

(d) To assure safe use of the additive
the label and labeling shall bear:

(1) The name of the additive; and

(2) Adequate mixing directions to in-
sure that the chelated trace-mineral mix
is uniformly blended throughout the feed.

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at any
time within 30 days from the date of
its publication in the Feperal RECISTER
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.,
‘Washington, D.C., 20201, written objec-
tions thereto, preferably in quintupli-
cate. Objections shall show wherein
the person filing will be adversely af-
fected by the order and specify with par-
ticularity the provisions of the order
deemed objectionable and the grounds
for the objections. If a hearing is re-
quested, the objections must state the
issues for the hearing. A hearing will
be granted if the objections are supported
by grounds legally sufficient to justify
the relief sought. Objections may be
accompanied by a memorandum or brief
in support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall be
effctive on the date of its publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(Sec. 400(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 US.C. 348
(e) (1))

Dated: June 11, 1965.

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

[PR. Doc. 65-6435; Plled, June 17, 1065;
8:48 am.)
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PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted
in Feed and Drinking Water of An-
imals or for the Treatment of Food-
Producing Animals

SUBCHAPTER C-—DRUGS

PART 146a—CERTIFICATION OF PEN-
ICILLIN AND PENICILLIN-CONTAIN-
ING DRUGS

Furaltadone, Procaine Penicillin G

A, The Commissioner of Food and
Drugs, having evaluated the data sub-
mitted In a petition (FAP 4C1453) filed
by Eaton Laboratories, Division of The
Norwich Pharmacal Co., Post Office Box
191, Norwich, N.Y,, and other relevant
material, has concluded that the food
additive regulations should be amended
to provide safe conditions of use for an
additional formulation for the treatment
of bovine mastitis. Therefore, pursuant
to the provisions of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c) (1),
72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(¢) (1)), and
under the authority delegated to the
Commissioner by the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare (21 CFR
2.90), §121.249(a) is amended by add-
ing thereto a new subparagraph (5), as
follows:

§121.249 Food additives for use in
milk-producing animals.

(a) L

(5) (1) Itis sterile. Itcontains the fol-
lowing in each 15 milllliters of suspen-
slon:

Puraltadone (5-(morpholinomethyl)-3-[ (5~
nitrofurfurylidene) amino] - 2 - oxazolidl-
none) 500 milligrams,

Procaine penieiliin G--100,000 units.

Vehicle: Peanut ofl containing 2 percent
aluminum monostearate.

(i) Treat lactating cows with 156 milli-
liters of suspension in each infected
quarter immediately after milking and
allow to remain in the quarter until
the next milking, Repeat at 12. and 24-
hour intervals {f necessary.

(i) Milk taken from animals during
treatment and for 96 hours (8 milkings)
after the latest treatment must not be
used for food.

(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 USC.
348(¢) (1))

B. Under the suthority vested in the
Secretary of Health, Education, and
Weliare by the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (sec. 507, 59 Stat. 643 as
amended; 21 U.S.C, 357) and delegated
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs
by the Secretary (21 CFR 2,90), § 146a.45
(n) of the antibiotic regulations is
amended by changing the second, fifth,
and sixth sentences to read as set forth
below. As amended, paragraph (a)
reads as follows:

g 146a.45 Procaine penicillin G in oil.
(a) Standards of identity, strength,
quality, and purity. Procaine penicillin

G in oil is a suspension of procaine peni-
cillin G in refined peanut oil or sesame

RULES AND REGULATIONS

oil, with or without the addition of one
or more suitable and harmless dispersing
agents and with or without the addition
of a hardening agent. If it is intended
solely for veterinary use and is consplicu-
ously so labeled, it may contain furalta-
done in accordance with § 121.249(a) (5)
of this chapter, nitrofurazone, or cortico-
tropin, Its potency is 300,000 units per
milliliter, except if it is packaged and
labeled solely for veterinary use. Its
moisture content is not more than 1.4
percent. It Is sterile, unless it Is pack-
aged and labeled solely for udder instilla-
tions of cattle or subcutaneous injection
in fowl, except that it is sterile If it is
packaged and labeled solely for udder
instillations of cattle and it contains
furaltadone. The procaine penicillin G
used conforms to the requirements of
§ 146a.44(a), except if the procaine peni-
cillin G In oil is packaged and Iabeled
solely for udder instillations of cattle
and is not required to be sterile, the
penicillin used is exempt from the re-
quirements of paragraph (a) (2), (3),
and (4) of that section, or If packaged
and labeled solely for subcutaneous in-
jection In fowl, the procaine penicillin G
used is exempt from the requirements
of paragraph (a) (2) and (3) of that
section, The sesame oil and peanut oil
used conform to the standards prescribed
therefor by the US.P, The hardening
agent is a refined hydrogenated and de-
odorized peanut oil free from rancidity;
it has an fodine value of not more than
10; Iits free fatty acid content as olelc
acid Is not more than one-tenth of 1
gerc;ntc and its melting point is 64°

(Sec, 507, 50 Stat, 463 as amended; 21 US.C.
357)

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at any
time within 30 days from the date of its
publication in the Fepenar Recister file
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C., 20201, written objec~
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate.
Objections shall show wherein the per-
son filing will be adversely affected by
the order and specify with particularity
the provisions of the order deemed ob-
Jectionable and the grounds for the ob-
jections. If a hearing is requested, the
objections must state the issues for the
hearing. A hearing will be granted if
the objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficlent to justify the relief
sought. Objections may be accompanied
by a memorandum or brief in support
thereof.

Effective date. This order shall be
effective on the date of its publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

(Secs 409(c) (1), 507, 50 Stat, 463 as amended,
72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c) (1), 8587)

Dated: June 11, 1965.

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

|P.R, Doc, 656-0437: Filed, June 17, 1865;
8:49 am.,|

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES

Subpart F—Food Additives Resulting
From Contact With Containers or
Equipment and Food Additives
Otherwise Affecting Food

SLIMICIDES

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs,
having evaluated the data in a petition
(FAP 5B1547) filed by Syracuse Uni-
versity Research Corp., 1075 Comstock
Avenue, Syracuse, N.Y., 13210, and other
relevant material, has concluded that
the food additive regulations should be
amended to provide for the use of an
additional item In the preparation of
slimicides used in the manufacture of
paper and paperboard intended for food-
contact use. Therefore, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat.
1786; 21 US.C, 348(¢c) (1)), and under
the authority delegated to the Commis-
sioner by the Secretary of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare (21 CFR 290,
§ 121.2505(¢c) is amended by inserting
alphabetically in the list of substances a
new item, as follows:

§ 121.2505 Shimicides.

. - » -

(c)...

List of substanoes

Limitations
|

13,68 Telrsazotricyciof§.2.1.1 47  dode-
onne,

. - » - »

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing order may at any
time within 30 days from the date of its
publication in the Feokran Reorsten file
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.
Washington, D.C., 20201, written objec-
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate.
Objections shall show wherein the per-
son filling will be adversely affected by
the order and specify with particularity
the provisions of the order deemed 00-
jectionable and the grounds for the ob-
jections, If a hearing is requested, the
objections must state the issues for the
hearing, A hearing will be granted if
the objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought., Objections may be accom-
panied by a memorandum or brief In
support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall fn
effective on the date of fts publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(Sec. 400(c)(1), T2 Stat. 1786; 21 USC
348(¢) (1))
Dated: June 11, 1965.
GEO. P. LARRICK,

Commissioner of Food and Drugs

(FR. Doc. 65-6436; Filed, June 17, 1065
8:48 a.m.|
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS:
INTERIOR

Chopter Il—Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Depariment of the Interior

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS
[Public Land Order 3605)
|New Mexico 0555539]

NEW MEXICO

Partial Revocation of Public Land
Order No. 509 of July 30, 1948

By virtue of the authority vested In
the President and pursuant to Executive
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is
ordered as follows:

1. Public Land Order No. 509 of July
30, 1948, which withdrew public lands
in the State of New Mexico for use by
the Department of the Army for ex-
pansion of the water supply at Alamo-
gordo Air Fleld, is hereby revoked so far
Bs it affects the following deseribed land:

New Mexoo PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN

T.175,R.10E,
Sec. 20, NEY, B NWIL, 8148WiL. ELL8EY.

The areas described aggregate 400
acres. The land lies approximately 6
miles south of Alamogordo, N. Mex,
Topography consists of very rough foot-
hills bisected by several arroyos. Soils
are shallow and gravelly, with large
boulders covering much of the surface.
Vegetation consists of native browse with
i Sparse grass cover.

2. The State of New Mexico has waived
the preference right of application af-
forded it by RS, 2276 as amended (43
US.C.852).

3. Al 10 am,, on July 16, 1965, the
Iands shall be open to the operation
of the public land laws generally, in-
cluding the mining and the mineral leas-
ing laws, subject to valid existing rights,
the provislons of existing withdrawals,
ind the requirements of applicable law.
All valid applications received at or prior
W 10 am. on July 16, 1965, shall be
considered as simultaneously filed at that
Ume. Those filed thereafter shall be
considered in the order of filing.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of-
fice, Bureau of Land Management, Post
Office Box 1449, Santa Fe, N. Mex.

Joux A. CArVER, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

Juse 10, 1965,

{FR. Doc. 85-8335: Flled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.}

[Public Land Order 3606)
[Sacramento 078468]

CALIFORNIA

Opening of Lands Subject to Section
24 of the Federal Power Act

By virtue of the authority contained
m&gctlon 24 of the Act of June 10, 1920
8 tat. 1075; 16 U.S.C. 818), as amend-

+ &nd pursuant to the determination of

FEDERAL REGISTER

the Federal Power Commission in DA-
1049-California, it is ordered as follows:

Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals and
the requirements of applicable law, the
following described lands in the Klamath
National Forest, withdrawn in Power-
site Classification No. 116, shall at 10
am., on July 16, 1865, be open to such
forms of disposition as may by law be
made of national forest lands, subject to
the provisions of section 24 of the Fed-
eral Power Act of June 10, 1920, supra:

KraMmatiz NarT1oNAL FoResT
HUMBOLUT MERIDIAN

T.16N,R. 7E,, 3
Sec. 11, those portions of lots 5, 6, and
81 8SW1 lylng N of the Klamath River.

The areas described aggregate 9.2
acres, in Siskiyou County.

The lands have been open to applica-
tions and offers under the mineral leas-
ing laws, and to location under the
United States mining laws.

Joun A, CAmrVER, Jr,,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

June 10, 1065.
[PR., Doec, 65-06336; Filed, June 17, 1065;
8:45 am.)

[Public Land Order 3697)
| Washington 05697)

WASHINGTON

Revocation in Whole or in Part of
Forest Service Administrative Sites
By virtue of the authority vested in the

President and pursuant to Executive Or-

der No. 10355 of May 26, 1852 (17 F.R,

4831), it is ordered as follows:

1. The departmental orders which
withdrew national forest lands as na-
tional forest administrative sites, are
hereby revoked so far as they affect the
following described lands:

WiLraMErTE MERIDIAN
GIFFORD FINCHOT NATIONAL FORESY
(a) Trapper Creek Site (order of 12-13-08).

T.6 N, R. 6 E, (unsurveyed),
Sec, 25, part,

T.5N..R. TE, (unsurveyed),
Sec, 31, part,

Aggregating approximately 66 acres.
(b) Packwood Lake Site (order of 6-0-08).

T, 13 N, R. 10 E. (unsurveyed),
Sec, 28, part.

Containing about 2.50 acres,
MT, DAKER NATIONAL FOREST
(s) Trout Marsh Site (order of 11-23-06).

T.30N,R. 10E,
Sec, 22, SUUNWKLSWIK.

Containing sabout 20 acres,
(b) Station 33 (order of 11-23-00),

T.87TN,.R.12E,
Sec. 21, part of lot 2.

Containing about 10 acres,
OKANOGAN NATIONAL TOREST
Ventura Site (order of 10-26-08).

T.86N.R.19E,
8ec. 5, part.

Containing about 40 acres.
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UMATILLA NATIONAL FOREST
(s) Pataha Site (order of 7-23-08),

T.ON,.R.42E,
Seo, 3, SWILNW L.

Contalning about 40 acres,

(b) Administrative Site No. 1 (order of
1-18-08),

T.ON,.R. 42E,
Sec. 1, S8E NW,:
Sec. 2,10t 1.

Contalning about 91.49 acres.
ORANOGAN NATIONAL FOREST
Ventura Site (order of 10-26-08) .
T.3TN.R.1OE,
Seo. 17, part.
Containing about 20 acres.

The areas described aggregate ap-
proximately 319 acres in Okanogan, Gar-
field, Skamania, Lewls, Snohomish, and
Whatcom Counties.

2. At 10 am., on July 16, 1965, the
lands will be open to such forms of dis-
position as may by law be made of
national forest lands.

JOHN A. CARVER, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.
June 10, 1965,

[F.R. Doc. 65-6337; Filed, June 17, 1065;
8:45 am.)

[Public Land Order 3608
| Washington 06777)

WASHINGTON

Partial Revocation of Reclamation
Withdrawal

By virtue of the authority contained
in section 3 of the Act of June 17, 1802
(32 Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C, 416) as amended
and suppiemented, it is ordered as
follows:

1. The order of the Bureau of Recla-
mation dated June 1, 1947, concurred {n
by the Bureau of Land Management on
June 18, 1947, withdrawing lands for the
Columbia Basin Project, is hereby re-
voked so far as it affects the following
described lands:

%8%;
%8%;

2%
S
%z




.8
10, B NEY , NWiL, 8%:

§8Es!

which lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, of sec. 4, T. 1
N., R, 24 E,, have been patented.

The lands are located on the top or
slopes of the Saddle Mountains. Vege-
tative cover is brush and native grasses
and forbs.

2, Until 10 am,, on December 9, 1965,
the State of Washington shall have a
preferred right of application to select
the public lands as provided by R.S. 2276,
as amended (43 US.C, 852). After that
date and hour the lands shall become
subject to operation of the public land
laws generally, subject to valid existing
rights! the provisions of existing with-
drawals, and the requirements of appli-
cable law, All valid applications received
at or prior to 10 am., on July 16, 1965,
shall be considered as simultaneously
filed at that time. Those filed thereafter
shall be considered in the order of filing.

3. The lands have been open to appli-
cations and offers under the mineral
leasing laws. They will be open to loca~
tion under the United States mining laws
after 10 am,, on December 9, 1965.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Officer in Charge,
District Field Office, Bureau of Land
Management, Spokane, Wash.

JouN A. CARVER, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.
Juxe 10, 1965.

[FPR. Doc. 65-6338; Filed, June 17, 1065;
B8:45 aumn.]

[Public Land Ordor 3608)
{Oregon 013542; 013543; 013544 )

OREGON

Powersite Restoration No. 599; Pow-
ersite Cancellations No. 184 and
No. 185; Revocation of Certain
Power Withdrawals; Opening
Lands Subject to Section 24, Federal
Power Act

By virtue of the authority vested in
the President by section 1 of the Act of
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 US.C.
141), and pursuant to Executive Order
No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R, 4831),
and by virtue of the authority contained
in the Acts of March 3, 1870 (20 Stat,
384; 43 US.C. 31), June 9, 1916 (39 Stat,

218), and 1950 Reorganization Plan No. 3

(64 Stat. 1262; 5 U.S.C. 1332-15, note),
and by virtue of the authority contained
in section 24 of the Act of June 10, 1820
(41 Stat, 1075; 16 U.S.C. 818), as amend-
ed, and pursuant to the determination of
the Federal Power Commission docketed
as DA-493-Oregon, It is ordered as
follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1. The Executive Orders of July 10,
1912, and December 12, 1917, establish-

and January 21, 1927, creating Water
Power Designation No. 14 and Power-
site Classification No. 164, respectively,
are hereby revoked s0 far as they affect
the following described lands:

WinLaMeErTe MERIDIAN

T.178.R.1E,
Sec. 16, BELNEY,, NWILNWY, NEYLSWY,
and SWi,SWi4: %
Sec. 19, lot 10.
T.168,R.2E,
Sec, 34, SWYSEY.
S.R.2E,

T.156 8, R. 5 E, (unsurveyed),
Sec. 31, BWYNWY, NWKBWK. S8%LSWi,
and SEY.
T.168 . R.S E,
Sec, 6, By and E¥ Wi
Sec. T, BY, B, Wig, and SWILSWi;
Sec. 13, NIUNW:
Sec. 14, lots, 3, 4, 5, NEUNEY, NEYXUNWY,
and 814,8Wig:
Sec. 15, lots 9, 10, N BEKRSWY,, NLSWY
BEY;, and SBEXSE:
Sec, 16, lots 8 and 9;
See, 17, SWHNWIY, and NYUNKBNWY
BWY:
Soc., 18, SEYNEY,, NEYKSEYLSWY, and
SYLSEYLBW:
Sec. 21, SBNEN, and WK NWI;
800.333. SHNWY, NEXSWY, and NW
s -

%

Bec. 24, SEYNEY, SEXNWY, and N%
8WY.

T.17 8, R. 5 E. (unsurveyed),

All lands withdrawn under Power Site
Classification No. 164 within secs. 16 and
34 and all other lands in said township
not nlso withdrawn by Public Land Order
No. 1808 for the use of the Corps of
Engineers for the Cougar Project.

T.18S., R, 5 E. (unsurveyed),

All Iands situnted within one-fourth mile
of South Fork McKenzle River which,
on the basis of latest protraction data,
e within secs. 2, 4, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 22,
35, and 36.

T. 188, R. b% E. (unsurveyed),

All those tracts originally described in
Power Site Classification No. 164 as be-
Ing within one-fourth mile of South
Fork McKenzie River In socs. 32 and 33
and now more properly described on the
basis of latest protraction data as being
ingecs, 3l and 32, T. 18 S . R. 6 E,

T.108, R. 5% E, (unsurveyed),

All lands within one-fourth mile of South
Fork McKenszle River which on the basis
of latest protraction data Me in secs. 1,
2,8,4, and 5.

T.145,R.6E,

Sec. 86, EXLNEY and SEY.

T.168, R, 6E,

. NE3:

, SESEN:

2, 8% NES:

3, 8%, NE) and NKSEY,:

Sec, 22, All portions within one-fourth
mile of Deer Creek or one-half mlle of
McKenzie River;

Sec, 27, All portions within one-half mlle
of McKenzie River;

Sec. 84, All portions within one-half mile
of McKenzle River;

Sec. 1
Sec. 2
Sec. 1
Bec, 1

Seo, 35, Wik W34 and all lands withdrawn
in Power Site Classification No. 164 lying
within one-half mile of McKenzle River
and Ollalie Creek and within one-fourth
mile of Deer Creok from its mouth to 5
point one mile u » 811 within
secs. 1, 2, 11, 12, 13, 14, 22, 23, 24 24, 17,
34 and 35 eoxcept those tracts In the

K{NEY of seo. 11 SESWIY, of sec 12,
NWI4 of sec, 13.

B,

8, 13, NEY8W1,, and 51,8Wy;

11 to 23 incl, 27, 28, and 29

, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 8% NWY:
3, 14, and EY%SEY;
3 10 to 18 incl, SEYSWY,
NE}SEY, and SSEY;
NW%, and NWLSW1,:
,10ts 3,4, 5, 6, and 7;
, B, 0, BWY, NW,SEY, and

3,4,5,6, 7 8 and SWYNWY:
- EY%., B NWI, and SEY;
. 28, NWIYNEY, SKNEYK. and EY
, 10ts 1 and 2;
Jdots 1,2,8,4,7, and 8;
Beo. 86, WILNWI4, and EXLSWY.
T.178,.R.6 E, (unsurveyed),

All 1ands as originally withdrawn in Power-
site Classification No, 164 in sald town-
ship except those which, on the basls
of latest protraction data, are more
properly described as lying within one-
fourth mile of Horse Creek and Separn-
tion Creek In sec. 1, T, 17 8, BR. 0 E,
and in secs. 13 and 14, T, 1768, R 64 E

T.18 S, R. 6 E, (unsurveyed),

Powersite Classification No. 184 Iyl
within one-fourth mile of Horse Croek,
now more properiy desoribed on the basis
of Iatest protraction data as being In
secs. 394, 85, and 86, T. 17 8, R, 0% E,
and Insec. 1, T.18 8., R, 64 E.

, BY:

1, 1ots 1, 3, 8, 4, NEY, EY{NW, snd
NEYSWY.

T.178.R.TE,

All lands as originally withdrawn in
Power Site Classification No. 164 cxcept
those more properly described on the
basis of latest protraction data s 1708
within one-fourth mile of Separation
Creek and being in secs. 21, 22, 23, 17,
and 28.

T.185.R.TE,

T
8, 8N, and NS%:

saggseaRiad

The areas described, including the pub-
He, national forest, and revested Oregon
and California Rallroad grant lmx.ds.
aggregate approximately 20,262 8CTES
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Mast of the lands are In the Willamette
National Forest.

7. In DA-493-Oregon, the Federal
power Commission vacated the with-
drawnls created pursuant to the filing of
applications for preliminary permits, and
licenses, for Projects Nos. 852, 1068, and
2059, for the following described lands:

WILLAMETTE MENIDIAN

TNE.R.3E,
gec. 5, lot &,
T.4S.R.GE,
Sec. 36, SE,NEY, NEX{SEY, and S1,8EY%.
T.I58. . R.6E,
Sec. 1, NEW:
Bec. 13, B, NEY.
T.185.R.GE,
Sec. 3, 1088 1,2, 7, 10, 11, 14, and 15;
8e0. 10, 10t 6 and NS NWIL.
T.138.R.TE.,
Sec. 31, lot 1, NANEY, and NEYUNWI:
Sec. 82, NWYLNWI,, SUNWY, ERSWY,
and SWILSEY.
THS. R.TE,
gee. 5, lots 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, SWIYNEY, and
SEY, 8EY:
Bec. B, lots 1 to 8, Inclusive;
gec. 0, lot 1, SWILNWI4, and NW,LSWi:
Sec, 17, NEY, BEKSWY, NYKSEY, and
BWYSEY:
Bec. 20, 814 5Wi4, and BWKSEY;
Sec, 29, NWi§ and Wi 8Wig:
Bec. 30, B4
Bec. 81, lots 2, 3, 4, NEY., EY,NWY,, NEY
8W, and NS SEW:
Sec. 32 NWYL NWI.
T.158.R.7E.,
Sec. 0, 1ot 1,

The areas described aggregate approx-
imately 3,292 meres. About 1,500 mcres
form & part of the lands described in
paragraph 1, of the order.

3. In DA-493-Oregon, the Federal
Power Commission determined that the
value of the following described lands will
not be injured or destroyed for purposes
of power development by location, entry,
or selection under the appropriate public
land laws, subject to the provisions of
gection 24 of the Federal Power Act:

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN
TS . R1E.
Sec. 18, 1oty 1 to 7 Incl, NEYNEY, and
SWiINEY, $ A
T.168. R. 2 B,
Sec. 28, lot 9
sec 33, lot 2:
Sec. 35, 1ot 8,
TI1T8.R. 2 E.,
See. 1, lot 4:
Sec, 2, 1ot 4.
T.168.R.3 E.,
Bec. 31, 1otn 7, 8, 9, and
USRS RaR, A
Bee. 8, 1ot 2 except the north 20 acres;
8ec 4. lots 5, 8, 7. and NWINWY:
Bec. 5, lota 1, 4, and NEYSEY;
sci_. Y. lots 3, 4, 5, SENEY, SE{RNWY and
NELSWIL.
The areas described aggregate approxi-

mately 1,041 acres,
u)l.. U'.".‘lzl 10 a.m, on December 9, 1965,
(erl-r State of Oregon shall have the pre-
Nh't;d rieht of application to select the
blic l{::nd‘; fox;dSchool indemnity pur-
» 45 provided RS, s
mended (3 US . pony, o
W%l ’Az 10 am. on December 9, 1965, the
¢ lands shall be open to the opera-
m::_ of the public land laws generally,
'm)(-ct t0 valid existing rights, the pro-
mqunra of existing withdrawals, and the
feéments of applicable law. Al

FEDERAL REGISTER

valid applications received at or prior to
10 a.m. on December 9§, 1965, shall be
considered as simultaneously filed at that
time. Those received thereafter shall be
considered in the order of filing.

6. The national forest lands and re-
vested and California Rallroad
grant lands shall be open at 10 a.m, on
July 16, 1965, to such forms of disposition
as may by law be made of such lands.

7. Any disposals of the lands described
in paragraph 3 of this ordér shall be
subject to the provisions of section 24
of the Federal Power Act, supra, as speci-
fied by the Federal Power Commission in
its determination.

8. The lands have been open to ap-
plications and offers under the mineral
leasing laws, and to location under the
United States mining laws,

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office,
Bureau of Land Management, Portland,
Oregon.

Jonx A. Canver, Jr,,
Under Secretary of the Interior,

Juxne 10, 1965.

|F.R. Doc. 65-6330; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:45 am.)

[Public Land Order 3700]
[Anchorage 023000]
ALASKA

Withdrawing Lands for Use of Depart-
ment of the Air Force as Recreation
Sites; Revoking Public Land Order
No. 1350 of October 23, 1956

By virtue of the authority vested in
the President and pursuant to Executive
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R.
4831), it is ordered as follows:

1. Subject to valld existing rights, the
following described public lands are
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap-
propriation under the public lands laws,
including the mining laws (ch. 2, Title
30 US.C.), but not from leasing under
the mineral leasing laws and reserved for
use of the U.S. Air Force as recreational
sites:

SEWARD MERIDIAN

Naknek Recreation Camp Site No., 1

T.185. R. 44 W, (Unsurveyed),
Sec. 4, SYUNEKSWKSWY, NYLSEYSWY
SWiL, and SWYSELSWILSWY,
Naknek Reercation Camp Site No.2

T.17S,. R 44 W,
Sec. 25, NY%SEYNEYKSEY, and NS84
SE)NEKSEY.
T.178, R 43 W. (Unsurveyed),
Sec. 30, SWHNWHUNWILSWY and NWY,
SWLNWYLSWI,.

The areas described aggregate 20.26
acres.

2. Public Land Order No. 1350 of Octo-
ber 23, 1856, which withdrew the follow-
ing described lands for use of the De-
partment of the Alr Force as recreational
sites, is hereby revoked:

Naknek Recreational Camp Site No. 1

Beginning at a point where N latitude 58~
38’ line intersects the mean high water mark
on the NW shore of the Naknek River, In

7899

the vicinity of Naknek Alr Foroe Base, Alaska,
the: :

e ;
Southerly 410 feot along high water mark;
W, 520 feet;

N, 750 feet;

E. 625 foet;

S, 376 foet to the point of beginning.

The tract described contalns approximately
10 noros.

‘Naknek Recreational Camp Site No, 2

Boginning at a point where W longitude
156°328° line intersects the mean high water
mark on the N shore of the Naknek River
noar the confluence of Naknek Lake, thence:

N. 625 feot;

E. 760 feet;

8. 400 feot to the sald high water mark on

the N shore of the Naknek River; thence

meandering southwestorly along the mean
high water mark of Naknek River 770 feet to
the point of beginning.

The tract described contalns approximately
10 acres.

3. Until 10 am. on September 9, 1965,
the State of Alaska shall have a preferred
right to select the lands described in par-
agraph 2 hereof as provided by the act of
July 28, 1956 (70 Stat, 709; 48 US.C. 46-
3b), and section 6(g) of the Alaska
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 (72 Stat.
339), and the regulations in 43 CFR
2222.9,

4. This order shall not otherwise be-
come effective to change the status of the
lands described in paragraph 2 hereof
until after 10 a.m. on September 9, 1965,
at which time the lands shall be open to
the operation of the public land laws
generally, including the mining laws,
subject to valid existing rights, the pro-
visions of existing withdrawals, and the
requirements of applicable law. All valid
applications, received at or prier to 10
am. on September 9, 1965, shall be con-
sidered as simultaneously flled at that
time. Those received thereafter shall be
considered in the order of filing,

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of-
fice, Bureau of Land Management, An-
chorage, Alaska,

Joux A, Carven, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

JUNE 10, 1965,

[F.R. Do¢c, 656-6340; Plled, June 17,
8:45 am.]

1065;

[Public Land Order 3701
| Misc-88702)

COLORADO, CALIFORNIA, AND
ARIZONA

Withdrawal for Protection of Natural
Areas on the Public Lands; Correc-
tion and Partial Revocation of Pub-
lic Land Order No. 3530 of Janvary
29, 1965

By virtue of the authority vested in
the President and t to Executive
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R.
4831) , it is ordered as follows:

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the
following described public lands which
are under the jurisdiction of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, are hereby with-
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drawn from all forms of appropriation
under the public land laws, including the
mining laws (Chap. 2, Title 30, US.C.),
for the protection of unique scientific
and recreation values:
COLORADO
BIXTII PRINCIFPAL MERIDIAN
Sand Dune Area
T.I0N,R. 79 W.,
Se0. 1, lot 1, SEY NEI;, and NE{SE,
Containing 12007 acres In Jackson
County,
CALIFORNIA
MOUNT DIABLO MEHRIDIAN
Piute Cypress Areas

T,278,R.33E,
Sec. 24, SEY4 and E%SWi4;
Sec. 26, NEY, and NEWNW 1.

Contalning 440 acres in Kern County.
ARIZONA
GILA AND SALT RIVES MERIDIAN
Turbinells and Gambel Oak Arca

T.39N,R.13W,,

800, 18, lots 3 and 4, and B SW1, .,

Containing 153 98 acres Mohave County,

2. The description of lands withdrawn
for the rare lizard and snake area, by
Public Land Order No, 3530, is amended

to read:
CoLORADO

NEW MEXICO PRINCIFAL MERIDIAN
Rare¢ Lizard and Snake Arca

T.86 N, R, 20W,,
Beo. 22,1016 3,4, 7, 8, and BE:
Bec.27,lots 1,3, 5,and 8,

Containing 44338 acres in Montezuma
County, 3

3. Public Land Order No. 3530 of Jan-
uary 29, 1965, 1s hereby revoked so far as
it affects the following described lands:

ARIZONA
CGILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN
Turbinella and Gambel Oak Areac

T.30N,R. 14 W.,
Sec. 12, SEY, and EY%SW,.

Contalning 240 ncres in Mohave County.
CALIFORNIA
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN
Piute Cypreas Ares
T.278.R.35E,
Sec. 24, SBEY, and EY8W4:
Sec. 256, NEYy and NEYNWI.
Containing 440 acres In Kern County,

4. At 10 a.m., on December 9, 1965, the
lands released from withdrawal by para-
graphs 2 and 3 of this order, shall be
open to disposition under the public
land laws generally, subject to valld ex-
isting rights the provisions of existing
withdrawals, and the 6-month prefer-
ence right filling period afforded certain
States by R.S. 2276 as amended.

5. The withdrawal made by paragraph
1 of this order does not alter the appli-
cability of the public land laws governing
the use of the lands under leases, license
or permit, or governing the disposal of

RULES AND REGULATIONS

thelr mineral and vegetative resources
other than under the mining laws.

Joun A. Canver, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior,

Juxz 10, 1965.

[F.R. Doc. 65-6341; PFiled, June 17, 1965;
8:46 am.]

{Public Land Order 3702]
[Sacramento 078063 |

CALIFORNIA

Withdrawal of Land for Public
Recreation Site

By virtue of the authority vested in the
President and pursuant to Executive Or-
der No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R.
4831), it Is ordered as follows:

1. Subject to valid existing rights and
to the limitations imposed by paragraph
3 of this order, the following described
public lands, which are under the juris-
diction of the Secretary of the Interior,
are hereby withdrawn from all forms of
appropriation under the public land
laws, including the mining laws (Chap.
2, Title 30, U.S.C.), and reserved for a
public recreation site:

MoOUNT Diasro MERIDIAN
T.33N.R. 11 W,
Seo. 1, Jot 12, NWI, NEKSWY,, and NEY
NW%SWiL.

The areas described contain approxi-
mately 60 acres.

2, The withdrawal made by this order
does not alter the applicability of the
publie land laws governing the use of the
lands under lease, license, or permit, or
governing the disposal of their mineral
and vegetative resources, other than un-
der the mining laws.

3. Nothing in this order shall prevent
the filing of an application by the State
of California for the disposition of the
lands withdrawn by this order under the
Recreation and Public Purposes Act, as
amended (43 U.S.C., secs, 869-860.4).

JoBx A. Canrver, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

June 10, 1965,
|F.R. Doc, 65-6342; Filed, June 17, 1065;
8:46 am.]

{Public Land Order 3703)
{1daho 06855)

IDAHO

Partial Revocation of Public Land
Order No. 1898 of July 13, 1959

By virtue of the authority vested in the
President and pursuant to Executive Or-
der No, 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 FR.
4831) , it is ordered as follows:

1, Public Land Order No. 1898 of July
13, 1959, so far as it reserved the follow-
ing described public lands under the
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the In-
terior as a safety measure for the pro-
tection of the public, is hereby revoked:

Boise MERIDIAN

T 2E,

.68, R.
Sec. 34.

T.78,R.4E,
Bec.3,8%.

The areas described aggregate 9
acres in Owyhee County.

The land has a long, gentle eastward
slope with a few small knolls, Solls gre
predominantly a deep silt Joam, siightly
gravelly in places. Principal vegetation
is shadscale,

2. The area has been used by the De-
partment of the Air Force as a bombing
range. That Department has had the
lands thoroughly searched. The lands
have been cleared of all explosive ord-
nance and residue reasonably possible to
detect, However, all buried ordnanes
may not have been detected. To that ex.
tent, use of the land Involves dunger,

3. Until 10 am,, on December 9, 1965,
the State of Idaho shall have a preferred
right of application to select the lands
as provided by R.S. 2276, as amended
(43 U.S.C. 852). After that date and
hour the lands shall become subject W
application, petition, location and ge-
lection generally, including applications
and offers under the mineral leasing
laws, subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable Jaw., All
valid applications received at or prior
to 10 am., on July 16, 1965, shall be con-
sidered as simultaneously filed at that
time. Those filed thereafter :zhall be
considered in the order of filing,

4. The lands will be open to location
under the United States mining laws
after 10 am., on December 9, 1965,

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of-
fice, Bureau of Land Management,
Boise, Idaho.

Jonux A, Carver, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior,
June 10, 1965.

(PR, Doc. 85-6343; Filed, June 17,
8:48 am.)

1668;

[Public Land Order 53704]
[Anchorage 028640]

ALASKA

Revocation of Public Land Order
No. 1752 of November 12, 1958

By virtue of the authority vested in
the President and pursuant Lo E.:ecu:
tive Order No. 10355 of May Zo: 1957 (13
F.R. 4831), it is ordered as follows:

1. Public Land Order No, 1752 of No-
yember 12, 1858, which withdrew the rcﬂ;
lowing described land for use of ﬁu-
Department of the Afr Force for m&
tary purposes, is hereby revoked:

SEwARD MERIDIAN
T.58,R.13W, ”
Sec, 20, SWINEY, SHNWL. sSWN.
NWILSEY.

The areas described agg
acres of public and nonpu i
The lands are located about 5 m! e? N
of Homer, Alaska. The soil is ""“‘“"f:l_‘
supporting a vegetative cover of nm.ct
grasses and scattered stands O"S]pmds.
and aspen. Seventy acres of the ands,

and

regate 320
blic Jands




Friday, June 18, 1965

peing the SWHSEYNWY, NEY,SWi,,
SLNW4NW ¥%SEY, NLSWY
NW1SEY;, have been patented.

2.'Until 10 a.m., on September 9, 1965,
the State of Alaska shall have a pre-
ferred right to select the public lands as
provided by the Act of July 28, 1956 (70
siat. 100; 48 U.S.C. 46-3b), section 6(g)
of the Alaska Statehood Act of July 7,
1958 (72 Stat. 339), and the regulations
in 43 CFR 22229 (formerly 43 CFR, Part
76).

3. This order shall not otherwise be-
come eflective to change the status of
the public lands until 10 am., on Sep-
tember 0, 1965. At that time they shall
be open to the operation of the public
land laws generally, including the min-
ing and mineral leasing laws, subject to
valid existing rights, the provisions of
existing withdrawals, and the require-
ments of applicable law, All valid ap-
plications  except preférence rights
applications from the State of Alaska
recelved at or prior to 10 a.m., on July 16,
1965, will be considered as simultaneously
filed at that time. Those received there-
after will be considered in the order of
filing.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office,
Bureau of Land Management, Anchor-
age, Alaska,

Jonn A. CARVER, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

Juxe 10, 1965.

[FR. Doc. 65-8344; Plled, June 17, 1965;
8:46 am.|

{Public Land Order 8705)
[ Anchorage 061629)
ALASKA

Partly Revoking Executive Order
No. 8278 of October 28, 1939

By virtue of the authority vested in
the President by section 1 of the Act of
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 48 U.S.C.
l}l». and pursuant to Executive Order
¥o. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 F.R. 4831),
itis ordered as follows:

L. Executive Order No. 8278 of Octo-
ber 28, 1939, withdrawing the eastern
portion of Kodiak Jsland for naval pur-
boses, ls hereby revoked so far as it
affects the following described lands:

Gmson Cove Anea
HODIAK ISLAND, ALABKA

&';mnlug At corner No. 1 of U.8. Survey No.
m:.l I'h}clx Is located at latitude 57°47° N.
po'mon'gn.\:rx»_- 156272830 W., and Is the true
- ;::;?gr;xtnmng of this description; thence
: el o e
oy to & point on the 1-2 line of
#B°00" B 1o 3
o i polnt on the 3-4 line of
:g’fﬁ}%oﬁt ! to corner No. 3 of USS 1673;
2 ﬁéugv 2 ‘Ir.rl o corner No. 2 of USS 1673;
(.)r [.J"\;ro '..i'.o corner No. 1, meander corner
Uns lf.:.i: thence following the mean-
01: Of USS 1673 around the head of
BOn Cove:
-50‘00'_ W., 84.48 tect ton point;
:30. W, 208.56 feet to a point;
o E .'.:g';.'m feet to a point;
E., 177.54 teet to a point;
s K, 32274 feetton polnt;
J0"E. 11148 feet ton point;
E. 176.22 feet to n point;
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8.20%15' W, 403.26 feet to a point;

S, 51°45" W., 328.02 feet to a point; theunce

5. 67°30° W., 55440 feet to corner No. §,
meander corner of USS 1673;

W. 83130 feet to a point on the 4-5 line
of USS 1073;

5. 45°00° E., to a point on the 11-12 line
of USS 2539;

N. 05°05'30°" W, 848668 feet to corner
No. 1 of USS 2539, which is the true point
of beginning of this description.

The tract described contains 654.51 acres.

The tract consists mainly of water and
marginal lands lying on the northerly
shore of St. Paul Harbor on Kodiak Is-
iand. About ten acres are the subject
of a withdrawal application filed by the
Bureau of Sport Fisherles and Wildlife,
This tract, therefore, will remain segre-
gated in accordance with the regulations
in 43 CFR 2311.1-2(a) (formerly CFR
295.11a) until final action upon the ap-
plication has been taken.

2. Until 10 am., on September 9, 1965,
the State of Alaska shall have a pre-
ferred right to select the lands as pro-
vided by the Act of July 28, 1956 (70
Stat. 709, 48 U.8.C. 46-3b) and section
6g of the Act of July 7, 1958 (72 Stat.
339), After that date and hour the
lands shall become subject to settlement
and to application, petition, location and
selection generally, subject to valid exist-
ing rights, the provisions of existing
withdrawals, and the requirements of
applicable law and procedures, All valid
applications received at or prior to 10
a.m., on July 16, 1965, shall be considered
as simultaneously filed at that time.
Those filed thereafter shall be considered
in the order of filing.

3. The lands have been open to ap-
plications and offers under the mineral
leasing laws, and to location for metal-
liferous minerals. They will be open to
location under the United States mining
laws for nonmetalliferous minerals after
10 a.m., on September 9, 1965.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Manager, Land Office,
Bureau of Land Management, Anchor-
age, Alaska.

Joux A. Carver, Jr.,
Under Secretary of the Interior.

Jung 10, 1965.

|F.R. Doc. 65-6345; Filed, June 17,
B8:46 am.)|

Title 43—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter l—Interstate Commerce
Commission

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[No, 32248)

PART 131—UNITED STATES SAFETY
APPLIANCE STANDARDS (RAIL-
ROAD)

Track Motorcars and Pushcars

At a sesslon of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Division 3, held at
its office in Washington, D.C., this 20th
day of May A.D. 1965.

It appearing, that notice of proposed
rule making was issued in the above-
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entitled proceeding on August 17, 19567
(22 F.R. 6623), pursuant to section 4(a)
of the Administrative Procedure Act (5
US.C. 1003), for the purpose of giving
effect to the holding of the Supreme
Court of the United States In The Balti-
more and Ohio Rallroad Company v.
Daniel T, Jackson (353 U.S. 326 decided
May 13, 18567) ;

It further appearing, that hearing on
the matter and things has been held;

And it further appearing, that the
Division has, on the date hereof, made
and filed its report in this proceeding
containing its findings of fact and con-
clusions thereon, which said report is
hereby referred to and made a part here-
of; and good cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That 49 CFR Part 131, be,
and the same is hereby, amended, effec-
tive January 1, 1967, by adding thereto
two new sections, § 131.25 Track motor-
cars (self-propelled 4-wheel cars which
can be removed from the rails by men)
and § 131.26 Pushcars, reading as fol-
lows:

§131.25 Track motorcars (self-pro-
pelled 4-wheel cars which can be re-
moved from the rails by men).

(a) Handbrakes (includes foot op-
erated brake), Each track motorcar
shall be equipped with an efficient hand-
brake so located that it can be safely
operated while the car is in motion.
Each handbrake shall be equipped with
a ratchet or other suitable device which
will provide a m of keeping the
brake applied when car is not in motion.

Norx: The requirements of this rule will be
satisfled if the ratchet or other suitable de-
vice operates In connection with at least one
handbrake on track motorcars that may be
equipped with more than one such brake.

(b) Handholds. One or more safe and
suitable handholds conveniently located
shall be provided. Each handhold shall
be securely fastened to car.

(¢) Sill steps or footboards. Each
track motorcar shall be equipped with
safe and suitable sill steps or footboards
conveniently located and securely fas-
tened to car when bed or deck of track
motorcar is more than 24 inches above
top of rail,

(d) Couplers, When used to haul
other cars, each track motorcar shall be
equipped with a coupler at each end
where such cars are coupled (1) which
provides a safe and secure attachment,
(2) which can be coupled or uncoupled
without the necessity of men going be-
tween the ends of the cars.

§ 131.26

(a) Handbrakes. When used to trans-
port persons, each pushcar shall be
equipped with an efficient handbrake so
located that it can be safely operated
while the car is in motion.

(b) Handholds (includes handles),
Each pushcar shall be provided with one
or more secure handholds. When used
to transport persons, each pushear shall
be provided with one or more safe and
suitable handholds conveniently located
above the top of the bed of each pushcar.

(c) Sill steps or jootboards. When
used to transport persons, each pushcar
shall be equipped with safe and suitable

N
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sillsteps or footboards conveniently lo-
cated and securely fastened to car, when
bed or deck of pushecar is more than 24
inches above top of rail,

(d) Couplers. When moved together
with other vehicles, each pushcar shall
be equipped with a coupler at each end
where such vehicles are coupled (1)
which provides a safe and secure attach-
ment, and (2) which can be coupled or
uncoupled without the necessity of men
going between the ends of the cars.

Nore: SBections 13125 and 131.28 are ap-

plicable only when the vehicles governed
thereby are coupled together and moved
together.
(Sec. 25, 41 Stat. 408, ns amended; 49 US.C.
26. Secs. 2, 3, 36 Stat. 208; 45 US.C. 11, 12.
Interpret or apply secs. 4, 6, 27 Stat, 531, 532;
45 US.C. 4, 6. Bec. 1, 32 Stat, 943; 45 US.C,
8. Bec, 4, 30 Stat. 209, as amended; 45 US.C.
13)

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

By the Commission, Division 3.

[sEAL] BERTHA F. ARMES,
Acting Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 65-6419; Filed, June 17, 1065;
8:47am.]




Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

[7 CFR Parts 1040, 10421
[Docket Nos. AO-235-A14. AO-240-A7)

MILK IN SOUTHERN MICHIGAN AND
MUSKEGON, MICH., MARKETING
AREAS

Decision on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreements
ond to Orders

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1837, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing sgreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear-
ing was held at Lansing, Mich.,, on
November 16-20 and November 30, 1964,
pursuant to notice thereof issued on
October 20, 1664 (29 F.R. 14544), and
supplemental notice thereof which was
\ssued November 2, 1964 (29 P.R, 14990).

Upon the basis of the evidence intro-
duced at the hearing and the record
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg-
ulatory Programs, on April 27, 1965 (30
FR. 8163; F.R. Doc. 65-4591) filed with
the Hearing Clerk, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, his recommended
decision containing notice of the oppor-
lunity to file written exceptions thereto.

The material issues, findings and con-
tlusions, rulings, and general findings of
the recommended deeision (30 F.R. 6163
FR. Doc. 65-4591) are hereby approved
lnd, adopted and set forth in full herein
subject to the following modifications:

L. Under Issue 2(a), Price zones, para-
Eraphs 25-33 are revised by substituting
15 paragraphs, the third and fourth from
last paragraphs are revised by substitut-
Ing three paragraphs and two new para-
fraphs are added at the end of the issue,

2. Under issue 2(0) , Pool plant require-
ments, paragraphs 13-16 are revised by
substituting six paragraphs.

3. Anew paragraph is added at the end
of issue 2(d) , Classes of utilization.

a!‘- Ls:u';f:\f m;ruzmph is added at the end
od)
shrinkage, . Computation of plant

5. Under issue 2(e), Adjusted uniform
Wrice, three new paragraphs are added
8ter paragraph seven.

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:
L. Merger of Orders No. 40 and No. 42
g Expansion of the marketing area.
<. Appropriate provisions of the con-
!Ol;dawd order concerning:
‘&) Location differentials;
"'b» Class T price and butterfat differ-
'.lhl-";
:l" Pool plant requirements;
.:: Classification of milk;
o The adjusted uniform price for
0t under the base-excess plan:

No. 117—¢g

(f) Method of pooling;

(g) Milk diverted to Southern Michi-
gan plants from plants regulaied by
other Federal orders; and

(h) Administrative and miscellaneous
provisions.

Findings and conclusions. The follow-
ing findings and conclusions on the ma-
terial issues are based on evidence pre-
sented at the hearing and the record
thereof:

1. Merger of Orders No. 40 and No. 42
and erpansion of the markeling area.
The Southern Michigan and the Muske-
gon orders should be consolidated. The
marketing area of the combined orders
should be expanded to cover territory in
18 additional Michigan counties, to wit.,
all of Alpena, Montmorency, Alcona,
Oscoda, Iosco, Ogemaw, Roscommon,
Missaukee, Gladwin, Osceola, Lake,
Mason, Newaygo, and Oceana Counties
and the unregulated parts of Arenac,
Clare, Allegan, and Presque Isle Coun-
ties. The territory covered by the new
order should be called the "“Southern
Michigan marketing area”. The Muske-
gon order should be revoked.

The Agricultural Marketing Agree-
ment Act spec fies that orders shall reg-
ulate only the handling of agricultural
commodities, or products thereof, which
are in the current of interstate or foreign
commerce, or which directly burden, ob-~
struct or affect interstate or forelgn com-
merce. Milk handling under the pro-
posed order is in the current of, and
burdens, obstructs or affects, interstate
commerce in milk and milk products,
Milk from farms in Indiana and Ohlo is
supplied to various Michigan handlers
who would be regulated under the con-
solidated order. These handlers are in
direct competition in distribution with
handlers who purchase milk produced in
Michigan. Handlers and cooperatives in
the consolidated market either manufac-
ture milk surplus to bottling needs or
ship such milk to manufacturing plants.
Some of the products manufactured from
producer milk at these plants are shipped
outside the State of Michigan.

Merger of orders. Merger of the
Southern Michigan and Muskegon orders
and expansion of the marketing area
were proposed by nine cooperative asso-
clations operating in the markets, Pro-
ponents testified that the area they pro-
posed has become so closely integrated
from a marketing and distribution stand-
point that its regulation under a single
order now is appropriate. They also said
that such & merger and expansion of the
orders would more nearly encompass the
current major sales territories of han-
dlers in the market and insure uniform
pricing to producers of milk distributed
throughout such area in the interest of
both producers and handlers. Merger of
the orders was not opposed.

Southern Michigan is the larger of the
two markets proposed for merger. The
Southern Michigan marketing area in-
cludes most of the central and southeast-
ern portion of the Michigan Lower

Peninsula. It extends from Detroit on
the east to beyond Grand Rapids and
Kalamazoo on the west. Over 300 mil-
lion pounds of producer milk are pooled
under the order each month. The
Muskegon marketing area includes terri-
tory in three counties in western Michi-
gan, It borders the western edge of the
Southern Michigan area. Muskegon and
Holland, its principal cities, are both
within 40 miles of Grand Rapids in the
Southern Michigan area. About 10 mil-
Hon pounds of milk are pooled under the
Muskegon order each month,

A close sales relationship has devel-
oped between these adjacent markets,
The Intermarket competition developed
as a byproduct of plant expansion and
improvements in milk transportation.
Handlers in both markets in recent years
have increased the capacity of their
plants to reduce unit processing costs
and to obtain higher returns through in-
creased volume. An enlargement of dis-
tribution areas accompanied the increase
in plant size. Competition was encour-
aged by the similar health requirements
in the two-market area.

With the expansion of distribution
areas, a substantial number of routes
originating in each of the present mar-
keting areas now extend into the other.
Handlers from several cities in the west-
ern portion of the Southern Michigan
marketing area have entered the Muske-
gon market. Grand Rapids handlers, for
example, have established regular routes
in both Muskegon and Holland. South-
ern Michigan handlers from Kalamazoo
and Carson City have acquired milk
routes in Holland. Although in lesser
volumes, Muskegon handlers lkewise
have acquired business in the Southern
Michigan marketing area. Most of their
sales are in the portion of the Southern
Michigan area closest to Muskegon, but
some of their routes extend as far east
as Greenville, Mich., In Montcalm
County.

Under these conditions of close com-
petition, packaged milk sales accounts
shift between these markets. Shifts of
this type can cause sharp movements in
producer blend prices, particularly in the
Muskegon market. When large accounts
change hands across market lines, Class
I use and blend prices move up In one
market and down in the other even
though Class I use in total is not changed.
This type of transfer creates no serious
problem in the present Southern Michi-
gan market because of its size. In Mus-
kegon, however, where Class I use is
about 6 million pounds, or only 3 percent
of the Southern Michigan total, any sub-
stantial loss of large accounts, such as
supermarkets, for example, can cause
significant monthly blend price changes,

The intensity of intermarket competi-
tion has increased in recent months,
Southern Michigan handlers in particu-
lar have increased the proportion of their
business in the Muskegon marketing
arean. The Inroads made by the South-
ern Michigan handlers have reduced

7903
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blend prices in Muskegon. Should these
acquisitions continue, a major portion of
the Muskegon Class I sales would be lost
to Muskegon producers, If this happens,
Muskegon producer prices can be ex-
pected to be subject to yariability and
frequent readjustment as the Muskegon
market attempts to equilibrate with the
producer prices of the Southern Michi-
gan market, Shifts of this type some-~
times take a considerable amount of
time. During the adjustment period the
incomes of Muskegon producers would
be significantly affected making it dif-
ficult for them to operate efficiently.

The overlap of distribution and supply
routes has progressed to the point that
a separate Muskegon market for pro-
ducers no longer can be distinguished.
In this connection there is strong com-
petition between Southern Michigan and
Muskegon handlers for supplies of milk.
Handlers in the two markets buy their
milk from overlapping milksheds. In
Ottawa County, for example, 237 pro-
ducers sell to Southern Michigan han-
dlers and 185 sell to Muskegon handlers.
The relationship is similar in Oceana
County. There are 54 producers in that
county who ship to Southern Michigan
handlers and 40 producers who ship to
Muskegon handlers. The Muskegon
market has become, in effect, an integral
part of the larger Southern Michigan
Arca.

To eliminate these problems the Mus-
kegon order should be merged with
Southern Michigan under a marketwide
pool. By providing proportionate shar-
ing among all producers of total Class I
sales in the market, the merger will sta-
bilize prices and eliminate much of the
present price uncertainty connected with
shifts of sales accounts back and forth
between the markets. Under a merged
order there would be no decline in pro-
ducer incomes attributable to the effects
i)et g\.termnrket. competition at the resale

v

As a corollary matter in accomplishing
an order merger efficiently and equitably,
the assets in the administrative funds of
both orders should be consolidated. All
currently regulated handlers who con-
tributed to the administrative funds of
the separate orders will continue to be
regulated under the merged order. Since
no handlers would fall from regulation
and the liabilities of each of the present
funds would be paid from the consol-
idated fund, it is equitable to employ ac-
cumulated monies to defray such liabili-
tles and to carry over any minor balances
to be used for administrative costs of the
merged order.

Virtually all producers who contributed
to the market service funds of the pres-
ent orders also will continue to supply
the expanded market. This makes con-
solidation of the marketing service funds
appropriate since contributing producers
would continue to receive similar market
services for accumulated monies remain-
ing in the market service funds.

Similarly, merger of the producer-set-
tlement fund balances is warranted be-
cause most of the producers for the new
market currently supply one or the other
market. Producers from the present
markets will make up more than 99 per-
cent of the total. Nearly all the money
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in the separate funds therefore will be
reflected in the blend prices of the pro-
ducers whose money makes up the fund
reserves, Under these circumstances,
there would be little object in distribut-
ing the producer-settlement fund re-
serves to producers under the separate
orders and again accumulating the re-
quired reserve for the consolidated order.
This would increase administrative ex-
pense and would add virtually nothing to
returns of producers under the present
orders.

Interest should be charged under the
consolidated order on overdue payments
to and from the administrative, market-
ing service and producer-settlement
funds. Both of the present orders Include
this requirement. It encourages the
prompt payments required for effective
operation of the order. Also, following
the effective date of the merged order, ac-
crued interest should be payable under
the consolidated order on any overdue
obligations incurred and still outstanding
under the present Southern Michigan
and Muskegon orders. This will insure
payment of all obligations required by
the now separate orders and enhance
orderly transition to the merged order.

Basically, the provisions of the present
Southern Michigan order will be the
provisions of the consolidated order.
This was contemplated by proponents of
the merger, Most of the provisions of
Order No. 40 have worked satisfactorily
in the dominant Southern Michigan
market which currently regulates about
95 percent of the milk to be covered by
the new order. Further, many of the
provisions in the present Muskegon order
are similar to those in the present South-
ern Michigan order. In general, Order
No. 40 provisions therefore should work
satisfactorily as the basic provisions of
the consolidated order. Certain of the
Order No. 40 provisions are expressly
modified herein, of course, in accordance
with proposals considered at the hearing.
These modifications are discussed in the
findings and conclusions on the other
material issues of the hearing.

Marketing area expansion, The mar-
keting area of the consolidated order
should include also the counties of Al-
penn, Montmorency, Alcona, Oscoda,
Tosco, Ogemaw, Roscommon, Missaukee,
Gladwin, Osceola, Lake, Mason, Neway-
go, and Oceana in Michigan. Further,
the portions of Arenac, Clare, and Alle-
gan Counties which are not now included
under either the Muskegon or Southern
Michigan order and the part of Presque
Isle County which Is not within the Up-
state Michigan order should be added to
the mfirketing area. Such territory has
become a primary distribution area for
handlers regulated by the present orders.

Most of this new territory lies between
the marketing areas of Orders No, 40 and
No. 42 and the Upstate Michigan (Order
No. 43) marketing area. It includes all
unregulated territory in a band of 16
counties which begins at midstate on the
west and extends generally northeast-
ward across the entire Lower Peninsula
of Michigan. Southern Michigan and
Muskegon regulated handlers have im-
portant distribution outlets throughout
this entire area. From their plants in
Flint, Bay City, Saginaw, Lansing, Car-

son Clly, Grand Rapids, and Muskegon,
they sell milk in virtually every sizabls
community in these counties, ‘

Nearly two-thirds of the milk s
throughout the 16 counties Is distributed
by Southern Michigan and Muskegon
handiers. Including the above arca In
the marketing area would bring under
full regulation as pool handlers g
known distributors who engage primarily
in the sale of milk in fluld form but whe
are not now under any order. Such die
tributors referred to In the record are -
cated In Scottville (Mason County), Lud-
ington (Mason County), Lake City (Mis-
saukee County), Marion (Osceola Coun-
ty), Reed City (Osceola County), and
Tawas City (Josco County), Mich. Thers
Was no opposition by any of the latter
distributors or by any other | ns o
adding such counties to the marketing
area

At present no supervised, classified
pricing plan prevails in any of the above
areas. Most of the unregulated handlers

located in the counties meainiain rela-
tively high Class I use at thelr plants
and commonly pay a flat price for
their milk regardless of utilization
This practice provides them oppor-
tunity to buy milk for sale there In
fluid form at prices considerably below
the minimum Class I prices required to
be paid by regulated handlers. For ex-
ample, an unregulated handler from
Scottville, Mich., purchases milk withs
out regard to utilization at & price equal
to the blend price recelved by Muskegon
area producers. Farmers selling milk 0
this handler do not consistently supply
his full plant needs, however, and sup-
plemental milk is bought from the near-
by Muskegon market. The proportion of
his dairy farmer supply utilized in Clas
I regularly exceeds that of the Muskezon
market by a considerable margin. Pay-
ment on the basis of the Muskcgon area
blend price (which for the first 9 months
of 1964 reflected an average Class I us
of 60 percent of producer recelpts) pro-
vided a significantly lower price for this
distributor as compared to n::uls‘wd
handlers who are required to pay not iess
than minimum order Class I prices.
The marketing area should be ex-
tended to cover the abovr-mcx'.(tom‘d
counties in order to assure rf-:tilm
handlers that as to these areas 0 dis-
tribution currently unregulated compeH-
tors will not be afforded significant price
advantage on milk for fluld dxstr:buugn
there. There was gencral support b
both handlers and producer associations
in the Southern Michigan and Muskeson
markets for inclusion of the above coun
ties in the marketing area. AT
Newaygo County is located ""’“t“.lroy.m;.
above group of counties. It borcers o
kegon and Kent Countics it \\'?--'-;?3&_—
located Muskegon and Grand Rn:);um
major cities in the present MArEro
areas. Newaygo County thus is 8

cent to other important sales ‘f‘:’r'“f,ﬂi‘;‘f
of regulated handlers. Mnre(’:;'u{n rei-

d Raplds, and Lar 8
:f:&?i l?ar:tli‘lers distribute 85 ;.\c'rcuu
all milk sold within this coum,\.v e
Producers who supply the Nut’hed
County unregulated butor 'm':u':o
1n opposition to the inclusion of r;ﬁ?nim-
County on the basis that such dbs
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tor pays for milk on a classified price
basis, There is no assurance at present,
nowever, that all fluld milk sold from
his plant is paid for at a price equivalent
to the minimum Class I price required
to be paid by regulated handlers selling
in the county. Full regulation is re-
quired to place this unregulated distribu-
tor on the same price and sccounting
basis as his regulated competitors.

In Allegan County, which is located
south of Muskegon, an Order No. 40 han-
dler from Kalamazoo, Mich., has im-
portant distribution, Also, two Order
No. 40 handlers and an Order No. 42 han-
dier have plants located in this county.
The most populous portion of the county
and & majority of the milk sold in the
pounty already are under regulation.
The record indicates the possibility that
there may be one unregulated bandler
distributing in the county. There was
no opposition to Including the remainder
of the county in the marketing area,

Territory occupled by local, state, or
Pederal reservations, installations, or in-
stitutions geographically located within
the defined marketing area should be
part of the area to be regulated. Water-
front facilities and craft moored thereat
which are within such area also should
be covered. Such government facilities
snd waterfront locations on Lake Erie
and Lake Michigan are important sales
outlets for regulated handlers. They
should be Included in the marketing area
in order that regulated handlers will not
be forced to compete at a disadvantage
with unregulated distributors for such
business, The order should specify
clearly that all premises within such fa-
cliities are to be considered as part of
the marketing area and that all han-
diers distributing there are subject to
the terms of the order which are appli-
cable to their operations.

All producer milk recefved at regulated
plants must be made subject to classified
pricing under the order regardless of
Whether 1t is disposed of within or out-
#de the marketing area., Otherwise, the
#flect of the order would be nullified and
the orderly marketing process would be
Jeopardized.

If only a pool handler's “in area” sales
Were subject to classification, pricing, and
pooling, n regulated handler with Class I
8les both Inside and outside the mar~

& ared could assign any value he

to his outside sales. He thereby

could reduce the average cost of all of
uwgl?f’ I milk below that of other regu-
all andlers having all, or substanti-
¥ all, of their Class I sales within the
:I;rkc-una area. Unless all milk of such
o,.d’"d’“ were fully regulated under the
o e, he In effect would not be subject
wene CHve price regulation. The ab-
m‘;“ of effective elassification, pricing,
ard, booling of such milk would disrupt
S Olrly marketing conditions within the

R: ated marketing area and could lead
% e Tiplete breakdown of the order. If
uul:!)lxhnndler were free to value & por-
i w;'m:b;y milk at any price he chooses,
16rm Dripes. Impossible to enforce uni-
ot unige .o " fully regulated handlers
deers ) PASiS of payment to the pro-
f&nai Who supply the market. It is

Hal, therefore, that the order price
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all the producer milk recelved at a pool
plant regardless of the point of disposi-
tion.

Class I milk may be sold within the
regulated marketing area from certain
plants not under any Federal order. One
source of such milk is 8 plant located
outside the marketing area which dis-
tributes In the marketing area less than
600 pounds of milk per day. Such a
plant Is made exempt from regulation
because it is not considered to be a sig-
nificant competitive factor in this large
market. Another source of milk not
subject to full regulation is a plant which
falls to qualify as a pool distributing
plant because its distribution of fiuld
milk products on routes is less than re-
quired for pooling status. However,
significant amounts of milk could be
distributed in the marketing area from
this latter source which would have a
disruptive effect on marketing unless
some method Is used to Integrate it Into
the regulatory plan. There is, of course,
no way to treat such unregulated milk
uniformly with regulated milk other
than than to regulate it fully. Never-
theless, it has been concluded that the
application of “partial” regulation to
plants of the latter type would not jeop-
ardize orderly .narketing conditions
within the regulated marketing ares
under present circumstances. Official
notice is taken of the June 19, 1964, de-
cision (20 F.R. 9002) supporting amend-
ments to several orders, including the
Southern Michigan =and Muskegon
orders, which deal with the treatment of
unregulated milk iIn the regulatory
scheme,

Under the method of partial regulation
continued in the consolidated order, the
operator of a partially regulated distrib-
uting plant is afforded the options of:
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif-
ference between the Class I price and the
uniform price on all Class I sales made in
the marketing area, (2) purchasing at
the Class I price under any Federal order
sufficlent Class I milk to cover his dis-
position within the marketing area, or
(3) paying his dairy farmers an amount
not less than the value of all their milk
computed on the basis of the classifica-
tion and pricing provisions of the order
(the latter is an amount egual to the
order obligation for milk which is Im-
posed-on fully regulated handlers).

While all fluid milk sales of the par-
tially regulated plant are not necessarily
priced on the same basis as fully regu-
lated milk, the provisions described are,
however, adequate under most circum-
stances to prevent sales in the marketing
area of milk not fully regulated (pooled)
from adversely affecting the operation
of the order and the fully regulated milk.

2. (a) Location differentials. The lo-
cation adjustment rates applicable to
Class I and producer prices under the
order should be modified to reflect more
accurately the location values of milk de-
livered to various points in the Southern
Michigan marketing area.

Price zones. Historically, Detroit dis-
tributing plants relied for a major pro-
portion of their milk supplies on milk
assembled at and transshipped from
country receiving stations and supply
plants located berond a 50-mile radius
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from the city. Milk was delivered to the
country plant locations in cans, In re-
cent years there has been a general con-
version by producers throughout the
milkshed to the bulk tank method of de-
Uvery and such method now is dominant
in the market, Approximately 85 per-
cent of the producer milk is being
shipped from farm to plant in this way.
Virtually all distributing plants outside
Detroit and its environs are fully sup-
plied directly from producers’ farms by
the bulk tank method. This is particu-
larly the case in cities such as Flint, Bay
City, BSaginaw, Lansing, Kalamazoo,
Grand Rapids, and Muskegon,

The Metropolitan Detroit area includes
approximately 50 percent of the popu-
lation of the marketing area and re-
quires about 100 million pounds of Class
I milk per month (one-third of the pro-
ducer milk in the market). The fact
that bulk tank routes may extend as far
as 100 miles from the plant, as compared
to a 50-mile maximum distance of
direct-delivery can routes a few years
ago, has resulted in a fourfold increase
in the direct-shipment procurement area
available to Detroit distributing plants.
Today approximately 15 percent of the
producers' farms are located within 50
miles of Detroit while about 60 percent
of the farms are within 100 miles of De-
troit. Thus, on a direct-shipment basis
there are within 100 miles of the city
supplies adequate to Detroit’s fluld needs.
Although nearly one-third of the Detroit
fluld requirements still are furnished
through country receiving plant assem-
bly, bulk tank handling has made it
practicable to supply all distributing
plants in the Detroit area on a direct
farm-to-plant basis,

The location adjustment rate struc-
ture under the present Southern Michi-
gan order was adopted in February 1960,
based upon evidence adduced at a hear-
ing held in January 1959. With the
nearly complete conversion to bulk tanks
since that time and an improved high-
way network in southern Michigan with
superhighways connecting most of the
principal urban centers with Detroit,
there has been a great increase in ef-
ficiency In handling. Because of the
resultant reduced costs, the location
values of milk in various parts of the
milkshed have been altered significantly
since 1859,

The problem of location pricing
at hand is essentially one of recognizing
in the minimum price structure the new
reduced cost patterns for moving raw
milk to various plant outlets and Insur-
ing an adequate supply to each of the
several consuming centers in the market-
ing area which in several instances are
located in principal producing counties of
southern Michigan, Concerning the
Metropolitan Detroit area, the present

um price structure does not pro-
vide sufficient incentive for bulk tank
producers within direct-dellvery range
of the city to ship directly to Detroit
since they may realize a higher net re-
turn for dellvering their milk to Zone I
distributing plants outlying from De-
troit or to country supply plants which
are generally closer to their farms. This
is the result primarily of inadequate
compensation to the direct-delivery pro-
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ducer relative to producers at outlying
plants to offset higher hauling costs to
Detroit caused by the lack of adequate
return to direct-delivery producers on
their excess milk (over base), the longer
distance traveled, and the increased
time consumed by haulers under con-
gested traflic conditions.

Because Detroit is by far the largest
of the consuming centers in the market-
ing area and must obtain the largest
volumes and reach the farthest distances
for milk as compared to other marketing
ares cities, it is in important competition
with some of the other cities for supplies.
Most other cities of the marketing area
need reach out a radius of only 10-25
miles in order to find necessary supplies.
These secondary consuming centers com-
pete with each other for supplies and
their hauling rates are very similar,
Also, the hauling rates to the latter for
farm-to-plant delivery gencrally are
lower than for farms In similar vicinity
shipping to Detroit. There is a tend-
ency, however, for Detroit to draw milk
in competition with such markets as
Jackson and Lansing and for the latter
in turn to compete with cities to their
west, such as Kalamazoo, Grand Rapids,
and Muskegon. A reasonable schedule
of location adjustments should recognize
this competition in supply procurement
and, in the interest of marketing effi-
ciency, encourage the movement of pro-
ducer milk needed at fluld market out-
lets at the lowest possible cost to
producers.,

Producer associations in the market
submitted a variety of proposals on loca-
tion pricing. BSeyveral associations pro-
posed area zoning which would modify
the area zone structure in the present
Southern Michigan order by employing &
plus 3-cent “direct-delivery” differential
on producer milk delivered from farms
to Metropolitan Detroit plants and re-
ducing the range of minus adjustments
applicable on such milk delivered to
plants in zones outside the present Zone
I (zero differential) from a range of 7-20
cents to a range of 3-156 cents, generally
in proportion to distance from Zone I.
Zone boundaries would be modified to
some extent. Another association pro-
posed a somewhat similar price structure
with the same plus direct-delivery differ-
ential but with lesser differentials appli-
cable in outlying zones,

Another producer proposal would ap-
ply a minus differential of 5 cents at all
supply plants wherever located, or, con-
trariwise, a direct-delivery differential of
5 cents at all distributing plants. One
assoclation proposed that the consoli-
dated order provide only a plus 5-cent
direct-delivery differential at Detroit
plants with no minus adjustments at
other locations.,

Handler proposals varied from one
suggesting complete elimination of loca-
tion differentials to retention of the pres-
ent zone structure. Several handlers
suggested that either no direct-delivery
differential should apply at Detroit plants
or a diferential snould apply only on
Class I or base milk rather than on all
deliveries of the producer. One handler
proposed adoption of location adjust-
ments strictly on mileage zoning (in
contrast to area zoning), as employed
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in the Detroit order before the marketing
area was e in February 1960.

Adjustments to producer prices for lo-
cation should reflect the relative value
of milk delivered to city distributing
plants as compared to milk delivered to
supply plants and recelving stations,

Historically, location adjustment rates
in the market were based on the cost
of moving milk from recelving (assem-
bly) plants outlying from Detroit dis-
tributing plants. With bulk tanks the
direct-delivery area has expanded so that
all distributing plants in the market are
now within range of an adequate supply
by direct-delivery. Direct-delivery by
bulk tank has become the most prevalent
method of delivery In the market and
represents the lowest cost method of get-
ting milk from the farm to the popula-
tion centers in the market. With the
development of bulk tank handling the
need for country receiving stations is
diminishing. In general, the variation
in bulk tank hauling rates based on dis-
tance traveled is about 1 cent per 10
miles radius from the plant, Typical
hauling rates on routes up to a 20-mile
radius are 20 cents, up to a 75-mile
radius 25 cents, and up to & 120-mile
radius 30 cents.

Under the past method of supplying
Detroit’s needs for whole milk; e, the
receipt of milk at country recelving sta-
tions and its transshipment to city bot-
tling plants, the order specified certain
rates for location of plant as an allowance
for movement of the milk from the coun-
try plant to the city. These rates were
(and still are) applicable to Class I and
base prices. However, the handler of the
city distributing plant purchasing from
a country plant operated by a coopera-
tive customarily has paid, over and above
the Class I price at the country receiving
plant location, a plant handling charge
and any transportation charge applied in
excess of the location adjustment allowed
under the order. At the time of the
hearing the additional transportation
charge most commonly imposed by coop-
erative sellers was 5 cents per hundred-
weight and the country plant handling
charge was 14 cents per hundredweight.
In certain other instances the propri-
etary handler incurs the equivalent of
such cost of country receiving by operat-
ing his own receiving station.

The valué¢ to a handler of direct-deliv-
ered milk is related to the lowest cost of
an alternative supply which meets his re-
quirements. When abundant supplies
are avaflable from a relatively large
number of producers who are delivering
to nearby pool plants and being paid the
order minimum prices, only a small in-
crement is needed to induce an adequate
supply of direct-delivered milk at a given
location, If the best alternative source
is direct receipts from producers in a
more distant area, direct delivery from
the nearby producers is worth the price
which must be paid in the more distant
territory plus the additional cost of
transporting milk from that distant ter-
ritory. If the best alternative supply is
milk from a country supply plant, the
worth of direct-delivery milk will be re-
lated to the class price at that plant plus
the charge for country plant handling
and hauling.

The extra value of milk received at the
city location as compared to its valye
when received at the country assembly
point has been well established in the
past by the prices and charges necessary
to Induce movement of the needed sup.
plies to Detrolt. This value relationship
has been altered, however, by the fact
of the relatively new and lower cost bulk
tank delivery method, but a higher value
of milk delivered at Detroit still prevalls
Even with bulk tank handling the Clasg
I price level at Detroit must be sufficiently
above the levels at outlying plant loca-
tions in the milkshed to induce the deliy.
ery of whole milk to Detroit for its prin.
cipal uses there.

Bulk tank handling in this ares bas
progressed to the point that the most
likely alternative source to replace nearby
milk for Detroit is direct receipis from
producers in a more distant territary.
Therefore, the relative location values of
producer milk under today's condition
are reflected in the differences In haul
ing cost to deliver to a Detroitl plant a4
compared to delivery to an outlying
plant. In order to encourage the deliv-
ery of milk to Detroit (and to the othet
consuming centers) by the most efficient
means, these differences in cost should be
refiected in the minimum price structure
to producers. As part of a modified lo-
cation pricing plan, a “direct-delivery
differential”, or plus zone adjustment, on
all milk of the producer direct-delivered
from farms to plants located in and near
Metropolitan Detroit, as proposed by sev-
eral producer groups, therefore should
be adopted. )

While the focal point of the location
price structure in the marketing area is
Detroit, there are, however, scveral lm-
portant secondary markets or popula-
tion centers within the marketing ares
at varying distances from Detroit. The
location price structure therefore should
be such that adequate supplles of mik
will be attracted to these cities as W
to Detroit. To accomplish these purpose
a zone price structure similar to the ont
presently employed in the Southern
Michigan order, but appropriately modi-
fied to fit today's marketing conditions,
will best reflect the location utility of
milk at various other points in the mar
keting area and milkshed.

A direct-delivery differential of 4 cents
per hundredweight should be applicabie
to all milk received from farms al plants
located in the townships of Royal
and Southfield of Oakland County ard
in those portions of Wayne County other
than the townships of Northville, Pl."z'
outh, Canton, Van Buren, Sumpter, &=

vona, Nankin, Romutus, Huron, Taylor,
Brownstown, Monguagon, :111{(1100222

Isle. ‘This area represents et
densely populated urban area of Me
tan Detroit.

mgnder the present Southern ?.ltchlg;n-
order there is no price dlﬂ(‘xenlm‘l

tween Detroit and the outlying C“‘Ftlsint.
Ann Arbor, Pontiac, Port Hurol, 7o
Saginaw, and Bay City, which mge!m‘_
constitute the population centers of ;; o;‘
ent Zone I which are ouu:-'n:r,L.rWr
Metropolitan Detroit. A 4-cenv &/
hundredwelght differential at Mmﬁ;;o 5
tan Detroit plant locations rcl;gtlvms
the remainder of Zone I 85 defined in
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declsion (which varies slightly from pres-
ent Zone 1) on milk direct-delivered to
plants so located should provide an ade-
guate return to producers to offset the
relatively high cost of hauling to plants
in this congested portion of the market-

area,

msmc producer associations proposed
that the direct-delivery zone price be 3
cnts per hundredweight while others
proposed that it be as much as 5 cents per
hundredwelight. Proponents of the 3-
cent differential stated that it takes at
past 3 cents per hundredweight addi-
tonal to induce haulers to negotiate the
congested trafic condition in Detroit as
cmpared to hauling the milk to plants
in the {ringe area or suburbs of the city.
One witness stated that hauling rates
{nto Detroit from the “thumb' area to
the north average about 5 cents greater
than hauling rates on milk from the same
area dellvered to Pontiac (25 miles north
of the City Hall in Detroit). Other wit-
nesses stated that hauling rates on some
routes originating about 60 miles west of
Detroft were 5 cents greater into Detroit
than to plants in the vicinity of the
farms.

Ideally, the amount of the differential
should reflect the added direct-delivery
cst of transporting milk to Detroit
plants compared to delivery to other Zone
Iplants and various supply plants. Since
these plants are at varying distances
from near-in Detroit plants, it is not pos-
sble to establish one differential which
precisely refiects the additional hauling
tosts to such plants from each other lo-
cation. However, the amount of the dif-
ferential between Detroit and nearby
tities should not be significantly greater
than the added hauling cost Involyed in
order that plants in these nearby cities
may be assured of supplies. In view of
Al the evidence a differential of 4 cents
thould be adequate between Detroit and
Rich other plants.

As & “direct-delivery” differential, the
&tent differential at Detroit plants
#hould be pald by the handler directly
10 the producer (rather than to all pro-
mr)n through the producer-settiement

llor all milk delivered to such
g’ec‘"“- Such payment will tend to re-
mt the location utility of all milk
bped by the individual producer—not
Just his base milk. The present South-
m Michigan order does not reflect a
Kocation ddjustment in the price for
;:MC& milk”. In the latter circum-
¢ the added hauling cost paid by a
%?;uccr on delivery of his milk to a
3 oit plant, rather than to the plant
u:!est to his farm, results in a reduc-
o A 10 his net return for milk in excess
fifoet s _'1'1114'& the new provision for a
Bl .t elivery differential payable di-
" li 0 the producer is designed to off-

» 10 large part, the extra cost of ship-
eu"mf:‘uch milk to the Detroit location as

-“ lred 10 shipping the same milk to a
& Ocated nearer his farm. The en-

Uragement to the producer to deliver
\

'AS later
oonuu,l.‘,;‘ discussed, n producer’s milk is
Beation st ivered to a given wone plant
Peroent O.O‘l the entire month if at least 66
By he monthly dellveries are made
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all his milk by this means for bottling
use will benefit all producers through
the overall savings in transportation
made possible,

It was objected that in some Instances
such application will mean that the
direct-delivery differential will be paid
on milk which the handler actually uti-
lizes in Class II. It is concluded, how-
ever, that the differential should be pay-
able on all milk 8o received by all plants
in the designated area regardless of the
type of operations conducted in the plant.
All the milk delivered by producers to
the designated -area is available for the
fluid market. Moreover, any milk uti-
lized for other than fluld purposes, as
well as for fluid requirements, in an area
of highly deficit production, such as the
city of Detroit and its environs, requires
delivery from more distant production
areas. Since milk customarily is manu-
factured into Class II products by pro-
ducer organizations in outlying areas in
the milkshed, the producer should not be
placed in the position of taking a return
on any part of his milk delivered to the
city location lower than he would receive
at a country supply plant, taking into
account the lower cost of hauling to the
latter plant. Thus, if the handler re-
quires dellvery directly to Detroit, it is
not unreasonable to require reimburse~
ment to the producer for the extra cost
of such deliyery relative to transporting
to the country plant location whether a
Class I or Class IT use is intended at the
city location.

The application of the direct-delivery
differential in this manner may be com-
pared with the cost of milk to the han-
dler for Class IT use at the city under the
Interplant delivery system, Prior to the
use of bulk tanks Detroit handlers ob-
tained most of their milk supplies
through country supply plants and some
still do. Except for an 8 percent allow-
ance over actual Class I needs (to cover
day-to-day sales variations), such & han-
dler receives no location credit under the
order on transfers of milk from supply
plants for Class II use. Such pricing
provisions recognize that the transporta-
tion charges on the finished dairy prod-
ucts, such as butter or nonfat dry milk,
are minimal as compared with the haul-
Ing cost on whole milk and that milk can
be readily processed into Class IT manu-
factured dalry products at country loca-
tions. Handlers desiring whole milk for
Class IT processing in the city pay the
transportation cost and plant handling
charges on any whole milk transhipped
to Detroit from country plants for such
uses. Consequently, the handler who
receives direct-delivered milk has the al-
ternative of paying the extra charges in-
cidental to purchasing through a country
plant to obtain whole milk for such use
at the city.

It is concluded that adoption of the
direct-delivery differential will promote
orderly marketing by assisting to induce
an adequate supply at near-in Detroit
plants by efficient means of handling, en-
couraging a further shift from country
recelving to the more economical direct
shipment from farms to city plants, in-
suring that the potential savings from
such handling method will be returned to
producers, better equalizing handlers’
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costs, and compensating the direct-de-
livery producer for the added cost he in-
curs in delivering directly to the city lo-
cation,

The location adjustment structure
outside the present Zone I (zero differ-
ential) should be revised In recognition
of the general reduction in transporta-
tion costs resulting from bulk tank de-
livery and to reflect net differences in
cost associated with distance relative to
dellvery to Zone 1. A precise description
of each of the various price zones, which
vary to some extent from their counter-
parts under the present Southern Mich-
igan order, is set forth In § 1040.54 of the
order included in this decision. For pur-
poses of the discussion below, however,
references of A more general nature are
sufficient.

In view of the plus 4-cent differential
for delivery to Detroit, the present dif-
ferential for that portion of the present
Zone II lying west of Zone I of minus 7
cents should be changed to minus 3
cents. This part of the present Zone IT
includes the territory lying approxi-
mately 50-90 miles west of Detroit and
encompasses the territory surrounding
the cities of Jackson (75 miles from De-
troit) and Lansing (90 miles from De-
troit) as well as the pool supply (manu-
facturing) plants at Adrian (70 miles)
and Mason (80 miles). Further de-
scribed, this territory includes Lenawee,
Jackson, Ingham, Livingston, and Wash-
tenaw (western portion only) Counties.

Taking the direct-delivery differential
into account, this results in the same
location price difference between plants
in this zone and Detroit plants as now
prevails. It also will result in a 3-cént
difference between Zone II and the rela-
tively nearby plants in Zone I outside
the Metropolitan Detroit area.

The remainder of the present Zone II
(east of Zone I) includes the lower por-
tion of Lapeer County with a supply
plant located at Imlay City. This plant
is in a sparsely populated area 30 miles
east of the city of Flint (Zone I) and 50
miles north of Detroit.

The recommended decision provided
for a minus 3-cent differential for this
portion of the present Zone II, and the
southern portion of Tuscola and Sanilac
Counties. In their exceptions the co-
operative which operates two of the three
pool plants in this area contended that
the amount of the minus differential in
this Yerritory should be & minus 5 cents
to provide sufficlent incentive to pro-
ducers in the area to deliver their milk
to Detroit. After careful review of the
record evidence in light of exceptions, it
is concluded that a minus 5-cent dif-
ferential should be fixed at plants in
Lapeer County, the northern portion of
St. Clair County and the southern por-
tions of Tuscola and Sanilac Counties
(Zone III).

The exceptions emphasize the record
testimony that unlike the Zone II terri-
tory lying west of Zone I this portion of
the “thumb” area of the state lying 50-
80 miles north of Detroit has no local
population centers such as Lansing and
Jackson which require substantial quan-
tities of milk for fluid use locally within
the production area. Nor does it have
the fast roadways to Detroit as in the
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case of Zone II areas in the direction of
Jackson and Lansing, Thus, it is ap-
propriate to provide for a slightly greater
(additional 2 cents) incentive to the
producer in this area to move his milk
to Detroit than is needed for equally
distant territory west of Detroit.

A minus 5-cent differential at pool
plants located at Imiay City, Brown
City, and Peck in this lower “thumb"
Zone III territory will provide a 5-cent
transportation incentive for producers to
deliver their milk to Zone I cities of
Flint, Pontiac, and Port Huron and a
9-cent incentive to ship direct to De-
troit rather than such local plants,

It is appropriate that additional milk
produced in this close-in area be moved
to Zone I cities (including Detroit) for
fluid use, as the opportunities to supply
milk by bulk tank increase. Zones I, II
and the lower “thumb’ area in combina-
tion include about 75 percent of the pop-
ulation of the marketing area but only
about 40 percent of the producer milk,
Class I milk requirements for this com-
bined area are about 145 million pounds
per month and production within the
area is about 130 million pounds per
month.

As in the case of the lower “thumb"”
area exceptor pointed out that the rec-
ommended reduction in the amount of
the location adjustment applicable in
the upper “thumb” area likewise should
be adjusted by 2 cents, to & minus 7 cents
rather than a minus 5 cents,

This upper “thumb" area covers ter-
ritory from approximately 80 miles to 125
miles from Detroit. Thus, it could be
expected that there would be a range of
4 cents difference in hauling rates to
Detroit from varlous locations within the
area. Pool plants in this area are lo-
cated at Bad Axe and Sebewaing, 107 and
114 miles, respectively, from Detroit, A
minus 7-cent differential at these loca-
tions in combination with a plus 4-cent
differential at Detroit will provide pro-
ducers an 11-cent price difference to de-
liver their milk to Detroit plants com-
pared to local plants. In consideration
of these distances from Detroit, the re-
vised differential will better reflect the
prevalling 1-cent per ten miles hauling
rate by bulk tank described in the rec-
ord. Thus, this upper “thumb” area of
Huron County and the northern portion
of Tuscola and Sanilac Countles should
be included in Zone IV.

The territory lying within approxi-
mately 50 miles west of Zone I cities of
Flint, Saginaw, and Bay City should be
included in Zone ITI—minus 5 cents, It
includes the counties of Arenac, Gladwin,
Midland, JIsabella, Gratiot, Clinton,
Shiawassee, Eaton, and portions of Bay,
Saginaw, Montealm, and Ionia.

A 5-cent differential in this area will
reflect closely the additional cost to a
producer to have his milk hauled to a
plant in the Zone I “corridor” cities of
Flint, Saginaw, and Bay City.

Calhoun, Branch, and Hillsdale Coun-
ties which are located on the western
edge of Zone II should be In Zone IV—
minus 7 cents. In the recommended de-
cision the Zone III minus 5-cent differ-
ential was provided for this area between
the cities of Jackson and Battle Creek.
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After a careful review of the record in
light of exceptions, it is concluded that
the location adjustment in this area
should be the same as at Battle Creek
and Kalamazoo.

There is a pool supply plant (recelving
station) located at Litchfleld in the
northwestern corner of Hillsdale County.
It was pointed out in the exceptions that
if this plant were provided with a higher
price than at plants in the cities of Battle
Creek and Kalamazoo there would be
undue incentive to producers in the ter-
ritory south of these cities to ship their
milk to the supply plant rather than to
fluid milk outlets in Battle Creek and
Kalamazoo. In addition, an additional
2 cents in the differential will provide
greater assurance that producers in this
area will ship their milk directly to fluid
milk outlets in Detroit when needed

Zones I, II, III, and the portions of
Zone IV described above together com-
prise about 80 percent of the population
in the marketing area while about 65
percent of the total market supply is
produced within this combined territory.
It is estimated, however, that while about
160 million pounds of milk per month are
needed for Class I use within this area
(within about 120 miles of Detroit),
about 215 million pounds of milk per
month are produced therein. Although
this area has less production relative to
fluid needs as compared to the remainder
of the market, there nevertheless is more
than an adequate supply of milk for
fluld use within this 120-mile range of
Detroit.

The location differential structure in
the remainder of the market therefore
should be formulated so as not to en-
courage milk to be attracted to the
southeastern part of the market as it is
unneeded there for fluld use. Such a
price structure will tend to maximize net
returns to producers by not encouraging
the employment of unneeded milk haul-
ing facilities, Nevertheless, as in other
zones, location differentials in the re-
maining surplus production area should
be kept in practical relationship to the
cost of hauling to the deficit area (Zone
I). Milk in production areas such as the
western and northern portions of the
Lower Peninsula, where milk produced
exceeds local fluid market requirements,
has a value in Class I closely related to
the price in the nearest area where the
milk may be put to fluid use less the cost
of transporting milk to such area.

A principal change needed in the pres-
ent location adjustment structure is a
reduction in the amount of minus ad-
justment applicable at plants on the
western side of the state, fe., plants in
and around the citles of Grand Rapids,
Muskegon, Holland, Kalamazoo, and
Battle Creek. These cities and their
neighboring territory in the countles of
Muskegon, Oftawa, Kent, Oceana, Ne-
waygo, Mecosta, Allegan, Barry, Van
Buren, Kalamazoo, Berrien, Cass, St.
Joseph, and the western portions of
Branch, Calhoun, Ionia, and Montcalm
Counties have about 17 percent of the
population of the market and 24 percent
of the available supply of producer milk.

The cities in the western side of the
State now are connected to the cities to

the east by superhighways, making i
relatively easy and inexpensive to moye
milk from this area towards markets in
central and eastern parts of the State
However, under the present Southem
Michigan order the area west of Ls
and Jackson is divided info three zones,
where prices are 5, 8, and 13 cents, -
spectively, lower than the level applicable
at Lansing and Jackson planis. Such
differentials have tended to encourage
some producers under the order to seek
markets to the east in other location
zones where the higher zone prices mom
than offset the extra hauling cost.

The zoning proposals of the several
cooperatives called for one western zone
encompassing all the cities on the west-
ern side of the State with & minus loca-
tion differential 3 to 4 cents greater than
the amount applicable at Lansing and
Jackson. In this connection they stated
that in February 1963 the associations
began paying producers under thels
premium price plan on the basis of a lo-
cation adjustment schedule different
from the one under the present South-
ern Michigan order for the purpose of
discouraging the movement of milk out
of the lower priced western zone into
the higher priced zones since the milk
was not needed In the latler zones.

It is appropriate to adjust prices in the
western cities relative to the central and
eastern cities 50 as to reflect as nearly as
possible current differences in direct-de-
livery hauling rates between zones. To
accomplish this the western portion of
the market should be divided into two
price zones, The cities of Battle Creek,
Kalamazoo, Grand Rapids, and the ad-
jacent areas should be in one zone to be
designated Zone IV. The cities of Hol-
land, Muskegon, and the western tier of
counties should be in the other zone—
Zone V. The differential in Zone IV
should be minus 7 cents (or 4 cents under
the price at Lansing and Jackson), A
4-cent difference closely reflects the ad-
ditional direct-delivery cost of shipping
milk to Jackson from farms located [n the
vicinity of Battle Creek, which is about
40 miles west of Jackson. Similarly, I
is about 40 miles between Lansing and the
pool manufacturing plant at Saranac,
another alternative outlet for milk from
the Grand Raplds area.

Kalamazoo and Grand Rapids are only
20 miles west of Battle Creek and Sars-
nac, respectively, Any differcntial in
prices between these respective locations
would tend to encourage producers 10
ship their milk east of these cities, Dﬂ;
ticularly to the manufaciuring plant
Saranac. A 2-cent higher price at Kals-
mazoo relative to the tier of counties 0
the west will tend to insure supplies w0
this ¢ity relative to the pool manulschiic
ing plant located in Allegan COHS‘T
which also represents a ready :\1!('.1"!1!:‘ o
outlet for those milk producers .w-up‘
the city. To assure that adf‘qzmu“ L b
plies will be delivered to these Plu’-‘b
minimum transportation cost ¢ ?
should be in the 7-cent diuorcx}zinl z}?é
Specifically, this Zone IV should e
the counties of Mecosts, K“"‘-B?:::
Kalamazoo, St. Joseph, Calbounl T =
Hillsdale, and the western P
Montealm and Tonia Counties.
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The differential in the western tier of
countles (Zone V) should beé minus 9
ents (making the price 2 cents below
that at Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo) .
The cities of Holland and Muskegon are
lcated in this area on the edge of Lake
Michigan and are about 30 and 40 miles,
respectively, from Grand Rapids. Since
these cities are located next to the lake
on their western side, their milk supplies
must be procured generally to the east
wward the Grand Rapids procurement
ares. A differential In excess of 2 cents
pelow the price at Grand Rapids would
1end to encourage producers in the west-
#rn tler of counties near Muskegon and
Holland to ship their milk to Grand
Rapids. A 2-cent differential, however,
should not tend to encourage producers in
the western-most portion of these coun-
tles 1o shiip to Grand Rapids. In addi-
tion, Muskegon and Holland are located
wmewhat north and south, respectively,
of Grand Rapids and thereby would be
able to attract supplies from such direc-
tions in competition with a 2-cent higher
price at Grand Rapids.

If the western tier of counties were In
the same price zone as Grand Rapids and
Kalamazoo, there would be no incentive
for producers located there to ship their
milk to these cities as the manufacturing
plants located in Allegan and Ottawa
Counties are closer to their farms. On
the other hand, if the prices at Grand
Raplds and Kalamazoo were fixed more
than 4 cents lower than the price in the
eastern markets of Lansing and Jackson,
there would be a tendency for producers
loested on the eastern edge of these cities
10 ship thelr milk eastward. These two
titles, In turn, would be forced to rely on
spplies located to the west. It is con-
tlided that the price structure provided
berein will tend to attract adequate sup-
plies to these western Michigan cities as
well a5 reflect the location utility of milk
fthe area in relation to the Detroit level,

In theiy zoning proposals producer
Foups placed Berrien County (in the
Withwestern corner of the state) in a
kparate zone with a differential of 4
% 6 cents lower than the price at Kala-
3‘3 This county Hes 40-60 miles west
N lamazoo and s bordered on the west
lmldke Michigan, Thus, plants in this

Must procure supplies to the east
loward Kalamazoo in Cass, Van Buren,
And Allegan Counties and, accordingly,
“g‘ P&y producers a price competitive
o k. 8t they would recelve by shipptng

A price in this county,
e 0 at Kalamazoo, should
* Déeded supplies from the western
Trster Cg‘ the lakeside counties while a

flerential would tend to en-

ew y
Fige such producers to ship to Kala-
“zkxe Western tler of countfes from

:::on on south (Muskegon, Ottawa,
M{:’;‘ Van Buren, Cass, Berrien)
oy € should be in the minus 9-cent

.gh'; "mainder of the Lower Peninsula
mmuom!or_\' Iving north of the afore-

o nzoed Zones) should be divided into
ik rf]lcs. with differentials which
v Teflect the additional direct-ship
mm{j 0sts therefrom to the nearest
by 1 Zone T as tompared with haul-

" Y055 1o local plants within such
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zones, As previously discussed, this ad-
ditional hauling cost is about 1 cent per
10 miles,

The first of these three zones should
be an extension of Zone V (9 cents) on
the west side of the state and continue
northeastward across the state above
Zones IV and IIL Speocifically, this
would extend Zone V to include Newaygo,
Oceana, Mason, Lake, Osceola, Clare,
Missaukee, Roscommon, Ogemaw, and
Iosco Counties. The only presently reg-
ulated plant in this area is a pool supply
plant at Evart in Osceola County which
is about 85 miles northwest of Saginaw
and Bay City (Zone I). It is expected,
however, that six bottling plants within
this group of counties will become regu-
lated by the inclusion of this territory in
the marketing area. A minus 9-cent
differential will reflect the location utility
of milk at all such plants in this zone
relative to prices at principal cities in the
market.

The next zone (Zone VI) should in-
clude the counties of Alcona, Oscoda,
Crawford, Kalkaska, Grand Traverse,
Wexford, and Manistee. This tler of
countfes (next to Zone V) is about 30
miles wide. A minus 12-cent differen-
tial is appropriate for this zone.

The recommended decision included
Mason and Oceans Counties in Zone VI
rather than Zone V. Following consid-
eration of an exception on the appro-
priate price zone for these two counties,
it is concluded that the location differ-
ential in these counties should be the
same amount as in Lake and Newaygo
Counties. As in the case of Berrien
County, these two counties (Mason and
Oceana) are lakeside counties, Thus,
plants located therein tend to compete
for supplies back inland with plants in
Newaygo, Muskegon, Mecosta, and Os-
ceola Counties. The 3-cent lower price
provided in the recommended decision
would have provided undue incentive for
producers in these countlies to ship their
milk to such other plants and thereby
not assure adequate supplies at the two
bottling plants in the Inkeside counties.
Thus, it is appropriate that Mason and
Oceana Counties be included in Zone V
rather than Zone VI.

The remaining Lower Peninsula coun-
ties of Alpena, Montmorency, Presque
Isle, Cheboygan, Otsego, Emmet, Char-
levoix, Antrim, Leelanau, and Benzie
should be in & minus 15-cent zone (Zone
VID. This would reflect the location
utility of milk at plants in this area rela-
tive to the zero zone (Bay City, the north-
ernmost city in the zero zone, is about
150 miles south of Zone VII). The only
pool plants in Zone VII are located at
East Jordan and Hillman.

This zone differential structure in-
cludes all the territory in the Lower
Michigan Peninsula and thereby includes
the locations of all plants which are cur-
rently pooled under either of the orders
to be consolidated and those of the ad-
ditional plants which will be brought
under regulation by expansion of the
marketing area. However, in the event
plants located outside the above zones
should become pool plants, provision
should be made to assure their proper
price alignment with the plants in the
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specified zones. The most likely loca-
tlons of such plants are south of the
Michigan State line in the States of Ohio
and Indiana. A differential of the
amount provided for the zone nearest to
the plant plus 1 cent for each 10 miles
that such a plant is located beyond the
nearest point in such zone will assure
proper price alignment with plants lo-
cated in the specified zone areas as well
as reasonably to reflect transportation
costs based on distance.

Certaln other exceptions also related
to the recommended zone location differ-
entials. Generally, such exceptions
called for a modification of the recom-
mended zone structure so as to better
accommodate the movement of milk to
manufacturing plants as opposed to the
modifications adopted hgrein in the in-
terest of insuring more milk to bottling
plants.

After careful review of such exceptions
in connection with the record, however,
it is concluded that the location adjust-
ments zones and rates set forth herein
reflect the record evidence on the differ-
ence in prevailing hauling rates by bulk
tank trucks to more distant city bottling
plants compared to county manufactur-
ing plants located nearest the farms,
Thus, the schedule of rates adopted will
effectuate the policy of the act by helping
to assure adequate supplies of milk for
fluid uses and promote orderly marketing
by employing location adjustment rates
whereby net returns to producers at most
locations will not differ significantly
whether their milk is directed to fluld
milk outlets in the marketing area or to
nearby manufacturing plants,

Transfer adjustments, The transfer
adjustment credits to handlers operating
distributing plants, on milk recetved from
other pool plants and allocated to Class I,
should be modified to reflect the amount
applicable at the location of the trans-
feror plant under the aforementioned
schedule of location differentials.

Certain producer associations proposed
that transfer adjustment credits be mod-
ified by applying a schedule of allowances
for interplant movements different from
the rates applicable to Class I and base
prices and that all such transfer credits
be discontinued after a period of 2 years.
In support of the proposed change, pro-
ponents stated that the cost of moving
milk a given distance from one plant to
another plant frequently {s greater than
the difference in direct-delivery costs for
the respective locations. The proposed
adjustment rate is 10 cents per hundred-
weight plus 1 cent more for each 10 miles,
or portion thereof, that the transferor
plant is located more than 50 miles from
the City Hall in Detroit. Proponent con-
tended that this schedule would be ade-
quate to cover the transportation cost of
moving milk from supply plants to bot-
tling plants in Detroit,

The 2-year limit on the proposal was
based on the estimated completion date
of the conversion from can to bulk tank
handling in the market. Thus, propo-
nents contend, the proposals would tend
to equalize handler costs on milk from
supply plants with that which is direct-
delivered from farms.

The proposed transfer credits would
not be significantly different from the
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zone location differential rates adopted
herein where the transfer Is between
plants which are both located beyond 50
miles from the City Hall In Detroit since
both rate schedules are based on & pre-
vailing hauling cost of 1 cent per 10 miles
(earlier explained).

The proposed transfer credit schedule
indicates that there is an additional 6
cents “fixed cost” In transporting be-
tween plants as compared to differences
in rates for direct-delivery hauling. Ap-
plication of the 1 cent per 10 mile rate
within the 0-50 mile zone (where the
proposed rate was 10 cents) would leave
a residual of 5 cents. Thus, handlers
could be expected to pay 6 cents more
per hundredweight for transferred milk
than for direct-delivery milk under the
zone transfer credit schedule.

A transfer adjustment credit to han-
dlers which is greater than the Class I
price differences by zones is not neces-
sary to achleve adequate supplies at dis-
tributing plants and would tend to pro-
vide less incentive to use the most
efficient means of getting milk to the
market.

There are several handlers in the mar-
ket who currently are paying an extra
5 cents per hundredweight (transporta-
tion) to obtain supply plant milk,
Presumably there is some advantage to
the particular handler in obtaining milk
from supply plants which is worth the
extra cost in light of the currently avail-
able alternative of recelving direct-deliv-
ery milk. By employing only one sched-
ule of location adjustment credits under
the order, each handler will be in a po-
sition to choose the method of obfaining
a milk supply which best suits his needs
without burdening the producers’ price
with transportation charges higher than
are required by direct-delivery made at
their expense.

Several producer assoclations proposed
further that the location adjustment
credits on transfers of milk from supply
plants be limited to the actual volume of
Class I milk processed (less receipts of
other milk allocated to such class) rather
than apply to 108 percent of Class I
volume in the plant a5 under the present
Southern Michigan order. This proposal
would require the handler purchasing
from country supply plants to pay the
interplant transportation cost on all
(rather than on a portion of) such re-
ceipts of whole milk which are utilized
as Class IT use in his city distributing
plant.

Proponents contended that because of
the change to bulk tank handling in the
market whereby all plants can be ade-
quately supplied on a direct~delivery
basis, there is no need to assure that the
market be supplied through transship-.
ments from supply plants by allowing an
extra margin beyond Class I sales vol-
ume in computing the handler's transfer
credit. To the extent that such credit
could be attributed to assuring some un-
necessary reserve of milk at bottling
plants, it would seem appropriate to
adopt the proposal. However, there are
pertinent aspects of the provision which
are not appreciably affected by the
change to bulk tank handling.

Under the classification and account-
ing provisions of the order, shrinkage and
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inventory of fluid milk products on hand
at the end of the month are in Class IT,
There are also daily variations in demand
for fluid items which cannot be forecast
with exactness. Thus, as a practical
matter, it is virtually Impossible for a
distributing plant to utilize as Class I,
all milk brought in from country plants.
The provisions of the order adopted
herein afford the same net return to pro-
ducers for milk so used at Detroit distrib-
uting plants irrespective of whether it is
obtained directly from the farm or
through a supply plant, Elimination of
the transfer credit would return a higher
net price to producers for milk moved to
the city through supply plants than that
which is obtained on a direct-shipped
basis. In view of such circumstances it
is appropriate that the order continue to
provide a reasonable margin in the
amount of transferred milk on which
transportation credit is allowed. It is
concluded that the present order provi-
sion accomplishes this purpose and
should be continued.

Deliveries divided between zones. Sev-
eral cooperatives proposed that loca-
tion adjustments applicable to payments
to producers for base milk and milk to
be pald for at the uniform price or ad-
justed uniform price should be at the
rate applicable to Class I milk (not in-
cluding the 4-cent direct-delivery differ-
ential previously adopted herein). It
was proposed further that in the case of
any producer whose milk is physically
received at plants in more than one price
zone during the month, the location ad-
justment should be the weighted average
of the adjustments for the respective
plant locations, provided that if 65 per-
cent of a producer’s milk were delivered
to plants in a single zone during the
month, all milk of such producer for
the month would be priced at such zone.

The location differential rate schedule
i{s such that when taken in combination
with the producer’s hauling rate it re-
flects the location utility of the milk.
Thus, under ordinary circumstances, the
producer would recelve about the same
net return at each zone location and
therefore would be Indifferent as to
whether his milk is shipped to a nearby
supply plant or to a more distant
distributing plant in a closer-in zone.

Distributing plants recelving direct-
delivered bulk tank milk ordinarily will
rely on such supplies for their full
weekly needs, the only exception being
when supplemental, or emergency, sup-
plies are required from supply plants.
On the other hand, on nonbottling days
such as weekends, or where for other
reason surplus accumulates at the dis-
tributing plant, some of the bulk tank
milk may be diverted therefrom to manu-
facturing plants. At certain of the dis-
tributing plants, however, milk received,
including weekend supplies, is “banked”
at the plant for later use on heavy
bottling days.

For each zone except Zone I (which
includes Detroit) there are few, if any,
instances when diversion to a supply
plant as compared to delivery to a dis-
tributing plant means a change in pric-
ing zone. On milk customarily delivered
to fulfill the needs of Zone I distributing
plants, however, the diversion of such

milk to manufacturing use on certaly
days of the week Is likely to involy
movement to a lower-priced zone, Thug,
there is present the question of appropyl.
ate pricing of the milk on days of diver.
sion to another price zone.

Milk which was never Intended to be
utilized to fulfill Zone I fluld require
ments, and with respect to which the
greater transportation cost to such zee
was not incurred, should not be pald for
at the Zone I price. The possibility of
assigning meore producer milk to a
higher-priced zone than Is necded for
zone requirements, which extra milk &
diverted to another zone, should be mini-
mized by adopting the proposal to apply
the welghted average of the zone rates
based upon the respective deliveries to
each zone. Contrariwise, milk which is
intended to fulfill such Zone I require
ments, and which is regularly and sub-
stantially so used, should recelve the
price for Zone I where ordinarily re
ceived even though It somelimes may be
diverted for the convenience of the hane
dlér. The delivery of 85 percent or more
of the producer's milk to Zone I {5 rea-
sonable evidence of the continuing need
of such milk for zone requirements and
thus warrants the pricing of all milk of
the producer according to thatl zone

The assignment of milk to plants for
pricing on the above basis will sere
orderly marketing by encouraging an
optimum adjustment of supplies to 2ome
needs. It will also make possible unk
form payment to producers whose milk
is cutomarily received at Zone I planis
and thus is made fully available for fluid
use, irrespective of whether the receiving
handler holds all such milk in the 200
or chooses to divert on weckends (08
lower priced zone,

It is recognized that careful account-
ing practice will be required to determine
the milk eligible for Zone I pricine
While it may be expected from the ree-
ord that producers will be assigned
rather consistently to given plants, ths
reducing the administrative problem of
determining whether the producer's milk
has met the delivery requirement of b
provision, we may not dismiss entirely
the possibility of some adiministrative
difficulty in such regard. The provisios
has merit, however, and should not b
denied on this potentiality.

(b) Class I milk prices

The Clas 1
price should be established at the genertl

Jevel (annual basis) which prevails cars
rently in the Southern Michizan market.

The method of determining the Class1

price should provide for 8 unl{om:
monthly differential adjusted byb“
supply-demand formula similar to ’: 2
now provided for under the Souther
Michigan order. e
General level of Class I price. o
present annual level of Class I milk pré X;
fixed under the terms of the Somheb{
Michigan order market should

ey fzations PIo:

1 diff erentisl

sonal differentials
under the Southern

They proposed further th

a supply-demand adjustor is deem
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necessary adjunct to the Class I pricing
formula, the present Southern Michigan
order supply-demand adjustor be con-
tinued, modified principally with respect
to the maximum amount, plus or minus,
by which such formula may adjust the

lass 1 differential during any month,
In effect, producer proposals relative to
the level of the Class I differential, to-
gether with their proposal to modify
the supply-demand adjustor, would re-
sult in an immediate 20-cent per hun-
dredweight Inerease In Class I price for
the consolidated market as compared to
that currently prevailing in the South-
ern Michigan market. A more detailed
discussion of the supply-demand formula
Is set forth elsewhere In these findings.

Representatives from certain inde-
pendent milk dealers operating in major
cities of western Michigan (Battle Creek,
Kalamazoo, Grand Raplds, and Muske-
gon) were strongly opposed to any
change whick would result In a higher
Class I price level under the consolidated
order. They testified that their respec-
tive oreas have been more than ade-
quately supplied with milk. They con-
tended that conditions in these areas
make it economically impossible for them
to absorb any Incréase in Class I cost and
pointed to Intensive resale competition
with milk distributors from the South
Bend and Fort Wayne, Ind., and Toledo,
Ohio, markets.

In view of the supply of milk in excess
of bottiing needs in the Southern Michi-
gan and Muskegon markets (43 percent
and 41 percent, respectively, during 1964)
and no indication of milk shortage in the
foresceable future, an increase in the
minimum Class I price above current
levels would not be warranted. It is con-
cluded, therefore, that while as stated
below, scasonality In the Class I price
differential should be removed, never-
theless it should be fixed at a level which,
taking into account the adjustments
occasioned by revisions in location pric-
ing, will not be significantly different
from the annual average now prevalling,

Therefore, the Class I differential
under the merged and expanded order
should be $1.40, a reduction of 3 cents
from the average differential under the
bresent Southern Michigan order. Such
3-cent adjustment on all Class I milk will
feturn about the same total amount of
money 1o producers as is retwrned to
them under the present Southern Michi-
gan and Muskegon orders.

The plus 4-cent direct-delivery differ-
ential applicable at metropolitan Detroit
blants will apply to about one-half of
all the Class T milk and to a significant
Proportion of the Class IT milk. Thus,
% would require about & 2-cent reduction
in the price on all Class I milk in the
merged market to  return the same
Mngum of money to producers under
lhb.' Particular provision. The Class I
m&x' vutside metropolitan Detroit is
frout equally divided between plants In
: ‘ remainder of the present zero zone
u’*hf:n- 1o change is made in the loca-

°N adjustment) and the other zones.
] © welghted average change in the
Ot;ntzlou adjustments in zones other than
momem Zone (including Muskegon) is
: Plus 7.8 cents. This increase in

No. 117%—2
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price would apply to about one-fourth
of the milk under the combined orders
and amount to nearly two cents on all
Class T milk. The net effect of all
changes in location adjustment rates
amounts to about four cents on all Class
I milk, The application of the present
Southern Michigan supply-demand ad-
Justment of minus 45 cents to the volume
of Class I milk under the present Mus-
kegon order accounts for an additional
1-cent reduction on all Class I milk to
be covered by the merged order. The
latter amount should be offset against
the other reductions, however. Conse-
quently, it Is appropriate to adjust the
$1.43 average Class I differential under
the present Southern Michigan order
to $1.40 under the combined order,

Although certain handlers favored the
adoption of the producer proposal aimed
at effecting an increase of 20 cents per
hundredweight in the level of Class I
price, their Interest in this matter was
principally related to the effect such an
Increase in price might have in lessen-
ing the amounts of the negotiated pre-
miums (above the order Class I prices)
In the markets,

Seasonal Class 1 price differentials.
The Class I price differentials $1.63 and
$1.23 on a seasonal basis should be re-
placed with a uniformm monthly differ-
ential of $1.40 at Zone I plants, This dif-
ferential represents the 12-month aver-
age of the present seasonal differentisls
of the Southern Michigan market, ad-
Justed only to the extent of offsetting the
increase in price level which otherwise

would result from the changes made {n

zone pricing and the adoption of a di-
rect-delivery differential, as discussed
above,

As previously stated, several producer
groups proposed that the Class I differ-
ential be uniform in all months and that
such differential be $1.43 per hundred-
weight at Detroit. They cited as their
reasons for a uniform Class I price dif-
ferential the more even seasonal pat-
tern of production which has prevalled

_in recent years, due in large part to the

almost complete changeover from can
cooling and interplant shipment of milk
to the present-day bulk tank cooling and
shipment and the presence of the base-
excess plan of payment.

They pointed out in this connection
that the necessarily large investment as-
soclated with the acquisition of farm
bulk tank equipment has encouraged
dairy farmers to enlarge their opera-
tions and to even out milk deliveries
throughout the year In order to make
the most efficient use of such equipment.
Producers contended further that the
base plan currently in both orders (and
proposed for inclusion also in the con-
solidated order) likewise furnishes in-
centive for evenness of deliverles and
that a uniform monthly Class I differ-
ential would tend to enhance the effec-
tiveness of the plan,

A uniform Class I differential through-
out the year should be adopted. The
amplitude of change from the month of
seasonally lowest production to that of
highest production Is quite small indicat-
ing the achievement of a relatively level
seasonal production pattern for the fluld
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market. This Is evidenced by monthly
seasonal Indexes of producer milk re-
ceipts in each market computed from
data for the 4-year period 1961 through
1964 The month of July 1963, for ex-
ample, shows an index of 93 percent
compared to an index of 104 for May
1964. Similarly the July-May indexes
for the preceding 12-month periods of
July 1962-May 1963 and July 1961-May
1962 were 92-105 percent and 94-107
percent, respectively.

The seasonal patterns of milk produc-
tion in both the Southern Michigan and
Muskegon markets are In reasonable
alignment. During the 12-month period
of July 1963, through June 1964, the
monthly index of producer receipts for
the Muskegon order market varied at the
most by 3.1 percent from that of the
Southern Michigan order market and
on the average for the 12-month period
reflected variance at a rate of only one-
half of 1 percent per month,

The relatively even production pattern
currently prevailing will be encouraged
by continuance of the base plan now a
part of both orders. The somewhat
higher uniform prices during the spring
months of generally higher production
which would result from a level Class I
differential will enhance the plan by en-
couraging producers to keep their bases
due to widening the difference between
the base and excess prices during the
flush production months.

There was no opposition by either han-
dler or producer groups to the proposal
to eliminate the seasonal pattern of Class
I pricing. Indeed, a number of handlers,
as well as the producer groups, indicated
their support for such & change,

In view of the above considerations, it
is concluded that the substitution in the
consolidated order of a uniform monthly
Class I price differential for the present
seasonal differentials is appropriate and
should be adopted.

Supply-demand adjustor. A supply-
demand adjustor which would retain the
essential features of that which is now
a part of the Southern Michigan Class
I pricing formula should be included in
the consolidated order.

Several producer assoclations sug-
gested use of the present Southern Mich-
igan supply-demand adjustor, with slight
modification, in the event of a determi-
nation that such a method of adjusting
prices should be made a part of the con-
solidated order. The Muskegon order
Class I pricing provisions do not contain
& supply-demand factor, As stated ear-
lier, the producer proposal would modify
the Southern Michigan formula by
changing the limit (upward or down-
ward) by which the action of the “ad-
Justor” may affect the price per hun-
dredweight in any month from & maxi-
mum of 45 cents to a maximum of 25
cents. They suggested also that the sup-
ply-demand formula computation should
include the producer receipts and Class
I sales of all handlers to be fully regu-

*Indexes computed by the “moving aver-
age" method whereby the ratlos of dally
average receipts of producer milk for the
month to a 12-month moving average of
such receipts (center on the seventh month)
are computed,
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lated by the consolidated order rather
than only the receipts and sales of pres-
ent Southern Michigan order handlers.

A supply-demand factor should be in-
cluded as one of the components of the
Class I pricing scheme of the consoli-
dated order. The purpose of a supply-
demand adjustment provision is to ad-
Just promptly the minimum Class I price
upward or downward as the supply of
producer milk changes In relation to
Class I sales, This purpose is consistent
with the criteria of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act, as amended,
which provides that the prices to be fixed
under the authority of such Act shall be
reasonable in view of market supply and
demand conditions, assure a sufficient
quantity of pure and wholesome milk,
and be in the public Interest. The auto-
matic adjustment of Class I prices in re-
sponse to changes in the relation between
supplies and Class I sales is designed to
carry out in the market the price objec-
tive of the Act through encouragement
of supplies at the levels needed for fluld
requirements.

The present supply-demand formuls
under the Southern Michigan order pro-
vides for the adjustment of the Class I
price primarily on the basis of the mar-
ket's supply-sales relationship in the
m recent 2-month period (current
utilization percentage) in relation to a
“norm", Instead of using a specified
schedule of seasonal adjustment factors,
as in some other orders, the formula
provides a method of computing the
monthly norms which is designed to pro-
vide automatic "updating” for seasonal
variations in the market. The average
level of Class I utilization® in the most
recent 2-month period Is converted to an
“annual” basis by using a seasonal index
calculated from market data for the pre-
ceding 26-month period. The Class I
price is decreased, or increased, when
the most recent 2-month data indicate
an annual level of market supply more,
or less, than 136.7 percent of Class I use.

A schedule of stated monthly standard
utilization percentages (norms) which
averages 136.7 percent of producer re-
ceipts to Class I utilization should be
adopted in lieu of the present system
for computing monthly “norms" as now
provided in southern Michigan,

The seasonal patterns of producer re-
celpts and of Class I sales in the Southern
Michigan market during the period 1962
1964 have not changed significantly,
During this time, the relationship of sup-
ply to Class I utilization was greatest
during the May-June period used to
compute the July norm, Conversely, the
supply generally was lowest in relation
to Class I sales during the October-
November period, the period used to
compute the December norms. The rel-
atively close seasonal alignment of norms
computed for the 3-year period is illus-
trated by the fact that the July norms
for the years 1962, 1963, and 1964 were
only 124, 127, and 12,5 percent, respec-

* The percentage which the volume of pro-
ducer milk is of Class I utilization in the
market as reported by handlers is referred
to in these findings as "“Class I utilization
percentage”.
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tively, higher than the December norms
for the same years.

In light of these conditions the present
mechanics of the Southern Michigan
supply-demand adjustor may be sim-
plified by specifying a schedule of
monthly norms to replace the more com-
plex system of calculating norms as now
provided. In order that the market ad-
ministrator may announce the Class I
price early in the month to which it ap-
plies, as proposed elsewhere in these
findings, it is necessary to provide that
the adjustor be computed on the basis
of the receipts-sales relationship for the
second and third months preceding the
pricing month in lieu of the first- and
second-month period employed in the
present Southern Michigan order. A
temporary provision is included to per-
mit the market administrator to employ
the receipts and utilization data for the
second and third months prior to the ef-
fective date of the consolidated order as
established for handlers and pool plants
pursuant to the provisions of the prior
Southern Michigan and Muskegon
orders.

It is not expected that the combining
of the receipts and sales of the two sub-
Ject markets in computing current utili-
zation percentage wili alter significantly
the amount of the supply-demand ad-
justment called for by the formula.
The ratios of Class I utilization to pro-
ducer receipts in the two markets are
very nearly the same. The volume of
milk priced under the Muskegon order
is only about 3 percent of the volume of
milk priced under the present Southern
Michigan order. Also, it Is anticipated
that the effect upon the supply-sales
relationship resulting from the regula-
tion of additional handlers through ex-
pansion of the marketing area will be
negligible. It is estimated that the
volume of milk marketed by such
presently unregulated handlers will rep-
resent less than 1 percent of the milk to
be priced under the amended order,

Even with use of the expanded sales
and receipts data in the formula com-
putation, the formulsa is expected to re-
sult In computed adjustments to the
Class I price differentials closely approx-
imating those which would result if the
more complex formula provisions of the
present Southern Michigan order were
adopted. This is appropriate inasmuch
as there was no testimony to support
any significant revision of the general
level of norms presently called for under
the present Southern Michigan order
formula. The following schedule of
norms has been constructed to fit this
general level and should be adopted:

Standard

Month for Precediog months wsed
which price i in computation utilization
betng computed parcentage

October, November. ...

-1 ‘August, Septomber. ...
September, October. ...

The 45-cent maximum amount by
which the present Southern Michigan
order formula may adjust the Class |
price differential plus or minus during
any month should not be changed in the
revised formula.

The supply of milk in the Southern
Michigan order market in recent years
has been increasing at a more rapid
rate than the demand for Class I milk.
During 1861 receipts from producers were
159 percent of Class I sales, Similarly,
the years 1962, 1963, and 1964 show 4 re-
lationship of 170, 172, and 175 percent,
respectively. The supply-demand ad-
justor during this period has resuited In
minus supply-demand adjustments to
the Class I price. Since May 1961 the
computed adjustment has been in excess
of the minus 45-cent per hundredweight
limit set by the order. As a consequence,
the minus 45-cent limit has been the ad-
justment to Class I price from May 1961
to date.

During this same period, however, pro-
ducers have been obtaining negotinted
premium prices for milk going into fluld
bottling use which, on a monthly aver-
age, have exceeded the 45-cent supply-
demand adjustment. These premium,
or “super pool”, prices have negated the
effectiveness of the supply-demand ad-
justment and make its actual effect
indeterminable.

The 175 percent production-sales re-
lationship for 1984 represents a 38 per-
centage point deviation from the 1367
“norm’’ provided for in the present for-
mula, Of this 38 percentage point devi-
ation only 15 points are actually reflected
in the 45-cent effective adjustment now
prevailing in the market. It Is not ap-
propriate, therefore, to consider any
change in the limit of adjustment as now
provided for under the Southern Michi-
gan order which would have the effect of
raising the Class I price level.

Producers suggested the possibility of
a “regional” supply-demand adjustor un-
der which the sales and receipts of cer-
tain nearby orders, as well as those of
the two subject markets, might be in-
cluded for purposes of establishing
“norms” and of computing current utili-
zation percentages. They further su-
gested limiting the amount of supply=-
demand adjustment {n a manner which
would maintain a certain fixed alien-
ment of Class I prices with the Toledo
(Northwestern Ohlo order) —market
Sufficient evidence was not offered. hou;
ever, which would support adoption ¢
these suggestions at this time.

Other changes relating to Class 1 price:
The order should provide that the Ciass
I price be computed on the basis of U‘:L‘
basic formula price (Minnesota-Wiscon-
sin average manufacturing price) ‘r"
the preceding month rather than for the
current month as at present. -

This is a modification of present 1“".;
visions of both orders and will make ‘&
possible for the market admuﬂslralhA
to announce the Class I price early U‘d‘.xi
month to which it applies. Both OTCH
presently provide for such announce r:l"‘r
on or before the fifth day of the momH
following the pricing month. tation

The revised procedure for mep.n{wir-h
of the Class I price will be Conslstens | o
more recent Class I pricing procet
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in other Federal orders. Producers and
nandlers will be In pesition to know the
exact Class T price early in the month
to which it applies and it will promote
Class I alignment with other nearby or-
ders. Public announcement of the Class
I price would be made by the market ad-
ministrator on or before the sixth day
of the month for which such price is
applicable.

Butterfat differentials. Handler and
producer butterfat differentials in the
consolidated order should be maintained
at the same level as those In the present
Southern Michigan and Muskegon or-
ders. Class I, Class II, and producer
butterfat differentials in the existing or-
ders are computed by multiplying the
Chicago 92-score butter price for the
current month by 0.113.

A witness for one association of pro-
ducers proposed that the factor used to
compute the handler and producer but-
terfat differentials be increased to 0.120.
The effect of such an increase on the
cost of milk to handlers would be to
Increase butterfat prices and decrease
prices of the skim milk component.

Butterfat differentials should not be
changed. Current prices and butterfat
differentials have attracted supplies of
producer milk which contain a higher
percentage of butterfat than the average
butterfat content of the Class I products
made from such milk'* In Southern
Michigan for the recent period of Jan-
uary 1963 through October 1964, the but-
terfat content of producer milk aver-
aged 06 point (0.06 percent) higher
than that of Class I milk. Muskegon
producer milk during this same period
averaged 2.2 points (0.22 percent) higher
In butterfat content than Class I milk,
Thus, on the average each hundred-
welght of producer milk used in Class
I in Southern Michigan and Muskegon
yielded 0.06 of a pound and 022 of a
pound, respectively, of butterfat destined
for manufacturing uses,

Based on October 1964 figures, the
Proposed higher differential would have
Increased the price of Class IT butterfat
Irom 68.85 cents to 73.67 cents per pound.
There was no evidence by proponent to
show that handlers or the cooperatives
Who are handling the market surpluses
could afford to take efther current or any
additional amounts of surpius butterfat
it this higher price. The proponent co-
operative does not engage in processing
operations,

There are indications also that the de-
mand for butterfat for Class I milk items
In the market is declining relative to the
Sim milk component. In Southern
Michigan skim milk sales for the first 10
fnonths of 1964 were up 9 percent from
this period a year earlier. By contrast,
59103 of half and half, coffee cream, and
Whipping cream during this 10-month
Period of 1964 increased less than 1 per-
Sent from the same period in 1963, Also
8 “fortified” product containing only 2
g““‘ﬂi butterfat recently was intro-

uced in Southern Michigan, Sales of

eabas ks
' Otticia) notice s ta)
" ]
:mun-:cpwuh of the :\:l:: mt’:‘zr
O:wl?fam for Southern Michigan and
for “eE0n and of the Milk Market Bulletin
Southern Michigan for 1963-64.
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this product climbed from 1.2 million
pounds during December 1963 to 2.6 mil-
lion pounds In October 1964. Low-fat
Class I products, therefore, have in-
creased substantially while sales of
products with high fat content have ei-
ther expanded at a sglower rate or
have declined. Market data do not sup-
port higher butterfat prices,

(c) Pool plant requirements. The
provisions governing “pool plant"” status
should be modified to base pool status
for supply plants operated by a cooper-
ative assoclation on the proportion of
member producer milk which is moved
directly from farms, or transferred from
its own plant, to distributing plants.
Such a provision is appropriate to realize
efliclencies in handling the market sup-
ply of milk .

Performance requirements for pool
plant status are the means of identifying
and qualifying producer milk for partici-
pation in the marketwide pool. A “dis-
tributing” plant qualifies for pool status
on the basis of the percentage of the
milk recelved at the plant which is dis-
tributed on routes in the form of fluid
milk products. A “supply” plant quali-
fies for pool status on the basis of milk
transshipped to pool distributing plants.
Producer milk which Is associated with
either type of pool plant, either by being
physically received at the plant or by
diversion therefrom, is qualified as pool
milk. This method of qualifying pro-
ducer milk at country supply plants for
pooling has become Inadequate under the
bulk tank method of moving milk from
farm to plant.

Handling of milk by bulk tank is dis-
placing the traditional function of the
supply plant as the principal means of
assembling milk for shipment to Detroit.
About two-thirds of the milk received at
Detroit plants now is shipped by bulk
tank directly from the farms where it
is produced. As previously stated, it is
practicable to furnish all such plants by
this means. With the increase in bulk
tank handling, much of the milk which
was formerly qualified for pool status
through supply plant shipment (by first
being received at such plants and trans-
shipped to distributing plants) {s moved
directly from the farms to distributing
plants. Country assembly, or receiving,
stations are fast disappearing. Milk re-
ceived at supply plants now represents
the residual supplies in the market. A
principal function of the country supply
plant with manufacturing facilities to-
day is providing an outlet for producer
milk on weekends and, to some extent,
for dally and seasonal reserves rather
than providing an assembly point for
shipment to the fluld market.

Most of the supply plants affected
by this situation are operated by co-
operative associations. In this market
most handlers depend on cooperative
associations for their supplies of milk
and such assoclations must provide the
necessary manufacturing facilities to
take care of reserve supplies on the days
that proprietary handlers do not need
the milk.

Because of these conditions, cooper-
ative associations proposed that the bulk
tank milk which a cooperative, as the
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handler, causes to be shipped directly
from farms to distributing plants be in-
cluded with the milk shipped from its
plants as the basis for qualifying for
pool status additional milk which is
moved from farms to manufacturing
plants,

An alternative proposal suggested by
a4 proprietary handler would permit a
cooperative to qualify its supply plants
for pool status on the basis of the pro-
portion of the milk of all member pro-
ducers which is delivered to pool plants
of other handlers, whether or not the co-
operative is the handler on any such
milk. The order now contains such a
provision but cooperative witnesses
stated that it is not adequate to fit all
situations. For example, one coopera-
tive operates its own distributing plant
as well as a supply plant and such pro-
vision does not allow any pooling quali-
fication credit for its supply plant with
respect to milk formerly received there
but which is now moved to its distribut-
ing plant directly from farms.

Supply plant performance require-
ments aid In assuring adequate supplies
of milk for the market by providing a
means whereby those producers who reg-
ularly provide supplles for the market
can share in the proceeds from Class I
sales. Such sharing in the Class I sales
of the market provides assurance that
the necessary supplies of milk will be
available when needed. To be effec-
tive in accomplishing this purpose the
performance requirements should assure
that the principal function of the supply
plant Is supplying the Class I outlets
{pool distributing plants) and that the
milk received at such a plant Is part of
a supply on which the market may de-

The present supply plant performance
standard for pooling under the Southern
Michigan order requires that 25 percent
or the “call percentage”, whichever is
higher, of receipts at a supply plant actu-
ally be shipped to distributing plants,
The call percentage is & variable per-
formance standard designed to require
shipment of more than 25 percent of the
milk at each supply plant as the market
administrator estimates the additional
need at distributing plants. The present
cooperative “balancing” plant provision
permits qualification of & cooperative
plant when at least two-thirds of the
milk of producers who are members of
the association is delivered to pool plants
of other handlers, b

Adoption of additional cooperative
“balancing” plant performance require-
ments based on the assoclation of coop-
erative member milk to pool distributing
plants should be made to overcome the
difficulties cooperatives have experienced
in maintaining pool plant status for thelr
supply plants under the present provision
which, in certain instances, requires the
movement of bulk tank milk to such
plants for reshipment when it is needed
at distributing plants. However, the re-
quirements on a cooperative should be
such as to establish that its major func-
tion is supplying pool distributing plants.

Proponent cooperatives suggested that
the minimum performance standard for
their balancing plants be established at
25 percent or the call percentage. The
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25 percent standard was adopted under
the Detroit order about 10 years ago
when the marketing area was limited to
Detroit and the nearby cities of Ann
Arbor, Pontiac, and Port Huron. At that
time a substantial proportion of the
market’s fluid milk requirements was as-
sembled through supply plants. Detroit
handlers now obtain about two-thirds of
their supplies on a direct-dellvery basis.
In addition the marketing area was ex-
panded in 1960 to include substantial
additional territory and now it is being
further expanded. All plants in the out-
lying territory, which account for about
50 percent of the Class I use under the
order have always obtained supplies on a
direct-delivery basis. Thus, about five-
sixths of the fluld milk needs of distrib-
uting plants are now obtained on a di-
rect-delivery basis. The use of such
direct receipts from member producers of
a cooperative association along with
shipments from its supply plant to de-
termine an overall standard for pooling
the supply plant requires a substantially
higher percentage of “shipments” than
the 25 percent figure would indicate.

The order should provide that a plant
operated by a cooperative association be
a pool plant if at least one-half of the
total member producer milk of the co-
operative is moved either Jdirectly from
the farm or from its plants to pool dis-
tributing plants. In addition, pool
status should be provided under the order
for a plant operated by a cooperative
association if at least one-half of the
milk recelved at all pool distributing
plants is member producer milk of the
. cooperative.

A cooperative which delivers a major-
Ity of its total member producer milk to
pool distributing plants is sufficiently
identified with the market to assure,
under normal circumstances, that its
milk is available to distributing plants,
A cooperative which supplies the major-
ity of the aggregate requirements of all
pool distributing plants in the market
likewise may be considered a principal
source of the market's regular supplies.
Any cooperative which serves the market
by making its milk available for the
market's Class T mitk needs also has the
burden of disposing of the reserve sup-
plies associated with such fluld milk
need. Thus, it is appropriate that such
cooperatives be provided the opportunity
to pool their balancing plants on a basis
which permits effictency in their market-
ing operations.

In their exceptions to the recom-
mended decision, certain cooperative as-
soclations suggested that the pool plant
provisions of the order should provide
for an alternative performance require-
ment based on 50 percent of member milk
being supplied to pool distributing plants
on & 12-month moving average.

In support of the modification, excep-
tors pointed out that there are several
conditions in the market which may
cause an unanticipated disqualification
of a cooperative balancing plant which
is required to meet a monthly perform-
ance standard. Such conditions include
a temporary flush in production due to a
favorable change in weather and the
shifting of large wholesale accounts.

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

An additional performance standard
based on the average proportion of de-
liveries to distributing plants during the
second through thirteenth
months is appropriate since it would tend
to add stabllity to the market by allow-
ing such a cooperative significantly as-
sociated with the market time to make
adjustments in its operations in order
to maintain pool status. However, such
provision should be limited to a plant
which has been associated with the mar-
ket as a pool plant during each month
of such performance period and also
should not relieve the plant from meeting
any call percentage which may be appli-
cable for the current month.

The recommended decision provided
for & modification of the distributing
plant performance requirement which
permits exclusion of receipts certified by
a cooperative association which operates
no milk plant as having been delivered
for manufacturing use by diversion from
other pool plants.

As stated In the recommended decision,
this provision was used in only one in-
stance In the market to provide for the
efficient disposition of a cooperative’s re-
serve supply.

In their exceptions to the recom-
mended decision, the cooperative which
has employed the provision, along with
other exceptors, pointed out that the pro-
vision is no longer necessary, Under the
circumstances, it is appropriate that the
provision be deleted.

The present Southern Michigan order
includes a seasonal performance stand-
ard for pool distributing plants. To
qualify for pool status as such distribu-
tion of fluid milk products on routes must
be at least 55 percent during each of the
months of October through March, and
45 percent during other months, of re-
ceipts from producers and supply plants.
In addition, automatic pool status is pro-
vided during April through September
for those plants which meet the 55 per-
cent requirement during each of the
previous months of October through
March.

The order should provide pool plant
status for a plant from which 50 percent
of milk receipts are distributed on routes
during the current month or either of
the two preceding months, This will
conform more adequately to the various
utilization patterns in the market.

In view of the relatively uniform sup-
ply-sales balance which now occurs
during all months of the year, it is ap-
propriate that the order employ a uni-
form requirement of 50 percent in all
months. The provision which provides
automatic pool plant status during the
months of April through September on
the basis of performance during the
preceding October through March should
be replaced with one which provides for
pool plant status if the 50 percent re-
quirement is met in either of the 2 pre-
ceding months. There appears to be no
uniform pattern of monthly Class I
utilization at distributing plants in all
areas of the expanded marketing area.
Handlers In certain areas of the market
have a greater volume of Class I sales
during the summer vacation season
while others have higher sales volume
during the fall and winter months, par-

ticularly those handlers who have a sub-
stantial proportion of their business i
school milk contracts. Such a provision
will also allow time to adjust plant oper-
ations to meet pouling requirements in
the event of unanticipated shifts between
handlers of large sales accounis such
as military contracts or chain store
accounts,

Call percentage. With certain modifi-
cations the “call percentage” provision
of the present Southern Michigan order
sl::uld be Included in the consolidated
order.

Under present Order No. 40 a supply
plant must ship to distributing plants at
least 25 percent of its recelpts or the per-
centage thereof which is “called” by the
market administrator, whichever s
higher, in order to qualify as a pool plant
To compute the call percentage the mar-
ket administrator first estimates for all
regulated distributing plants the monthly
Class I requirements plus a 15-percent
operating margin, From this figure are
subtracted the expected receipts of milk
at such plants directly from producers’
farms and from supply plants which
regularly ship their entire available milk
supply to distributing plants during Au-
gust through March. The remaining
Class I milk Is divided by estimated re-
ceipts for the month at supply plants
other than those which ship thelr entire
supply as described above. The resultant
percentage figure then is reduced by one-
fourth (to lessen the chance of calling
more than actually needed) In arriving
at the effective call percentage.

It was proposed that the call provi-
sion be updated to exclude from the com-
putation the Class I milk and the receipts
of those distributing plants which no
longer regularly receive milk from supply
plants. The proposal would determine
the call percentage by using only the
figures of distributing plants which had
received milk from supply plants during
each of the most recent 12 months.

The proposed revision should be
adopted. Changes have occurred in the
market which make the present method
of computing the call percentage obso-
lete. In 1955 when the call percentage
first became effective in the then Detroit
order, a major portion of the regulated
distributors received milk from supply
plants. Since that time two important
changes have taken place. One Is an in-
crease in the amount of milk delivered
directly from farms to Detrolt bottling
plants in bulk tanks. The other is that
with expansion of the marketing ares
since 1955 to cover most of southern
Michigan, a large number of handiers
who receive no milk from supply plants
have come under regulation.

Consequently, today only 28 of the ap-
proximately 115 distributing plants In
the Southern Michigan market recelve
milk from supply plants. No distributing
plants in the present Muskegon market-
ing area regularly receive milk from
supply plants. Under the call provision
which was designed for the earlier pe-
riod, shortages or surpluses at the olgcx:
distributing plants obscure the g i
quacy of supply levels at the 28 distri tilk
ing plants which still receive L:?;:i; :ﬂno

s pro !
from supply plants. The & o degree 10
longer accurately measures
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which supply plants should be required
to ship to insure adequate supplies at
Detroit for bottling,

By computing the call percentage as
modified, the quantities needed by dis-
tributors from supply plants would be
clearly indicated and the provision would
encourage the needed shipments.

An additional change should be made
to coordinate the call percentage with
the revised standards for pool plant
qualifications. It is provided tha' a co-
operative may pool a supply plant when-
ever (1) at least 50 percent of the re-
colpts at all pool distributing plants is
the cooperative’s member producer milk,
or (2) at least 50 percent of the associa-
tion's total member producer milk is
moved to pool distributing plants. The
new provision would pool in one unit both
the milk received at the cooperative's
supply plants and the milk shipped di-
rectly from member farms to the dis-
tributing plants,

Milk at several supply plants of the
cooperatives undoubtedly will pool under
the new provisions. To assure that the
supplies of milk at these plants, as well
as bulk tank receipts, will be avaflable
to the market, any cooperative should be
subject to the call percentage with re-
gpect to all its member producer milk.
In order to pool thelr supply plant milk,

the cooperatives, therefore, would be re-
quired to keep their milk supplies avall-
able for Class I use when needed. The
call percentage would not be applicable
to the member producer milk of & co-
operative qualifying under the new pro-
vislon, however, until the call percentage

€xceeded the 50-percent minimum iden-
tification with pool distributing plants,
established for such cooperative’s mem-
ber producer milk,

With the recommended modifications
the call percentage will assist in insuring
an adequate supply of milk for fluid use
8 all times,

(d) Classification of milk. The defi-
nitions of Class I milk and Class IT milk
in the present Southern Michigan order
thould be adopted in the consolidated
order with only minor modifications.

Clasces of wutilization, The presont
Southern Michigan . order includes in
Class 1 all skim milk and butterfat dis-
posed of as any “fluid milk product”
Which is not. accounted for as Class II
milk, CFluid milk products” include
milk, skim milk, flavored milk, butter-
milk, yvogurt, cream (except frozen,
¥hipped and sour eream) , and any mix-
ture of milk or skim milk and cream,

‘eluding half and half, for consumption
in fluid form,
Throughout the proposed marketing

trnen the above fluid {tems must be made
lmm milk approved for fluid use by
ealth  authorities. Consequently, to
ff?df‘,c",‘r“h milk farmers must get a
in b for it which fs commensurate
i 1 t'.j-; higher production and delivery
;‘ﬁg Sssociated with milk under health
iner ccton requirements for bottling. To
fsure production of an adequate supply
whinnOF fluid use, the above products
authe- cduire milk approved by health
u :?fxucs should be included in Class X
© briced at the Class I price level.
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This Class I milk definition is also
quite similar to the one In the present
Muskegon order. It differs only with
respect to sour cream which is a Class I
item in Muskegon. The Muskegon order
classification of this product should not
apply, however, because in the remainder
of the consolidated marketing area han-
dlers are not required to make this item
from milk inspected and approved for
fluld use,

With the principal exception of Class
II shrinkage, the Class II milk definition
of the present Southern Michigan order
should be adopted also. Class II milk in
the Southern Michigan order includes
milk used to produce items which are not
included in the fluid milk product defini-
tion. Handlers generally are not re-
quired to make these products from milk
approved for fluid use. These Class I
items compete in a common market with
products made from manufacturing
grade milk., Milk used to produce these
products should remain in Class IT.

This classification will permit cempeti-
tive pricing of such milk and will enable
cooperatives and handlers to manufac-
ture and dispose of milk which i3 in
excess of the fluid needs of the market.
Certain other nonfluid Items and month-
end inventories are also included in Class
II in the present Southern Michigan
order. This classification for such prod-
ucts has worked satisfactorily and should
be retained,

In the exceptions it was requested that
a change be made in the provisions
covering the classification of bulk trans-
fers of cream to nonpool plants to
clarify the effect of such provisions as to
transfers to any unregulated nonpool
plant located in a State other than Penn-
sylvania, New Jersey, New York, or New
England. Both § 1040.43 (¢) and (d) of
the order are involved with cream trans-
fers from pool plants to plants not un-
der this or another Federal order. Pro-
ponents indiecate that confusion has
arisen as to the meaning of § 1040.43(¢c)
in relation to (d). In response to the ex-
ceptions taken, the wording of such
paragraphs has been modified to clarify
the circumstances under which each
applies.

Computation of plant shrinkage. The
Class II shrinkage allowance as provided
for under the current Southern Michi-
gan order should be continued in the
consolidated order, modified principally
to permit a division of allowable shrink-
age with respect to bulk tank deliveries
of producer milk to & pool plant by a
cooperative association operating in the
capacity of a handler on such milk.

Under the present terms of both orders
a maximum allowable shrinkage of 2
percent Is permitted the handler of &
pool plant with respect to producer milk
receipts and certain bulk receipts of fluid
milk products from other order plants
and from unregulated supply plants.
No shrinkage is allowed for handling at
a supply plant or to a cooperative asso-
ciation as a handler on bulk tank milk
deliveries to pool distributing plants,
In such cases the full allowance for

shrinkage is passed on to the transferee.

plant.
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Several producer groups proposed an
allowance to the cooperative of shrinkage
up to one-half of 1 percent of the farm
weights when it is the first handler on
such bulk tank milk, and 1% percent to
the pool distributing plant handler who
receives such milk from the cooperative.

Producers point out that in recent
years the conversion from can to bulk
tank has been at a rapid pace, accentu-
ating the need for division in the assign-
ment of shrinkage. Loss may occur,
they contend, from adherence of milk to
the side of the farm bulk tank, in the
transfer from bulk tank to & farm
pick-up tanker, and in the transfer from
tanker to the piant of receipt.

It is concluded that the proposed di-
vislon of shrinkage on bulk tank milk
for which a cooperative assoclation 15 a
handler should be adopted.

As previously indicated, the trend to
bulk tank operations in recent years has
been significant with more than 85 per-
cent of producer milk receipts under the
two orders in combination now in bu'k
tanks. From market experience with
bulk tanks the average difference be-
tween the sum of individual farm weights
and the scale welght taken at the plant
approaches one-half of 1 percent. This
is In line with experience in other Fed-
eral order markets where a shrinkage
allowance of one-half of 1 percent for
the function of receiving and cooling
alone has been determined to be
reasonable.

The division of shrinkage between a
cooperative association as a handler on
bulk tank milk (allowance of up to one-
half percent shrinkage) and the trans-
feree handler who actually processes,
bottles, and distributes the milk (allow-
ance of up to 14 percent shrinkage)
together with the other terms adopted
herewith will assure the cooperative
handler a reasonable share of the total
allowable shrinkage. The cooperative
association as the first recelving handler
of producer milk In bulk tank would be
held accountable to the producer-settle-
ment fund for any differences in the
quantities of milk recelved from pro-
ducers based upon farm measurements,
and the total quantity of milk which the
purchasing handler claims as received
at his plant from the cooperative.

However, when the transferee-handler
purchases such milk from the coopera-
tive on the basis of the farm welghts, the
cooperative, of course, experiences no
shrinkage. In such cases the order
should continue to provide that actual
shrinkage experienced by the transferee-
handler up to 2 percent will be allowed
him provided the market administrator
is notified In advance on this basis of
transaction. Simlilarly, when the han-
dler operating the distributing plant pur-
chases directly from producers without
an intermediary handler involved, the
maximum allowance for shrinkage at
thetplant would be continued at 2 per-
cent,

Three handlers in the market objected
to any change in shrinkage provisions
which would divide the present maxi-
mum allowance of 2 percent. They held
that If dipstick measurement at the farm
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is properly handled, no shortage need
exist, Two of the handlers so testifying
alleged their actual plant shrinkage to
be In excess of 1'% percent, the maxi-
mumn amount of allowable shrinkage pro-
posed to be permitted a pool distributing
plant handler with respect to bulk pur-
chases of milk by transfer from a co-
operative association handler.. In actual
practice the handlers testifying purchase
their producer milk supplies on the basis
of farm weights and tests. Therefore,
in such circumstance such handlers
would not be denied the entire maximum
2-percent allowance under the terms
proposed.

No provision is made for shrinkage al-
lowance on milk diversions to nonpool
plants. Although such an zllowance is
now provided for under both orders, little
if any milk is handled in such manner
in these markets. The expanded South-
ern Michigan market has ample pool
plant manufacturing facilities for han-
dling fluld milk reserves and it is not
expected that the situation will change
in the foreseeable future. Any variance
in weights and tests assoclated with such
a diversion Is a matter that can be han-
dled in the terms of sale between the
diverting handler and the operator of
the plant which physically receives the
milk. This modification will eliminate
the need for Including additional order
language without material effect upon
handlers.

In their exceptions three cooperative
associations requested that provision also
be made for a half percent shrinkage al-
lowance to any cooperative pool supply
plant with respect to producer milk
transferred in bulk to pool distributing
plants. Although a proposal concern-
ing this matter was made at the hear-
ing, it was not adequately supported by
evidence on the record. Record testi-
mony on shrinkage was directed to that
related to milk shipped by cooperative
handlers in bulk tanks as discussed
abave.

(e) Adjusted uniform price. The
method of computing the adjusted uni-
form price (applicable to milk not under
the base-excess plan) should be modified.

It was proposed that the provision for
an “adjusted” uniform price be modified.
The adjusted uniform price applies only
to producer milk for which no “base” has
been computed, such as milk of a new
producer, and to milk for which the pro-
ducer has relinquished his computed
base. At the present time the adjusted
uniform price in each market is the com-
puted uniform price reduced by a spe-
cified monthly percentage of the differ-
ence between the computed uniform price
and the price (Class II) which is required
to be pald for excess milk (over base).
The present applicable monthly per-
centages involved in the adjustment are
January through March, 30; April, May,
and June, 50; July, 15; and August
through December, 5. The producers’
proposal would substitute an adjustment
percentage of 30 for the months of July
through December in lleu of the present
percentages of 15 and 5. p

The purpose of the base-excess plan is
to encourage producers to achieve and
malintain evenness In thelir deliveries of
milk throughout the year. This can best
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be accomplished when there is a high
degree of conformance to the plan and
individual producers generally do not
find it possible to relinquish their bases
50 as to gain temporary price advantage
over producers who remain on base,

Proponents testified that under the
present plan individual producers have
found advantage in relinquishing bases;
also, that as a consequence the effective-
ness of the base plan, as a means of
maintaining even production through-
out the year, has been reduced signifi-
cantly and will be reduced further unless
the order is modified to mitigate this
advantage.

The effect of the proposal would be
to reduce the returns for milk which is
delivered as ‘‘no base” milk in the months
of July through December. At present
the reduction in the uniform price paid
for such milk in July is 15 percent of the
difference between the market blend, or
uniform price, and the excess milk price.
In August through December the adjust-
ment is limited to a reduction of only
5 percent of such difference In prices.

Some increase in the percentage re-
duction In the months of July through
December is appropriate to insure ef-
fectiveness of the base plan. However,
in view of the relatively even production
pattern achieved in this market, there
is no apparent reason why a uniform
price reduction as great as 50 percent of
the difference between the uniform and
excess prices (as currently applies in
April, May, and June) is needed in any
month to accomplish the general objec-
tive of the provision. A flat reduction
of 256 percent of such difference in prices
should be sufficient in all months to off-
set, except In the most unusual cases,
any gain in returns to a producer from
relinquishing base as compared to re-
turns accruing to other producers who
remain on base while at the same time
not constituting a deterrent to those in-
dividual producers who enter the market
for the first time. Thus, the general
objective of insuring the effectiveness
of the base plan in the interest of an
orderly market may be achieved without
any significant increase in average ad-
justment to the uniform price all months
considered.

Proponents further recognized that
the expansion of the marketing area
would result in regulation of certain
plants now unreguldted and thus bring
under order pricing the milk of a num-
ber of additional dairy farmers who have
not made a base under the terms of
either order. Accordingly, they offered
alternative proposals for integrating the
milk of such dairy farmers into the
base-excess payment plan. Any such
dairy farmer could (1) provide actual
records of his deliveries for the base-
forming period on which a base could be
computed, or (2) be paid the full (un-
adjusted) market blend price until such
time as he had shipped through a full
base-forming period. The purpose of
these alternative procedures is to avoid
any price penalty to such dairy farmers
who could be brought under the plan
without prior knowledge of it.

The recommended decision concluded
that the dairy farmers who supply milk
to the currently unregulated handlers

in the counties to be added to the mar.
keting area should be accorded the pro-
posed alternatives, In the exceptions it
was pointed out that the recommended
decision would require such producers o
begin making base as soon as the ex.
panded order would become effective,
Exceptors contended that this would
provide such producers too little time w
adjust their production for base-mak-
ing. It was suggested that they be per-
mitted to delay the establishment of
bases until August-December 1966 and
that they be paid the uniform, rather
than the adjusted uniform, price until
February 1, 1967. One exceptor sug-
gested that producers who supply any
newly regulated plant be paid the full
uniform price until they had completed &
full base-forming period. In this case
the full uniform price would apply
whether the plant became newly regu.
lated because of expansion of the mar-
keting area or for other reasons.

Producers who supply any newly reg.
ulated plant should be given adequate
time to prepare for base-making. The
provision of the recommended decision
should be changed to give producers who
enter the market as the result of original
qualification of the plant as a pool plant
the option to receive the full uniform
price until the second February 1 after
the plant first became pooled. This will
provide any such producer adequate time
to adjust his production before making
base if such time is needed.

In order to insure the correct basis of
payment, producers who elect to be
paid the unadjusted uniform price
should be required to notify the market
administrator of the election of this op-
tion before the end of the month such
option would become effective.

The merger of the Muskegon order
into the Southern Michigan order ralses
the question of the validity of bases pre-
viously made under the former order.
Proponents suggested that bases made
under the rules of such order be recog-
nized until all producers under the con-
solidated order recefve recomputed bases
for the following year in the normal
manner. In view of the similarity of
present base-excess plans under the two
orders, the use of bases in effect under
each of the present orders will result In
a reasonable distribution of producer re-
turns during any such temporary pert
under a consolidated order. Thererorv_.'.
it {s not necessary or appropriate to ex-
tend in such instances the option of pay-
ment at the unadjusted blend price S
in the case of completely new shippers.
Present producers under the s-z‘pﬂrﬂ‘f
orders, however, should continue Lo hﬂﬁ_
the privilege of relinquishing base under
the option of the adjusted uniform price
as described above.

(f) Method o/ pooling.

Marketwide
e T i
pooling provisions which are now i
cluded in both Southern Mmhmncd nr?g
Muskegon orders should be retain

Marketwide

the consolidated order. Tet 1o

pooling is required in this ma
maintain orderly marketing, i
A marketwide pool is necessary to -
tribute among all producers the buf(:w
of carrying the reserve milk supply o
the market and thus to insure oroef'
disposal of such reserve milk. The ¥
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serve supplies of the Southern Michigan
market are unevenly distributed among
pool plants, With somewhat lesser dif-
ferences, this is also true in the Muske-
gon market. At one extreme are the
supply plants with manufacturing facil-
\ties, nearly all of which are operated by
cooperatives. Conversely, the great ma-
jority of the proprietary distributing
plants ordinarily receive only enough
producer milk to supply their Class I
peeds. Relatively few distributing plants
maintzin  manufacturing facilities al-
though certain of such plants process
coltage cheese, It Is at the cooperative
plants that most of the reserve

SUpL
milk for the market Is carried and manu-
facturcd. This relieves most proprietary

handlers from directly disposing of their
dally and seasonal surpluses.

A proposal for Individual-handler
pools was made at the hearing. Under
Individual-handler pools producers who
deliver their milk to supply plants in this
market would receive prices consider-
ably lower than those who ship to dis-
tributing plants with high Class I utiliza-
tion. The difference in such prices con-
ceivably could be nearly as wide as the
difference between the Class I and Class
II prices, Thus, the major part of the
burden of reserve milk would be reflected
in prices to produgers at supply plants,
while producers delivering t« proprietary
distributing plants would enjoy virtually
a Class T return for all their milk. Co-
operatives thus would be handicapped
in maintaining efMeient facllities for the
orderly disposition of milk destined for
manufacturing and in assembling milk
for shipment to the fluid market. A
change to handler pooling undoubtedly
would force producers and handlers to
develop new methods of handling market
supplies of milk, in all probability with
reduced efficiency in marketing and an

unstable price situation for producers
generally

iwide pooling has enabled co-
associations to develop manu-
# facilities for the efficient han-
! the reserve supplies, and yet to
be In position to return to their producers
e same price as is paid by those han-
diers who do not assume any direct re-
Sponsibility of carrying reserve supplies
or of providing for their disposition when
ot needed for bottling. To enable the
continued efficlent handling of reserve

milk, market pooling should be con-
“nued,

‘¢l pooling Is needed also to pro-
‘€ stable producer prices. Certain sales

bractices are prevalent which, under
bandler pooling, could cause wide, un-
hredictable swings in producer prices at
individual plants. It is becoming com-
monplace

L for handlers to sell milk in
HC amounts to wholesale outlets—gen-
trally supermarkets or chain store ac-
ffl“‘,’“*- Competition among handlers for

¢ accounts is keen, and the accounts

“2‘”}1'f hands frequently. When this
o > the percentage of Class I use of
anaqi

- €r can change significantly.
Under an individual-handier pool, the

f’gz“‘f“ﬂ' 'S At & single plant would absorb
EOuxwL-“c”P #ain or loss of such an ac-
o Lfﬂum"d An equal loss or gain in sales,
in the l“&‘f' may be, would be reflected

roducer blend prices at another

FEDERAL REGISTER

plant. Insuch instances, producer prices
at the plants involved could fluctuate
markedly. Changes in excess of 25 cents

“per hundredweight or more could result.
It is difficult for individual producers to
plan their operations efficiently when
prices can vary to this extent simply
because of the change of an account from
one handler to another.

When such shifts in sales between pool
handlers take place under a marketwide
pool, however, there {5 no resulting
change in producer prices. This is so
because market Class I utilization in the
aggregate is prorated over all producers.
The greater stability of producer prices
under marketwide pooling will assist
producers in planning their operations.

An alternative proposal was submitted
for consideration in the event market-
wide pooling is continued. Under the al-
ternative proposal handlers selling pri-
marily “special milks" would be permit-
ted, upon meeting several requirements,
to pay their producers the respective
utilization values of milk in thelr own
plants through individual-bandler pools,

It was suggested that to become eligible
for such “limited” individual-handler
pooling, “special milks" might have such
identifying characteristics as: (a) milk
{rom a single breed of cow, (b) milk for
which the applicable health requirements
for production are more stringent than
for market milk meeting normal health
restrictions, (¢) milk of fat, solids-not-
fat and protein content higher than that
of regular milk, (d) milk with brand
differentiation, such as “Golden Guern-
sey'’, “All-Jersey", “Certified”, ete., or
(e¢) milk produced by farmers belonging
to a recognized sales and merchandizing
organization. Four types of milk pre-
sumably would qualify immediately for
individual-handler pooling provided the
additional proposed requirements below
were met. These are: Certified milk,
“immune” milk, Golden Guernsey milk,
and All-Jersey milk. Other types also
could qualify if and when a specified
standard, as “special milk", were met.

In addition, any “special milk"” would
be derived solely from milk separately
produced, handled, and processed 50 as to
preserve its physical Identification at all
times. Also, the plant would have to
maintain “special milk" sales in amounts
not less than 70 percent of the total Class
I sales of the plant. Plants failing to
maintain this percentage would re-enter
the marketwide pool. Finally, any sep-
arate handler pool would be subject to
producer approval. A favorable vote by
80 percent of the “special milk” produc-
ers at the plant would make the individ-
ual-handler pool effective.

The record does not provide grounds
for the conclusion that the identifying
characteristics suggested distinguish
“special milk” from other milk in the
market for pricing and pooling purposes.
No showing was made in the record that
there is an inherent value attached to
any of the types of milk referred to
which is not reflected at present in the
price and butterfat differential provision
of the order. For example, at the pres-
ent time “All-Jersey” milk at retail is
avallable to consumers at the same retail
price as regular milk,
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Further, even if “special milks" could
be feasibly identified apart from regu-
lar milk on thelr intrinsic value, it would
not be appropriate to provide for their
separate pooling. Separate pooling
would place the producers remaining in
the marketwide pool at a disadvantage.
The “special milk"” handler could shift
the burden of his surplus milk to the
marketwide pool by dropping individual
producers when production exceeds sales
of the “‘special milk."” These producers
then could enter a plant in the market-
wide pool and share In its Class I sales.
When the milk was needed again at the
plant handling “special milk,” the pro-
ducers could return to the latter plant.
Such practice, of course, would result in
market pooling of the plant's surplus
without enabling producers in the mar-
ketwide pool to ghare in any Class I re-
turns from the sales of “special milk.”

Another feature of the proposal also
would cause adverse effect on producers
in the market pool. A requirement of the
proposal is that a handler shall maintain
70 percent of his Class I business in
“special milk™ in order to have an indi-
vidual-handler pool. Therefore, by
varying the percentage of his business
under the label or other designation as
“special milk" a handler could shift his
plant back and forth between the market
pool and his own pool to sult his own
advantage. For example, if a handler's
Class I utilization rose above the market
average, he could, on seeing a milk pro-
curement advantage, withdraw from the
marketwide pool and pay his producers
the use value for thelr milk based on his
own utilization. Should the Class I use
of such a handler fall below the market
average, he could re-enter the market-
wide pool-to draw from the equalization
fund simply by reducing his sales desig-
nated as ‘“special milk” below the 70-
percent minimum. Again, producers of
the “special milk” plant would share in
the market pool's Class I sales at such
times, but never would share their Class
I sales with the other producers.

It should be further noted that the
class and uniform prices to producers
fixed by the order are minimums and that
any value which should accrue to pro-
ducers providing milk for special pur-
poses may be bargained over and above
the order level which is geared fo provid-
ing an adequate supply of milk of gen-
erally acceptable market quality.

In view of the foregoing, the proposals
for individual handler pools are denied.

() Milk diverted from plants under
another order. When milk is diverted to
& pool plant from & nonpool plant which
is regulated under another order, pro-
vision should be made to preclude pool-
Ing the same milk under two orders.
Contrariwise, provision should be made
to preclude pooling milk which Is di-
verted from a pool plant to another order
plant and is subject to pooling under
such other order.

The Southern Michigan order now
provides for the allocation of milk trans-
ferred between pool plants and plants
regulated under other orders. Order 40
does not set forth clearly, however, the
status of a dairy farmer whose milk is
diverted between a pool plant and a plant
subject to regulation under a different
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order. Under bulk fank handling milk
may be moved between order markets
directly from farms, particularly along
the southern border of Michigan where
the production area is common to several
regulated markets,

Two proposals were made to specify
the producer status of a dairy farmer
when his milk is received at a pool plant
by diversion from an other order plant.
One proposal, by certain cooperative
associations, would assign such dairy
farmer producer status when a greater
quantity of his milk is delivered during
the month to a Southern Michigan order
distributing plant than is physically re-
ceived at a distributing plant under the
other order. It was testified that milk
has been diverted from the Northwestern
Ohio order market to a Southern Michi-
gan order distributing plant and that the
order should clearly speclfy whether
such milk is to be treated as producer
milk or as other source milk. It was
proposed by the producer groups that
producer status be automatic when a
majority of the producer’s milk is de-
livered to the Southern Michigan pool
plant. Another proposal, made by a
proprietary handler, would exempt from
producer milk status any milk received
by diversion from another order plant.
Thus, the determining factor would be
the limit placed on diversions pursuant
to the other order. In this connection
the handler witness cited the provisions
of the Northwestern Ohio order which
allow diversion of an individual pro-
ducer’s milk on all but four days of the
month.

The allocation provisions of the South-
ern Michigan order provide that bulk
milk received from another order plant
can be designated Class II use by both
handlers if so reported, otherwise such
other source milk is allocated pro rata
to the handler's utilization in the same
manner as producer milk. No change in
the allocation provision was at Issue,
However, this provision is relevant in
determining whether milk recelved by di-
version from another regulated market
should be designated producer milk, In
the event that such milk is diverted for
intended Class IT use it would be appro-
priate to exempt the milk from producer
milk status as it may be the most con-
venient outlet for disposing of reserve
supplies of the market from which di-
verted. However, in the event such milk
is not specifically diveried for Class II
use, some reasonable limit on the diver-
sion as other source milk is appropriate.
Otherwise, supplies which were histori-
cally associated with another market
could be shifted to the Southern Mich-
igan market on a direct-delivery basis
in the same manner as the milk of regu-
lar producers without actually becoming
producer milk.

A limit based upon majority shipment
is reasonable since if more milk is
shipped to Southern Michigan order pool
plants than to plants under the other
order, the primary association is with
the Southern Michigan market. Such
producer status should be based on the
quantities of such milk which is dellyered
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to all pool plants (exclusive of that milk
for which Class II use is requested)
rather than just distributing plants, since
milk delivered to supply plants can be
allocated to Class I use under some cir-
cumstances. However, since the provi-
sions of a neighboring order would not
necessarily exempt such milk from pro-
ducer status thereunder even if otherwise
subject to pooling in the Southern Mich-
igan market, the provision ghould be
constructed to preclude pooling producer
milk under both the Southern Michigan
order and another order at the same
time. Consequently, if the other order
does not release the milk for pooling
under the Southern Michigan order, it
must remain under the other order.

The present Southern Michigan and
Muskegon orders place no Umits on the
amount of milk which mayv be diverted
to nonpool plants during the month and
retain status as pooled milk. There was
no proposal and no evidence calling for
a limitation on such shipments out of
the market in excess of which the milk
wou‘:d lose its status as producer (pool)
milk.

However, in the event diversion is made
to a nonpool plant which is an other or-
der plant, the milk should not be subject
to pooling under both orders. In order
to avoid duplication of regulation, it Is
provided in the consolidated order that
milk diverted to an other order plant
will lose its status as pool milk under
the Southern Michigan order immedi-
ately upon becoming subject to pooling
under the other order as producer milk
as defined therein.

(h) Administrative and miscellaneous
provisions. The maximum rate of ad-
ministrative assessment under the con-
solidated order to cover administrative
costs should be 2 cents per hundred-
weight. The maximum deduction to
cover costs of marketing services to pro-
ducers should be 5 cents per hundred-
weight. The above rates are the same
as those in the present Southern Michi-
gan order, Muskegon order maximums
are 4 cents for administrative assessment
and 7 cents for marketing services.

Administrative and marketing service
costs per hundredweight of milk under
the merged order should average about
the same as under the present Southern
Michigan order. This is 50 because pres-
ent Southern Michigan order plants and
producers will account for most of the
milk in the market. About 95 percent
of the producer milk under the consoli-
dated order will be received at plants
which are regulated by the present
Southern Michigan order. A very high
percentage of the producers for whom
the market administrator will perform
marketing services ship to these South-
ern Michigan plants also. While maxi-
mum administrative assessment and
marketing service rates on milk which is
now received at Muskegon order plants
are somewhat higher than on milk under
the Southern Michigan order, it is ex-
pected that in view of the substantially
greater volumes involved under a com-
bined order, the effective rates on such
milk need not be higher than those pro-

vided in the present Southern Michigan
order,

Rulings on proposed findings and con-
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings
and conclusions were filed on behalf of
certain interested parties. These briefs
proposed findings and conclusions and
the evidence in the record were consid-
ered in making the findings and conclu-
sions set forth above. To the extent that
the suggested findings and conclusions
filed by interested parties are inconsist-
ent with the findings and conclusions set
forth herein, the requests to make such
findings or reach such conclusions are
denled for the reasons previously stated
in this decision.

General findings. The findings and
determinations hereinafter set forth are
supplementary and in addition to the
findings and determinations previously
made in connection with the issuance of
the aforesaid orders and of the pre-
viously issued amendments thereto; and
all of sald previous findings and deter-
minations are hereby ratified and
aflirmed, except insofar as such findings
and determinations may be in conflict
with the findings and determinations set
forth herein.

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ments and the orders, as hereby pro-
posed to be amended, and all of the
terms and conditions thereof, will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act
are not reasonable in view of the price
of feeds, available supplies of feeds and
other economic conditions which affect
market supply and demand for milk in
the marketing areas, and the minimum
prices specified in the proposed market-
ing agreements and the orders, as here-
by proposed to be amended, are such
prices as will reflect the aforesaid fac-
tors, insure a sufficient quantity of pure
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub-
lic interest;

(¢) The tentative marketing agrees
ments and the orders, as hereby pro-
posed to be amended, will regulate the
handling of milk in the same manner as,
and will be applicable only to personsin
the respective classes of industrial and
commercial activity specified in, a mar-
keting agreement upon which a hearing
has been held;

(d) All milk and milk products han-
dled by handlers, as defined in this order,
are in the current of interstate commerce
or directly burden, obstruct, or affect in-
terstate commerce in milk or its prod-
ucts; and -

(e) It is hereby found that the necess
sary expense of the market administra-
tor for the maintenance and funotions
ing of such agency will require the pays
ment by each handler, as his pro rais
share of such expense, 2 cents per hu:\'l
dredwelght or such lesser amount 85 te
Secretary may prescribe, with respect (00

(1) Producer milk (including milk ol
such handler's own production);

(2) Other source milk allocated ©
Class I pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (3 A7
(7) and the corresponding sWePs
£ 1040,46(b); and
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(3) Class I milk disposed of in the
marketing area from partially regulated
distributing plants that exceeds the hun-
dredwelght of Class I milk received dur-
ing the month at such plant from pool
plants and other order plants.

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at
the findings and conclusions, and the
regulatory provisions of this decision,
each of the exceptions received was care-
fully and fully considered in conjunction
with the record evidence pertaining
thereto. To the extent that the findings
and conclustons, and the regulatory pro-
visions of this decision are at variance
with any of the exceptions, such excep-
tlons are hereby overruled for the rea-
sons previously stated in this decision.

Markcting agreement and order, An-
nexed hereto and made a part hereof
are two documents entitled respectively,
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the
Handling of Milk in the Southern Michi-
gan Marketing Area,” and  "Order
Amending the Order Regulating the
Handling of Milk in the Southern Michi-
gan Marketing Area™ (which is a con-
solidation of and amendment to the
orders regulating the handling of milk
in the Southern Michigan and Muske-
gon, Mich.,, marketing areas), which
have been decided upon as the detailed
and appropriate means of effectuating
the foregoing conclusions.

It is hereby ordered, That all of this
decision, except the sttached marketing
agreement, be published in the Feoeran
Rezasten. The regulatory provisions of
fald marketing agreement are identical
with those contained in the order as
hereby proposed to be amended by the
attached order which will be published
with this decision.

Referendum order; determination of
representalive period; and designation of
referendum agent, It is hereby directed
that o referendum be conducted to de-
termine whether the issuance of the at-
teched order, as amended and as here-
by proposed to be amended, regulating
the handling of milk in the Southern
Michigan marketing area, is approved or

favored by the producers, as defined un-
der the terms of the order, as amended
and as hereby proposed to be amended,
ind who, during the representative
period, were engaged in the production
of milk for sale within the aforesaid
marketing area.

The month of March 1965, 1s hereby
determined to be the representative

geu;ilod for the conduct of such referen-

Gearse Irvine s hereby designated
SEent of the Secretary to conduct such
referendum in accordance with the pro-

‘C‘t:ure for the conduct of referenda to
“mine producer approval of milk
marketing orders (15 FR. 5177, such
{;'Icren‘dum to be completed on or before
st 30th day from the date this decision
Issueq
S &
B 11‘&;“ 4t Washington, D.C., on June

JOHN A, SCHNITTKER,

Under Secretary.
¥o.117—g
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PART 1040—MILK IN SOUTHERN
MICHIGAN MARKETING AREA

Subpart—Order Regulating Handling

Order ' Amending the Order Regulating
the Handling of Milk fn the Southern

Michigan Marketing Area
DermrTIONS
Bec.
10401 Act.
10402 Secretary.
10403 USD.A.
10404 Porson.
1040 5 Cooperative association.
10906 Southern Michigan marketing area,
10407 Handler,
1040.8 Producer.
10409 Producer-handler.
1040.10 Producer milk,
1040.11  Otbher source milk.
104012 Pluld mik product,
1040.13  Route.
1040.14 Distributing plant,
1040.15 Supply plant.
1040.16  Pool plant,
1040.17  Call percentage.
1040.18 Nonpool plant.
1040.16  Baso milk.
104020 Excess milk.
MARKET ADMINISTRATOR
104025 Market administrator,
104026 Powers,
104027 Duties,
Haxoren, Rerours, RECORDS, AND FaciLiries
104030 Monthly reports of receipts and
utilization.
104031 Other reports.
104032 Records and facilities,
1040.33  Retention of records.
CLASSIFICATION Oy Miux
104040 Skim milk and butterfat to be
classified,
104041  Classes of utilization.
104042 o
104043 Transfers.
104044 Responsibliity of handlers.
104045 Computation of skim milk and
butterfat in each class,
104046 Allooation of skim milk and but-
terfat classified.
Mimxmnuos Crass Prices
104050 Pasic formula price,
1040.51 Class I milk price.
104052 Class IT milk price.
104058 Handler butterfat differential,
104054 Location adjustments to handlers,
1040.55 Use of equivalent prices,

DeTeRMINATION OF UNIFoRM PRICES 10
Paovucers

1040.60 Computation of the net pool ob.
Hgation of each pool handler,

104061 Computation of the 3.5 percent
value of all milk,

104062 Computation of uniform price,

104063  Adjusted uniform price,

104064  Excess milk price,

1040.65 Computation of uniform price for
base milk.

104066 Obligations of handler operating
o partially regulated distributing
plant,

104067 Notification,

Basx Ruiss

104070 Determination of base,

104071  Applostion of bases,

104092 Relinquishing a base.

! This order shall not become effective un-
Jess and until the requirements of § 500,14 of
the Tules of practice and procedure govern-
ing proceedings to formulate
m& nts and marketing orders have beon
me
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PAYMENTS yor MILx

Time and method of payment to
produoers.

Location differentials to producers
and on nonpool milk.

Producer butterfat differential,

Producer-equalization fund,

Payments to the producer-equnli-
zation funad,

Payment from the producer-equal-
L=ation fund,

Exponse of administration,

Marketing servioces,

Adjustment.of accounts,

Overdue accounts.

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS
Handler exemption.
Handlers subject to other Federal

orders,
104092 Producer-handler exemption,
104093 Special reporting dates,
Eryeenive TiME, SUSFERFION, Of TERMINATION
1040.100 Termination of ohligations.
1040.101 Effective time.
1040.102 Suspension or termination.
1040103 Continuing obligations,
1040.104 Liguidation.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISTONS

104080
104081

1040.82
104083
104084

104085

1040 86
104087
104088
104089

1040.90
104091

1040110 Agents.
1040111 Separability of provisiona.

Avrmomry: The of this Part
1040 issued under secs, 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended; 7 US.C, 601-674.

§ 10400 Findings and determinations,

The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
In addition to the findings and determi-
nations previously made in connection
with the issuance of the aforesald order
and of the previously issued amend-
ments thereto; and all of sald previous
findings and determinations are hereby
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as
such findings and determinations may
be in conflict with the findings and
determinations set forth herein.

(8) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi-
vislons of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1037, as amended (7
USLC. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure govern-
ing the formulation of marketing agree-
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR
Part 900), a public hearing was held
upon certain proposed amendments to
the tentative marketing agreement and
to the order regulating the handling of
milk in the Southern Michigan market-
ing area. Upon the basis of the evidence
introduced at such hearing and the
record thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order as hereby amended,
and all of the terms and conditidns
thereof, will tend to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act;

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the
Act, are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feecs,
and other economic conditions which af-
fect market supply and demand for milk
in the sald marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the order
&s hereby amended, are such prices as
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a
sufficient quantity of pure and whole-
some milk, and be {n the public interest:

(3) The said order as hereby amended,
regulates the handling of milk in the




7920

same manner as, and is applicable only
to persons in the respective classes of
industrial or commercial activity speci-
filed in, & marketing agreement upon
which a hearing has been held.

(4) Al milk and milk products
handled by handlers, as defined In the
order as hereby amended, are in the
current of interstate commerce or di-
rectly burden, obstruct, or affect inter-
state commerce in milk or its products:
and

(5) It is hereby found that the neces-
sary expense of the market administrator
for the maintenance and functioning of
such agency will require the payment by
each handler, as his pro rata share of
such expense, two cents per hundred-
welght or such lesser amount as the
Secretary may prescribe, with respect to:

(1) Producer milk (Including milk of
such handler’'s own production) ;

(i) Other source milk allocated to
Class I pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (3) and
(7) and the corresponding steps: of
§ 1040.46(b) ; and

(iii) Class I milk disposed of in the
marketing area from a partially regu-
iated distributing plant that exceeds the
hundredweight of Class I milk received
during the month at such piant from
pool plants and other order plants.

Order relative to handling. It isthere-
fore ordered, that on and after the effec-
tive date hereof, the orders regulating
the handling of milk in the Southern
Michigan and Muskegon, Mich., market-
ing areas shall be amended and consoli-
dated into one order and the handling
of milk in the consolidated marketing
area, redefined as the Southern Michigan
marketing area, shall be in conformity
to, and in compliance with, the terms
and conditions of Part 1040 as hereby
amended. Part 1042 is hereby revoked
and Part 1040 is hereby amended as
follows:

The provisions of the proposed mar-
keting agreement and order amending
the order contained in the recommended
decision issued by the Deputy Admin-
istrator, Regulatory Programs, on April
27, 1965, and published in the FeperaL
RecisTErR on May 1, 1965 (30 F.R. 6163;
FR, Doc, 65-4591), subject to a revision
of §5 1040.16, 1040.43, 1040.54, 1040.70,
and 1040.72, shall be and are the terms
and provisions of this order amending
;.‘he order and the order is set forth in full

erein,

DEVINITIONS
§ 1040.1  Act

“Act"” means Public Act No. 10, 73d
Congress, as amended, and as re-enacted
and amended by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as amend-
ed (7 US.C. 601 et seq.).

§ 1040.2 Secretary.

“Secretary” means the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States, or any
officer or employee of the United States
authorized to exercise the powers and
to perform the duties of the Secretary
of Agriculture.

§ 10403 US.D.A.

"USD.A. means the United States
Department of Agriculture.
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§ 1040.4 Person.

“Person” means any individual, part-
nership, corporation, association, or any
other business unit.

§ 1040.5 Cooperative association.

“Cooperative association” means any
cooperative marketing association of
producers, which the Secretary deter-
mines, after application by the associa-
tion:

(a) To be qualified under the provi-
sions of the act of Congress of February
18, 1922, as amended, known as the “Cap-
per-Volstead Act”;

(b) To have full authority in the sale
of milk of its members and is engaged
in making collective sales or marketing
milk or its products for its members; and

(c) To have all of its activities under
the control of its members.

§1040.6 Southern Michigan marketing

area,

“Southern Michigan marketing area",
hereinafter referred to as the “market-
ing area”, means all territory geograph-
fcally within the places listed below, fo-
gether with all piers, docks, and wharves
connected therewith and all craft moored
thereat, and all territory wholly or partly
therein occupled by government (mu-
nicipal, State, or Federal) reservations,
installations, institutions, or other simi-
lar establishments:

MrcmiGan Counries

Alcona, Mason.,

Allegan. Miszaukeo.

Alpenn. Monroe (Ash and
Arenac. Berlin townships
Barry. only).

Bay. Montealm.
Calhoun, Montmorency.
Clare, Muskegon.

Clinton, Newaygo.

Eaton. Oakland.

Genesee. Ottawa,

Gladwin. Oceana.

Gratiot. Ogemaw,

Huron, Osceola,

Ingham. Oscoda.

Ionia. Presque Isle (Kra-
Tosco, kow and Presque
Isabella, Isle townships
Jackson, only)

Kalamazoo. Roscommon.

Eent. Saginaw

Lake, St. Clalr,

Lapeer, Sanllac

Livingston, Shiawassee,
Macomb, Tuscoln

Mecosta, Washtennw
Midland. Wayne

§ 1040.7 Handler.

“Handler" means:

(a) Any person who operates a pool
plant;

(b) Any person who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant;

(¢) Any cooperative association with
réspect to milk of its member producers
which is dellvered directly from the
farm to the pool plant of another handler
in a tank truck owned, operated by, or
under contract to such cooperative as-
soclation for the account of such cooper-
ative association (such milk shall be con-
sidered as having been received by such
cooperative association at a location
identical to that of the pool plant to
which It 15 delivered) ;

(d) Any cooperative association with
respect to producer milk diverted from g
pool plant to a nonpool plant for the
account of such association;

(e) Any person In his capacity as the
operator of an other order plant from
which fluld milk products are distributed
on routes in the marketing area or
shipped to a pool plant; and

(1) Any producer-handler.

§ 1040.8 Producer.

“Producer'” means any person, other
than a producer-handler under any Fed-
eral order, who produces milk, approved
by any duly constituted health authority
for fluld consumption in the marketing
area, which is moved to a pool plant, or
to any other plant by diversion from a
pool plant, The term shall include such
a person with respect to milk diverted to
a pool plant from an other order plant
(unless designated for Class IT use) dur-
ing any month in which the quantity
diverted is greater than the quantity of
milk physically received from such per-
son at the plant from which diverted and
such milk is exempt from the pooling
provisions of the other order.

§ 1040.9 Producer-handler.

“Producer-handler" means s person
who:

(a) Operates a dairy farm and a milk
plant from which fluid milk producls
are distributed in the marketing area and
who received fluld milk products only
from his own production or by transfer
from a pool plant; and

(b) Provides proof that (1) the care
and management of all dalry animals
and other resources necessary to pro-
duce the entire volume of fluid mik
products handled (excluding receipts by
transfer from a pool plant) ; and (2) the
operation of the processing business Is
the personal enterprise and risk of such
person.

§ 1040,10 Producer milk,

“Producer milk” means all skim milk
and butterfat contained in milk received
from producers at & pool plant or by &
cooperative association in its capacily as
a handler pursuant to §1040.7 (c) and
(d) and that diverted to a nonpool plant
by the operator of a pool plant, except
milk which is subject to pooling under
another Federal order.

§ 1040.11 Other source milk.

“Other source milk” means all skim
milk and butterfat contained n: -

(2) Receipts during the month o‘
fluld milk products except (1) recelpts
from other pool plants, (2) producer mxllk
and (3) that recelved from & coopf‘m“‘;
association pursuant to § 1040.7(c): an!k

(b) Products, other than fluld mi :
products, from any source ~111clqdlnl~
those produced at the pool plant) whllC:
are reprocessed or converted to anotie
product in the pool plant during th
month,

§ 1040.12  Fluid milk product.

“Fluid milk product” means milk, ix:rntx
milk, flavored milk, buttermilk, yon:clm;
cream (exclusive of frozen and {0 i
cream), and any mixture in fluid i
of cream and milk or skim milk (ex
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storage cream, aerated cream products,
jee cream mix, evaporated or condensed
milk and sterilized products packaged in
hermetically sealed containers).

§1040.13  Route,

“Route” means a delivery (including
a delivery by a vendor or sale from a
plant or plant store) of any fluid milk
product (except bulk cream) classified as
Class I to a wholesale or retail outlet
other than a delivery to any milk plant,

§1040.14  Distributing plant,

“Distributing plant means a plant in
which milk approved by any duly con-
stituted health guthority for fluid con-
gumption in the marketing area is proc-
essed or packaged and from which fluid
milk products in consumer-type pack-
ages or dispenser units are distributed on
routes in the marketing area,

§1010.15 Supply plant.

“Supply plant"” means & plant in which
milk approved by any duly constituted
health authority for fluld consumption
In the marketing area is assembled and
either processed or shipped in the form
of a bulk fluid milk product to anothexr
milk processing plant.

§1040.16 Pool plant.
“Pool plant” means:
(a) A distributing plant, other than
& producer-handler plant or plants ex-
empt pursuant to § 1040.90 and §1040.91,
from which total distribution of fluid
milk products on routes during the
month or during either of the 2 months
Immediately preceding is not less than
50 percent of recelpts of producer milk
and fluid milk products from supply
plants and cooperative associations pur-
suant to § 1040.7(e) .
(b) A supply plant which during the
month meets one of the performance
requirements specified in subparagraph
(1), (2), (3), or (4) of this parsgraph
and any applicable call percentage: Pro-
vided, That all supply plants which are
opernted by one handler, or all the sup-
Ply plants for which & handler is re-
Sponsible for meeting the performance
requirements of this paragraph (b) un-
der o marketing agreement certified to
the murket administrator by both par-
\es may be considered as a unit for the
Purpose of meeting the performance
requirements of subparagraphs (1), (2),
@), or (4) of this paragraph (b)
upon written notice to the market ad-
ministrator specifying the plants to be
considered as a unit and the period dur-
2“; Which such consideration shall apply.
Such notice, and notice of any change
In designation, shall be furnished on
or bf‘foz« the fifth working day follow-
"}f.,;h“ month to which the notice ap-
& ‘In" any months of February
mfo'ft.h September a unit shall not con-
B any plant which was not qualified as
:1 ?001 plant either individually or as a
ocfmb"r of & unit during the previous
tober through January,
25' U A plant from which not less than

rfurc-‘.-r'.t or the call percentage, which-
gxl 15 higher, of receipts of producer
t~‘ k and receipts for which & coopera-
t-‘!‘ &ssoclation {5 the handler pursuant
0 §1040.7(¢), less any milk disposed of
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from the plant as Class I other than by

October through
pool plant for each of the following
months of February through September
during which it meets any announced
call percentage.

(2) A plant operated by a cooperative
association which supplies pool distrib-
uting plants with member producer milk,
either by shipment from such plant or
by direct delivery from the farm, in a
total amount not less than one-hslf or
the call percentage, whichever is higher,
of the aggregate receipts of fluid milk
products at all pool distributing plants,

(3) A plant operated by a cooperative
association which supplies pool distrib-
uting plants, either by shipment from
such supply plant or by direct delivery
from the farm, (i) not less than one-haif
of its total member producer milk in the
current month, or (i) if such plant
were a pool plant in each of the pre-
ceding 13 months, not less than one-half
of its total member producer's milk for
the second through the 13th preceding
months, except that in elther case an
announced call percentage exceeding 50
percent in the current month must be
met,

(4) A plant operated by a cooperative
association which supplies pool plants of
other handlers, by direct delivery from
the farm, with not less than two-thirds
or the call percentage, whichever is
higher, of its total member producer
milk,

§ 1040.17 Call percemage.

“Call percentage' means the percent-
age computed by the market adminis-
trator in addition to the minimum per-
centage pooling requirements applicable
to supply plants and cooperative associa-
tions under § 1040.16¢b). A call per-
centage of not less than 25 percent may
be computed and snnounced for each
month except April, May, June, and July
as follows:

(a) Estimate the pounds of Class I
milk utilization for the month, including
an additional 15 percent thereof as an
operating margin, at pool distributing
plants that received milk from pool sup-
ply plants pursuant to § 1040.16(b) dur-
ing each of the immediately preceding
12 months;

(b) Subtract from the Class I milk
estimated pursuant to paragraph (a) of
this section, the estimated pounds of
milk which will be recelved at such pool
distributing plants during the month
from (1) producers’ farms, (2) pool
plants pursuant to § 1040.16(b) that reg-
ularly shipped thelr entire available sup-
ply of producer milk to pool plants in
each month bof the immediately preced-
ing August through March period, and
(3) cooperative assoclations pursuant to
§ 1040.7(¢c) ;

{¢) Divide the remaining pounds of
Class I milk by the estimated receipts of
producer milk at pool plants pursuant
to §1040.16(b) except those described in
paragraph (b)(2) of this section (after
subtracting any milk estimated to be dis-
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posed of as Class I other than transfers
to other pool plants) ;

(d) Multiply the result by 0.75;

(e) The announcement of the call per-
centage shall be made on or before the
first day of the month to which it applies
and shall set forth the data on which the
estimates of Class I utilization and sup-
plies are based together with appropriate
explanatory comments on the computa-
tions involved;

(f) The market administrator may re-
duce the call percentage at any time
during the month if he determines that
more milk than is needed for Class I use
is being delivered to distributing plants.
§ 1040.18 Nonpool plant.

“Nonpool plant” means any milk re-
celving, manufascturing, or processing
plant other than a pool plant., The fol-
lowing categories of nonpool plants are
further defined as follows:

(a) “Other order plant” means a plant
that is fully subject to the class pricing
and pooling provisions of another order
issued pursuant to the Act,

(b) “Producer-handler plant” means a
plant operated by a producer-handler as
defined under this or any other Federal
order issued pursuant to the Act.

(¢) "Partially regulated distributing
plant” means a nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor a pro-
ducer-handler plant and from which
fluid milk products In consumer-type
packages or dispenser units are distrib-
uted on routes in the marketing area
during the month,

(d) “Unregulated supply plant' means
a nonpool plant that Is neither an other
order plant nor a producer-handler plant
and from which a fluid milk product ap-
proved by any duly constituted health
authority for fluld consumption in the
marketing area is shipped during the
month to a pool plant.

§ 1040.19 Base milk.

“Base milk” means the amount of
milk delivered by a producer each month
which is not In excess of his base com-
puted pursuant to § 1040.70 multiplied by
the number of days for which his milk
production is delivered during the month.

§ 1040.20 Excess milk.

“Excess milk” means milk delivered by
a producer each month in excess of his
base milk.

MARKET ADMINISTRATOR
§ 1040.25 Market administrator.

The agency for the administration of
this part shall be a market administrator,
selected by the Secretary, who shall be
entitled to such compensation as may be
determined by, and shall be subject to
removal by, the Secretary.

£ 1010,26 Powers.

The market administrator shall have
the following powers with respect to this
part:

(a) To administer its terms and pro-
visions;

(b) To recelve, investigate, and re-
port to the Secretary complaints of vio-
lations;

(¢) To make rules and regulations to
effectuate its terms and provisions; and
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(d) To recommend amendments to
the Secretary.

§ 1040.27 Duties.

The market administrator shall per-
form all duties necessary to administer
the terms and provisions of this part,
including, but not limited to, the fol-
lowing:

(a) Within 30 days following the date
on which he enters upon his duties, exe~
cute and deliver to the Secretary a bond,
effective as of the date on which he
enters upon such duties and conditioned
upon the faithful performance of such
duties, in an amount and with surety
thereon satisfactory to the Secretary;

(b) Employ and fix the compensation
of such persons as may be necessary to
enable him to administer its terms and
provisions;

(c) Obtain a bond iIn a reasonable
amount and with reasonable surety
thereon covering each employee who
handles funds entrusted to the market
administrator;

(d) Pay, out of the funds provided by
§ 1040.86:

(1) The cost of his bond and of the
bonds of his employees;

(2) His own compensation; and

(3) All other expenses, except those
incurred under § 1040.87, necessarily in-
curred by him in the maintenance and
functioning of his office and in the per-
formance of his duties;

(e) Keep such books and records as
will clearly refiect the transactions pro-
vided in this part, and, upon request by
the Secretary, surrender the same to such
other person as the Secretary may
designate;

(f) Publicly announce, unless other-
wise directed by the Secretary, by post-
ing in & conspicuous place in his office,
and by such other means as he deems
appropriate, the name of any person who,
within 10 days after the day upon which
he is required to perform such acts, has
not made:

(1) Reports pursuant to §§ 1040.30 and
1040.31; or

(2) Payments pursuant to §§ 1040.80
through 1040.87;

(g) Calculate a base for each pro-
ducer in accordance with § 1040.70 and
advise the producer and the handler re-
celving the milk of such base;

(h) Submit his books and records to
examination by the Secretary and fur-
nish such informsation and reports as
may be requested by the Secretary:

(1) Audit records of all handlers to
verify the reports and payvments required
pursuant to the provisions of this part;

(§) Prepare and disseminate to pro-
ducers, handlers and the public, general
information which does not reveal con-
fidential information;

(k) Compute and publicly announce
the prices determined for each month as
follows:

(1) On or before the sixth day of each
month, the Class I price computed pur-
suant to § 1040.51 for the current month;
and the Class IT price computed pursuant
to §1040.52 and the handler and pro-
ducer butterfat differentials computed
pursuant to §$ 1040.53 and 1040.82, for
the preceding month; and
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(2) On or before the 11th day of each
month, the uniform price, the adjusted
uniform price, the price for base milk
and the price for excess milk for the pre-
ceding month, computed t to
£5 1040.62, 1040.63, 1040.64, and 1040.65.

(1) Whenever required for purposes of
allocating receipts from other order
plants pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (8) and
the corresponding step of § 1040.46(b),
the market administrator shall estimate
and publicly announce the utilization (to
the nearest whole percentage) In each
class during the month of skim milk
and butterfat, respectively, in producer
milk of all handlers. Such estimate shall
be based upon the most current available
data and shall be final for such purpose;

(m) Report to the market administra-
tor of the other order, as soon as possible
after the report of receipts and utiliza-
tion for the month is received from a
handler who has recelved fluid milk
products from an other order plant, the
classification to which such receipts are
allocated pursuant to § 1040.46 pursuant
to such report, and thereafter any change
in such allocation required to correct
errors disclosed in verification of such
report; and

(n) Furnish to each handler operating
a pool plant who has shipped fluid milk
products to an other order plant, the
classification to which the skim milk and
butterfat in such fluld milk products
were allocated by the market adminis-
trator of the other order on the basis of
the report of the recelving handler; and,
as necessary, any changes In such clas-
sification arising in the verification of
such report,

HANDLER REPORTS, RECORDS,
AND FACILITIES

§ 1040.30 Monthly reports of receipts
and utilization,

On or before the fifth working day of
cach month, each handler other than a
handler exempt pursuant to §§ 1040.90,
1040.91, or 1040.92, shall report to the
market administrator for the preceding
month in the detail and on the forms
prescribed by the market administrator
as follows:

(a) The quantities of skim milk and
butterfat contained in:

(1) Milk received from producers (or
from qualified dairy farmers, in case of a
nonpool plant) including the aggregate
quantities of base milk, excess milk, and
milk to be paid for either at the uniform
or adjusted uniform price;

(2) Fluld milk products received from
other pool plants and cooperative asso-
clations pursuant to § 1040.7(¢),

(3) All other source milk; and

(4) Inventories of fluld milk products
on hand at the beginning of the month;

(b) The utllization of all skim milk
and butterfat required to be reported
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion. Such report by each handler pur-
suant to § 1040.7(b) shall :nclude a sep-
arate statement showing the respective
amounts of skim milk and butterfat dis-
posed of on routes in the marketing area
as Class I milk; and

(¢) Such other information as the
market administrator may preseribe.

§ 1040.31 Other reports.

(a) Each producer-handler and each
handler described In §§ 104090 angd
1040.91 shall make reports at such time
and In such manner as the market ad.
ministrator may request; and

(b) On or before the 20th day of cach
month each handler who received milk
from producers shall report his producer
payroll for the preceding month which
shall show:

(1) The pounds of base milk and
pounds of excess milk, or the pounds of
milk to be paid for at the uniform or
adjusted uniform price, recelved from
each producer, and the percentaze of
butterfat contained therein;

(2) The amount and date of payment
to each producer (or to a cooperative
association) ; and

(3) The nature and amount of each
deduction or charge involved in the pay-
ments referred to in subparagraph (2)
of this paragraph.

§ 1040.32 Records and facilities,

Each handler shall maintain and make
avallable to the market administrator
during the usual hours of business such
accounts and records of all of his opera-
tions and such facilities as are necessary
to verify reports, or to ascertain the cor-
rect information with respect to (a) the
receipts and utilization or disposition of
all skim milk and butterfat received, in-
cluding all milk products received and
disposed of in the same form; (b) the
weights and tests for butterfat, skim
milk, and other contents of all milk and
milk products handled; and (¢) pay-
ments to producers and cooperative
associations.

§ 1040.33  Retention of records.

All books and records required
under this part to be made available 0
the market administrator shall be re-
tained by the handler for a perioed of 3
years to begin at the end of the month
to which such books and records pertain
If within such 3-year perfod, the markel
administrator notifies s handler in writ-
ing that the retention of such books
and records, or of specified bocks and
records, is necessary in connection v.'m:
a proceeding under section 8c(15) (A) of
the act or a court action specified in
such notice, the handler shall retain
such books and records until further
written notification from the market ad-
ministrator, The market administrator
shall give further written notification 10
the handler promptly upon the t('rmm:-
tion of the litigation or when the recorcs
are no longer necessary in connection
therewith,

CLASSIFICATION OF MiLK
§ 1040.40  Skim milk and butterfat 1o he
classified.

All skim milk and butterfat rocdvcb-g
at n poal plant which is required u]r o
reported pursuant to §1040.30 shal bs
classified pursuant to §§ 104041 throus
1040.46.

5§ 104041

Classes of utilization.
hin
Subject to the conditions set fort
88 104{).43 and 1040.44, the classes of
utilization shall be as follows:
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(8) Class I milk, ClassImilk shall be
all skim milk and butterfat:

(1) Disposed of in the form of a fluld
milk product except as provided in para-
graph (0)(2), (3), and (4) of this sec-

n; and o
uo‘ 2) Not accounted for as Class IT milk.
(b) Class IT milk. Class IT milk shall

be:

(1) Skim milk and butterfat used to
produce any product other than a fluid
milk product;

(2) Skim milk and butterfat disposed
of In fluid milk products In bulk form
to any commercial food processing estab-
lishment for use in food products pre-
pared for consumption off the premises;

(3) Skim milk and butterfat disposed
of as livestock feed or skim milk dumped
subject to prior notification to and in-
spection (at his discretion within 18
hours) by the market administrator;

(4) Skim milk represented by the non-
fat milk solids added to a fluid milk
product which 1s In excess of the weight
of an equivalent volume of fluid milk
products prior to such addition;

(5) Skim milk and butterfat in frozen
cream;

(6) Skim milk and butterfat contained
in inventory of fluid milk products on
hand at the end of the month;

(7) Skim milk and butterfat, respec-
tively, In shrinkage as computed pur-
suant to f 104042 (a) and (b); and

(8) Skim milk and butterfat, respec-
tively, in shrinkage assigned pursuant to
§1040.42(d) (D),

§1040.12  Shrinkage.

The market administrator shall allos
tate shrinkage to a handler's recelpts
88 follows;

(a) The guantities of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, to be classified as
Class 1T pursuant to § 1040.41(b) (7) shall
not excecd 2 percent (except as provided
In paragraph (b) of this section) with
respect to skim milk and butterfat
received as follows:

) Producer milk physically received
ot & pool plant:

(i) Bulk recelpts of fluid milk prod-
ucts from other order plants or from
unregulated supply plants, exclusive of
the quantities for which Class IT was
requested by the handler(s) involved.

®) Two percent with respect to re-
Celpts from a cooperative association
handler under § 1040.7(c) if settlement
With the assoclation is on the basis of
Welghts and tests determined at the
farm and the market administrator is so
Notified of such basis of settlement on
O before the handler submits his
monthly report pursuant to & 1040.30:
otherwise the maximum shrinkage allow-
gl‘(‘lto the handler on such milk shall

%2 percent and to the association
handler one-half percent,
nu‘lm _h: computing shrinkage, producer
- K received at a pool supply plant and

Tnsferred in bulk from such plant to a
?001 distributing plant shall be sub-
.?ﬂf'd from the producer milk receipts
proa frst plant and added to the
Y l:g;rct-r milk recelpts &t the second

on:d) When a handler has recelpts of
T Source milk, shrinkage shall be al-
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located pro rata to skim milk and butter-
fat, respectively, in:

(1) Producer milk and other recelpts
of milk specified in paragraphs (a) and
(b) of this section; and

(1) Other source milk exclusive of that
specified in paragraph (a) of this section,

§ 1040.43 Transfers.

Skim milk or butterfat in the form of
& fluld milk product shall be classified:

(a) At the utilization indicated by the
operators of both plants, otherwise as
Class I milk, if transferred from a pool
plant to the pool plant of another han-
dler except as provided in % 1040.44(b),
subject in either event to the following
conditions:

(1) The skim milk or butterfat so as-
signed to either class shall be limited to
the amount thereof remaining in such
class in the transferee plant after com-
putations pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (1)
through (8) and the corresponding steps
of §1040.46(b) ;

(2) I the transferor plant received
during the month other source milk to be
allocated pursuant to § 1040.46(a)(3),
the skim milk and butterfat so trans-
ferred shall be classified so as to allocate
the least possible Class I utilization to
such other source milk; and

(3) It the transferor handler received
during the month other source milk to
be allocated pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (T)
or (8) and the corresponding steps of
§ 1040.46(b), the skim milk and butterfat
so transferred up to the total of such re-
celpts shall not be classified as Class I
milk to a greater extent than would be
applicable to a like quantity of such other
sohnurce milk received at the transferce
plant;

(b) AsClass I milk If transferred from
& pool plant to a producer-handler;

(c) As Class II milk, if transferred in
the form of cream In bulk to a nonpool
plant that is neither an other order plant
nor a producer-handler plant if the han-
dler claims Class II utilization and such
nonpool plant 1s located in Pennsylvania,
New Jersey, New York, or New England,
otherwise assignment of cream trans-
ferred shall be pursuant to paragraph
(d) or (e) of this section;

id) AsClass I milk if transferred or di-
verted in bulk to a nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor a pro-
ducer-handler plant, unless the require-
ments of subparagraphs (1) and (2) of
this paragraph are met, in which case
the skim milk and butierfat so trans-
ferred or diverted shall be classified in
accordance with the assignment result-
ing from subparagraph (3) of this para-

(1) The transferring or diverting han-
dler claims classification pursuant to the
nssignment set forth in subparagraph
(3) of this paragraph in his report sub-
mitted to the market administrator pur-
suant to § 1040,30 for the month within
which such transaction occurred;

(2) The operator of such nonpool
plant maintains books and records show-
ing the utilization of all skim milk and
butterfat recelved at such plant which
are made available if requested by the
market administrator for the purpose of
verification; and
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(3) The skim milk and butterfat so
transferred shall be classified on the basis
of the following assignment of utiliza-
tion at such nonpool plant in excess of
receipts of packaged fluid milk products
from all pool plants and other order
plants;

(1) Any Class I utilization disposed
of on routes in the marketing area shall
be first assigned to the skim milk and
butterfat in the fluid milk products so
transferred or diverted from pool plants,
next pro rata to recelpts from other or-
der plants and thereafter to receipts from
dairy farmers who the market adminis-
trator determines constitute regular
sources of supply of milk for such non-
poal plant;

() Any Class I utilization disposed of
on routes In the marketing area of an-
other order issued pursuant to the Act
shall be first assigned to receipts from
plants fully regulated by such order, next
pro rata to receipts from pool plants and
other order plants not regulated by such
order, and thereafter to receipts from
dairy farmers who the market adminis-
trator determines constitute regular
sources of supply for such nonpool plant;

(iii) Class I utilization in excess of
that assigned pursuant to subdivision (i)
and (il) of this subparagraph shall be
assigned first to remaining recelpts from
dalry farmers who the market adminis-
trator determines constitute the regular
source of supply for such nonpool plant
and Class I utilization in excess of such
receipts shall be assigned pro rata to
unassigned receipts at such nonpool plant
from all pool and other order plants;

(iv) To the extent that Class I utiliza-
tion Is not so assigned to It, the skim milk
and butterfat so transferred shall be
classified as Class IT milk; and

(e) As follows, if transferred to an
other order plant in excess of recelpts
from such plant in the same category as
deseribed in subparsgraph (1), (2), or
(3) of this paragraph:

(1) I transferred in packaged form,
classification shall be in the classes to
which allocated as a fluid milk product
under the other order;

(2) If transferred in bulk form, clas-
sification shall be in the classes to which
allocated as a fluld milk product under
the other order (including allocation un-
der the conditions set forth in subpara-
graph (3) of this paragraph);

(3) If the operators of both the trans-
feror and transferee plants so request in
the reports of receipts and utilization
filed with thelr respective market ad-
ministrators, transfers in bulk form shall
be classified as Class II to the extent of
the Class II utilization (or comparable
utilization under such other order)
avallable for such assignment pursuant
to the allocation provisions of the trans-
feree order;

(4) If Information concerning the
classification to which allocated under
the other order Is not available to the
market administrator for purposes of
establishing classification pursuant to
this paragraph, classification shall be as
Class I, subject to adjustment when such
Information is available;

(5) For purposes of this paragraph, if
the transferee order provides for more
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than two classes of utilization, milk allo-
cated to a class consisting primarily of
fluid milk products shall be classified as
Class I, and milk allocated to other
classes shall be classified as Class II; and

(6) If the form in which any fluid milk
product is transferred to another order
plant is not defined as a fluid milk prod-
uct under such other order, classification
shall be In accordance with the provi-
sions of § 1040.41. :

§ 1040.44 Responsibility of handlers,

(a) Except as provided In paragraph
(b) of this section, all skim milk and
butterfat shall be classified as Class I
utilization unless the handler who first
receives such skim milk or butterfat
proves to the market administrator that
such skim milk or butterfat should be
classified otherwise.

(b) Milk in bulk delivered by & co-
operative association as a handler under
§ 1040.7(c) or fromn the pool plant of a
cooperative assocliation to & handler's
pool plant shall be classified according to
use or disposition by the latter handler
and the value thereof at the class prices
shall be included in his net pool obliga-
tion pursuant to § 1040.60.

§ 1040.45 Computation of skim milk
and butterfat in each class,

For each month the market adminis-
trator shall correct for mathematical and
other obvious errors in the monthly re-
port submitted by each handler, and
compute the total pounds of skim milk
and butterfat, respectively, in Class I
and Class II utilization for such han-
dler. If any of the water contained in
the milk from which a product is made
is removed before the product is utilized
or disposed of by a handler, the pounds
of skim milk disposed of in such product
shall be considered to be an amount
equivalent to the nonfat milk solids con-
tained in such product, plus all of the
water normally associated with such
solids in the form of whole milk,

§ 104046 Allogation of skim milk and
butterfat classified.

After making the computations pur-
suant to § 104045, the market adminis-
trator shall determine for each handler
the classification of producer milk and
milk received pursuant to § 104C.44(b)
as follows:

(a) Skim milk shall be allocated in the
following manner:

(1) Subtract from the total pounds of
skim milk in Class II the pounds of skim
milk classified as Class II pursuant to
§ 1040.41(b) (D ;

(2) Subtract from the remaining
pounds of skim milk in each class the
pounds of skim milk in fluld milk prod-
ucts received in packaged form from
other order plants as follows:

(1) Prom Class IT milk, the lesser of the
pounds remaining or 2 percent of such
receipts; and

(i) From Class I milk, the remainder
of such receipts:

(3) Subtract In the order specified
below from the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in each class, In series begin-
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ning with Class II, the pounds of skim
milk in each of the following:

(1) Other source milk in & form other
than a fluid milk product;

(i) Receipts of fluld milk products
that are not approved by a duly consti-
tuted health authority for fluld con-
sumption in the marketing area or which
are from unidentified sources; and

(iii) Receipts of fluid milk products
from a producer-handler, as defined
under this or any other Federal order;

(4) Subtract, in the order specified
below, from the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in Class IT, but not in excess of
such quantity:

(i) Receipts of fluld milk products
from an unregulated supply plant:

(@) For which the handler requests
Class IT utilization; or

(b) Which are in excess of the pounds
of skim milk determined by subtracting
from 125 percent of the pounds of skim
milk remaining in Class I milk the sum
of the pounds of skim milk In producer
milk, receipts from a cooperative associ-
ation pursuant to § 1040.7(c), receipts
from pool plants of other handlers, and
recdelpt.s in bulk from other order plants;
an:

(1) Receipts of fluid milk products in
bulk from an other order plant In excess
of similar transfers to such plant, if
Class IT utilization was requested by the
operator of such plant and the handler;

(5) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in series
beginning with Class II, the pounds of
skim milk in inventory of fluld milk
products on hand at the beginning of
the month;

(8) Add to the remaining pounds of
skim milk in Class II milk the pounds
subtracted pursuant to subparagraph (1)
of this paragraph;

(7) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, pro rata
to such quantities, the pounds of skim
milk in receipts of fluld milk products
from unregulated supply plants which
were not subtracted pursuant to sub-
paragraph (4) (1) of this paragraph;

(8) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in the
following order, the pounds of skim milk
in receipts of fluid milk products in bulk
from an other order plant(s), in excess
in“each case of similar transfers to the
same plant, which were not subtracted
pursuant to subparagraph (4) (ii) of this
paragraph:

(i) In series beginning with Class IT,
the pounds determined by multiplying
the pounds of such receipts by the larger
of the percentage of estimated Class II
utilization of skim milk announced for
the month by the market administrator
pursuant to § 1040.27(1) or the percent-
age that Class II utilization remaining
is of the total remaining utilization of
skim milk of the handler; and

i) From Class I, the remaining
pounds of such receipts;

(9) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class the pounds
of skim milk received in fluld milk prod-
ucts from other pool plants according to

the classification assigned pursuant to
§ 1040.43(a) ;

(10) If the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in both classes exceed the
pounds of skim milk in producer milk
and milk received pursuant to § 1040 44
(b), subtract such excess from the
pounds of skim milk remaining in each
class in series beginning with Class 11,
Any amount so subtracted shall be known
as "overage";

(b) Butterf{at shall be allocated in ae-
cordance with the procedure outlined for
skim milk in paragraph (a) of this see-
tion; and

(c) Combine the amounts of skim milk
and butterfat determined pursuant to
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section
into one total for each class and deter-
mine the weighted average butterfat con-
tent of such milk in each class,

Minmum Crass Prices
§ 1040.50 Basic formula price.

The baslc formula price shall be the
average price per hundredwelght for
manufacturing grade mlilk, fob. plants
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported
by the U.SD.A. for the month. BSuch
price shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent
butterfat basis by a butterfat differen-
tial rounded to the nearest one-lenth
cent computed at 0.12 times the simple
average of the daily wholesale selling
prices (using the midpoint of any price
range as one price) of Grade A (92-
score) bulk creamery butter per pound
at Chicago, as reported by the USDA.
for the month. The basic formula price
shall be rounded to the nearest full cent

§ 1040.51 Class I milk price.

Subject to the provisions of §5 104053
and 1040.54, the minimum price per hun-
dredweight to be pald by each handler,
f.0.b. his plant, for milk of 35 percent
butterfat content received from produc-
ers or from a cooperative association
during the month which is classified as
Class I milk shall be as follows:

(a) To the basic formula price for the
preceding month add $1.40 and add or
subtract a “supply-demand adjustment
of not more than 45 cents computed pur-
suant to paragraph (b) of this section.

(b) A “supply-demand adjustment
shall be computed for the month a8
follows: 3

(1) Divide the total pounds of pro:
ducer milk for the second and mi'nll
months next preceding by the total
pounds of Class I milk for the sranc’ﬂ
months, multiply the result by 100 af
round to the nearest whole number.
Such receipts and utilization data for
months prior to the effective date of n:is
part to be used for such computation
shall be those established for lmndlr';f
and pool plants pursuant to the prf:\ﬂ
sions of the prior Southern Mlchis.nn
and Muskegon orders. The rcsul.t bh:“n
be known as the “current utilizatio

reentage.” S
pe(z) n:fnupxy by $0.03 the numbtrlci!:
percentage points that the “current uU
lization percentage” is above (subtmcd'
or below (add) the appllcsble ;lé;:“
ard utilization percentage lsted :




Priday, June 18, 1965

Month for Preceding months used | Standard
which price Ia in computation utilization
boing compuated percentape

.| October, November ... b1t
..«.| November, December.. 135
<. ene] Decaanber, Janoacy. ... jiTY
;utmll'y. f:‘btmry...... %
© » March., +
| March, & 45
= M1
147
143
= ,:g
Decetnber i aepmn'\x. October.... 133

§1040.52 Class IT milk price.

The minimum price per hundredwelight
to be paid by each handler, f.0.b, his
plant, for milk of 3.5 percent butterfat
content received from producers or from
a cooperative association during the
month which is classified as Class II milk
ghall be the basic formula price for the
month: Provided, That such Class II
price shall not be more than the sum
of peragraphs (a) and (b) of this sec-
tion plus 10 cents, rounded to the near-
est cent:

(a) From the average Chicago butter
price for the month described in § 1040.50
subtract 3 cents and multiply the re-
mainder by 4.2; and

(b) From the welghted average of car-
lot prices per pound of spray process,
nonfat dry milk for human cansumption,
fob., manufacturing plants in the Chi-
cago nrea, as published from the 26th
day of the immediately preceding month
to the 25th day of the current month by
the US.D.A,, deduct 5.5 cents, and multi-
ply by 8.2,
§ 1010.53

tinl,

There shall be added to or subtracted
from, the price of milk for each class as
computed pursuant to §§ 104051 and
1040.52, for each one-tenth of 1 percent
that the average butterfat test of the
milk In each class 1s above or below 3.5
percent, as the case may be, an amount
tqual 1o the average Chicago butter price
for the month 85 described in § 1040.50
multiplied by 0.113 and the result round-
td to the nearest one-tenth of a cent.

§ 101‘;;.33 Location adjustments to han-
ors,

&1 For producer milk received at a
Poal plant and classified as Class T milk
Without movement to another pool plant
and for other source milk for which a
location adjustment is applicable, the
price  computed pursuant to § 1040.51
fhall be reduced pursuant to subpara-
Sraph (1) or (2) of this paragraph on the
bgma of the applicable rate per hundred-
Welght for the Jocation of such plant.

J‘lh <one rates, For a plant located
¥ithin the following described terri-

tary, the applicable zone rates shall be
4 follows:

Handler butterfat  differen-

Micitoax Counries

Zane 1—No ndjustment:
Geneseo.
Oaklang.
Macomb,
Wayne,
u')hhw:,
s‘uc'ttlr {except Berlin, Riley, Mussey, Em-

.;d~hbyx1n, Brockway, Greenwood, Grant,
urtchville townlhlp.).
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Washtenaw (except Manchester, Bridgewnter,
Sharon, Freedom, Sylvan, Lima, Lyndon,
and Dexter townships),

Saginaw (except Jonesfield, Richland, Lake-
field, Premont, Marion, Brant, Chapin,
Brady, Chesaning, and Maple Grove town-
ships).

Bay (except Gibson, Mt. Forest,

Garfield, and Fraser townships),

Zone 113 cents:

Ingham,

Livingston.

Jackson,

Lenawee.

Washtenaw (all the townships excluded from
Zone 1).
Zone III—3 cents:

Lapeer.
St. Clair (all the townships excluded from
Zone I

).

Banilac (except Greenleaf, Austin, Minden,
Delaware, Evergreen, Argyle, Wheatiand,
Marion, Forester, Lamotte, Moore, Custer,
and Bridgehampion townships).

Tuscols (except Denmark, Junista, Indian-
fields, Wells, Kingston, Gilford, Fairgrove,
Almer, Ellington, Novesta, Wimer, Akron,
Columbia, Elmwood, and Elkland town-
ships).

Arenaoc,

Bay (all the townships excluded from Zone
I

e

Gladwin,

Midiand.

Isabella,

Moutealm (except Reynolds, Winfield, Cato,
Belvidere, Plerson, Maple Valley, Ploe,
Douglass, Montcalm, Sidney, BEureka, and
Falrplain townships).

Gratiot.

Saginaw (all the townships excluded from
ZoneI).

Clinton.

Shinwasseo.

Ionia (except Otisco, Orleans, Keene, Easton,
Boston, Berlin, Campbell, and Odessa town-
ships).

Eaton.

Zone IV--7 cents:

Sanilac (all the townships excluded from
Zone I1I) .

Tuscola (all the townships excluded from
Zono I1I1).

Huron,

St. Joseph,

Branch

-

Hillsdale.
Calhoun.
Kalamanoo,

Barry.
Ionia (all the townships excluded from Zone
),

Kent,
Montcalm (all the townships excluded from

Zone III).
Mecosta.

Zone V—0 cents:
Berrien. Osceola
Cass, Clare.
Van Buren, Missaukee,
Allegan, Roscommon.
Ottawa, Ogomaw.
Muskegon Iosco.
Newaygo Mason,
Lake, Oceans,

Zone VI—12 cents:
Aiconn, Grand Traverse,
Oscoda. ‘Wexford.
Crawford. Manistee,
Kalkaska,

Zone VII—15 cents:
Alpena, Benzle,
Montmorency. Charlevolx,
O A Emmet.,
Antrim, Cheboygan,
Leelanau. Presque Islo.
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(2) Mileage rate. For any plant at a
location outside the territory specified
in the preceding paragraph (a) (1), the
applicable adjustment rate per hundred-
weight shall be based on the shortest
highway distance between the plant and
the nearest point in such territory as
determined by the market administrator,
and shall be the amount of the zone dif-
ferential applicable at such point plus
one cent for each 10 miles or fraction
thereof from such point,

(b) For fluld milk products trans-
ferred in bulk from a pool plant to a
pool plant described In § 1040.16(a), the
operator of the transferee plant shall
receive credit at the applicable zone or
mileage rate, based on the location of
the transferor plant. The total volume
on which such credit is computed shall
be limited to the amount by which 108
percent of Class I disposition at the
transferee plant is in excess of the sum of
receipts at such plant (1) from produc-
ers, (2) from cooperative associations
pursuant to §1040.7(¢), and (3) from
other order plants and unregulated sup-
ply plants which are assigned in Class I,
such asslgnment of receipts from the
transferor plant to be pro rata to re-
ceipts of fluid milk products from all
transferor pool plants,

§ 1040.55 Use of equivalent prices.

If for any reason a price quotation re-
quired by this part for computing class
prices or for any other purpose is not
avallable in the manner described, the
market administrator shall use a price
determined by the Secretary to be equiv-
alent to the price which is required.

DETERMINATION OF UNIFORM PRICES TO
PRODUCERS

§ 1040.60 Computation of the net pool
obligation o},end: pool handler.

The net pool obligation of each pool
handler during each month shall be a
sum of money computed by the market
administrator as follows:

(a) Multiply the quantity of milk in
each class, as computed pursuant to
§1040.46¢(c), by the applicable class
prices;

(b) Add the amount obtained from
multiplying the overage deducted from
each class pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (10)
and the corresponding step of § 1040.46
(b) by the applicable class prices;

(c) Add the amount obtained from
multiplying the difference between the
Class II price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredweight of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class
I pursuant to § 104046(a) () and the
corresponding step of § 1040.46(b) ;

(d) Add an amount egual to the dif-
ference between the Class I and Class IT
price values at the pool plant of the skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from
Class I pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (3) and
the corresponding step of § 1040.46(b);
and

(e) Add the value at the Class I price,
adjusted for location of the nonpool
plant(s) from which an eguivalent vol-
ume was received, of the skim milk and
butterfat subtracted from Class I pur-
suant to § 1040.46(a) (7) and the corre-
sponding step of § 1040.46(b),
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£ 10140.61 Computation of the 3.5 per-
cent value of all milk.

For each month the market adminis-
trator shall compute the 3.5 percent
value of all milk by:

(a) Combining into one total the in-
dividual values of milk of all handlers
computed pursuant to § 1040.60;

(b) Adding if the weighted average
butterfat test of all milk represented in
paragraph (a) of this section is less than
3.5 percent, or subtracting if the
welghted average butterfat test of such
milk is more than 3.5 percent, an amount
computed by multiplying the total
pounds of butterfat represented by the
difference of such average butterfat test
from 3.5 percent by the butterfat differ-
ential provided in § 1040.82 multiplied by
10;

(c) Adding the aggregate of the values
of the applicable location adjustments
pursuant to § 1040.81(a) (1) ; and

(d) Adding not less than one-half of
the unobligated balance in the producer-
equalization fund.

§ 1040.62 Computation of uniform
price.

For each month the market adminis-
trator shall compute a uniform price as
follows:

(a) Divide the aggregate value com-
puted pursuant to § 1040.61 by the sum
of the following:

(1) The total hundredweight of pro-
ducer milk; and

(2) The total hundredweight for
which a value is computed pursuant to
§ 1040.60(e) ; and

(b) Subtract not less than 6 nor more
than 7 cents from the price computed
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section.

§ 1040.63 Adjusted uniform price.

For the purpose of payments pursuant
to § 1040.70(c) the uniform price com-
puted pursuant to § 1040.62 shall be
adjusted by deducting therefrom 25 per-
cent of the difference between the uni-
form price and the excess milk price,
rounded to the nearest cent,

§ 1040.64  Excess milk price.

For each month, the excess price shall
be the price of Class II milk, determined
pursuant to §1040.52, rounded to the
nearest cent,

§ 1040.65 Computation of uniform
price for base milk,

(&) Multiply the total pounds of excess
nglk for the month by the excess milk
price;

(b) Multiply the total amount of milk
to be paid for at the uniform price pur-
suant to § 1040.70 (d) and (e) (2) by the
uniform price for the month;

(¢) Multiply the total amount of milk
to be paid for at the adjusted uniform
price pursuant to §1040.70(c) by the
adjusted uniform price for the month;

(d) Subtract the total values arrived
at In paragraphs (a), (b), and (¢) of
this section and § 1040.84(b)(2) from
the total 3.5 percent value of all producer
milk arrived at in § 1040.61;

(e¢) Divide the resultant value by the

total hundredweight of base milk; and’
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(f) Subtract not less than 6 cents nor
more than 7 cents.. The resultant hun-
dredweight price shall be the uniform
price of base milk of 3.5 percent butter-
fat content,

§ 1040.66 Obligations of handler r(::er-
ating a partially regulated distribut.
ing plant.

Each handler who operates a partially
regulated distributing plant shall pay
to the market administrator for the
producer-equalization fund on or before
the 26th day after the end of the month
either of the amounts (at the handler's
election) ecalculated pursuant to para-
graph (a) or (b) of this section. If the
handleér fails to report pursuant to
§ 1040.30 the information necessary to
compute the amount specified In para-

« graph (a) of this section, he shall pay

the amount computed pursuant to para-
graph (b) of this section:

(a) An amount computed as follows:

(1) (1) The obligation that would have
been computed pursuant to § 1040.60 at
such plant shall be determined as though
such plant were a pool plant. For pur-
poses of such computation, recelpts at
such nonpool plant from a pool plant or
an other order plant shall be assigned to
the utilization at which classified at the
pool plant or other order plant and
transfers from such nonpool plant to a
pool plant or an other order plant shall
be classified as Class IT milk if allocated
to such class at the pool plant or other
order plant and be valued at the uniform
price of the respective order if so allo-
cated to Class I milk, There shall be
included in the obligation so computed a
charge in the amount specified in § 1040.-
60(e) and a credit In the amount speci-
fled in § 1040.84(b) (2) with respect to
receipts from an unregulated supply
plant, unless an obligation with respect
to such plant Is computed as specified
below in this subparagraph.

(1) I the operator of the partially
regulated distributing plant so requests,
and provides with his report pursuant
to § 1040.30 similar reports with respect
to the operations of any other nonpool
plant which serves as a supply plant for
such partially regulated distributing
plant by shipments to such plant during
the month equivalent to the require-
ments of §1040.16(b), with agreement
of the operator of such plant that the
market administrator may examine the
books and records of such plant for pur-
poses of verification of such reports,
there will be added the amount of the
obligation computed at such nonpool
supply plant In the same manner and
subject to the same conditions as for
the partially regulated distributing plant.

(2) From this obligation there will be
deducted the sum of (1) the gross pay-
ments made by such handler for milk re-
celved during the month from dairy
farmers at such plant and like payments
made by the operator of a supply plant(s)
included in the computations pursuant
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph
for an amount of milk equivalent to that
received from such supply plant, and (i)
any payment to the producer-settlement
fund of another order under which such
plant is also & partially regulated distrib-
uting plant.

(b) An amount computed as follows:

(1) Determine the respective amounts
of skim milk and butterfat disposed of
as Class I milk on routes in the market-
ing area;

(2) Deduct (except that deducted
under a similar provision of another
order Issued pursuant to the act) the
respective amounts of skim milk and
butterfat received as Class I milk at the
partially regulated distributing plant
from pool plants and other order plants;

(3) Combine the amounts of zkim
milk and butterfat remaining into one
total and determine the welghted aver-
age butterfat content; and

(4) From the value of such milk at
the Class I price applicable at the loca-
tion of the nonpool plant, subtract its
value at the uniform price pursuant to
§ 1040.62 at the same location or at the
Class II price, whichever is higher.

§ 1040.67 Notification,

On or before the 12th day after the
end of each month the market admin-
istrator shall notify each handler of:

(a) The amounts and values of his
milk in each class and the total of such
amounts and values;

(b) The base of any producer delly-
ering milk to the handler which was not
used in making payments for the previ-
ous month;

(¢) The amount due such handier
from the producer-equalization fund or
the amount to be pald by such handler
to the producer-equalization fund, &s
the case may be; and

(d) The totals of the minimum
amounts to be paid by such handler pur-
suant to §§1040.80, 1040.84, 104086,
1040.87, and 1040.88.

Base RULES
§ 1010.70 Determination of base.

(a) A producer who delivered milk on
at least 122 days during the period Au-
gust 1 through December 31, inclusive,
of any year shall have a base computed
by the market administrator to be ap-
plicable, subject to § 1040.72, for the 12-
month period beginning the following
February 1, equal to his dally average
milk deliveries from the date on which
milk was first delivered in the perlod t0
the end of such August 1-December .1;
period: Provided, That & producer who
had a base on December 1 and whose
average of daily deliveries for the Au-
gust 1-December 31 period Is less than
such base shall have a base gon1v010<1_
by subtracting from his previous b.:u;s.
any amount by which 90 percent of .1._;,
previous base exceeds such averase ©
daily deliveries; 2

(b) A producer with an csmmz.u?.rwc
base who does not forfeit his base pur-
suant to §1040.71¢c) but who fails l?
deliver milk on at least 122 days of ‘Zjd
August 1 through December 31 vcnr_
shall have his base for the 12 montns
beginning the following February ! caflé;
puted by dividing the total '}}’O_uh
shipped during the period by 122 -

(¢) Except as provided in parngravz‘
id) and (e) of this section & produc‘iz
who has no base shall be pald UBI..
February 1 following the Auszus?jm;)_
cember period within which he €8
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of this section at not less than the ad-
justed uniform price computed pursuant
to § 1040.63;

(1) Whenever total receipts of pro-
ducer milk by all handlers during the
month are less than 1126 percent of the
total Class I utilization of all milk by
nandlers during such month, all pro-
ducers and cooperative associations shall
be paid not less than the uniform price
for all milk delivered; and

(e} When a plant first becomes & pool
plant any producer (except a producer
as defined in the Muskegon order in the
month prior to the effective date of this
paragraph) dellvering to such plant

lishes a base pursuant to paragraph (a)

may:

|)1| Establish a base on deliveries of
milk to such plant for the preceding
August-December  period  certified by
submission of delivery receipts or other
svidence satisfactory to the market ad-
ministrator, except the base of a pro-
ducer applicable pursuant to the Muske-
gon order in the month Immediately pre-
ceding the effective date of this para-
graph shall be his base pursuant to this
section through January 31, 1966; or

(2) Elect payment at not less than
the uniform price computed pursuant to
1104062 untfl the second February 1,
after such plant first became a pool
plant. Such election must be made on
or before the end of the first month for
which it is effective.

£1040,71  Application of bhases.

(a) A base shall apply to deliveries of
milk by the producer for whose account
milk was delivered during the base
period, and upon death may be trans-
ferred to a member or members of the
deceased producer’s immediate family;

(b) Bases may be transferred under
the following conditions upon written
notice by the holder of the base to the
market administrator on or before the
last day of the month that such base is
to be transferred:

(1) Upon retirement or entry into
military service of a producer, the entire
base may be transferred to & member or
members of his immediate family;

(2) Bases may be held jointly and if
such joint holding is terminated the base
may be divided among the joint holders
85 specified in writing to the market
administrator: and

3) Two or more producers with bases
may combine those bases upon the for-
mation of a bona fide partnership; and

{¢) A producer who does not deliver
milk to any handler for 45 consecutive
?m shall forfeit his base except that
bhe following producers may retain their

ses without loss for 12 months:

‘1) A producer who suffers the com-
Piete loss of his barn as a result of fire
or windstorm: or
pelz' A producer for whom loss of 50
br:“;lt Or more of the milk herd from
qhoce losis or bovine tuberculosis, is
<ul by evidence issued under State or

ederal authority,

$1040.72 Reliniquishing a base.

m,A Producer notifying the market ad-

mrgk?mmr that he relinquishes his es-
R

s ‘ehed base shall be pafd pursuant to

e provisions of § 1040.70(c) beginning
No. 117—g
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with the first day of the month in which
such notification is received by the mar-
ket administrator until the next Febru-
ary 1,

PAYMENTS FOR MILK

§ 1040.80 Time and method of payment
1o producers.

(a) Except as provided by paragraph
(b) of this section, on or befor: the 15th
day of each month, each handler (ex-
cept a cooperative association) shall pay
each producer for milk received from
him during the preceding month, not less
than an amount of money computed by
multiplying the total pounds of such
milk by the applicable uniform prices
computed pursuant tc §§ 104062, 104063,
1040.64, or 1040.65 adjusted by the loca-
tion and butterfat differentials pursuant
to §§1040.81 and 1040.82 less the pay-
ment made pursuant to paragraph (d)
of this section and any proper deduc-
tions authorized by the procucer. If by
such date such handler has not received
full payment for such month pursuant
to §1040.85 he may reduce such pay-
ments uniformly per hundredweight for
all producers, by an amount not in ex-
cess of the per hundredweight reduction
in payment from the market adminis-
trator; however, the handler shall make
such balance of payment to those pro-
ducers to whom it is due on or before the
date for making payments pursuant to
this paragraph next following that on
which such balance of payment i5 re-
ceived from the market administrator;

(b) Upon receipt of a written request
from a cooperative association which the
Secretary determines Is authorized by its
members to collect payment for their
milk and receipt of a written promise to
relmburse the handler the amount of any
actual loss incurred by him because of
any improper claim on the part of the
association, each handler shall pay to the
cooperative association on or before the
second day prior to the end of the
month an amount equal to the payments
authorized pursuant to paragraph (d)
of this section, and on or before the 13th
day of each month, in lieu of payments
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, an amount equal to the gross sum
due for all such milk received from cer-
tified members, less amounts owing by
each member-producer to the handler
for supplies purchased from him on prior
written order or as evidenced by a de-
livery ticket signed by the producer.

(1) Each handler shall submit to the
cooperative association written informa-
tion on or before the sixth working day
of each month which shows for each such
member-producer:

(i) The total pounds of milk received
from him during the preceding month;

- (1) The total pounds of butterfat con-
tained in such milk;

(1ii) The number of days on which
milk was received; and

(ilv) The amounts withheld by the
handler in payment for supplies sold.

(2) A copy of each such request, prom-
ise to reimburse and certified list of
members shall be filed simultaneously
with the market administrator by the as-
sociation and shall be subject to verifica-
tion at his diseretion, through audit of
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the records of the cooperative associa-
tion pertaining thereto, Exceptions, if
any, to the accuracy of such certification
by & producer claimed to be a member, or
by a handler shall be made by written
notice to the market administrator, and
shall be subject to his determination;

(3) The foregoing payment and the
submission of information pursuant to
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph,
shall be made with respect to milk of
each producer whom the cooperative as-
sociation certifies is & member, which Is
received on and after the first day of the
month next following receipt of such cer-
tification through the last day of the
month next preceding receipt of notice
from the cooperative assoclation of a
termination of membership or until the
original request is rescinded in writing
by the association.

(¢) On or before the 13th day after the
end of each month, each handler shall
pay a cooperative association, which is a
handler with respect to milk received by
him from & pool plant operated by such
cooperative association, or by bulk tank
delivery pursuant to § 1040.7(c), not less
than an amount computed by multiply-
ing the uniform price for base milk sub-
ject to the location adjustment, if any,
applicable at the transferee plant as
provided by § 1040.81 and the butterfat
differential provided by § 1040.82, by the
total hundredweight of milk received by
such handler from the cooperative asso-
ciation.

(d) On or before the last day of each
month for producer milk received during
the first 15 days of the month at not less
than the Class II milk price for the pre-
ceding month.

§ 1040.81 Location differentials to pro-
ducers and on nonpool milk.

(a) Subject to the conditions of para-
graph (b) of this section, in making pay-
ments to producers or cooperative asso-
clations pursuant to $1040.80 each
handler:

(1) May deduct for base milk and milk
to be pald for at the uniform price or
adjusted uniform price the rate per
hundredweight applicable pursuant to
$ 1040.54(a) (1) or (2) for the location
of the plant at which the milk was first
physically received:

(2) Shall add not less than 4 cents per
hundredweight with respect to milk re-
ceived from producers and cooperative
assoclations pursvant to §1040.%(c) at
a pool plant located within the townships
of Royal Oak and Southfield in Oak-
land County and in those portions of
Wayne County other than the townships
of Northville, Plymouth, Canton, Van
Buren, Sumpter, Livona, Nankin, Romu-
lus, Huron, Taylor, Brownstown, Mon-
guagon, and Grosse Isle, all in the State
of Michigan.

(b) When milk of an individual pro-
ducer is physically received at more than
one location (including any nonpool
plant) during the month, the location
differential rate shall be the weighted
average (rounded to the nearest one-half
cent) of the amounts computed for the
respective locations, except that If 65
percent or more of such producer’s milk
is delivered to a plant or plants at which
the same rate is applicable, such rate
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shall be applicable to all deliveries of
such producer during the month regard-
less of point of delivery.

(¢) For purposes of computation pur-
suant to § 1040.84 and § 1040.85, the uni-
form price shall be adjusted at the rates
set forth In § 1040.54 applicable at the
location of the nonpool plant from which
the other source milk was recelved.

g 1040.182 Producer butterfat differen-
tial.
In making payments pursuant to
§ 1040.80, the base price and excess price
or the uniform prices shall be increased
or decreased for each one-tenth of 1
percent of butterfat content that the
milk received from each producer or a
cooperative association is above or be-
Jow 3.5 percent, as the case may be, by
the butterfat differential computed un-
der § 1040.53 rounded to the nearest one-
half cent.

§ 1040.83 Producer-equalization fund.

The market administrator shall estab-
lish and maintain a separate fund,
known as the “producer-equalization
fund” into which he shall deposit all
payments received pursuant to §§ 1040.66
and 1040.84 and out of which he shall
make all payments pursuant to § 1040.85.

§ 1040.84 Payments to the producer-
equalization fund.

On or before the 13th day after the
end of the month each handler shall pay
to the market administrator the amount,
if any, by which the total amounts speci-
fled in paragraph (a) of this section ex-
ceed the amounts specified in paragraph
(b) of this section;

(a) The sum of:

(1) The net pool obligation computed
pursuant to § 1040.60 for such handler;
and

(2) In the case of a cooperative asso-
ciation which is a handler, the value, at
the uniform price for base milk, of milk
delivered to other handlers pursuant to
§ 1040.44(b).

(b) The sum of:

(1) The value of such handler’s pro-
ducer milk as specified in § 1040.80, ex-
cluding any applicable loeation differ-
ential pursuant to § 1040.81(a) (2) ; and

(2) The value at the uniform price(s)
applicable at the location of the plant(s)
from which received (not to be less than
the value at the Class IT price) with re-
spect to other source milk for which a
value is computed pursuant to § 1040.60
(e).

§ 1040.85 Payments from the producer-
equalization fund.

On or before the 14th day after the
end of each month the market adminis-
trator shall pay to each handler the
amount, if any, by which the amount
computed pursuant to § 1040.84(b) ex-
ceeds the amount computed pursuant to
§ 1040.84(a). The market administrator
shall offset any payment due any han-
dler against payments due from such
handler. If the balance in the producer-
equalization fund is insufficlent to make
all payments to all handlers pursuant to
this paragraph, the market administra-
tor shall reduce uniformly such pay-
ments and shall complete such payments

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

as soon as the necessary funds become
available,

§ 1040.86 Expense of administration.

As his pro rata share of the expense
of administration of the order, each han-
dler shall pay to the market administra-
tor on or before the 13th day after the
end of the month 2 cents per hundred-
weight, or such lesser amount as the Sec-
retary may prescribe, with respect to:

{a) Producer milk (including milk of
such handler's own production) ;

(b) Other source milk allocated to
Class I pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (3) and
(7) and the corresponding steps of
§ 1040.46(b) ; and

(¢) Class I milk disposed of in the mar-
keting area from partially regulated dis-
tributing plants that exceeds the hun-
dredwelght of Class I milk received dur-
ing the month at such plant from pool
plants and other order plants.

§ 1040.87 Marketing scrvices.

(a) Except as set forth in paragraph
(b) of this section, each handler, In mak-
Ing payments pursuant to $§1040.80(a)
for milk received from each producer (in-
cluding milk of such handler's own pro-
duction) at a plant not operated by a
cooperative association of which such
producer i& a8 member, shall deduct 5
cents per hundredweight, or such amount
not exceeding 5 cents per hundredwelght
as the Secretary may prescribe, and, on
or before the 13th day after the end of
each month, shall pay such deductions
to the market administrator. Such
moneys shall be used by the market ad-
ministrator to verify weights, samples,
and tests of milk received from producers
and to provide producers with market in-
formation, such services to be performed
by the market administrator or by an
agent engaged by and responsible to him;

(b) In the case of producers whose
milk Is received at a plant not operated
by a cooperative association of which
such producers are members, for which
payment s not made pursuant to
§1040.80 (b) or (¢), and for whom a
cooperative association Is actually per-
forming the services described in para-
graph (a) of this section, as determined
by the Secretary, each handler shall
make, in leu of the deductions specified
in paragraph (a) of this section, such
deductions from payments required pur-
suant to § 1040.80 as may be authorized
by such producers, and pay such deduc-
tions on or before the 13th day after the
end of the month to the cooperative as-
soclation rendering such services of
which such producers are members.

§ 1040.88 Adjustment of accounts.

Whenever audit by the market admin-
istrator of any handler’s reports, books,
records, or accounts discloses adjust-

‘ments to be made, for any reason, which

result In moneys due:

(a) To the market administrator from
such handler;

(b) To such handler from the market
administrator; or

(¢) To any producer or cooperative as-
sociation from such handler, the market
administrator shall promptly notify such
handler of any such amount due, and
payment thereof shall be made on or

before the next date for making paymens
set forth In the provisions under whiey
such error occurred, following the fify
day after such notice.

§ 1040.89 Overdue accounts,

Any unpaid obligation of a handler gr
of the market administrator pursuant 1o
§3 1040.84, 1040.85, 1040.86, 104087, and
1040.88 shall be Increased one-half of |
percent on the first day of the month
next following the due date of such obi.
gation and on the first day of cach month
thereafter until such obligation is paid,

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS
§ 104090 Handler exemption.

A handler who operates a plant, other
than a plant described in [ 1040.16(b),
located outside the marketing area from
which fluld milk products are disposed
of within the marketing area on a
route(s) but from which the disposition
of fluld milk products en all routes oper-
ated wholly or partly within the market-
ing area averages less than 600 pounds
per day for the month, and from which
no milk iIs transferred to other handlers,
shall be exempt for such month from all
provisions of this part except §i 104031,
1040.32, and 1040.33,

§ 104091 Handlers subjcct to other
Federal orders.
A handler who operates a plant al

which during the month milk s fully
subject to the classification, pricing, and
payment provisions of another market-
ing agreement or order issued pursuant
to the act and the disposition of fluld
milk products in the other Federal mar-
keting area exceeds that in the South-
ern Michigan marketing area shall be
exempt for such month from all provi-
sions of this part except §§ 1040.31, 1040~
32, and 1040.33,

§ 101092 Producer-handler excmption
A producer-handler shall be exempl

from all provisions of this part exctps
§8§ 1040.31, 104032, and 1040.33.

§ 104093 Special reporting dates.

When a holiday prevents normal busl-
ness activities on any day except Sun-
day during the first 15 days of the month,
those of the dates specified in §§ 1040.07
(k) €2), 1040.30, 1040.31(b), 1040.66,
1040.80, 1040.84, 1040.85, 1040.86, and
1040.87 which follows such holiday shall
be postponed by the number of days Jost
as a result of such holiday.

ErrecTIVE TiME, SUSPENSION Of
TERMINATION

§ 1040.100 Termination of obligations.

(a) The obligation of any handler @
pay money required to be pald under the
terms of this part shall, except s pl&){
vided in paragraphs (b) and (¢ of zh‘:
section, terminate 2 years after the 185
day of the month during which the u}a{;
ket administrator recelves the hand‘e‘;‘.i
report of utilization of the mm; mvo;‘ -
in such obligation, unless within su¢ ¥
year period the market administra d;
notifies the handler in writing '.]mf ~u =
money is due and payable. Scn.c:m‘
such notice shall be complete upon ;nm“
ing to the handler’s last known address,
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and it shall contain, but need not be
Jmited to the following information:

(1) The amount of the obligation;

(9) The month(s) during which the
milk, with respect to which the obliga-
tion exists, was received or handled; and

() 1f the obligation is payable to one
or more producers or to a cooperative
assoclation, the name of such producers
or association, or if the obligation is pay-
ahle to the market administrator, the ac-
count for which it is to be paid;

(b) If & handler fails or refuses, with
respect to any obligation under this part,
to make available to the market admin-
istrator or his representatives all books
or records required by this order to be
made available, the market administra-
tor may, within the 2-year period pro-
vided for in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, notify the handler in writing of
such failure or refusal. If the market
administrator so notifies a handler, the
sald 2-year period with respect to such
obligation shall not begin to run until
the first day of the month following the
month during which such books and
records pertaining to such obligation are
made available to the market adminis-
trator or his representatives; -

ie) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section,
& handler's obligation under this part to
pay money shall not be terminated with
respect to any transaction involving
fraud or willful concealment of a fact,
material to the obligation, on the part
of the handler against whom the obli-
pation I sought to be imposed; and

(d) Any obligation on the part of the
market administrator to pay a handler
any money which such handler claims to
be due him under the terms of this part
shall terminate 2 years after the end of
the month during which the milk in-
volved in the claim was received if an
underpayment is claimed, or 2 years after
the end of the month during which the
payment (including deduction or setoff
by the market administrator) was made
by the handler if a refund on such pay-
ment is claimed, unless such handler,
within the applicable period of time,
files, pursuant to section 8c(15) (A) of
the Act, a petition claiming such money.

§1040.101 Effective time.

The provisions of this part, or of any
amendment hereto, shall become effec-
live at such time as the Secretary may
declare and shall continue in force until
Suspended or terminated.

§1040.102 Suspension or termination.

t The Secretary shall, whenever he finds
that this part, or any provision thereof,
obstructs or does not tend to effectuate
the declared poliey of the Act, terminate
Or suspend the operation of this part or
iny such provision thereof,

§ 1040103 Continuing obligations.

If, upon the suspension or termination
:’ any or all provisions of this part, there
a;“ 40y obligations thereunder the final

Crual or sscertainment of which re-
(cllus;e s lurther acts by any person (in-
’u‘;t::“'. the market administrator) , such
stang, -t shall be performed notwith-

iding such suspension or termination.
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§ 1040.104 Liquidation.

Under the suspension or termination
of the provisions of this part, except this
section, the market administrator, or
such other liquidating agent as the Sec-
retary may designate, shall, if so directed
by the Secretary, liquidate the business
of the market administrator's office, dis-
pose of all property in his possession or
control, including accounts receivable,
and execute and deliver all assignments
or other instruments necessary or appro-
priate to effectuate any such disposition.
If a lquidating agent is so designated,
all assets, books, and records of the mar-
ket administrator shall be transferred
promptly to such liquidating agent. If,
upon such Hquidation, the funds on hand
exceed the amounts required to pay out-
standing obligations of the office of the
market administrator and to pay neces-
sary expenses of liguidation and distribu-
tion, such excess shall be distributed to
contributing handlers and producers, in
an equitable manner.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
§ 1040.110 Agenis.

The Secretary may, by designation in
writing, name any officer or employee of
the United States to act as his agent or
representative in connection with any
of the provisions of this part.

§ 1040.111 Separability of provisions,

If any provision of this part, or its
application to any person or circum-
stances, is held invalid the application of
such provisions, and of the remaining
provisions of this part, to other persons
or circumstances shall not be affected
thereby.

[FR., Doc. 65-6442; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:50 am.}

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

[14 CFR Part 711
{ Airspace Docket No. 65-CE-35]

VOR Federal Airways
Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering amendments to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations that would
alter, in part, VOR Federal airways Nos.
14, 88, 191, 210, 426, 804, and 859.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket num-
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Central Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas
City, Mo,, 64110, All communications
recelved within 45 days after publication
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendments. The pro-
posals contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments
received.

An official docket will be avallable for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the
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General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock-
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash-
ington, D.C., 20653. An informal docket
also will be available for examination at
the office of the Reglonal Air Traflic
Division Chief.

In accordance with the application of
CAR Amendment 60-21/60-29, the Fed-
eral Aviation Agency proposes to ralse
the floors of the following airway seg-
ments from 700 feet to 1,200 feet above
the surface as hereinafter set forth.

1, V-14 from Neosho, Mo,, to Findlay,
Ohio.

2. V-88 from Springfield, Mo,, to the
intersection of the Richwood, Mo., 086°
T (078° M) and the St. Louis, Mo., 170°
T (180" M) radials.

3. V=191 from Farmington, Mo., to
Rhinelander, Wis.

4, V-210 from Kansas City, Mo, to the
intersection of the Indianapolis 069 T
(068° M) and the Fort Wayne, Ind,, 187"
T (187" M) radials.

5. V-426 for the entire alrway.

6. V-804 from the intersection of the
Rosewood, Ohio, 261° T (262° M) and the
Indianapolis, Ind., 069" T (068" M)
radials, to Kansas City, Mo.

7. V=859 from the intersection of the
Joliet, Iil., 067° T (065" M) and the
I::berw, 11, 008" T (005° M) to Neosho,

0.

These amendments are proposed under
the authority of sec. 307(a) of the Fed-
cgl:la)hvinuon Act of 1958 (49 US.C,
1 <

Issued in Washington, D.C,, on June
11, 1965.
DanieL E. BArRrROW,
Chief, Airspace Regulations
and Procedures Division.

[F.R. Doc. 65-6412: Filed, June 17, 10635;
8:47 nm.|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ 47 CFR Part 731
| Docket No. 16006)

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, FM
BROADCAST STATIONS

Notice of Extension of Time To File
Reply Comments

In the matter of amendment of §73.-
202, Table of Assignments, M Broad-
cast Stations (New Albany, Ohio, Deca-
tur, Ind., Elizabethton, Tenn, Ocean
City, N.J., Oakland (Western) Md., Fair-
mont and Keyser, W. Va., Alken, S.C,
and Louisville, Ga., Copperhill, Clinton,
Dayton, and Oak Ridge, Tenn., Winter
Park and Leesburg, Fla., Crossville and
Athens, Tenn, and Tucson, Ariz.),
Docket No. 16006, RM-694, RM-730, RM-
740, RM~743, RM-731, RM-750, RM-T736,
RM-675, RM-745, RM-693, RM-T751,

1. On May 7, 1965, the Commission is-
sued a notice of proposed rule making
(FCC 65-386) in the above-entitled mat-
ter inviting comments on a number of
proposed changes in the FM Table of As-
signments. The time for filing com-
ments in the proceeding was specified as
June 7, 1965, and for filing reply com-
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ments June 18, 1965, On June 10, 1965,
Oakland Radio Station Corp., petitioner
in RM-T31, filed a request for an exten-
sion of time in which to file reply com-
ments from June 18, 1965, to July 18,
1965,

2. Petitioner states that in its request
in RM-731 it proposed the assignment of
Channel 243 to Oakland, Md., and that
two other parties have offered counter-
proposals which would assign this chan-
nel to other communities by making
additional changes in the Table. Peti-
tioner submits that it will need the addi-
tional time to study these counterpro-
posals with a view to seeking a solution
which would obviate the conflicts.

3. We are of the view that the re-
quested extension is warranted in this
case. Accordingly, notice is hereby given
that the time for filing reply comments
in this proceeding, insofar as RM-731
only is concerned, is extended to July 186,
1965.

4. This action is taken pursuant to the
authority contained in sections 4(), 5
(d) (1) and 303(r) of the Communica~
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and
§0.281(d) (8) of the Commission’s rules
and regulations.

Adopted: June 14, 1965.
Released: June 15, 19665.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMISSION,
Bex F. WarLE,
Secretary.
[PR. Doc. 65-6424; PFiled, June 17, 10865;
8:47 am.)

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

[46 CFR Part 521]
[Docket No, 65-21]

TIME FOR FILING AND COMMENTING
ON CERTAIN AGREEMENTS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure
Act (5 US.C. 1003) and sections 15 and
43 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C.
814, 841(a)), that the Federal Maritime
Commission Is considering the promulga-
tion of certain rules and regulations spe-
cifying (1) the time within which ap-
plications for extension of approved
agreements due to terminate by their
own terms, and modifications and can-
cellations of other approved agreements,
must be filed, and (2) the publication of

L
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING

notice of filing of agreements and modi-
fications under section 15, and applica-
tions under section 14(b), and the time
allowed for the filing of comments, pro-
tests, or requests for hearing by inter-
ested persons in regard thereto. Title
46, CFR, would be amended by adding a
new Part 521 as follows:

PART 521—TIME FOR FILING AND
COMMENTING ON CERTAIN
AGREEMENTS

Subpart A—Agreement Provisions
§521.1 Stuatement of policy.

Some approved agreements on file with
the Commission contain a provision
specifying the date for their termination.
In some instances amendments have
been filed with the Commission extend-
ing the termination date of such agree-
ments only a short time before the agree-
ment was due o expire. It Is the
responsibility of the Commission to dis-
approve, cancel or modify, by order,
after notice and hearing, any agreement,
or any modification or cancellation
thereof, whether or not previously ap-
proved by it, that it finds to be unjustly
discriminatory or unfair as between
carriers, shippers, exporters, importers,
or ports, or between exporters from the
United States and their foreign com-
petitors, or to operate to the detriment
of the commerce of the United States,
or to be contrary to the public interest,
or to be In violation of the Shipping Act,
1916, and to approve all other agree-
ments, modifications, or cancellations,
In order to discharge these responsibili-
ties, sufficient time must be allowed for

the Commission to comprehensively
analyze and consider every agreement,
modification, and cancellation to deter-
mine whether or not they are lawful in
the light of the above defined standards,

§521.2 Time within which modifica.
tions and notices of cancellations
must be filed.

In effectuation of the policy set forth
in §521.1, all modifications and/or no-
tices of cancellations of approved agree-
ments between carriers, or between car-
riers and other persons subject to the
Act, or between other persons subject to
the Act, must be filed within the follow-
ing specified times:

(a) Application for extension of an
approved agreement due to terminate
by its own terms, must be filed so that
the Commission will receive the appli-
cation not less than sixty (80) days prior
to the date on which the approved agree-
ment would otherwise terminate,

(b) Modification of an approyed
agreement, other than as desiznated in
(a) hereof, must be filed not less than
sixty (60) days prior to the date it &
intended that action will begin change,
or cease as & result of the provision(y)
of the modification.

(¢) Notice of cancellation of an ap-
proved agreement must be filed not less
than sixty (60) days prior to the effec.
tive date of cancellation unless otherwise
provided for in the agreement.

§ 521.3 Failure to file,

Fallure to file, at least sixty (60) days
in advance of the termination date, an
application for the extenston of an ap-
proved agreement due to terminate by
its own terms, will result in the approved
agreement terminating prior to Commis-
sion action on the filed amendment, un-
less satisfactory justification for waiver
of this provision is submitted.

Subpart B—Notice to Interested
Persons

§ 521.10 Notice of filing of agreements
and modifications under Section 15
of the Aet, and applications under
Section 14(h) of the Act.

{a) Notice to Interested persons: No-
tice to interested persons of the filing of
such agreements, modifications, and ap-
plications shall be given by publication
in the Fepmmar REeaIsTER of the appli-
cant’s name and address, sppropriate
identification by Federal Maritime Com-
mission number, and & statement setting
forth In general terms the provislons of
the agreements, modifications, and appli-
cations, together with a statement estab-
lishing a time limit within which com-
ments, protests, and request for hearing
must be filed by interested persons.

(b) Fallure seasonably to flle com-
ments, protests, or requests for hearing
will be construed as a waiver of opposi-
tion to spproval of such agreements,
modifications, and applications

Interested parties may participate In
this proposed rule making proceeding by
submitting an original and 15 coples of
written statements, data, views, or argu-
ments pertaining thereto and any request
for oral argument to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, not later than
30 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the Froeral REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[sEAL) TroMAs Liss,

Secrelary.

[FR, Doc, 66-6438; Piled, June 17 1965;
8:49 am.)




DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
NEW MEXICO

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands

The Forest Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, has filed an application,
Serial Number New Mexico 0557261, for
the withdrawal of lands described below,
from all forms of appropriation includ-
ing the general mining but not the min-
eral Ieasing laws. The applicant desires
the land for recreation purposes,

For a period of 30 days from the date
of publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments, sugges-
vons, or objections in connection with
the proposed withdrawal may present
thelr views in writing to the undersigned
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, State
Director, Post Office Box 1449, Santa Fe,
N. Mex., 87501,

The authorized officer of the Bureau of
Land Management will undertake such
investigations as are necessary to deter-
mine the existing and potential demand
for the lands and their resources. He
will also undertake negotiations with the
applicant agency with the view of ad-
Justing the application to reduce the area
o the minimum essential to meet the
spplicant’s needs, to provide for the
maximum concurrent utilization of the
lands for purposes other than the ap-
plicant’s, to eliminate lands needed for
purposes more essential than the appli-
cant’s, and to reach agreement on the
toncurrent management of the lands and
thelr resources.

He will also prepare a report for con-
sideration by the Secretary of the In-
terior who will determine whether or not
the lands will be withdrawn as requested
by the Porest Service.

The determination of the Secretary on
the spplication will be published in the
Feoxsar RecisTer, A separate notice will
be sent to each Interested party of record.

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

arThe lands involved in the application
-5

New Mrxico Pamwciear Memmaw, N. Mex.

La Cueva Recrcation Site Extension
TIHN.R4E. :

a2

- 2: Lots 7, 8, ERSERSEYSEY, NY
S SHEWLBWIL,, Wi Wi SWYSEL

A '
Sec.3: Lota 7, 8, BILSE:
Sec. 10: Loty 11, 197 %

Sec. 11: Lota 12, 13, 14, 15, B4 ENE NE Y, ,
Ve WIENELNEY, NWYNWY, SEY
NEL,

_ %endia Crest Tramway Recreation Site
CIIN. R 4E.,
Sec, 11: Lota 16, 17

oo 12: 8% less HES 268 (unsurveyed);
Se0.13: Nig wlmmnr(umurveyed)-y '

Notices

The area described contuins 87426 acres,

MICHAEL T. SOLAN,
Manager,

[PR. Doc. 65-6417; Flled, June 17, 1965;
8:47 am.)

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[ Docket No. 50-1]
IIT RESEARCH INSTITUTE

Notice of Issuance of Facility License
Amendment

Please take notice that the Atomic
Energy Commission has issued, effective
as of the date of issuance, Amendment
No. 7, set forth below, to Facility License
No. R-3, as amended. The License au-
thorizes IIT Rescarch Institute to op-
erate its homogeneous solution type nu-
clear reactor located in Chicago, Iil
The amendment authorizes an increase
to 10 grams from 3.5 grams in the
amount of contained uranium 235 which
may be contained in neutron measuring
instruments incorporated in the facllity,
as described in the application for li-
cense amendment dated May 14, 1965.

The Commission has found that:

(1) The application for amendment
complies with the requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
and the Commission’s regulations set
forth in Title 10, Chapter I, CFR;

(2) The issuance of the amendment
will not be inimical to the common de-
fense and security or to the health and
safely of the public;

(3) Prior public notice of proposed is-
suance of this amendment is not re-
quired since the amendment does not in-
volve significant hazards considerations
different from those previously evaluated,

Within fifteen (15) days from the date
of publication of this notice in the Fep-
ERAL REcisTER, the licensee may file a re-
quest for a hearing and any person whose
interest may be affected by this proceed-
ing may file a petition for leave to inter-
vene. Requests for a hearing and peti-
tions to intervene shall be filed in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice (10 CFR Part
2). If a request for a hearing or a peti-
tion for leave to intervene is filed within
the time prescribed in this notice, the
Commission will issue & notice of hearing
or an appropriate order.

For further detalls with respect to this
amendment, see (1) the licensee’s appli-
cation for leense amendment dated May
14, 1965, and (2) the Safety Evaluation
prepared by the Test and Power Reactor
Safety Branch of the Division of Reactor
Licensing, both of which are available for
public inspection at the Commission's
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C. A copy of item
(2) may be obtained at the Commission’s
Public Document Room or upon request
addressed to the Atomic Energy Com-

mission, Washington, D.C., 20545, Atten-
tion: Director, Divislon of Reactor
Licensing,

Dated at Bethesda, Md,, this 11th day
of June 1965,

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

SauL Leving,
Chief, Test and Power Reactor
Safety Branch, Division of
Reactor Licensing,

| License No. R-3, as amended, Amdt. 7)

License No. R-3, as amended, issued to IIT
Rescarch Institute, Is hereby further
amended in the following respect: Paragraph
2.5(2) is changed to read as follows:

“20.(2) 10 grams of contained uranium
2356 in neutron measuring Instruments in-
corporated in the facllity: and"

This amendment is effective as of tho date
of issuance.

Date of Issunnce: June 11, 1965,
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

SavL LxviNe,
Chief, Test and Power Reactor Safety
Branch, Division of Regctor
Licensing.
[FR. Doc, 65-6434; Plled, June 17, 1965;
8:48 am.,|

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket 16000

S. A. EMPRESA DE VIACAO AEREA
RIO GRANDENSE (VARIG)

Notice of Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that a hearing in the
above-entitled proceeding is assigned to
be held on July 13, 1865, at 10 am,
edst, in Room 1027, Universal Build-
ing, Connecticut and Florida Avenues
NW., Washington, D.C., before the
undersigned Examiner.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 14,
1965.

[sEAL] WaLter W. BRYAR,
Hearing Examiner.
[FR. Doc. 65-6423; PFiled, June 17, 1965;
B8:47a.m.|

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

| OE Docket No. 65-80-5
CORAL TELEVISION CORP.

Order Entering Final Determination of
Hazard to Air Navigation

The Coral Television Corp., Miami,
Fla., submitted a petition for public
hearing (30 F.R, T121) pursuant to
§ 77.37 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions, in appeal of the Determination of
Hazard to Alr Navigation issued in OE
Docket No. 65-80-5 (30 F.R, 5396), for
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the proposed construction of a television
antenna structure near Key Blscayne,
Fla.

The case file and petition have been
fully examined. It has been determined
that the grounds offered in the petition
as the basis for obtaining a public hear-
ing do not constitute adequate founda-
tions for the grant of a hearing, There-
fore, pursuant to § 77.37, Federal Avia-
tion Regulations, the petition for a pub-
lic hearing Is hereby denied and the De-
termination of Hazard to Air Navigation
issued In OE Docket No, 65-80-5 is
final as of this date.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
10, 1965,
N. E. Hauasy,
Administrator.

[FR. Doc. 65-68413; Filed, June 17, 10685;
8:47am.)

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ Docket No. 15007; FOC 66M-773]

LAMPASAS BROADCASTING CORP.
(KCYL)

Order Continving Hearing

In re application of Lampasas Broad-
casting Corp. (KCYL), Lampasas, Tex.,
Docket No. 15997, Flle No. BP-16383:
for construction permit,

To formalize the agreements and rul-
ings made on the record at a prehearing
conference held on June 14, 1865, in the
above-entitied matter concerning the
future conduct of this proceeding;

It i3 ordered, This 14th day of June
1965, that:

Exchange of exhibits is scheduled for
August 16, 1965;

Exchange of rebuttal exhibits, if any,
is scheduled for September 24, 1965;

Notification of witnesses is scheduled
for September 30, 1965; and

Hearing presently scheduled for July
14, 1865, is continued to October 5, 1965,

Released: June 15, 1065.
FepErAL COMMUNICATIONS

COoMMISSION,
[sEAL] Bex F. WarLe,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 065-6425; Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:47nm.]

[Docket No. 14040; PCC 65M-770)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ET AL.

Order Scheduling Hearing

Regarding United States of America,
by the Administrator of General Services,
Washington, D.C., complainant v. Amer-
ican Telephone and Telegraph Co. et al.,
defendants, Docket No. 14040,

It is ordered, This 11th day of June
1865, that Arthur A. Giladstone shall
serve as the presiding officer in the
above-entitled proceeding; that the
hearings therein shall commence at 10

NOTICES

am,, on July 27, 1965; and that a pre-
hearing conference shall be convened at
10 am., on June 30, 1965; anad, it is fur-
ther ordered, That all proceedings shall
be held in the Offices of the Commission,
Washington, D.C.

Released: June 14, 1965.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

CoOMMISSION,
[sEAL] BN F, Warre,
Secretary.
[FR, Doc. 65-8428; Piled, June 17, 1965;
8:47 am.)

[Docket No. 14040; FCC 65-508)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
ET AL

Memorandum Opinion and Order As-
signing Matter for Public Hearing

Regarding United States of America,
by the Administrator of General Services,
Washington, D.C., complainant v. Amer-
ican Telephone and Telegraph Co. et al.}
defendants, Docket No. 14040,

The Commission has before it:

(1) The above-entitled formal com-
plaint flled April 5, 1961, by the Admin-
istrator of General Services (GSA) on
behalf of the executive agencies of the
United States requesting damages from
the American Telephone and Telegraph
Co. (AT. & T.) and 30 other communica-
tions carriers for alleged unlawful
charges for private line services fur-
mst;ed to complainant since September
1, 1856;

(2) Answers to the above-entitled com-
plaint filed by AT. & T. and the Bell
System companles on May 11, 1961, by
the Carolina Telephone and Telegraph
Co. on May 11, 1961, and by the Lemhi
Telephone Co., on May 12, 1961;

(3) A Motion To Dismiss filed May 11,
1961, by AT. & T. and the defendant Bell
System companies requesting the Com-
mission to dismiss the above-entitled
complaint; and

(4) An opposition to the Motion To
Dismiss filed by complainant on June 1,
1961, and the reply to such opposition
filed by AT. & T, and the defendant Bell
System companies on June 12, 1961,

2. Complainant alleges that section
203(c) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, has been violated by
defendants in that (&) complainant
makes extensive use of both single and
multiple line circuits of defendants and
since September 1, 1956, defendants have
demanded and collected payment from
complainant for multiple private line
services and channels at the higher rates
set forth in AT, & T, Tarifl FCC Nos, 135
(hereafter referred to as Tariff 135) and
AT. & T. Tarill FCC No. 208 (hereafter
referred to as Tariff 208) for single pri-
vate line telephone and telegraph chan-
nels and services rather than at the
lower rates set forth In the AT. & T,
Tariff FCC 231 (hereafter referred to as
Tariff 231), applicable to multiple pri-
vate line services and channels; and in
that (b) defendants have failed or re-
fused, in other instances, to apply Tariff

iSeec App. A.

231 without a prior, specific reques
therefor.

3. Complainant further alleges that
section 202 of the Act has been violatad
by the defendants in that complainang
has requested defendants to consider and
treat complainant as a single customer
in the application of Tariff 23! but the
defendants have failled and refused g
do so and such failure has subjected com.
plainant to undue or unreasonable prefy-
dice or disadvantage in charges for com.
munication services so as to constitute
unjust and unreasonable discrimination
against complainant.

4. Complainant further allczes that
section 201 of the Act has been violated
by defendants fn that (a) defendants
failure or refusal automatically to apply
Tariff 231 to complainant's vse of mul-
tiple channel services has resulted In
payment of excessive, unreasonable and
unlawful charges and in that (b) de-
fendants’ faflure to recognize complain-
ant as a single customer for the applica-
tion of Tariff 231 has lkewise resulted
in payment of excessive, unreasonsble,
and unlawful charges.

5. In an appendix to the complaint,
complainant detalls a partial Nsting of
the damages resulting from the alleged
violations of the Act in a total amount of
approximately $84,938.50, and, because
of the asserted impracticability of item-
izing all of the damages, complainant
requests the Commission to undertake
and supervise an audit to ascertain and
fix the exact amount of damages, with
an unspecified amount of interest, to be
awarded complainant,

6. AT. & T. and the Bell System de-
fendants (hereafter referred to ns AT,
& T.) In their joint answer deny any vio-
lation of the Act and allege affirmatively
that Tariff 231 1s a separate and distinet
service offering different from that of-
fered In Tarlffs 135 and 208; that AT. &
T. has at all times been ready and willing
to accept orders from departments and
agencies of the US. Government for
service under Tariff 231 when properly
tendered by those having authority to do
50, and has at all times been ready and
willing to treat the total of all Govern-
ment agencies as a single customer U
the Government would undertake the
necessary administrative steps to order
its services In such way; that Tariff 231
cannot be applied automatically in the
absence of an order for service there-
under; that the varlous agencies of the
United States cannot be treated as 8 &ln-
gle customer unless they order service 8s
a single customer; that the complaint 8
barred by the limitations of section 413
(¢) of the Communications Aot of 1934,
as amended (hereafter referred to @5
section 415(c) ), since all of the specific
allegations of overcharge appended 10
the complaint relate to matters over 1
year old; and that the genersl alicgd-
tions of unspecified damages do not meet
the requirements of the Com:xx:sexo{';;
rules governi the detalls that shou¥
go into formal complaints. .

7. Defendant Lemhi Telephone CE}.
specifically adopts the answer of :\.T,-r‘j. &
and The Carolina Telephone and T60-
graph Co., in a separate answer, Ta%
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essentially the same points asserted by

T.8T.

As_ AT. & T. moves to dismiss the com-
plaint on the grounds that: (1) As a
matter of law, Tariff 231 does not apply
unless the customer orders service there-
under: (2) Tariff 231 is a separate and
distinct service offering, not an alterna-
tive rate schedule, with significant differ-
ences between the offering under Tariff
231 and services under Tariffs 135 and
208; (3) there is no allegation of facts
in the complaint showing that the de-
fendants have refused to apply Tariff 231
when properly requested to do so; (4)
the Commission has no jurisdiction of
the complaint under the limitations im-
posed by section 415; and (5) the com-
plaint seeks alleged overcharges without
pleading them with the specificity re-
quired by the Commission’s rules,

9, Complainant opposes the Motion To
Dismiss on the grounds that: (a) There
is no requirement in Tariff 231 that the
customer must specifically request the
application of Tariff 231 and defendants
must therefore automatically collect
charges named in tariffs applicable to the
service involved; (b) there are no real
differences between the single and mul-
tiple channel service offerings except the
rates; (¢) the Government is one per-
son; (d) the limitation provisions of sec-
tion 415¢¢) do not apply to the US.
Government under the traditional im-
munity of the Government to statutes of
limitation; and (e) it Is not practicable
for complainant to be more specific in its
allegations of damages because of the
number of channels and services and the
resulting billings which are involved.

10. Upon careful review of the plead-
ings we are persuaded that, unless the
above-entitled complaint is barred by
the time limitations imposed by section
415(c) the complaint and answers pre-
sent issues which, In part at least, as
hereafter discussed, should be investi-
gated and determined by means of a pub-
lic hearing, Therefore, we shall first
furn our attention to the contentions of
the parties with respect to the applica-
bllity of section 416(e).

1L, Section 415(c), in pertinent part,
reads as follows:

For recovery of overcharges action at law
shall be begun or complaint filed with the
Commission agalnst carriers within 1 year
frum the time the cause of mction acorues,
Z‘d NOt ufter, * * * 40 US.C. 415(c), 1958

At‘tordm{: fo the legislative history of the
Communications Act, section 415(c) was
adapted from section 16(3) of the Inter-
;mtc Commerce Act, as it then existed in
934 and as it then applied to both com-
m“f)lcatxoxls and transportation, with
logyo8. 415(c)_shortening the period of
- tation applicable to communications
pices from 2 years to 1 year. Senate
port No. 781, 78 Cong., 2d Session,
Page 11 (1934) ; House Report No. 850,
* Song., 2d Session, page 8 (1934),
g The tabulation appended to the
S Dlglm lists the billings in dispute as
poe d‘"”qmz between September 1, 1956,
ovember 27, 1959; the latter date
5 lgs l;xorc- than a year prior to the April
Thus filing date of the complaint.
5 AT. & T. argues that section
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415(¢) bars the complaint. In support
of this argument, AT. & T, relies upon
cases that have held, with respect to
nongovernmental parties, that section
16(3) of the Interstate Commerce Act,
49 U.S.C. 16(3), 1958 ed., hereafter re-
ferred to as section 16(3), defines the
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce
Commission, US. Ex. Rel. Louisville
Cement Co. v. Interstate Commerce
Comm'n., 246 U.S. 638 (1918) ; Midstate
Horticultural Co. Inc. v. Pennsylvania
R.R. Co., 320 US. 356 (1943) and AT,
& T. maintains that, since section
415¢(c) of the Communications Act of
1034 is patterned after section 16(3),
those decisions are binding upon the
Commission in respect to this claim. In
opposition, GSA contends that the 1-
year limitation imposed by section 415(c)
is not applicable where the Government
is the complainant, since statutes of limi-
tations do not run against the Govern-
ment unless Congress has clearly mani-
fested its intent that they shall apply
to the Government and that Congress
has not so expressed that intent in the
limitation provisions of section 415(c).
GSA relies principally upon the decision
in United States v. DeQueen and East-
ern RR. Co., 271 F. 2d 597 (8th Cir.
1959) and cases cited In that decision.

13. This is & question of first impres-
sion with this Commission and assist-
ance and guidance in resolving the ques-
tion must be drawn from the legislative
history of section 16(3) from which sec-
tion 415(¢c) was adapted, and from the
construction that has been placed upon
section 16(3), and similar statutes of
limitations, by the Interstate Commerce
Commission and the courts.

14. The Interstate Commerce Com-
mission has held that section 16(3), as
originally enacted and as it existed when
section 415 of our Act was adopted, was
applicable fo complaints for overcharges
filed by the United States against rafl-
road carriers. United States v. Director
General, 80 ICC 143 (1923), United
States v. Southern Ry. Co., 286 ICC 203
(1952). However, the rationale of these
rulings by the Interstate Commerce
Commission has not been accepted by
the courts that have been called upon to
construe the same or analogous statutory
provisions.

15. In the DeQueen Case, supra, the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Cir-
cuit dealt with the application of section
16(3) to a claim by the Commodity
Credit Corporation against a railroad for
overcharges and held that traditional
governmental immunity from statutes of
limitation and laches applied to claims
for overcharges by the Government un-
less Congress clearly manifested an in-
tention to make the statutes applicable
to Government suits, and, since there
was no such expressed policy in section
16(3), it was held by the court to be in-
applicable to the Government’s ¢laim for
overcharges. Following the DeQueen
Case, the US. District Court for the
Southern District of New York, in
United States v. Yale Transport Corp.,
184 F. Supp. 42 (S.D.N.Y. 1960), adopted
the reasoning of the DeQueen Case and
held that section 204(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act, the companion motor
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carrier statute of limitation, was inap-
plicable to a Government suit for over-
charges against a motor carrier. Simi-
larly, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
10th Circuit, in Stewart v. United States,
327 F. 2d 201 (10th Cir. 1964) , considered
precisely the same question, and stated
that “while there is certainly room for
doubt * * * we will adopt the reasoning
of DeQueen and Yale Transport, as con-
sistent with traditional notions of gov-
ernmental immunity, in the absence of
an expressed congressional intent to
subject the Government to such limita-
tions" and thereupon held that the same
motor carrier statute of limitations could
not be interposed as a jurisdictional bar
to & Government claim for overcharges.

16. All of the decisions cited in the
foregoing paragraphs pertained to cases
arising prior to 1958 when Congress made
significant amendments in section 16(3) .
Thus, in 1958 Congress amended section
16(3) by adding the following new para-
graph:

(1) The provisions of this paragraph (3)
shall extend to and embrace all transporta-
tion of property or passengers for or on be-
half of the United States In connection with
any sction brought before the Commlission
or any court by or asgainst carriers subject
to this chapter: Provided, however, That
with respect to such transportation of prop-
erty or passengers for or on behalf of the
United States, the periods of lmitation
herein provided shall be extended to Include
3 years from the date of (A) payment of
charges for the transportation involved, or
(B) subsequent refund for overpayment of
such charges, or (C) deduction made under
section 66 of this title, whichever is later.
72 Stat, 859, 860, 40 US.C. §16(3)(c)ll),
1056 ed.

Similar amendments were made in all
of the other companion statutes of
limitations in the Interstate Commerce
Act, 49 US.C. 394a, 808, 1006a, 1958 ed,
Therefore, while section 16(3) and its
associated statutes have been amended
since 1934 specifically to subject the gov-
ernment expressly to the application of
these statutes of limitations, no such
amendment has been made by Congress
in section 415 of the Communications
Act.

17. Before discussing further the 1958
amendments, the problem before us can
be viewed in better perspective by con-
sidering the other side of the statutory
coln as it existed prior to the 1953
amendments. Section 16(3) applied
both to sults by shippers against carriers
for overcharges and to suits by carriers
against shippers for undercharges.
Prior to 1958, section 16(3) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act was uniformly con-
strued by the UBS. Court of Claims as
being inapplicable to suits brought by
raflroad carriers against the Govern-
ment for undercharges in the Court of
Claims. Southern Pacific Co. v. United
States, 62 Ct. Cl. 391 (1926); Seaboard
Alr Line R.R. Co. v. United States, 113
Ct. CL 437, 83 F. Supp. 1012 (1948);
Union Pacific RR. Co. v. United States,
114 Ct. Cl. 714, 86 F. Supp. 907 (1949).
Se¢ also: United States v. Western
Pacific Railroad Co., 352 US. 59; 1 L.
Ed. 2d. 126 (1956). The Court of Claims
consistently ruled that section 16(3) of
the ICC Act, as it was worded prior to
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1958 did not apply to suits against the
Government in the Court of Claims not-
withstanding that section 16(3) stated
expressly, as does section 415 of our Act,
that all actions at law by carriers for
recovery of undercharges should be
brought within the prescribed period.
Instead the Court of Claims has held
that the 6-year statute of limitations,
applicable generally to suits filed in the
Court of Claims, should apply in all
suits by carriers against the Government
:gr undercharges. 28 U.S.C. 2501, 1958

18. As a consequence of the foregoing
Court decisions, Congress, as heretofore
stated, amended section 16(3) and its
companion provisions in 1958 so as to
make them apply specificially and ex-
pressly to suits by the Government
ngainst carriers for overcharges. At
the same time Congress balanced the
equities and changed the other side of
the coin s0 as to Impose upon the car-
riers the same limitations in their suits
against the Government as would there-
after apply to suits by the Government.
The legislative history of the amend-
ments Indicates clearly that Congress
recognized that all these interrelated
statutes of limitations, as they were prior
to 1958, had o be amended if the limi-
tations of section 16(3) were to be made
applicable to the Government, The
Senate Committee report includes the
following statement:

In the interest of falrnesa to all concerned,
the Committoe belleves that o 2-year statute
of limitations, now applicable to commereial
shippers, should be applied to shipments and
transportation of persons by the Govern-
meont, Likewise, It believes that carriers
subject to the Act should be clearly bound
by the same 2-year period of Mmitations
rather than the G-yoar period now avallable
to the carriers for suits against the Govern-
ment. Senate Report No. 334, 85th Con-
gress, Socond Session, U.S, Code, Congres-
slonal and Administrative News, 1958, puge
3925,

19, With the foregoing precedents
and legislative history before us, it seems
clear that we are constrained to adopt
the view that section 415(¢), which has
not been amended to apply specifically
to the Government, does not apply to the
complaint herein. Moreover, the U.S,
Supreme Court has laid down the prin-
ciples that statutes which in general
terms divest preexisting rights do not
apply to the sovereign unless specifically
named, United States v. United Mine
Workers, 330 U.S. 258 (1947, and that
any statute or rule that ¥mits the right
of the sovereign must be strictly con-
strued in favor of the soverelgn. Du-
pont de Nemours and Co, v. Davis, 264
U.S, 456 (1029).

20. We find and conclude, therefore,
on the basis of all of the foregoing that
section 415(c) is inapplicable to the
above-entitled complaint,

21. With respect to the remaining
grounds for dismissal set forth in the
motion there is one other that should
be disposed of at this time. AT. & T.
takes the position that there are sig-
nificant differences between the offerings
under Tariff 231 and the offerings under
Tariffs 135 and 208 and complainant al-
leges that they are like service. We see
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no need to try this issue in the hearing
that we are ordering in the Yight of the
Commission's decision In the Private
Line Rate Case that the services in Tariff
FCC 231 are like those offered In Tariffs
FCC 135 and 208, (34 FCC 217, 319).

22. Finally, we shall dispose at this
time of one further point raised by the
pleadings. Complainant asks the Com-
mission to supervise an audit to deter-
mine the amount of damages over and
above those specifically pleaded in the
complaint. We believe that this request
should be denfed and that complainant
should file whatever further or addi-
tional complaints it may wish to file
setting out, in the detall required by our
rules, such other and additional damages
which it may wish to claim so that de-
fendants may have an adeguate oppor-
tunity to answer any such further or
additional claims and be heard thereon.,

ORDER

Accordingly, it is ordered, That pur-
suant to sections 206 through 209 of the
Communications Act of 1934, a public
hearing shall be held at a time and place
hereinafter designated on the issues
presented by the above-entitled Com-
plaint and Answers thereto, except for
those issues specifically excluded by the
following ordering paragraphs hereof;

It is jurther orderéd, That defendants’
plea that section 415(¢) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934 bars the above-
entitled complaint is hereby denied:

It is further ordered, That defendants’
plea that the offerings and services under
AT, & T, Tarifl FCC 231 are significantly
different from the offerings and services
under A.T. & T. Tariffs FCC 135 and 208
is hereby denied;

It s further ordered, That the request
of complainant for the Commission to
supervise an audit to determine the al-
leged damages not specifically pleaded in
the complaint shall be and the same is
hereby denied;

It is further ordered, That defendants'
Motion To Dismiss is hereby denied but
without prejudice to reasserting those
contentions therein that are not spe-
cifically disposed of in the foregoing
ordering paragraphs; and

It is further ordered, That a copy of
this order shall be served upon the
complainant and all defendants herein.

Adopted: June 9, 1065.
Released: June 15, 1965.

FroEraL COMMUNICATIONS
CommissioN,*
Bex F. WarLe,
Secretary.

APFERDIX A
DEFENDANTS (CONCURRING CARIIERS)
Bell Telephone Co. of Nevada; San Franclsco,
cant

Bell Telephone Co. of Pennsylvania, The;
Philadelphis, Pn,

Camden Rural Telephone Co.; Camden, Mich.

Carolina Telephone and Telegraph Co.; Tar-
baro, N.C.

Chesapeake and Potomac Telophone Co,, The:
Washington, D.C,

Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Co. of
Maryland, The; Baltimore, Md.

[sEAL)

* Commissioner Bartley absent; Commis-
sloner Loevinger abstaining from voting.

Chesspeake and Potomac Telephone Cq ot
Virginig, The; Richmond, Va.

Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Qo ol
West Virginia, The; Charleston, W, Va

Cinclannat! and Suburban Bell Telephone Co,
The: Cincinnaty Ohlo.

Citizens Telephone Co,; Covington, Ky,

Diamond State Telephone Co., The: Phil.
delphisa, Pa,

Harrison Tolephone Co., The; Harrison, Ohly

Illinols Bell Telephone Co,; Chicago, 1L

Indiana Bell Telephoue Co,, Inc; Indlanapo.
s, Ind,

Lembl Telephone Co.; Bt, Paul, Miny,

Michigan Bell Telephone Co.; Detrolt, Mich

Mountain States Telephone and Trelegraph
Co,, The; Denver, Colo,

New England Telephone and Telegraph Oo;
Boston, Mass

New Jersey Bell Telephone Co,; Newark, ¥J.

New York Telephone Co.; New York, N.Y,

Norfolk and Carclina Telephone and Tele-
graph Co,, The; Elsabeth City, N0,

Norfolk and Carolina Telephone and Tel.
graph Co, of Virginia, The; Elizabeth City,
NC

mmm Bell Telephone Co,; Omahs,
Nebr.,

Ohio Bell Telephone Co, The; Cleveland,
Ohlo,

Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Co., The,
San Francisco, Calif,

Rio Virgin Telephone Co., Inc; Mesquite,
Nevy.

Southern Bell Telephone snd Telegraph Co.
Atlanta, Ga.

Southorn New England Telephone Co, The
New Haven, Conn.

Southwestern Bell Telephone Co; Si. Louls,

Mo.
Wisconsin Telephone Co.; Milwaukee, Wis,

[F.R, Doc. 85-6427; Piled, June 17, 1865
8:47 amm.)

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

{Docket No. 65-20]

WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN AND
ADRIATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLAN-
TIC RANGE CONFERENCE

Notice of Investigation and Hearing
Regarding Agreement

The West Coast of Italy, Sicilian and
Adriatic Ports/North Atlantic Range
Conference (W.ILN.A.C.), operates under
approved Agreement 2846-13. The Com-
mission has information Indicating that
the Conference has failed to admil
promptly to Conference membership
Admiralty Lines, Ltd., a Liberian corpo-
ration which is represented by Infersess
Shipping Corp. in the United States, 1o
accordance with the provisions of Article
25 of sald Agreement 2846-13.

Admiralty Lines, Ltd., operates time-
chartered vessels of Norwegian registy
in the Mediterranean trade, and has filed
a tarilf with the Federal Maritime Com}
mission pursuant to section 18(b) (1)
the Shipping Act, 1916, naming m:;.:
and charges in this and other lmd?,ﬁ 1
which it offers and advertises service.

Admiralty Lines, Ltd,, has applied 101;
membership in WINAC. and has m_
been admitted thereto. Sinceitisa nc_>ln
conference line offering direct serv c;
from Italian ports to United States an
Atlantic ports, it has been unable »
obtain profitable cargoes duc to (al
maintenance by the Conference of a du
rate system. This applicant nwmfsc"]‘.’
have the qualifications necessary W
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gage In common carrier operations in
this trade and to have met the require-
ments of Article 25 of the Conference
agreement with respect to admission to
Conference membership.

Whereas, section 15 of the Shipping
Act, 1016, provides, in efTect, that no
sgreement shall continue to be approved
if it falls to provide reasonable and
cqual terms and conditions for admis-
slon to conference membership, and

Wherees, the Commission’s General
Order 9 (46 CFR 523.1) et seq., sets forth
rules to effectuate and implement the
foregoing provisions of section 15 of the
Shipping Act, 1916, and provides, in sec-
Hon523.2(c), that:

Yo carrier which has complied with the
conditions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section shall be denled admission or readmis-
gon to memberzhip,

Now therefore, it is ordered, That, pur-
suant to sections 15 and 22 of the Act,
an investigation be and is hereby insti-
tuted to determine whether continued
approval should be given to Agreement
No. 2846-13.

It is further ordered, That the member
lines of Agreement 2846-13, as listed in
Appendix A below, are hereby made re-
spondents in this proceeding; and

It is fjurther ordered, That the matter
be assigned for hearing before an ex-
sminer of the Commission's Office of
Hearing Examiners at a date and place
to be hereafter determined and an-
nounced by the Chief Examiner; and

It iy further ordered, That a copy of
this order be served upon the respond-
ents and published in the FEpErAL REG-
I5TER; and

It is further ordered, That persons
other than respondents who desire to
become parties to this proceeding and to
participate herein shall promptly notify
the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com-
misslon, Washington, D.C., 20573, and
tall file with the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, & petition for
leave to intervene in accordance with
Rule 5(n) of the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure on or before June
%, 1965, with copy to each of the re-
ipondents

It is further ordered, That all future
notices issued by or on behalf of the
Commission in this proceeding, including
notlee of time and place of hearing or
prehearing conference, shall be mailed
directly to all parties of record.

By order of the Commission,

(sgar) THOMAS List,
Secretary,
APPENDIX A

An;.v«.f_-:n Export Isbrandtsen Lines, Inc., 26
Am;’i‘ﬂl:'ﬁ-\y. New York, N.Y., 10004.
m:”“m President Lines, Ltd,, 601 Califor-
S Street, San Prancisco 8, Callf.
m?{"an!o Fabre Soclete Generale de Trans-
an'nln ritimes, Commander Shipping Co,,
NY -{‘\Ohﬁf:vms. 17 State Street, New York,
Concardsa 11
ﬁ::m(;:nl(‘.‘-lvt? Bolse-Griffin Stesmahip Co.,
York, § .-Al:)".‘\g(?nu, 80 Broad Street, New
C;ﬁ"_lbéc‘!:-::b_m[\’ronn, Peralta Shipping
New Yary .\‘Yl_ mg)eor’lu, 85 Broad Street,

No. 117— 10

FEDERAL REGISTER

Glacomo Costa Fu Andrea, Overseas Con-
solidated Co., Ltd.,, General Agents, 26
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004,

Hansa Line-Deutsche Dampfschifffahrte,
Gesellschaft “Hansa,” F, W, Hartmann &
Co., Ino., General Agents, 120 Wall Street,
New York, N.Y., 10005.

“Italla' Societa per Azionl de Navigazione
(Italian Line), 1 Whitehall Street, New
York, N.Y., 10004,

Hellenic Lines, Ltd., 30 Broadway, New York,
N.Y., 10008,

Moller-Maersk Line, AP., Moller Steamship
Co., Inc., Genernl Agents, 67 Broad Street,
New York, N.Y., 10004.

National Hellenic-American Line, Cosmo-
politan Shipping Co., Inc., General Agents,
42 Broadway, New York, N.Y., 10004.

Prudential Lines, Inc., 1 Whitehall Street,
New York, N.Y,, 10004,

Van Nievelt Goudrinan & Co.s Stoomvaart
Maatschappl] N.V. (Constelintion Line),
Constellation Navigation Inc, General
Agents, 85 Broad Street, New York, N.Y,,
10004

Villain and Fassio E, Compagnias Interna-
zional, Di Genova (Fassio Line), Norton,
Lilly, and Co., Inc., General Agents, 26
Beaver Street, Now York, N.Y., 10004,

Jugoslavenska Linljska Plovidba (Jugolin-
ija), Cross Ocean Shipping Co., Inc,, Gen-
eral Agents, 17 Battery Place, New York,
N.Y., 10004,

Zim Israel Navigation Co., Ltd., American-
Israell Shipping Co,, Inc., General Agents,
42 Brondway, New York, N.Y,, 10004,

[FP.R. Doc. 065-6439; Piled, June 17, 1965;

8:49 am.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[811-922)
CHATHAM CORP,

Notice of Filing of Application for Or-
der Declaring Company Has
Ceased To Be an Investiment Com-
pany

JuUse 14, 1965,

Notice Is hereby given that an appli-
cation has been filed by Chatham Corp.,
formerly Townsend Corp. of America
("applicant”), 38 Chatham Road, Short
Hills, N.J., a Delaware corporation and
a closed-end, nondiversified manage-
ment investment company registered
under the Investment Company Act of
1940 (“Act™), seeking an order pursuant
to section 8(f) of the Act declaring that
the applicant has ceased to be an invest-
ment company. All interested persons
are referred to the application on file
with the Commission for & full statement
of the representations therein which are
summarized below.

Effective December 31, 1964, Townsend
Management Co. (“TMC™) and Resort
Alrlines, Inc., were merged into the ap-
plicant, which became the surviving cor-
poration under its present name. In
proceedings entitled Securities & Ex-
change Commission v, Townsend Corp. of
America et al. (D.N.J., Civil Action No.
336-61), it was ordered, among other
things, that the applicant divest itself of
various investment securities, and submit
to vote of its shareholders a proposal to
authorize a change in the nature of the
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applicant’s business so as to cease to be
an investment company and to file
the instant application. The application
states that on April 8, 1965, the ap-
plicant’s sharcholders authorized such
actions,

The applicant states that the nature

of its business has so changed that it is
no longer an investment company as
defined in section 3(a) of the Act, and
that it does not propose to engage in
activities which would constitute it an
investment company within the pro-
visions of that section. With particular
reference to section 3(a) (3) of the Act,
the applicant represents that the value
of its investment securities is substan-
tially less than 40 per centum of the
value of the releyant assets described
in such section. The applicant states
that its investment securities consist of
(1) 40,000 shares of the Class B common
stock of Federated Investors, Inc., which
it has been ordered to divest, and which
it intends actively to seek to do, (i)
5,000 shares of the common stock of
Townsend Growth Fund, Inc., which are
expected to be liquidated in due course
in connection with pending proceedings
with respect to that company under
chapter X of the Bankruptcy Act, and
(ii1) a nominal amount of interests in
producing ofl and gas leases. The bulk
of the applicant’s other assets consists
of cash, U.S. Treasury Bills, and se-
curities of majority or wholly owned
subsidiary companies in the broadcast-
ing, engraving-printing, and recreation
resort businesses.
Notice is further given that any in-
terested person may, not later than July
2, 1965, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com-
mission in writing a request for a hearing
on the matter accompanied by a state-
ment as to the nature of his interest, the
reason for such request and the issues
of fact or law proposed to be contro-
verted, or he may request that he be
notified If the Commission shall order a
hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C., 20649, A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (airmalil if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon the applicant at
the address stated above. Proof of such
service (by affidavit or in case of an
attorney-at-law by certificate) shall be
filed contemporaneously with the re-
quest., At any time after such date, as
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and
regulations promulgated under the Act,
an order disposing of the application
herein may be issued by the Commission
upon the basis of the information stated
in sald application unless an order for
hearing upon said application shall
be issued upon request or upon the
Commission’s own motion.

For the Commission
delegated suthority).

[8EAL] OryaL L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 85-6414. Filed, June 17, 1965;
8:47 am.|

(pursuant to
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

June 15, 1965.

Protests to the granting of an applica~
tion must be prepared in accordance with
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of practice
(49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days
from the date of publication of this
notice in the FEpEraL REGISTER.

LoNg-AND-SHORT HAUL

FSA No, 39838—Joint motor-rail
rates—Eastern Central. Filed by The
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, Inc., agent (No. 343), for interested
carriers. Rates on commodities moving
on class and commodity rates over joint
routes of applicant rail and motor car-
riers, between points in central States
territory, on the one hand, and points
in middle Atlantic and New England
territories, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tarifl—26th revised page 47-A to
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, Inc., agent, tariff MP-1.C.C. A-230,

FSA No. 38839—Joint motor-rail
rates—Eastern Central. Filed by The
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, Inc,, agent (No. 344), for interested
carriers. Rates on commodities moving
on class and commodity rates over joint
routes of applicant rail and motor car-
riers, between points in middle Atlantic
and New England territories, on the one
hand, and points in central States, mid-
dlewest and southwestern territories, on
the other.

Grounds for rellef—Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tariff—26th . revised page 47-A to
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, Inec., agent, tariff MF-I.C.C. A-230,

FSA No. 30840—Joint motor-rail
rates—Eastern Central. Filed by The
Eastern Central Motor Carrlers Associ-
ation, Inc., agent (No. 345), for inter-
ested carriers. Rates on commodities
moving on class and commodity rates
over joint routes of applicant rafl and
motor carriers, between points in middle
Atlantic and New England territories, on
the one hand, and points in central
s&::ss. and middlewest territories, on the
other.

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com-
petition,

Tariff—26th revised page 47-A to
Eastern Central Motor Carrlers Associa-
tion, Inc,, agent, tariff MF-I1.C.C. A-230.

FSA No. 39841-—Joint motor-rail
rates—Eastern Central. Filed by The
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa-
tion, Inc., agent (No. 346), for inter-
ested carriers. Rates on commodities
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moving on class and commodity rates
over joint roptes of applicant rail and
motor carriers, between points in central
States territory, on the one hand, and
points In middie Atlantic and New Eng-
land territories, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tariff—35th revised page 222 to East-
ern Central Motor Carriers Association,
Inc., agent, tariff MF-I1.C.C. A-230.

FSA No. 39842—Joint motor-rail
rates—Eastern Central. Flled by The
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associ-
ation, Inc., agent (No, 347), for inter-
ested carriers, Rates on commodities
moving on class and commodity rates
over joint routes of applicant rail and
motor carriers, between points in middle
Atlantic and New England territories, on
the one hand, and points in middlewest
and southwestern territories, on the
other,

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com-
petition.

Tariff—35th revised page 222 to East-
ern Central Motor Carriers Association,
Inc., agent, tarif MF-I.C.C, A-230.

FSA No. 39843—Liquefied petroleum
gas from points in Oklahoma. Filed by
Southwestern  Freight Bureau, agent
(No. B-8741), for interested rail carriers.
Rates on llquefied petroleum gas (in-
cluding butane or propane), in tank car-
loads, from Hocker, Laverne, and Mo-
cane, Okla., on the M-K-T Railroad, and
Beaver, Hough, and Stralght, Okla., on
the BM&E, to points in Nlinois Freight
Assoclation, southern, southwestern, and
western trunkline territories.

Grounds for relief—Emergency rout-
ing of traffic.

FSA No. 39844—Joint motor-rail
rates—Central and Southern. Filed by
The Central and Southern Motor Freight
Tarlff Association, Inc., agent (No, 93),
for interested carriers. Rates on com-
modities moving on class and commodity
rates over joint routes of applicant rail
and motor carriers, from and to points
in Illinols and Missourl, on the one hand,
and points in southern territory, on the
other.

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com-
petition,

Tarif—Supplement 58 to Central and
Southern Motor Freight Tarlff Associ-
ation, Inc,, agent, tariff MFP-1.C.C. 286.

FSA No. 30845—Asphalt to points in
North Dakota. Filed by Western Trunk
Line Committee, agent (No. A-2409), for
interested rail carriers, Rates on as-
phalt (asphaltum) , natural, byproduct or
petroleum, other than paint, stain or
varnish, also road oil and wax tailings,
in tank carloads, from Casper, Cody, Sin-
clair, and Thermopolis, Wyo., to specified
u Grounds for relief—Market competi-

on.

Tarifl—Supplement 8 to Western
Trunk Line Commitiee, agent, tariff
I1C.C. A-4572.

FSA No, 39846—Chlorine to Doe Run
Ky. Flled by O. W. South, Jr., sgen
(No. A4706), for Interested rail carrjpry
Rates on liquefied chlorine, in tank cqr.
loads, subject to minimum shipmens o
275 tons of 2,000 pounds, from Saltyijs
Va., to Doe Run, Ky. y

Grounds for rellef—Market competi.
tion.,

Tariff—Supplement 13 to Southem
Freight Assoclation, agent, tariff 10g
S-5117.

FSA No. 39847—Wheat flour to points
in southerm terrifory. Filed by O, W
South, Jr., agent (No. A4705), {or o
terested rail carriers, Rates on whest
flour, In carloads, from Decatur, Gun.
tersville, and Sheffield, Als, Chatla-
nooga, and Knoxville, Tenn. (applicabls
on shipments from beyvond by rafl), &
points in southern territory.

Grounds for relief—Ex-barce rate re-
lationship.

Tariff —Supplement 29 to Southern
Freight Association, agent, lariff 100
5-478.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Bentaa F. Anues,
Acting Sccrelary,

|F.R. Doc. 85-8420; Filed, Jupe 17, 18&
B:47 am.)

[Second Rev. 8.0, 563; Pfahler's ICO
Order 170, Amdt. 3)

GEORGIA & FLORIDA RAILWAY
Diversion and Rerouting of Troffic

Upon further consideration of
Pfahler's ICC Order No. 170 (Georgla &
Florida Rallway) and good cause sp-
pearing therefor:

It is ordered, That:

Pfahler's ICC Order No. 170 be, and I
is hereby, amended by substiluting the
following paragraph (g) for paragraph
(g) thereof:

(g) Expiration date: This order shall
expire at 11:59 p.m., December 31, 1965,
unless otherwise modified, changed, sus
pended, or annulled,

It is further ordered, That this c:mcnd-
ment shall become effective at 11:50 p1o,
June 30, 1965, and that this order shal
be served upon the Association of Amerl-
can Railroads, Car Service Division, &
agent of all raflroads subscribing 0 the
car service and per diem agrecment un-
der the terms of that agrccn}u:xt, ‘““’.,'ij
filing it with the Director, Office of &
Federal Reglster.

Issued at Washington, D.C., June 14

= INTERSTATE COMMENCE
COMMISSION,
[sEaL] R.D. PrasLes,
Agent,
[PR. Doc. 65-6421; Piled, June 17, 1968
8:47 am.]
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GOVERNMENT
DRGANIZATION

MANUAL
194-65

Enow Your Government

'l'h.e -United States Government Organization Manual is the
official guide to the functions of the Federal Government.

31.75
per copy. Paper bound, with charts

Order from
Superintend
perintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402
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