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Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter l—Consumer and Marketing
Service (Standards, Inspections,
Marketing Practices), Depariment
of Agriculture

PART 58—GRADING AND INSPEC-
TION, MINIMUM SPECIFICATIONS
FOR APPROVED PLANTS, AND
STANDARDS FOR GRADES OF
DAIRY PRODUCTS

Subpart N—U.S. Standards for Grades
of Swiss Cheese, Emmentaler
Cheese *

A proposed amendment to the U.S.
Standards for Grades of Swiss Cheese
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
of May 5, 1966, under proposed rule mak-
ing and afforded interested parties 30
days to submit written data, views, or
arguments for consideration therewith.

Statement of considerations. The
proposed amendment provides eriteria
for grading rindless type Swiss cheese,
“Emmentaler cheese” not adequately
covered in the standards as published in
January 1953. The proposed amend-
ment as published included a description
of the type of packaging for rindless- and
rind-type cheese to distinguish between
the two types. Also, it provided for dif-
ferences in the finish and appearance
characteristies as they relate to rindless-
type Swiss cheese. Twao replies were re-
ceived, both of which emphasized the
same opinion expressed by others that
some mold on current Swiss rindless
cheese was unaveidable in the present
state of the industry and should be con-
sidered in the different grade levels.
Another view expressed was that the
grading of sliced cheese should not be
Included within the scope of this stand-
ard but that separate standards should
be prepared to cover Swiss cheese packed
In sliced form in consumer packages.

After considering all relative matters
presented, it was decided to allow for
mold under the wrapper or covering on
current Swiss cheese as well as the cured
classification and delete the reference to
slices. Also, for clarity purposes the
word “Emmentaler” is being included as
ge{pg interchangeable with the word

Wiss. Other minor editorial changes
Were made also. ‘Therefore, the Amend-
Isnept to the Standards for Grades of
dwlss Cheese is hereby promulgated un-

€r the authority contained in the Agri-
cultural Marketing Act of 1946, as
%mended (60 Stat. 1087 as amended, 7

S.C. 1621-1627). It has been deter-
Mined that it would be in the best interest
\
nop Ompliance with these standards does

excuse fallure to comply with the pro-

Visions of th
metic Act, e Federal Food, Drug, and Cos=

of all concerned that the standard be
reprinted including the Amendment as
promulgated to become effective 30 days
after publication in the FEpErRAL REGIS-
TER. These standards shall supersede the
U.S. Standards for Grades of Swiss
Cheese effective January 1953.

The standards as amended are as
follows:

DEFINITION

Sseo.
58.2570
58.2571

Swiss cheese, Emmentaler cheese.
Types of packaging.

U.S. GrADpES
Nomenclature of U.S, Grades.

Basis for determination of US,
Grades.

58.2572
58.2573

EXPLANATION OF TERMS

58.2574 Explanation of terms.

DEFINITION

& 58.2570 Swiss cheese, Emmentaler
cheese.

“Swiss cheese,” “Emmentaler cheese”
is the cheese defined and identified in
§ 19.540 of the Definitions and Standards
of Identity for Food and Food Products
of the Food and Drug Administration
(21 CFR Part 19).

(a) For the purposes of this subpart
the words “Swiss” and “Emmentaler’” are
interchangeable.

(b) The Swiss cheese in these stand-
ards shall mean cheese of the rind or
rindless type.

§ 58.2571 Typesof packaging.

The following are the types of pack-
aging for Swiss cheese:

(a) Rind. The cheese in wheel or
block form is completely covered by a
thick rind sufficient to protect the in-
terior of the cheese, The cheese may or
may not be parafiined.

(b) Rindless. The cheese in rindless
form is properly enclosed in a wrapper
or covering or by any other means of
handling which will not impart any ob-
jectionable flavor, odor or color to the
cheese. The wrapper or covering is of
sufficiently low permeability to water
vapor and air as to protect the surface,
prevent the formation of rind, and pre-
vent the entrance of air and further dry-
ing of the surface during curing and
holding periods.

U.S. GRADES
§ 58.2572 Nomenclature of U.S, Grades,

The nomenclature of the U.S. Grades
isasfollows:

(a) U.S. Grade A.

(b) U.S.GradeB.

(¢) US.GradeC.

(d) U.S.GradeD,

§ 58.2573 Basis for determination of
U.S. Grades.

The U.S. Grades of Swiss cheese shall
be determined on the basis of flavor,

body, eyes and texture, finish and ap-
pearance, salt and color. From a drum
type cheese, at least two full trier plugs,
one from each flat face of the cheese
at opposite points on circles located ap-
proximately one-half the distance from
the center of the flat face to the edge of
the same shall be drawn with a No, &
trier from each cheese. If necessary,
the drum cheese may be tried elsewhere
to determine the correct grade, but not
more than four full trier plugs shall be
drawn. Not more than two triers from
the opposite sides of the cheese shall be
taken from other styles of rind type
cheese of rindless type cheese.

(a) U.S.Grade A. U.S. Grade A Swiss
cheese conforms to the following require-
ments:

(1) Flavor. Is free from off-flavors.

(i) Current make. May he lacking in
characteristic Swiss cheese flavor.

(i) Cured. Has a characteristic Swiss
cheese flavor.

(2) Body. Is uniform, firm, and
smooth, and is not dry and coarse,
spongy, weak, pasty, or gassy.

i) Current make, Is flexible and
resilient.

(i) Cured. TIsflexible.

(3) Eyes and texture. A full plug
drawn from the cheese appears free from
glass, pinholes, and overdeveloped eyes;
may have picks and checks within 1 inch
from the surface; may have a limited
number of picks and checks beyond 1
inch from the surface; shows not less
than one and not more than eight eyes
indicated to a trier. The eyes are round
or slightly oval; majority of the eyes are
at least one-half inch in diameter and
are evenly distributed.

(i) Current make. May have an oc-
casional dull glossy or shell eye. Shall
be free from dead eyes.

(ii) Cured. May have dull glossy or
shell eyes, May have some dead eyes.

(4) Finish and appearance, Rindless
type cheese shall be well shaped. The
wrapper or covering shall fully envelop
the cheese, conform closely to its shape
and adequately protect the surface, but
may be wrinkled to a slight degree. The
cheese shall be reasonably free from
mold under the wrapper or covering in
the current classification but may have
slight mold under the wrapper or cover-
ing in the cured classification provided
it can be removed without injuring the
commercial value of the cheese. There
shall be no evidence that mold has en-
tered the cheese. Wrapped institutional
cuts shall be free from mold.

(5) Salt. Isuniform.

(1) Current make. May be deficient
in salt.

(ii) Cured. 1Is not deficient in salt.

(6) Color. Isuniform.

(b) U.S.Grade B. U.S. Grade B Swiss
cheese conforms to the following re-
quirements:
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(1) Flavor. May possess off-flavors.

(i) Current make. May be lacking in
characteristic Swiss cheese flavor; may
have only slight off-flavors. Is free from
objectionable flavors.

(i) Cured. Has a characteristic Swiss
cheese flavor; may lack the fineness in
flavor required in Grade A, and may
have definite off-flavors. Is free from
objectionable flavors.

(2) Body. Is not dry and coarse,
spongy, pasty, or gassy.

(i) Current make. Is flexible and
resilient; may be slightly weaker than
Grade A.

(ii) Cured. Isflexible; may be slightly
weak.,

(3) Eyes and texture. A full plug
drawn from the cheese appears free from
glass, pinholes, overdeveloped eyes, and
may be moderately overset and have a
limited amount of picks and checks; is
not blind. The majority of the eyes are
not less than five-sixteenths of an inch
in diameter.

(i) Current make. May have dull
glossy or shell eyes. May have occasional
dead eyes.

(ii) Cured. May have dull glossy or
shell eyes. May have some dead eyes.

(4) Finish and appearance. Rindless
type cheese may be slightly uneven in
shape. The wrapper or covering shall
fully envelop the cheese, conform closely
to its shape and adequately protect the
surface, but may be wrinkled and soiled
to a slight degree. The cheese shall be
reasonably free from mold under the
wrapper or covering in the current classi-
fication but may have slight mold under
the wrapper or covering in the cured
classification, provided it can be removed
without injuring the commercial value
of the cheese. There shall be no evi-
dence that mold has entered the cheese.
Wrapped institutional cuts shall be free
from mold.

(i) Current make.
slightly rough.

(ii) Cured. Surface may be rough.

(5) Salt. Isuniform.

(i) Current make. May be deficient
in salt.

(ii) Cured. May be deficient in salt
or slightly over-salted.

(6) Color. Isuniform.

(¢) U.S.Grade C. U.S.Grade C Swiss
cheese conforms to the following re-
quirements:

(1) Flavor. May possess off-flavors.

(i) Current make. May be lacking in
characteristic Swiss cheese flavor; may
have definite off-flavors. Is free from
offensive flavors.

(ii) Cured. Has a characteristic
Swiss cheese flavor; but may have pro-
nounced off-flavors that are not of-
fensive.

(2) Body. May be slightly dry and
coarse. May be slightly gassy, but is
not bloated or spongy. May be weak.

(3) Eyes and texture. A plug drawn
from the cheese may be overset, shell or
dead-eyed; have glass, picks, checks,
pinholes; may have overdeveloped eyes,

Surface may he

FEDERAL
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but they must not be more than three
inches in diameter. It is not totally
blind or totally pinholey.

(4) Finish and appearance. Rindless
type cheese may be definitely uneven in
shape. The wrapper or covering shall
envelop the cheese and protect the sur-
face but may be wrinkled and soiled to
a definite degree. The cheese may have
slight mold under the wrapper or cover-
ing in the current classification and defi-
nite mold under the wrapper or covering
in the cured classification but show no
indication that the mold has entered the
cheese. '

(5) Salt.

(i) Current make.
deficient in salt.

(il) Cured. May be flat or deficient in
salt or may be oversalted.

(6) Color. May be slightly uneven in
color.

(d) U.S.GradeD. U.S.GradeD Swiss
cheese conforms to the following require-
ments:

(1) Flavor. May posses off-flavors.
Is free from offensive flavors.

(2) Body. May be dry and coarse or
spongy and weak.

(3) Eyes and texture. May be totally
blind or totally pinholey; may have glass,
picks and checks, and may have over-
developed eyes.

(4) Finish and appearance. Rind-
less-type cheese may be uneven in shape.
The wrapper or covering shall envelop
the cheese substantially protect the sur-
face but may have tears or breaks and
may be wrinkled and soiled to a pro-
nounced degree. May have definite mold
under the wrapper or covering in the
current and cured classification but show
no evidence that mold has entered the

Is uniform.
May be flat or

cheese.

(5) Salt. May be uneven, deficient,
or oversalted.

(8) Color. May be definitely wavey

or mottied or otherwise uneven in color.
EXPLANATION OF TERMS
§ 58.2574 Explanation of terms.

(a) General—(1) Current make.
less than 60 days old.

(2) Cured. Usually more than 6
months old.

(3) Institutional cuts. Multipound,
wrapped portions of cheese cut from a
larger piece.

(b) With respect to flavor—(1) Slight.
Detected only upon critical examination.

(2) Definite. Not intense but detect-
able.

(3) Pronounced. So intense as to be
easily identified.

(4) Objectionable flavors. Flavors,
such as, fruity, sour, and yeasty.

(5) Offensive flavors. Weed flavors,
such as peppergrass, french weed, wild
onion, or garlic and other off-flavors such
as fruity, sour, and yeasty to a pro-
nounced degree.

(6) Fruity, A sweetish fruit flavor.

(7) Sour. Strong acid fiavor.

Not

(8) Yeasty. Indicating yeast fermen-
tation.

(¢c) With respect to body—(1) Dry
and coarse. Feels rough and sandy.

(2) Firm and smooth. Feels solid; not
soft or weak; not rough:

(3) Flexible. Not dry or brittle.

(4) Gassy. Undesirable gas forma-
tion.

(5) Pasty. When worked between the
fingers, becomes sticky; a paste-like
consistency.

(6) Resilient. Springs back to its
original form when compressed.

(7) Spongy. A predominance of open
eyes or holes, having characteristics of a
sponge.

(8) Weak. Requires little pressure to
mash, not firm.

(b) With respect to eyes and texture—

(1) Indicated. A whole eye or a part
or fraction of an eye.

(2) Limited amount. May appear on
two triers.

(3) Limited number. Appears on not
more than one trier.

(4) Occasional. Not more than one
on a trier.

(5) Blind. No eye formation present.

(6) Checks. Small short cracks.

(7) Dead eyes. Developed eyes that
have completely lost their glossy or vel-
vety appearance; may be rough.

(8) Dull glossy. Eyes that have lost
some of their bright shiny luster.

(9) Glass. Sizeable cracks, usually in
parallel layers and usually clean cut.

(10) Owverdeveloped eyes. Large holes,
commonly known as blow holes, usually
in excess of 2 inches in diameter.

(11) Overset, Too many eyes.

(12) Picks. Small irregular or ragged
openings.

(13) Pinholes; pinholey. So-called
because the holes are numerous and very
small and give the appearance of pin-
holes.

(14) Shell. Nutshell appearance on
wall surface of the eyes.

(¢) With respect to finish and appear-
ance—(1) Sound rind. Free of checks
or cracks that enter the body of the
cheese.

(2) Wrapper or -covering. Flexible
material placed next to the surface of
the cheese used as an enclosure or cover-
ing of the cheese.

(3) Fully envelop. Wrapper or Cover-
ing properly closed and entirely covering
the cheese to prevent it from contamina-
tion and desiccation. '

(4) Mold under wrapper or covering.
Mold spots or areas that have formed
under the wrapper or on the cheese.

(80 Stat. 1090; 7 U.S.C. 1624)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 5th day
of July 1966.
G. R. GRANGE,
Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[F.R. Doc, 66-7543; Filed, July 11, 19066
8:47 am.]
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Chapter VIl—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart--
ment of Agriculiure

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

[Amdt. 1]
PART 722—COTTON

Subpart—Marketing Quotas for the
1966 and Succeeding Crops of Up-
land Cotton and Extra Long Staple
Cotton

1966 RATES OF PENALTY

Basis and purpose. This amendment
is issued pursuant to the Agricultural
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (52
Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1281 et
seq.). The purpose of this amendment
is to establish the 1966 rates of penalty
for excess upland cotton and extra long
staple cotton.

1t is essential that the penalty rates be
made available to producers and cotton
buyers as soon as possible. Establish-
ment of such rates involves a mathemati-
cal computation in accordance with the
statutory formula.- Accordingly, it is
hereby found and determined that com-
pliance with the notice, public procedure
and 30-day effective date requirements
of section 4 of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 1003)
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest and this amendment shall
be effective upon filing of this document
with the Director, Office of the Federal
Register.

Section 722.100 of the regulations for
Marketing Quotas for the 1966 and Suc-
ceeding Crops of Upland Cotton and
Extra Long Staple Cotton (31 F.R. 6573)
is amended by adding the following new
paragraph at the end thereof:

§722.100 Penalty rate for each crop
year,
. . . . »

(8) 1966 ecrop.—t1) Upland cotton.
'Ifhe parity price for upland cotton effec-
tive as of June 15, 19686, is 42.59 cents per
pound. The rate of penalty for upland
cotton produced in 1966 as calculated on
the basis of 50 percent of such parity
price in accordance with § 722.79 shall
be 21.3 cents per pound of upland lint
cotton.

<?' Ezira long staple cotion. (i) The
parity price for ELS cotton effective as
of June 15, 1966, is 75.9 cents per pound
and 50 percent thereof is 37.9 cents per
bound, The support price of ELS cot-
ton effective as of June 15, 19686, is 49.25
cents per pound. Since 50 percent of the
parity price is higher than 50 percent of
the support price so determined, the rate
of penalty shall be such higher amount
In accordance with § 722.79.

‘i) Such rate of penalty shall be 37.9
cents per pound of ELS lint cotton.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(Secs. 346, 347, 375, 63 Stat. 674, as amended,
63 Stat. 675, as amended, 52 Stat. 66, as
amended, 7 U.S.C. 1346, 1347, 1375)

Effective date. Date of filing this doc-
ument with the Director, Office of the
Federal Register.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on July 7,
1966.
H. D. GODFREY,
Administrator.

[F.R. Doec. 66-7578; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:50 am.}

Chapter IX—Consumer and Market-
ing Service (Marketing Agreements
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables,
Nuts), Department of Agriculture

[Lemon Reg. 221, Amdt, 1]

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA

Limitation of Handling

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part
910), regulating the handling of lemons
grown in California and Arizona, effec-
tive under the applicable provisions of
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-
674), and upon the basis of the recom-
mendation and information submitted
by the Lemon Administrative Committee,
established under the said amended
marketing agreement and order, and
upon other available information, it is
hereby found that the limitation of han-
dling of such lemons, as hereinafter pro-
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that
it is impracticable and confrary to the
public interest to give preliminary
notice, engage in public rule-making
procedure, and postpone the effective
date of this amendment until 30 days
after publication hereof in the FEpERAL
RecisTer (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) because
the time intervening between the date
when information upon which this
amendment is based became available
and the time when this amendment must
become effective in order to effectuate
the declared policy of the act is insuffi-
cient, and this amendment relieves re-
striction on the handling of lemons
grown in California and Arizona.

Order, as amended. The provisions
in paragraph (b) (1) (i) of §910.521
(Lemon Reg. 221, 31 F.R. 9113) are
hereby amended to read as follows:

(ii) District 2: 418,500 cartons.

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

Dated: July 7, 1966.

Froyp F. HEDLUND,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Consumer and Mar-
keting Service.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7575; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:50 am.]
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Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND
OTHER OPERATIONS

PART 1427—COTTCON

Subpart—1966-Crop Supplement to
Cotton Loan Program Regulations

Correction

The correction to F.R. Doe. 66-6833,
which correction appeared at page 9270
of the issue for Thursday, July 7, 1966,
is corrected to read as follows:

In F.R. Doc. 66-6833, appearing at
page 8860 of the issue for Saturday, June
25, 1966, the following correction is made
in § 1427.1506: A center heading reading
“New Mexico” should be inserted im-
mediately following the entry for Arden,
Clark County, Nev.

-~

Titie 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter ll—Federal Reserve System

SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

[Reg. D]

PART 204—RESERVES OF MEMBER
BANKS

Reserve Percentages

The document amending § 204.5 (Sup-
plement to Regulation D) published in
the FeEpErAL REGISTER of July 2, 1966 (31
FR. 9103), is corrected by changing
“(See § 262.1(e) of the Board’s Rules of
Procedure (12 CFR 262.1(e)).)"” to read
“The effective dates were deferred for
less than the 30-day period referred to
in section 4(c) of the Administrative
Procedure Act because the Board found
that the general credit situation and the
public interest compelled it to make the
action effective no later than the dates
adopfed.”

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 5th
day of July 1966.

BoARD OF (GOVERNORS OF THE
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM.
[SEAL]T MERRIIT SHERMAN,
Secretary.

[F:R. Doc. 66-7534; Filed, July 11,
8:46 a.m.]

1966;

[Reg. P]
PART 216—HOLDING COMPANY
AFFILIATES; VOTING PERMITS

Termination

1. Effective July 1, 1966, Part 216 is
terminated.

2 a. This action results from enact-
ment of Public Law 89-485. Section 13
of that Act (80 Stat. 236) amended sec-
tion 2 of the Banking Act of 1933 (12
U.S.C. 221a), section 5144 of the Revised
Statutes (12 U.S.C. 61), and related stat-
utes so as to eliminate therefrom the
provisions pertaining to holding company
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affiliates and voting permits on which
Part 216 was based.

b. The notice, public participation,
and deferred effective date described in
section 4 of the Administrative Procedure
Act were not followed in connection with
this action because such procedures
would serve no useful purpose.

(Public Law 89-485; 80 Stat. 236)

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 6th
day of July 1966.

By order of the Board of Governors.

[sEAL] MERRITT SHERMAN,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7535; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:46 a.m.]

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter |—Federal Aviation Agency
[Docket No. 7483; Amdt. 39-259]

PART 39-—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

de Havilland Meodel DHC-2 Series
{Mk 1, 2, and 3) Airplanes

There have been cracks in the top and
bottom flange radii of the wing ribs be-
tween the front and rear spars on de
Havilland Model DHEHC-2 Series airplanes.
Since this condition is likely to exist or
develop in other airplanes of the same
type design, an airworthiness directive
is being issued fo require repetitive in-
spection of the wing ribs and repair as
necessary until modification on de Havil-
land Model DHC-2 Series airplanes.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation,
it is found that notice and public proce-
dure hereon are impracticable and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

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

DE HaviLLanD. Applies to Model DHC-2
Series (MK 1, 2, and 3) airplanes.

Compliance required within the next 100
hours' time in service after the effective date
of this AD, unless already accomplished
within the last 400 hours' time in service, and
thereafter at Intervals not to exceed 500
hours' time in service from the last inspec-
tion until the incorporation of Modification
2/1497, or an equivalent approved by the
Chlef, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA Eastern Region.

To detect cracks in the wing ribs, accom-
plish the following:

(a) Inspect by radlographic technique or
by Incorporating a special inspection panel
in the wing bottom skin and inspecting visu-
ally or with dye penefrant or an equivalent
method approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA Eastern Re-
gion, the wing ribs at Stations 15.50, 29.00,
and 42.50 for cracks in the rib web in the
upper and lower rib flanges between the
front and rear spars in accordance with de
Havilland Engineering Bulletin, Series “B,"

FEDERAL
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No. 35, Modification 2/1497, dated March 18,
1966, for MK 1 and 2 airplanes; de Havilland
Engineering Bulletin Series “T.B.'" No. 3,
Modification 2/1497, dated March 18, 1966,
for Mk 3 alrplanes; or an equivalent approved
by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur-
ing Branch, FAA Eastern Reglon.

(b) Repair cracks before further fiight in
accordance with the applicable Engineering
Bulletin specified in paragraph (a) or an
equivalent approved by the Chief, Engineer-
ing and Manufacturing Branch, FAA Eastern
Region.

This amendment becomes effective
July 22, 1966.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 13564(a), 1421, 1423)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on July 6,
1966.
JaMESs F'. RUbOLPH,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7518; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 a.m.|

[Alrspace Docket No, 66-EA-46]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering amending § 71.181 of Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations so as
to alter the Marion, Ohio, 700-foot floor
transition area (31 F.R. 2218).

The Marion, Ohio, ADF instrument
approach procedure was amended re-
cently. This procedural change will per-
mit a reduction in the size of the Marion,
Ohio, transition area extension for the
procedure turn area.

Since the proposed amendment is less
restrictive in nature, the Administrator
finds that notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopted upon pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER as
follows:

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
alter the Marion, Ohio, 700-foot floor
transition area by deleting all after “lon-
gitude 83°03’55’'* W.” and insert in lieu
thereof, “within 2 miles each side of a
328° bearing from the Marion RBN ex-
tending from the 5-mile radius area to
8 miles NW of the RBN."”

(Sec, 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348)

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 24,
1966.
. WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Deputy Director, Eastern Region.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7564; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:490 a.m.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 66-EA-4T]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering amending § 71.181 of Part 71 of

the Federal Aviation Regulafions so as
to alter the Findlay, Ohio, 700-foot floor
transition area (31 F.R. 2187).

A review of the currently designated
700-foot floor transition area disclosed
that there is no longer a requirement for
the extension based on the 178° bearing
due to the procedure turn altitude being
increased from 2,100 feet MSL to 2,500
feet MSL. The control zone extension
based on the Findlay 178° bearing will
provide the required airspace protection
for the ADF-1 procedure.

Since the proposed amendment is
minor in nature, the Administrator finds
that notice and public procedure hereon
are unnecessary.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopted upon pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER as
follows:

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
alter the Findlay, Ohio, 700-foot floor
transition area by deleting in the text
after the words, “Findlay Airport;"” the
phrase, “within 5 miles W and 8 miles
E of the Findlay RBN 178° bearing, ex-
tending from the RBN to 12 miles S of
the RBN;"”.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348)

Issued in Jamaijca, N.Y., on June 24,
1966.
WayNE HENDERSHOT,
~ Depuly Director, Eastern Region.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7665; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:49 a.m.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 65-SO-87]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

On June 23, 1966, Pederal Regisier
Document No. 66-6842 was published in
the FEperaL REGISTER (31 F.R. 8379)
amending Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations. In the amendment, a por-
tion of the Goldsboro, N.C., 1,200-foot
transition area was described as “* ° *
thence clockwise along the 15-mile radi-
us circle to a line 4 NM NW of and
parallel to the Kinston, N.C., VORTAC
214° radial, thence SW along this line
to 4 NM S of the Fayetteville, N.C., VOB
098° radial * * * A portion of the
2,700-foot transition area was described
as“* * * on the E by a line 4 NM NW
of and parallel to the Kinston, N.C.
VORTAC 214° radial, on the S by 2 1“33
extending from Ilatitude 34°17'45'" N.
longitude %78°25°30°° W., to latitude
34°18730’* N., longitude 79°00’00"" W., o1
the W by a line extending from latitude
34°1830’" N., longitude 79°00700" _\Yv;
to the intersection of the S boundary
of V-525 and longitude 78°30700
W. * 8 c.n X

These portions were planned to coil-
cide with the airway boundary. Hf“&
ever, refined plotting by Coast &n
Geodetic Survey revealed that small gaps
and/or small overlaps existed 83
deseribed.
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Subsequent to the publication of the
rule, it was determined that this portion
of the 1,200-foot transition area should
have been described as “* * * thence
clockwise along the 15-mile radius cirtle
to the W boundary of V-1W, thence SW
along the W boundary of V-1W to lati-
tude 35°11°25’¢ N., thence W along lati-
tude 35°11’25// N., to the W boundary
of V=213, thence SW along the W bound-
ary of V-213 to the INT of a line 4
NM S of and parallel to the Fayetteville,
N.C.. VOR 098° radial * * *” and the
2700-foot portion should have been de-
scribed as “* * * on the E by V-213, on
the S by the 1,200-foot portion of the
Myrtle Beach, S.C., transition area, on
the W by a line extending from latitude
34°18’30’* N., longitude 79°00'00"" W, to
the INT of a line 4 NM S of and parallel
to the Fayetteville, N.C., VOR 098° radial
and longitude 78°30°00" W, * * *.”

Since these amendments are either
editorial or minor in nature and impose
no additional burden on any person,
notice and public procedure hereon are
unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing,
effective immediately, Federal Register
Document No. 66-6842 is amended by
deleting the description of the Goldsboro,
N.C., 1200- and 2,700-foot transition
areas and substituting the following
therefor.

Goupnssoro, N.C.

Including that airspace extending upward
from 1,200 feet above the surface bounded on
the N by the arc of a 55-mile radius circle
centered at latitude 86°57744’* N., longitude
76°24'44"* W,, on the E by a line extending
along the W boundary of V-1 until intercept-
Ing an arc of a 15-mile radius circle cen-
tered ai the Kinston, N.C., VORTAC, thence
clockwise along the 15-mile radius circle to
the W boundary of V-1W, thence SW along
lhg W boundary of V-1W to latitude
35°11'25 N., thence W along latitude
35°11'25’" N. to the W boundary of V-218,
thence SW along the W boundary of V-213
‘o the INT of a line 4 NM S of and parallel
to the Fayetteville, N.C., VOR 098° radial,
on the S by a line 4 NM S of and parallel
to the Fayetteville, N.C,, VOR 098° radial,
on the W by a line extending along longitude
830'00"" W., and on the NW by a line
extending through latitude 385°3000'" N.,
for}gftude 78°8000' W. and latitude
Jls 38'15” N., longitude 77°19/15"” W.; in-
12‘ };(lmg that alrspace extending upward from
4.}?()) feet MSL bounded on the N by a line
NC.‘VS of an(i parallel to the Fayetteville,
s OR 098° radial, on the E by V-213,
o he S by the 1,200-foot portion of the
\th;e Beach, 8.C., transition area, on the
ang _r’x line extending from latitude
i 0" N., longitude 79°00'00’’ W., to the
L of a line 4 NM S of and parallel to the
]asette\‘llle. N.C., VOR 098° radial and
ongitude 78°30'00' W.
(See. 307

BUSC (2), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;

1348(a))

mésgsued in East Point, Ga., on July 1,
’ JAMES G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.

[FR. doc. 66-7519; Wiled, July 11, 1966;
8:45 am.]

No, 188— o FEDERAL
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[Airspace Docket No. 65-S0-88]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

On June 23, 1966, Federal Register
Document No. 66-6843 was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (31 F.R. 8679)
amending Part 71 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations. In the amendment, a
portion of the Wilmington, N.C., 1,200-
foot transition area was described as
“e * * thence counterclockwise along
this 15-mile radius arc to its intersection
with the E boundary of V-213, thence
NE along the E boundary of V-213 to its
intersection with a 55-mile radius circle
centered at latitude 36°57'44’" N. * * *.”

Subsequent to the publication of the
rule, it was determined that this portion
should have been described as “* * *
thence counterclockwise along this 15~
mile radius are to its intersection with
the E boundary of V-1, thence NE along
the E boundary of V-1 to its intersection
with a 55-mile radius circle centered at
latitude 36°57'44’ N. * * =

Since this amendment is editorial in
nature and imposes no additional burden
on any person, notice and public proce-
dure hereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, ef-
fective immediately, Federal Register
Document No. 66-6843 is amended as
follows:

Beginning on line 38 of the Wilming-
ton, N.C,, transition area description
“s = * thence counterclockwise along
this 15-mile radius arc to its intersection
with the E boundary of V-213, thence
NE along the E boundary of V-213 to its
intersection with a 55-mile radius circle
centered at latitude 36°47'44”” N, * * *»
is deleted and “* * * thence counter-
clockwise along this 15-mile radius arc
to its intersection with the E boundary
of V-1, thence NE along the E boundary
of V-1 to its intersection with a 55-mile

radius circle centered at latitude
36°57'44" N. * * *” is substituted
therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 US.C.1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on July 1,
1966.
James G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7520; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 am.|

[Airspace Docket No. 66-S0-83]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

On May 25, 1966, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the ' Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (31 F.R. 7528) stating that
the Federal Aviation Agency was con-
sidering an amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations that would
alter the Memphis, Tenn., transition
area.
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Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were
favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0001, e.s.t., September
15, 1966, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (31 F.R. 2149) the Memphis,
Tenn., transition area (31 F.R, 4839) is
amended as follows:

The portion “* * * within an 8-mile
radius of the West Memphis Airport
(latitude 35°08’24’’ N., longitude 90°-
14’00’ W.) * * *”jsdeletedand“* * *
within an 8-mile radius of the West
Memphis Airport (latitude 35°08'24"’
N., longitude 90°14'00' W.); within 2
miles each side of the Memphis VORTAC
311° radial, extending from the 8-mile
radius area to 31 miles NW of the
Memphis VORTAC * * *” is substituted
therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958:
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) )

Issued in East Point, Ga., on July 1,
1966.
JAMES G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7521; Filed, July 11, 1866;
8:45 a.m.]

| Afrspace Docket No. 66-S0-34]

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

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On May 25, 1966, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (31 F.R. 7528)+stating that
the Federal Aviation Agency was con-
sidering amendments to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations which
would alter the Columbus, Miss., control
zone and transition area.

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

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., September
15, 1966, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.171 (31 F.R. 2065) the Colum-
bus, Miss., control zone is amended to
read:

CoLumMmsUs, Miss,

Within a 5-mile radius of Columbus AFB,
Miss. (latitude 33°38’38’" N., longitude 88"~
26’39’ W.); within 2 miles each side of the
Columbus AFB localizer NW course, extend-
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to 6 miles
NW of the airport; within 2 miles each side
of the Caledonia VOR 311° radial, extending
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8.5 miles NW
of the VOR; within 2 miles each side-of the
Caledonia TACAN 310° radial, extending from
the 6-mile radius zone to 6.5 miles NW of
the TACAN; and within 2 miles each side
of the Caledonia TACAN 142° radial, extend-
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to 6 miles
SE of the TACAN.
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In § 71.181 (31 F.R. 2149) the Colum-
bus, Miss,, 700-foot transition area is
amended to read:

CorLumsus, Miss,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius
of Columbus AFB, Miss, (latitude 33°38’38''
N., longitude 88°26°39"* W.); within a 6-mile
radius of Columbus-Lowndes County Air-
port, Miss. (latitude 33°27°52’" N., longitude
88°22°50"" W.); within a 5-mile radius of
Oktibbeha Alrport, Miss. (latitude 33°29'45"
N., longitude 88°41'00’" W.); within 2 miles
each side of the Columbus VORTAC 275°
radial, extending from the 5-mile radius area
to the VORTAC; within 2 miles each side of
the Columbus VORTAC 101° radial, extend-
ing from the 6-mile radius area to the VOR~
TAC; within 2 miles each side of the 179°
bearing from the Columbus radio beacon
(latitude 33°27'30°* N., longitude 88°23'00""
W.), extending from the 6-mile radius area
to 8 miles 8 of the radio beacon.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.S.C. 1348(a) )

Issued in East Point, Ga., on July 1,
1966.
JAMES G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doec. 66-7522; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:45 am.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 66-S0-59]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the Moultrie, Ga., transi-
tion area.

The Moultrie, Ga, transition area is
described in § 71.181 (31 F.R. 2149). A
portion of the transition area is deseribed
as “That airspace extending upward
from 700 feet above the surface within a
5-mile radius of Sunset Airport * * *.”

Because the name of the Sunset Air-
port was changed to Moultrie-Thomas-
ville Airport, it is necessary to redescribe
a portion of the transition area.

Since this change is editorial in nature
and imposes no additional burden on any
person, notice and public procedure here-
on are unnecessary.

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

In § 71.181 (31 F.R. 2149) the Moultrie,
Ga., transition area is amended by sub-
stituting “Moultrie-Thomasville Airport”
for “Sunset Airport.”

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.8.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on July 5,
1966.
JaMES G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7523; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 am.]

RULES AND REGULATIONS
[Alrspace Docket No, 65-WE-87]

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

Designation of Transition Area and
Alteration of Conirol Area

Correction

In F.R, Doc. 66-7255, appearing at page
9109 of the issue for Saturday, July 2,
1966, the effective date in the third para-
graph should read “August 18, 1966”
instead of “August 1, 1966,

[ Regulatory Docket No. 7482; Amdt. No. 77-2)

PART 77—OBJECTS AFFECTING
NAVIGABLE AIRSPACE

Form and Time of Notice

The purpose of this amendment is to
establish an Agency policy applicable to
proposals filed under § 77.13 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations for any con-
struction or alteration in excess of 2,000
feet above ground. This amendment is
a general statement of policy and is pro-
cedural in nature. Therefore notice and
public procedure hereon are unnecessary
and the amendment may be made ef-
fective in less than 30 days after
publication.

The Federal Aviation Agency has
analyzed the recent trend of competi-
tively taller television antenna towers to
determine its effect on safety in air navi-
gation. It has long been recognized by
this Agency that antenna towers of ade-
quate height are necessary to serve the
public interest in a nationwide broad-
casting system. However, there has
been a proliferation of antenna towers
accompanied by a progressive increase
in heights ‘over 1,000 feet above the
ground that now presents hazardous
conditions to the safety of air naviga-
tion. The Agency is of the firm belief
that the reasonable interests of the com-~
munications industry and the aviation
community can be accommodated con-
currently. To this end, the Federal
Communications Commission recently
declared in Public Notice FCC 65-455
that “the public interest in broadcast
service, may in some instances call for
an antenna tower higher than any
particular maximum. imposed.” How-
ever, the FCC was ‘“nevertheless con-
vinced that the public interest requires
a specific ceiling to halt the upward
trend in antenna tower heights, and that
2,000 feet above ground is both realistic
and appropriate.”

The Federal Aviation Agency, within
the limits of its jurisdiction, has at-
tempted to find a remedy for air safety
problems inherent in the conflicting de-
mands for a fair and reasonable sharing
of airspace by tall towers and aircraft.
Part 77 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions established procedures for report-
ing to the Agency proposed construction
that may constitute potential obstruc-
tions or hazards to safe air navigation
as determined by the application of
criteria stated therein. Under these
regulations, the FAA advises the con-

struction proponent whether his propo-
sal would constitute a hazard to ajr
navigation. During the time the regula-
tion has been in effect, hundreds of pro-
posed television and radio towers have
been considered. Procedures permitting
such analysis by the Agency have been
of considerable value to the aviation
community and to the broadcasting in-
dustry in eliminating both geographic
and airspace conflicts created by their
competing requirements.

In spite of steps already taken to en-
sure the accommodation of these com-
peting interests, it has been determined
that the cumulative effect of heights and
locations of towers, both actual and pro-
posed, have created a situation that is
hazardous to safe air navigation.

On February 18-19, 1965, the Agency
made the following statement to the
House Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce concerning H.J. Res. 261,
which would limit the height of certain
radio and television towers:

The FCC has allocated the TV channels of
the Nation on the basis of maximum power
television broadcasting at a height of 2,000
feet. Whenever a television tower exceeds
this 2,000-foot limitation in most areas (it
is. 1,000 feet for VFH TV stations In the
eastern part of the United States) the power
must be reduced to compensate for the In-
creased height.

Therefore, there is no compelling need for
any tower to be in excess of 2,000 feet. Al-
though there may be a need for 2,000-foot
television towers, under some conditions we
would be derelict in our duty as the allocator
of the airspace if we permitted all towers
to be constructed to a height of 2,000 feet
wherever the broadcaster desired.

The 2,000-foot tower with its problems of
visibility is inherently hazardous to air
navigation.

The Agency therefore considers that it
is necessary to take steps to minimize the
construction of any antenna fower to a
height of more than 2,000 feet above
ground unless it is fully justified in ac-
cordance with this part. This action
applies equally to any other structure
whose height is proposed to exceed 2,000
feet above ground, even though the most
pressing current problem relates to an-
tenna towers. It is expected that this
action will encourage proponents of
tower or other type construction to for-
mulate realistic plans, thereby avoiding
unnecessary and costly proceedings be-
fore the Federal Aviation Agency. In
addition, the regulation will be flexible
enough to accomodate a proposal for &
tower or other type construction more
than 2,000 feet high in the event the
proponent can demonstrate that it would
not be a present or reasonable foresee-
able hazard to safe air navigation.

It is of course recognized that towers
or other structures with heights of less
than 2,000 feet above the ground may be
hazardous to air navigation, especially
where they are located near alrpoxt‘s.
Federal airways or VFR routes. HOW-
ever, the problems engendered by thise
situations are totally different from tile
potential hazards precipitated by the
taller towers. Proposed tall mwers‘)m(‘)o
other type structures of less than «_'01
feet will continue to be studied carefully
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on an individual basis to determine
whether they present any adverse effects
on safe air navigation or cause an in-
efficient utilization of navigable airspace.
The Agency is convinced that from an
air safety standpoint the designation of
a specific ceiling is needed to halt the
upward trend in heights of various type
structures. As a general policy, this
Agency considered 2,000 feet above the
ground to be the maximum height of
structures that may be acceptable for
maintaining safe navigation. Any
structure proposed in excess of 2,000
feet above the ground will be considered
to be, inherently, a hazard to air naviga-
tion and an inefficient utliziation of the
airspace. It will be incumbent upon the
proponent to overcome this technical as-
sumption by demonstrating to the
Agency that such a proposal will not
create an inefficient use of airspace or
constitute a hazard to air navigation.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
77 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective July 12, 1966, as here-
inafter set forth.

Section 77.17 is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (c¢) as paragraph (d),
and adding a new paragraph (¢) to read
as follows:

§ 77.17 Form and time of notice.
1 L - - L

(¢c) A proposed structure or an altera-
tion to an existing structure that exceeds
2,000 feet in height above the ground will
be presumed to be a hazard to air navi-
gation and to result in an inefficient utili-
zation of airspace and the applicant has
the burden of overcoming that presump-
tion, Each notice submitted under the
pertinent provisions of this Part 77 pro-
posing a structure in excess of 2,000 feet
above ground, or an alteration that will
make an existing structure exceed that
height, must contain a detailed showing,
directed to meeting this burden. Only in
exceptional cases, where the Agency con-
cludes that a clear and compelling show-
Ing has been made that it would not
result in an inefficient utilization of the
alrspace and would not result in a hazard
to air navigation, will a determination of
no hazard be issued.

* * - * -

(Secs. 307, 818, 1101, Federal Aviation Act
©of 1958; 40 U.S.C. 1348, 1354, 1510)

19;%suecl in Washington, D.C., on July 6,
WiLriam F. McKEE,

Administrator.

[FR. Doc. 66-7524: Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 a.m.]

Title 16—COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission
[Docket No. C-1074]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Aluminum Shingle Co., Inc., et al.

Subpart—Advertisin
g falsely or mis-
leadingly: § 13.15 Business status, ad-
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vantages, or connections: 13.15-55 Di-
rect dealing advantages; § 13.155 Prices:
13.155-100 Usual as reduced, special, efc.;
§ 13.170 Qualities or properties of prod-
uct or service: 13.170-30 Durability or
permanence. Subpart—Misrepresenting
oneself and goods—Business status, ad-
vantages or connections: § 13.1405 Direct
dealing advantages; Misrepresenting
oneself and goods—Goods: §13.1710
Qualities or properties.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15
U.S.C. 45) |[Cease and desist order, Alumi~
num Shingle Co., Inc., et al., Great Bend,
Kans., Docket C-1074, June 14, 1966]

In the Matter of Aluminum Shingle Co.,
Ine., @ Corporation, and Robert K.
Marmie and John R. Soden, Individ-
ually and as Officers of Said Corpora-
tion

Consent order requiring a Great Bend,
Kans., home improvement firm, to cease
using deceptive pricing and savings
claims and other misrepresentations to
sell its residential siding, roofing, and
other products to the public.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Alu-
minum Shingle Co., Inc., a corporation,
and its officers, and Robert K. Marmie
and John R. Soden, individually and as
officers of said corporation, and respond-
ents’ representatives, agents, and em-
ployees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with
the advertising, offering for sale, sale or
distribution of residential siding, roofing,
or other products and services, in com-
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from, representing,
directly or by implication, that:

1. Any price for respondents’ products
is a special or reduced price, unless such
price constitutes a significant reduction
from an established selling price at which
such products have been sold in sub-
stantial quantities by respondents in the
recent, regular course of their business
or misrepresenting, in any manner the
savings available to purchasers.

2. Respondents’ customers, under the
terms of respondents’ supplemental con-
tract or by any other means, are able to
obtain respondents’ products at little or
no cost.

3. Respondents’ customers will receive
bonuses or commissions or compensation
in any amount; provided, however, that
it shall be a defense in any enforcement
proceeding instituted hereunder, for re-
spondents to establish that said cus-
tomers have regularly and consistently
received earnings or compensations in
such amount in the regular course of
respondents’ business.

4, The home of any of respondents’
customers or prospective customers has
been selected to be used or will be used
as a model home or otherwise for adver-
tising purposes.

5. Any allowance, discount or commis-
sion is granted by respondents to pur-
chasers in return for permitting the
premises in which respondents’ products

9449

are to be installed to be used for model
homes or demonstration purposes.

6. The products sold by respondents
will last a lifetime or will never require
repainting or repairs; or misrepresent-
ing, in any manner, the efficacy, dura-
bility, or efficiency of respondents’ prod-
ucts.

7. Respondents’ salesmen or repre-
sentatives are representatives of the
Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corp. or
that purchasers are or will be dealing
directly with the manufacturer; or mis-
representing, in any manner, the status
or affiliation of respondents’ salesmen or
the manufacturer or the source of any
of respondents’ products.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: June 14, 1966.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] JOosSePH W. SHEA,
Secrelary.
|F.R. Doc. 66-7536; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:46am.|

[Docket No. 8678]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Ideal Cement Co.

Subpart—Acquiring corporate stock
or assets: §13.5 Acquiring corporate
stock or assets: 13.5-20 Federal Trade
Comumission Act.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C, 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15
U.S.C. 45) |Order of divestiture, Ideal Ce-
ment Co., Denver, Colo.,, Docket 8678, May
19, 1966]

Consent order requiring the second
largest portland cement manufacturing
company in the country with headquar-
ters in Denver, Colo., to divest itself
within 2 years of a Houston, Tex., ready-
mix concrete company, acquired in
March 1965, in violation of the Federal
Trade Commission Act.

The order of divestiture, including
further order requiring report of com-
pliance therewith, is as follows:

1. It is ordered, That respondent Ideal
Cement Co. (hereinafter “Ideal”) divest,
unto a purchaser or purchasers approved
by the Federal Trade Commission, all
stock and/or assets acquired by Ideal
as the result of its acquisition of Build-
er's Supply Co. of Houston, together with
all additions thereto and replacements
thereof. Provided, however, That Ideal
may, at its option, retain ownership of
the approximately 31-acre site on which
the acquired Chimney Rock ready-mix
concrete plant is situated, and the im-
provements to this real property that are
unrelated to the production and distri-
bution of ready-mix concrete: Provided
Jurther, That if Ideal elects to retain said
real property and improvements, it shall
lease to the purchaser of the Chimney
Rock plant so much of said real property
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as is necessary for the efficient operation
of the Chimney Rock plant for a term,
which, if all renewal options are exer-
cised, will extend for a period of at least
10 years. It is further ordered that
Ideal begin to make good faith efforts
to divest said stock and/or assets
promptly after the effective date of this
order, and that it continue such efforts
to the end that the divestiture thereof
be accomplished within two (2) years.

I1. It is further ordered, That, pending
divestiture, Ideal not make any changes
in any of the aforesaid stock and/or
assets which would impair their present
capacity for the production and sale of
ready-mixed concrete, or other products
produced, or their market value.

III. It is further ordered, That, in the
aforesaid divestiture, none of the stock
and/or assets be sold or transferred, di-
rectly or indirectly, to any person who is
at the time of divestiture an officer,
director, employee or agent of, or under
the control or direction of, Ideal or any
of its subsidiaries or affiliates, or to any
person who owns or controls, directly or
indirectly, more than one (1) percent of
the outstanding shares of common stock
of Ideal or any of its subsidiaries or
afliliates.

IV. It is further ordered, That Ideal,
within sixty (60) days of the effective
date of this order, and every sixty (60)
days thereafter until if has fully com-
plied with the provisions of Paragraphs
I through III of this order, submit in
writing to the Federal Trade Commission
a report setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which it intends to com-
ply, is complying, and/or has complied
with this order. All compliance reports
shall include, among other things that
will be from time to time required, a
summary of all contacts and negotiations
with potential purchasers of the stock
and/or assets to be divested under this
order, the identity of all such potential
purchasers, and copies of all written
communications to and from such poten-
tial purchasers.

Issued: May 19, 1966.
By the Commission.

[sEAL] JoserH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R, Doc. 66-7537; Filed, July 11, 1968;

8:47a.m.|

[Docket No. 8676]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Midwest Hosiery Incorporated
et al.

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: 13.1212-80 Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act;
§ 13.1295 Quality or grade. Subpart—
Misrepresenting oneself and goods—
Business status, advantages or connec-
tions: § 13.1400 Dealer as manufacturer;
Misrepresenting oneself and goods—
Goods: §13.1715 Quality. Subpart—
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to
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make material disclosure: § 13.1852
Formal regulatory and statutory require=-
ments: 13.1852-70 Textile Fiber Products
Identification Aect; § 13.1886 Quality,
grade or type. Subpart—Using mislead-
ing name—Vendor: § 13.2385 Identity.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 7T21; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 72
Stat. 1717; 15 US.C. 45, 70) [Cease and desist
order, Midwest Hoslery Inc,, et al.,, Chicago,
Iil,, Docket 8676, June 16, 1966]

In the Matter of Midwest Hosiery Inc.,
Formerly Known as Midwest Hosiery
Mills, Inc., @ Corporation, and Sidney
Leibowitz, Solomon Kopman, and Ann
Gruber, Individually and as Officers of
Said Corportion

Order requiring a Chicago, I1l., whole-
saler of men's and children’s hosiery to
cease misbranding, falsely labeling, and
failing to disclose the true quality of its
products, and stop misrepresenting itself
as a manufacturer,

The order to cease and desist is as
follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Mid-
west Hosiery Inc., a corporation, and its
officers, and Sidney Leibowitz, Solomon
Kopman, and Ann Gruber, individually
and as officers of said corporation, and
respondents’ representatives, agents and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection
with the introduction, delivery for in-
troduction, sale, advertising, or offering
for sale, in commerce, or the transporta-
tion or causing to be transported in com-
merce, or in the importation into the
United States, of any textile fiber prod-
uct; or in connection with the sale,
offering for sale, advertising, delivery,
transportation, or causing to be trans-
ported, of any textile fiber product which
has been advertised or offered for sale
in commerce; or in connection with the
sale, offering for sale, advertising, de-
livery, transportation, or causing to be
transported, after shipment in commerce,
of any textile fiber product, whether in
its original state or contained in other
fextile fiber products, as the terms
“commerce” and “textile fiber product”
are defined in the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act, do forthwith cease
and desist from misbranding textile fiber
products:

A. By failing to affix labels to such
textile fiber products showing each ele-
ment of information required to be dis-
closed by section 4(b) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act.

B. By failing to set forth all parts of
the required information conspicuously
and separately on the same side of the
label in such a manner as to be clearly
legible and readily accessible to the
prospective purchaser,

C. By setting forth nonrequired infor-
mation or representations on the label or
elsewhere on the product in such a man-
ner as to minimize, detract from, or con-
flict with information required by the
said Act and the rules and regulations
promulgated thereunder,

It is jurther ordered, That respondents
Midwest Hosiery Inc., a corporation, and
its officers, and Sidney Leibowitz,
Solomon Kopman, and Ann Gruber, in-
dividually and as officers of said cor-

poration, and respondents’ agents, rep-
resentatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device, in
connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution of hosiery, or other
related “industry products,” which are
“irregulars,” “seconds,” or otherwise im-
perfect, as such terms are defined in
Rule 4(c) of the Amended Trade Practice
Rules for the Hosiery Industry (16 CFR
152.4(e) ), in commerce as ‘“commerce’”’
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist
from:

A. Selling or distributing any such
product without clearly and conspicu-
ously marking thereon the words “ir-
regular"” or “second,” as the case may be,
in such degree of permanency as to re-
main on the product until the consum-
mation of the consumer sale and of such
conspicuousness as to be easily observed
and read by the purchasing public.

B. Using any advertisement or promo-
tional material in connection with the
offering for sale of any such product
unless it is disclosed therein that such
article is an “irregular” or “second,” as
the case may be.

C. Using the words “first in quality”
or words of similar import on the pack-
age in which such product is sold or in
reference to any such product in any
advertisement or promotiohal material.

D. Representing in any other manner,
directly or by implication, that such
products are first quality or perfect
quality.

It is further ordered, That respondents
Midwest Hosiery Ine., a corporation, and
its officers, and Sidney Leibowitz, Solo-
mon Kopman, and Ann Gruber, in-
dividually and as officers of said corpora-
tion, and respondents’ agents, repre-
sentatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution of hosiery or other
textile produets, in commerce as “com-
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, do forthwith cease a_nd
desist from representing directly or in-
direetly that the respondents are manu-
facturers of hosiery or other textile
products unless respondents own and
operate, or directly and absolutely con-
trol a mill, factory or manufacturing
plant wherein said hosiery or other tex-
tile products are manufactured.

By “Final Order” further order re-
quiring report of compliance is as follows:

It is further ordered, That respondents,
Midwest Hosiery Inc., a corporation,
Sidney Leibowitz, Solomon Kopman, and
Ann Gruber, individually and as officers
of said corporation, shall, within sixiy
(60) days after service of this order upon
them, file with the Commission a report
in writing, signed by such respondents,
setting forth in detail the manner and
form of their compliance with the order
to cease and desist.

Issued: June 16, 1966.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] JosepH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7538; Filed, July ‘11, 1066;
8:47 am.]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1966




[Docket No, 7542]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

The Procter & Gamble Co. and
Procter & Gamble Distributing Co.

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: § 13.90 History of product or
offering; § 13.110 Indorsements, approval
and testimonials. Subpart—Claiming or
using indorsements or testimonials false-
ly or misleadingly: § 13.330 Claiming or
using indorsements or testimonials false-
ly or misleadingly: 13.330-57 Manufac-
turers, well-known. Subpart—Dealing
on exclusive and tying basis: § 13.670
Dealing on exclusive and lying basis:
13.670-20 Federal Trade Commission
Act.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15
US.C. 45) [Medified order to cease and de-
sist, the Procter & Gamble Co. et al,, Docket
7542, April 11, 1966]

In the Maiter of the Procter & Gamble
Co., a Corporation, and the Procter &
Gamble Distributing Co., a Corpora-
tion

Order reopening and modifying an
existent cease and desist order of June
30, 1960, 25 F.R. 8031, against a major
soap and detergent manufacturer by
broadening the prohibitions against false
advertising.

_ The modified order to cease and desist,
including further order requiring report
of compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That the proceeding be,
and it hereby is, reopened.

It is further ordered, That the cease
and desist order entered herein on June
30, 1960, be, and it hereby is, modified
by striking from said order the paragraph
numbered 2 and substituting therefor the
following:

2(a) Representing, or causing the rep-
resentation to be made, in any advertise-
ment or commereial, either directly or
by implication, that any manufacturer
of appliances for washing clothes or
dishes has made the determination or
Judgment that any of Respondents’ soap,
detergent, or bleach products is more
Suitable for use in its machines than a
Product or products of the same type
broduced or sold by others; or otherwise
Inisrepresenting the nature or extent of
any endorsement of Respondents’ prod-
ucts by an appliance manufacturer or
marketer: Provided, however, That it
sh.all be a defense to any enforcement
é’“’cewi{lg hereunder for Respondents
0 establish that such manufacturer or
arketer has made such determination
Or judgment.
rem” Representing, or causing the rep-
mselr;tatgon to be made, directly or by
cop cation, in any advertisement or
Reomercial prepared and furnished by
v:?-%pondents under an agreement be-
Luf:{l Respondents and any manufac-
oy }ln or marketer of appliances for
oo Siing clothes or dishes, that such
: ;guf&cturer or marketer endorses or
L rrflmends the use of, or packs a sam-

°f, Respondents’ soaps, detergent or
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bleach products in its appliances, unless
Respondents clearly, conspicuously and
explicitly disclose that pursuant to an
agreement, Respondents have (1) sup-
plied sample products to such manufac-
turer or marketer for packing in its
appliances; (2) agreed to feature or men-
tion such appliances, in commercials or
advertisements, or (3) agreed to pay
such manufacturer or marketer other
valuable consideration, as the case may
be

2(c) Representing, or causing the
representation to be made, in any adver-
tisement or commercial, either directly
or by implication, that one or more
manufacturers or marketers of appli-
ances for washing clothes or dishes packs
a sample of Respondents’ product in its
appliances unless Respondents clearly,
conspicuously and explicitly disclose the
fact that such sample products are sup-
plied by Respondents.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents, the Procter & Gamble Co., a
corporation, and the Procter & Gamble
Distributing Co., a corporation, shall,
within sixty (60) days after service upon
them of this order, file with the Commis~
sion a report in writing setting forth in
detail the manner and form in which
they have complied with the aforesaid
order as modified hereby.

Issued: April 11, 1966.
By the Commission.

[sear] Josepa W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F\R, Doc. 66-7539; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. C-1072]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Edward H. Manz, Jr., and
Ed Manz Hosiery Co.

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1295 Quality or grade. Subpart—
Misrepresenting oneself and goods—
Goods: §13.1715 Quality. Subpart—
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to
make material disclosure: § 13.1886
Quality, grade or type.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 72
Stat. 1717; 15 U.S.0. 45, 70) [Cease and desist
order, Edward H. Manz, Jr., trading as Ed
Manz Hoslery Co., Chattanooga, Tenn.,
Docket C-1072, June 7, 1966]

Consent order requiring a Chatta-
nooga, Tenn., finisher and wholesaler of
men's and children’s hosiery, to cease
misrepresenting imperfect hosiery as
first or perfeet quality, failing to dis-
close their true quality, and misbranding
such products in violation of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Edward
H. Manz, Jr.,, an individual trading as
Ed Manz Hosiery Co. or under any other
name, and respondent’s representatives,
agents and employees, directly or
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through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the introduction, de-
livery for introduction, sale, advertising,
or offering for sale, in commerce, or the
transportation or causing to be trans-
ported in commerce, or in the importa-
tion into the United States, of any tex-
tile fiber product; or in connection with
the sale, offering for sale, advertising,
delivery, transportation, or causing to
be transported, of any textile fiber prod-
uct which has been advertised or offered
for sale in commerce; or in connection
with the sale, offering for sale, adver-
tising, delivery, transportation, or caus-
ing to be transported, after shipment in
commerce, of any textile fiber product,
whether in its original state or contained
in other textile fiber products, as the
terms “commerce” and ‘“textile fiber
product’” are defined in the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from misbranding
textile fiber products by failing to affix
labels to such textile fiber products show-
ing each element of information re-
quired to be disclosed by Section 4(b) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act;

It is further ordered, That respondent
Edward H. Manz, Jr., an individual trad-
ing as Ed Manz Hosiery Co. or under any
other name, and respondent’s agents,
representatives and employees, directly
or through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution of hosiery, or other
related “industry products,” which are
“irregulars,” “seconds,” or otherwise im-
perfect, as such terms are defined in
Rule 4(e) of the Amended Trade Practice
Rules for the Hosiery Industry (16 CFR
1524(c)), in commerce, as “commerce”
is defined in the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Aet, do forthwith cease and desist
from:

A. Selling or distributing any such
product without clearly and conspicu-
ously marking on each stocking, sock or
other unit the words “irregular” or “sec-
ond,” as the case may be, in such degree
of permanency as to remain on the prod-
uct until the consummation of the con-
sumer sale and of such conspicuonsness
as to be easily observed and read by the
purchasing public.

B. Using any advertisement or pro-
motional material in connection with the
offering for sale of any such product un-
less it is disclosed therein that such arti-
cle is an “irregular” or “second,” as the
case may be.

C. Using the words “first in quality” or
words of similar import on the package
in which such product is sold or in refer-
ence to any such product in an advertise-
ment or promotional material.

D. Representing in any other manner,
directly or by implication, that such
products are first quality or perfect
quality.

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

Issued: June 7, 1966.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] JoserH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 66-7558; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:48 a.m.]

[Docket No. 8675]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Holiday Products, Inc., et al.

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: § 13.20 Comparative data or
merits: 13.20-20 Competitors’ products;
§ 13.170 Qualities or properties of product
or service: 13.170-34 Economizing or sav-
ing. Subpart—Furnishing means and
instrumentalities of misrepresentation or
deception: § 13.1055 Furnishing means
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta~-
tion or deception. Subpart—Misrepre-
senting oneself and g oo ds—Goods:
§ 13.1710 Qualities or properties.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.8.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Holiday
Products, Inc., et al, South Minneapolis,
Minn,, Docket 8675, May 19, 1966]

In the Matter of Holiday Products, Inc.,
a corporation, and Bernard Hermsen,
and Elizabeth Michelson, Individually
and as Officers of Said Corporation

Order requiring a South Minneapolis,
Minn., distributor of stainless steel cook-
ing utensils, to cease using false health
claims and other misrepresentations to
sell its products.

The order to cease and desist is as
follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Holiday
Products, Inc., a corporation, and its
officers, and Bernard Hermsen, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, and said respondents' agents, repre-
sentatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution in commerce, as
“commerce” is defined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act, of cooking uten-
sils made of stainless steel or of any other
product of substantially similar com-
position, design, construction or purpose,
do forthwith cease and desist from:

I. Representing directly or by impli-
cation:

A. That use of respondents’ cooking
utensils will enable the user to:

(1) Cook foods more quickly than with
other cooking utensils.

(2) Spend less money on food.

(3) Spend less money on fuel or
electricity.

(4) Keep food hot for hours after the
heat is turned off, or that food will re-
main hot, under such conditions, for any
length of time not in accordance with the
facts.

B. That the use of respondents’ cook=
ing utensils:
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~ (1) Is more conducive to good health
than the use of cooking utensils manu-
factured from materials other than
stainless steel.

(2) Will prevent disease.

(3) Will cause the food cooked therein
to retain more vitamins, minerals and
other nutrients than will be retained in
similar foods efficiently cooked in uten-
sils manufactured from materials other
than stainless steel.

C. That the use of cooking utensils
manufactured from materials other than
stainless steel is injurious to health.

II. Misrepresenting the construction,
efficacy or any other feature of respond-
ents’ products.

III. Supplying to or placing in the
hands of any distributor, dealer or sales-
man brochures, sales manuals, charts,
pamphlets, or any other advertising ma-
terials which are displayed, or may be
displayed, to the purchasing public which
contain any of the false or misleading
representations prohibited in Paragraphs
I and II hereof.

IV. Furnishing or supplying to distrib-
utors, dealers or salesmen such products
for resale to the public when such dis-
tributors, dealers or salesmen refuse to,
or do not comply with, all of the pro-
hibitions set forth in Paragraphs I, II
and III of this order.

It is further ordered,' That the com-
plaint herein be dismissed as to Elizabeth
Michelson, in her individual capacity and
as an officer of Holiday Products, Inc.

By “Final Order” further order re-
quiring report of compliance is as
foliows:

It is further ordered, That respondent
Holiday Products, Inc., a corporation,
and Bernard Hermsen, individually and
as an officer of said corporation, shall,
within sixty (60) days after service of
this order upon them, file with the Com-
mission a report in writing, signed by
each respondent named in this order,
setting forth in detail the manner and
form of their compliance with the order
to cease and desist.

Issued: May 19, 1966.

By the Commission.
[sEAL] Josere W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7559; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:48 am.]

[Docket No, C-1071]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Amos Osborne and Oshorne
Hosiery Co.

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1295 Quality or grade. Subpart—
Misrepresenting oneself and goods—

1 This further paragraph of the order is not
in derogation of the rest of the order, which
applies generally to all officers, agents, em-
ployees, etec,, including Elizabeth Michelson,
in any such capacity now or in the future,

Goods: §13.1715 Quality. Subpart--
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to
make material disclosure: § 13.18&5
Quality, grade or type.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. Interpret
or apply cec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 72
Stat. 1717; 156 U.S.C. 45, 70) [Cease and
desist order, Amos Osborne, trading as Os-
borne Hoslery Co., Dallas, Ga., Docket C-
1071, June 7, 1966]

Consent order requiring a Dallas, Ga.,
finisher and wholesaler of men's and
children's hosiery, to cease misrepresent-
ing imperfect hosiery as first or perfect
quality, failing to disclose their true
quality, and misbranding such products
in violation of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Amos
Osborne, an individual trading as Os-
borne Hosiery Co. or under any other
name, and respondent’s representatives,
agents and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the introduction, de-
livery for introduction, sale, advertising,
or offering for sale, in commerce, or the
transportaton or causing to be trans-
ported in commerce, or the importation
into the United States, of any textile
fiber product; or in connection with the
sale, offering for sale, advertising, deliv-
ery, transportation, or causing to be
transported, of any textile fiber product
which has been advertised or offered for
sale in commerce; or in connection with
the sale, offering for sale, advertising,
delivery, transportation, or causing to be
transported, after shipment in commerce,
of any textile fiber product, whether in
its original state or contained in other
textile fiber products, as the terms “‘com-
merce” and “textile fiber product” are
defined in the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act, do forthwith cease
and desist from misbranding textile fiber
products by failing to afiix labels to such
textile fiber products showing each ele-
ment of information required to be dis-
closed by section 4(b) of the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act;

It is further ordered, That respondent
Amos Osborne, an individual trading as
Osborne Hosiery Co. or under any other
name, and respondent’s agents, repre-
sentatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution of hosiery, or other
related “industry products,” which are
“jrregulars,” “seconds,” or otherwise m:n-
perfect, as such terms are defined in Ru'e
4(c) of the Amended Trade Practice
Rules for the Hosiery Industry (16 CFR
152.4(c)), in commarce, as ‘‘commerce
is defined in the Fecleral Trade Commis-
sion Act, do forthwith cease and desist
from:

A. Selling or distributing any such
product without clearly and conspicu”
ously marking on each stocking, sock

or other unit the words “irregular” or
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“second,” as the ease may be, in such
degree of permanency as fo remain on
the product until the consummation of
the consumer sale and of such con-
spicuousness as to be easily observed and
read by the purchasing public.

B. Using any advertisement or promo-
tional material in connection with the
offering for sale of any such product un-
less it is disclosed therein that such ar-
ticle is an ‘irregular” or “second” as
the case may be.

C. Using the words “first in quality" or
words of a similar import on the package
in which such product is sold or in
reference to any such product in any
advertisement or promotional material.

D. Representing in any other manner,
directly or by implication, that such
products are first quality or perfect
quality.

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

Issued: June 7, 1966.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] JoserH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 66-7560; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:49 am.|

|Docket No., C-1073]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Bobby G. Oshorne and
Bobby Oshorne

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§13.1205 Quality or grade. Subpart—
Misrepresenting oneself and goods—
Goods: §13.1715 Quality. Subpart—
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to
make material disclosure: § 13.1886
Quality, grade or type.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. In-
terpret or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as
amended; 72 Stat. 1717; 15 U.S.C. 45, 70)
[Cease and desist order, Bobby G. Osborne
lrading as Bobby Oshorne, Dallas, Ga.,
Dacket C-1073, June 7, 1966)

Consent order requiring a Dallas, Ga.,
ﬂn_lshel' and wholesaler of men’s and
children’s hosiery, to cease misrepresent-
ing Imperfect hosiery as first or perfect
qual_xty, failing to disclose their true
duality, and misbranding such products
in violation of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act.

. The order to cease and desist, includ-
0g further order requiring report of
Compliance therewith, is as follows:

GIt 8 ordered, That respondent Bobby
B-bgsborne, an individual trading as
a;a) ¥ Osborne or under any other name,
ang ‘espondent’s representatives, agents
< employees, directly or through any

Orporate or other device, in connec-
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tion with the introduction, delivery for
introduction, sale, advertising, or offer-
ing for sale, in commerce, or the trans-
portation or causing to be transported
in commerce, or in the importation into
the United States, of any textile fiber
product; or in connection with the sale,
offering for sale, advertising, delivery,
transportation, or causing to be trans-
ported, of any textile fiber product which
has been advertised or offered for sale in
commerce; or in connection with the
sale, offering for sale, advertising, de-
livery, transportation, or causing to be
transported, after shipment in com-
merce, of any textile fiber product,
whether in its orginal state or contained
in other textile fiber products, as the
terms “commerce” and “textile fiber
product” are defined in the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from mis-
branding textile fiber products by failing
to affix labels to such textile fiber prod-
ucts showing each element of informa-
tion reguired to be disclosed by section
4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act;

It is further ordered, That respondent
Bobby G. Osborne, an individual trading
as Bobby Osborne or under any other
name, and respondent’s agenfs, repre-
sentatives and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the offering for sale,
sale or distribution of hoisery, or other
related “industry products,” which are
“irregulars,” “seconds,” or otherwise im-
perfect, as such terms are defined in
Rule 4(¢) of the Amended Trade Prac-
tice Rules for the Hosiery Industry
(16 CFR 152.4(c)), in commerce, as
“commerce’” is defined in the Federal
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from:

A. Selling or distributing any such
product without clearly and conspicu-
ously marking on each stocking, sock or
other unit the words “irregular” or ‘“sec-
ond,” as the case may be, in such degree
of permanency as to remain on the prod-
uct until the consummation of the con-
sumer sale and of such conspicuousness
as to be easily observed and read by the
purchasing publie.

B. Using any advertisement or pro-
motional material in connection with the
offering for sale of any such product un-
less it is disclosed therein that such ar-
ticle is an “irregular” or “second,” as the
case may be.

C. Using the words “First in quality”
or words of similar import on the pack-
age in which such product is sold or in
reference to any such product in any
advertisement or promotional material.

D. Representing in any other manner,
directly or by implication, that such
products are first quality or perfect
guality.

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

Issued: June 7, 1966,

By the Commission.
JosEpH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7561; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:49 am.]

Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

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

SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS

PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX-
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI-
TIES

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES

Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted
in Food for Human Consumption

DDT AND TOXAPHENE; TOLERANCES FOR
COMBINED RESIDUES

1. Petitions were filed with the Food
and Drug Administration by Hercules
Powder Co., Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899,
requesting a tolerance of 1.5 parts per
million for residues of DDT (PP 5F0435)
and 2 parts per million for residues of
toxaphene (PP 5F0436) in or on soy-
beans.

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer-
tified that these pesticide chemicals are
useful for the purpose for which toler-
ances are being established.

After consideration of the data sub-
mitted in the petitions and other rele-
vant material, it is concluded that the
tolerances established in this order will
protect the public health. Therefore, by
virtue of the authority vested in the Sec-
retary of Health, Edueation, and Welfare
by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2) and delegated by him
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs
(21 CFR 2.120; 31 F.R. 3008), Part 120
is amended in the following respects:

a. In § 120.3, the introductory text of
paragraph (e) is amended to read as
follows:

§ 120.3 Tolerances for related pesticide
chemicals,

- - » L -

(e) Except as noted in subparagraphs
(1) and (2) of this paragraph, where
residues from two or more chemicals in
the same class are present in or on a raw
agricultural commeodity the tolerance for
the total of such residues shall be the
same as that for the chemical having the
lowest numerical tolerance in this class,
unless a higher tolerance level is specifi-
cally provided for the combined residues
by a regulation in this part.

- . L . L
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b. Section 120.138 is amended by add-
ing, in numerical sequence, tolerances for
residues in or on soybeans, as follows:

§ 120.138 Toxaphene; tolerances for
residues.
. L > - >

3.5 parts per million combined residues
of DDT and toxaphene in or on soybeans
(dry form), of which residues DDT shall
not exceed 1.5 parts per million and toxa-
phene shall not exceed 2 parts per
million.

- * - L -
2 parts per million in or on soybeans
(dry form).

c. Section 120.147 is amended by in-
serting after “3.5 parts per million in or
on fresh vegetable * * *” two new toler-
ances, as follows:

§ 120.147 DDT; tolerances for residues.

3.5 parts per million combined residues
of DDT and toxaphene in or on soybeans
(dry form), of which residues DDT shall
not exceed 1.5 parts per million and toxa-
phene shall not exceed 2 parts per
million.

1.5 parts per million in or on soybeans
(dry form).

# L4 * * -

2. The Commissioner of Food and
Drugs, having evaluated the data sub-
mitted in petitions for residues of DDT
(FAP 5H1772) and of toxaphene (FAP
5H1773) filed by Hercules Powder Co.,
Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899, and other
relevant material, has concluded that
the food additive regulations should be
amended as set forth below with respect
to residues of the insecticides DDT and
toxaphene in soybean oil. Such residues
have been shown to occur in crude soy-
bean oil from application of the pesti-
cide chemicals to the growing agricul-
tural crop under agricultural uses pro-
vided for by concurrent regulations (21
CFR Part 120) issued under section 408
of the act. However, recent studies show
that these residues are substantially re-
moved in commercial refining. There-
fore, pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 409(e) (1), (4), 72 Stat. 1786; 21
U.S.C. 348(c) (1), (4)), and under the
authority delegated to the Commissioner
by the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120; 31 FR.
3008), Part 121 is amended by revising
§ 121.1093 and by adding to Subpart D
a new section, as follows:

§ 121.1093 DDT.

Tolerances are established for residues
of the insecticide DDT (a mixture of
1, 1, 1-trichloro-2,2-bis(p-chlorophenyl)
ethane and 1, 1, 1-trichloro-2-(o-chloro-
phenyl) -2-(p-chlorophenyl) ethane) in
or on the following processed foods, when
present therein as a result of the applica-
tion of this insecticide to growing crops:

100 parts per million in or on peppermint oil
and spearmint oil.
6 parts per million in or on crude soybean oil.
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§ 121.1196 Toxaphene.

A tolerance of 6 parts per million is
established for residues of the insecticide
toxaphene (chlorinated camphene con-
taining 67-69 percent chlorine) in crude
soybean oil when present therein as a
result of the application of this
insecticide to the growing soybean crop.

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 REGISTER 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 person
filing will be adversely affected by the
order and specify with particularity the
provisions of the order deemed objection-
able and the grounds for the objections.
If a hearing is requested, the objections
must state the issues for the hearing.
A hearing will be granted if the objec-
tions 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-
come efTective on the date of its publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(Secs, 408(d) (2), 409(¢) (1), (4), 68 Stat.
512, 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) (2), 348
(e) (1), (4))

Dated: July 5, 1966.

J. K. KiRrg,
Assistant Commissioner
for Operations.

[F.R. Doec. 66-7540; Filed, July 11, 1966;
B8:47 am.]

Title 26—INTERNAL REVENUE

Chapter I—Internal Revenue Service,
Department of the Treasury

SUBCHAPTER A—INCOME TAX
[T.D. 6889]

PART 1—INCOME TAX; TAXABLE
YEARS BEGINNING AFTER DE-
CEMBER 31, 1953

Rules for Determining Stock
Ownership

On May 11, 1965, notice of proposed
rule making was published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (30 F.R. 6486) regarding
the amendment of the Income Tax Reg-
ulations (26 CFR Part 1) to conform to
section 958 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954, as added by section 12(a) of the
Revenue Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1006).
After consideration of all such relevant
matter as was presented by interested
persons regarding the rules proposed, the
amendment of the regulations as pro-
posed is hereby adopted, subject to the
changes set forth below. The amend-
ment shall apply with respect to taxable
years of foreign corporations beginning

after December 31, 1962, and to taxable
years of United States shareholders
within which or with which such taxable
years of such foreign corporations end.

Paracrare 1, The historical note to
§ 1.958, as set forth in the notice of pro-
posed rule making, is revised.

Par. 2. Section 1.958-1, as set forth in
the notice of proposed rule making, s
amended by revising paragraph (c¢)(2),
by revising example (3) of paragraph
(d), and by adding an example (4) to
paragraph (d),

Par. 3. Section 1.958-2, as set forth
in the appendix to the notice of proposed
rule making, is amended by revising
paragraph (d) (1) (iii) and example (3)
of paragraph (g).

[sEAL] SHELDON S. COHEN,
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

Approved: June 30, 1966.

STANLEY S. SURREY,
Assistant Secretary of the
Treasury.

In order to conform the Income Tax
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) to section
958 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954, as added by section 12(a) of the
Revenue Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1006), such
regulations are amenc. as follows effec-
tive with respect to taxable years of for-
eign corporations beginning after De-
cember 31, 1962, and to taxable years of
United States shareholders within which
or with which such taxable years of such
foreign corporations end:

§ 1.958 Statutory provisions; rules for
determining stock ownership.

SEc. 958. Rules for determining stock own-
ership—(a) Direct and indirect ownership—
(1) General rule. For purposes of this sub-
part (other than sections 955(b) (1) (A) and
(B), 955(¢c) (2) (A) (i1), and 960(a) (1)), stock
owned means—

(A) Stock owned directly, and

(B) Stock owned with the application of
paragraph (2).

(2) Stock owmership through foreign en-
tities. For purposes of subparagraph (B) of
paragraph (1), stock owned, directly or in-
directly, by or for a foreign corporation, fpr-
elgn partnership, or foreign trust or foreign
estate (within the meaning of section 7701
(a) (31)) shall be considered as being owned
proportionately by its shareholders, part-
ners, or beneficiaries. Stock considered 0
be owned by a person by reason of the appli-
cation of the preceding sentence shall, for
purposes of applying such sentence, be treat~
ed as actually owned by such person.

(8) Special rule for mutual insurance com-=
panies. For purposes of applying paragraph
(1) in the case of a foreign mutual insurance
company, the term “stock” shall include any
certificate entitling the holder to votlng
power in the corporation.

(b) Constructive ownership. For purposcs
of sections 951(b), 954(d) (3), and 957, sec-
tion 318(a) (relating to constructive own-
ership of stock) shall apply to the extent that
the effect is to treat any United States per-
son as a United States shareholder within the
meaning of section 951(b), to treat & Pel‘5°’;
as a related person within the meaning ©
section 954(d)(3), or to treat a foreign cor-
poration as a controlled foreign corporation
under section 957, except that—
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(1) In applying paragraph (1) (A) of sec-
tion 318(a), stock owned by a nonresident
alien individual (other than a foreign trust
or foreign estate) shall not be considered as
owned by a citizen or by a resident alien
individual,

(2) In applying subparagraphs (A), (B),
and (C) of section 318(a) (2), if a partnership,
estate, trust, or corporation owns, directly
or indirectly, more than 50 percent of the
total combined voting power of all classes
of stock entitled to vote of a corporation, it
shall be considered as owning all the stock
entitled to vote.

(3) In applying subparagraph (C) of sec-
tion 318(a) (2), the phrase 10 percent’ shall
be substituted for the phrase “50 percent"
used in subparagraph (C).

(4) Subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of
section 318(a) (3) shall not be applied so as
to consider & United States person as owning
stock which is owned by a person who is not
a United States person.

Sec. 958 as added by sec. 12(a), Rev. Act 1962
(76 Stat. 1006); as amended by sec. 4(b) (5),
Act of Aug. 31, 1964 (Pub. Law 88-554, T8
Stat. 763) |

§1.958-1 Direct and indirect ownership
of stock.

(a) In general. Section 958(a) pro-
vides that, for purposes of sections 951
to 964 (other than sections 955(b) (1) (A)
and (B), 955(c) (2) (A) (ii), and 960(a)
(1)), stock owned means—

(1) Stock owned directly; and

(2) Stock owned with the application
of paragraph (b) of this section.

The rules of section 958(a) and this sec-
tion provide a limited form of stock at-
tribution primarily for use in determin-
ing the amount taxable to a United
States shareholder under section 951(a).

These rules also apply for purposes of
other provisions of the Code and regu-
lations which make express reference to
section 958(a).

(h) Stock ownership through foreign

entities. For purposes of paragraph (a)
(2) of this seetion, stock owned, directly
or indirectly, by or for a foreign corpora-
tion, foreign partnership, or foreign trust
or foreign estate (within the meaning of
section 7701(a) (31)) shall be considered
as being owned proportionately by its
shareholders, partners, or beneficiaries,
respectively. Stock considered to be
owned by reason of the application of
this baragraph shall, for purposes of re-
applying this paragraph, be treated as
‘actually owned by such person. Thus,
this rule creates a chain of ownership;
however, since the rule applies only to
Stock owned by a foreign entity, attribu-
ton under the rule stops with the first
United States person in the chain of
ownership running from the foreign en-
tity. The application of this paragraph
may be illustrated by the following
example:

Ezample, Domestic corpor o
Percent of the one classrgg ::;2: yn !Z?:lgg
g?raoration R, which in turn owns 80 percent
uonlg one class of stock in foreign corpora-
g :lshic{h In turn owns 90 percent of the
Dides fos so stock in foreign corporation T.
Do oo paragraph, R Corporation is con-
e owning 80 percent of the 90 per-
17 € stock which S Corporation owns

orporation, or 72 percent. Corporation
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M is considered as owning 75 percent of such
72 percent of the stock in T Corporation, or
54 percent. Since M Corporation is a do-
mestic corporation, the attribution under
this paragraph stops with M Corporation,
even though, fllustratively, such corporation
is wholly owned by domestic corporation N.

(¢) Rules of application—(1) Special
rule for mutual insurance companies.
For purposes of applying paragraph (a)
of this section in the case of a foreign
mutual insurance company, the term
“stock” shall include any certificate en-
titling the holder to voting power in the
corporation.

(2) Amount of interest in foreign
corporation, joreign partnership, foreign
trust, or joreign estate. The determi-
nation of a person’s proportionate inter-
est in a foreign corporation, foreign
partnership, foreign trust, or foreign es-
tate will be made on the basis of all the
facts and circumstances in each case.
Generally, in determining a person’s
proportionate interest in a foreign cor-
poration, the purpose for which the rules
of section 958(a) and this section are
being applied will be taken into account.
‘Thus, if the rules of section 958(a) are
being applied to determine the amount
of stock owned for purposes of section
951(a), a person’s proportionate interest
in a foreign corporation will generally be
determined with reference to such per-
son's interest in the income of such cor-
poration. If the rules of section 958(a)
are being applied to determine the
amount of voting power owned for pur-
poses of section 951(b) or 957, a person’s
proportionate interest in a foreign cor-
poration will generally be determined
with reference to the amount of voting
power in such corporation owned by such
person. However, any arrangement
which artificially decreases a United
States person’s proportionate interest
will not be recognized. See §§ 1.951-1
and 1.957-1.

(d) IMustration. The application of
this section may be illustrated by the
following examples:

Ezample (1). United States persons A
and B own 25 percent and 50 percent, re-
spectively, of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation M. Corporation M owns 80
percent of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation N, and N Corporation owns 60
percent of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation P. Under paragraph (b) of this
section, M Corporation is considered to own
48 percent (80 percent of 60 percent) of the
stock in P Corporation; such 48 percent is
treated as actually owned by M Corporation
for the purpose of again applying paragraph
(b) of this section. Thus, A and B are con-
sidered to own 12 perecent (25 percent of 48
percent) and 24 percent (50 percent of 48
percent), respectively, of the stock in P
Corporation.

Ezample (2). United States person C is &
60-percent partner in forelgn partnership X,
Partnership X owns 40 percent of the one
class of stock in foreign corporation Q. Cor-
poration Q is a 50-percent partner in foreign
partnership ¥, and partnership Y owns 100
percent of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation R, By the application of para-
graph (b) of this section, C is considered to
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own 12 percent (60 percent of 40 percent of 50
percent of 100 percent) of the stock in R
Corporation.

Ezample (3). Foreign frust Z was created
for the benefit of United States persons D,
E, and F. Under the terms of the trust in-
strument, the trust income is required to be
divided into three equal shares. Each bene-
ficlary's share of the income may either be
accumulated for him or distributed to him
in the discretion of the trustee. In 1970, the
trust is to terminate and there is to be pald
over to each beneficiary the accumulated in-
come applicable to his share and one-third of
the corpus. The corpus of trust Z is com-
posed of 90 percent of the one class of stock
in foreign corporation S. By the application
of this sectlon, each of D, E, and F is con-
sidered to own 30 percent (' of 90 percent)
of the stock in S Corporation.

Ezample (4). Among the assets of foreign
estate W are Blackacre and a block of stock,
consisting of 75 percent of the one class of
stock of foreign corporation T. Under the
terms of the will governing estate W, Black-
acre is left to G, a nonresident alien, for life,
remainder to H, a nonresident alien, and the
block of stock is left to United States person
K. By the application of this section, K is
considered to own the 75 percent of the stock
of T Corporation, and G and H are not con-
sidered to own any of such stock.

§ 1.958-2 Constructive ownership of
stock.

(a) In general. Section 958(b) pro-
vides that, for purposes of sections 951
(b), 954(d) (3), and 957, the rules of sec-
tion 318(a) as modified by section 958(b)
and this section shall apply to the extent
that the effect is to treat a United States
person as a United States shareholder
within the meaning of section 951(b), to
treat a person as a related person within
the meaning of section 954(d) (3), or to
treat a foreign corporation as a con-
trolled foreign corporation under section
957. The rules contained in this sec-
tion also apply for purposes of other
provisions of the Code and regulations
which make express reference to section
958(b).

(b) Members of family—(1) In gen-
eral. Except as provided in subpara-
graph (3) of this paragraph, an individ-
ual shall be considered as owning the
stock owned, directly or indirectly, by
or for—

(1) His spouse (other than a spouse
who is legally separated from the indi-
vidual under a decree of divorce or sep-
arate maintenance) ; and

(ii) His children, grandchildren, and
parents.

(2) Effect of adoption. For purposes
of subparagraph (1) (ii) of this para-
graph, a legally adopted child of an in-
dividual shall be treated as a child of
such individual by blood.

(3) Stock owned by nonresident alien
individual. For purposes of this para-
graph, stock owned by a nonresident
alien individual (other than a foreign
trust or foreign estate) shall not be con-
sidered as owned by a United States cit-
izen or a resident alien individual. See
section 958(b) (1).

(¢) Attribution from parinerships, es-
tates, trusts, and corporations—(1) In
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general. Except as provided in subpara-
graph (2) of this paragraph—

(1) From partnerships and estates.
Stock owned, directly or indirectly, by or
for a partnership or estate shall be con-
sidered as owned proportionately by its
partners or beneficiaries.

(i) From trusts—(a) To beneficiaries.
Stock owned, directly or indirectly, by or
for a trust (other than an employees’
trust described in section 401(a) which is
exempt from tax under section 501(a))
shall be considered as owned by its bene-
ficiaries in proportion to the actuarial in-
terest of such beneficiaries in such trust.

(b) To owner. Stock owned, directly
or indirectly, by or for any portion of a
trust of which a person is considered the
owner under sections 671 to 678 (relating
to grantors and others treated as sub-
stantial owners) shall be considered as
owned by such person.

(iil) From corporations. If 10 percent
or more in value of the stock in a corpo-
ration is owned, directly or indirectly, by
or for any person, such person shall be
considered as owning the stock owned,
directly or indirectly, by or for such cor-
poration, in that proportion which the
value of the stock which such person so
owns bears to the value of all the stock
in such corporation. See section 958
(b) (3).

(2) Rules of application. For pur-
poses of subparagraph (1) of this para-
graph, if a partnership, estate, trust, or
corporation owns, directly or indirectly,
more than 50 percent of the total com-
bined voting power of all classes of stock
entitled to vote in a corporation, it shall
be considered as owning all the stock
entitled to vote. See section 958(b) (2).

(d) Atiribution to partnerships, es-
tates, trusts, and corporations—(1) In
general. Except as provided in subpara-
graph (2) of this paragraph—

(i) To partnerships and estates. Stock
owned, directly or indirectly, by or for
a partner or a beneficiary of an estate
shall be considered as owned by the
partnership or estate.

(i) To trusis—(a) From beneficiaries.
Stock owned, directly or indirectly, by-
or for a beneficiary of a trust (other than
an employees’ trust described in section
401(a) which is exempt from tax under
section 501(a)) shall be considered as
owned by the trust, unless such bene-
ficiary's interest in the trust is a remote
contingent inferest. For purposes of the
preceding sentence, a contingent interest
of a beneficiary in a trust shall be con-
sidered remote if, under the maximum
exercise of discretion by the trustee in
favor of such beneficiary, the value of
such interest, computed actuarially, is 5
percent or less of the value of the trust
property.

(b) From owner. Stock owned, di-
rectly or indirectly, by or for a person
who is considered the owner of any por-
tion of a trust under sections 671 to 678
(relating to grantors and others treated
as substantial owners) shall be con-
sidered as owned by the trust.
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(iii) To corporations. If 50 percent
or more in value of the stock in a corpo-
ration is owned, directly or indirectly,
by or for any person, such corporation
shall be considered as owning the stock
owned, directly or indirectly, by or for
such person. This subdivision shall not
be applied so as to consider a corporation
as owning its own stock.

(2) Limitation. Subparagraph (1) of
this paragraph shall not be applied so as
to consider a United States person as
owning stock which is owned by a person
who is not a United States person. See
section 958(b) (4).

(e) Options. If any person has an
option to acquire stock, such stock shall
be considered as owned by such person.
For purposes of the preceding sentence,
an option to acquire such an option, and
each one of a series of such options, shall
be considered as an option to acquire
such stock.

(f) Rules of application., For pur-
poses of this section—

(1) Stock treated as actually owned—
(1) In general. Except as provided in
subdivisions (ii) and (iii) of this sub-
paragraph, stock constructively owned by
a person by reason of the application of
paragraphs (b), (¢), (d), and (e) of this
section shall, for purposes of applying
such paragraphs, be considered as actu-
ally owned by such person.

(i) Members of family. Stock con-
structively owned by an individual by
reason of the application of paragraph
(b) of this section shall not be considered
as owned by him for purposes of again
applying such paragraph in order to
make another the constructive owner of
such stock.

(iil) Partnerships, estates, trusts, and
corporations. Stock constructively
owned by a partnership, estate, trust, or
corporation by reason of the application
of paragraph (d) of this section shall not
be considered as owned by it for purposes
of applying paragraph (e) of this sec-
tion in order to make another the con-
structive owner of such stock.

(iv) Option rule in lieu of family rule.
For purposes of this subparagraph, if
stock may be considered as owned by an
individual under paragraph (b) or (e) of
this section, it shall be considered as
owned by him under paragraph (e).

(2) Coordination of different attribu-
tion rules. For purposes of any one de-
termination, stock which may be owned
under more than one of the rules of
§ 1.958-1 and this section, or by more
than one person, shall be owned under
that attribution rule which imputes to
the person, or persons, concerned the
largest total percentage of such stock.
The application of this subparagraph
may be illustrated by the following
examples:

Ezample (1). (a) United States persons
A and B, and domestic corporation M, own
9 percent, 82 percent, and 10 percent, re-
spectively, of the one class of stock In foreign
corporation R. A also owns 10 percent of
the one class of stock In M Corporation.
For purposes of determining whether A is a

Unlted States shareholder with respect to R
Corporation, 10 percent of the 10-percent in-
terest of M Corporation in R Corporation is
considered as owned by A. See paragraph
(¢) (1) (lif) of this section. Thus, A owns 10
percent (9 percent plus 10 percent of 10 per-
cent) of the stock in R Corporation and is a
United States sharcholder with respect to
such corporation. Corporation M and B, by
reason of owning 10 percent and 32 percent,
respectively, of the stock in R Corporation
are United States shareholders with respect
to such corporation.

(b) For purposes of determining whether
R Corporation is a controlled foreign cor-
poration, the 1 percent of the stock in R
Corporation directly owned by M Corpora-
tion and considered as owned by A cannot be
counted twice. Therefore, the total amount
of stock in R Corporation owned by United
States shareholders is 51 percent, determined
as follows:

Stock ownership
in R Corporation
(percent)

...................... 51

Ezample (2). United States person C
owns 10 percent of the one class of stock In
foreign corporation N, which owns 60 per-
cent of the one class of stock in foreign cor-
poration 8. Under paragraph (a)(2) ol
§ 1.958-1, C is considered as owning 6 per-
cent (10 percent of 60 percent) of the stock
in S Corporation, Under paragraph (c)(1)
(iii) and (2) of this section N Corporation
is considered as owning 100 percent of the
stock in S Corporation and C is considered
as owning 10 percent of such 100 percent, or
10 percent of the stock in 8 Corporation,
Thus, for purposes of determining whether
C 1s a United States shareholder with re-
spect to 8 Corporation, the attribution rules
of paragraph (¢) (1) (i1i) and (2) of this sec-
tion are used inasmuch as C owns a larger
total percentage of the stock of 8 Corporation
under such rules.

(g) INustration. The application of
this section may be illustrated by the
following examples:

Ezample (1). United States persons A
and B own 5 percent and 25 percent, respec-
tively, of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation M. Corporation M owns 60 per-
cent of the one class of stock in foreign cor-
poration N. Under paragraph (a)(2) of
§1.958-1, A and B are considered as owning
3 percent (5 percent of 60 percent) and 15
percent (25 percent of 60 percent), respec-
tively, of the stock in N Corporation. Under
paragraph (c) (2) of this section, M Corpora~
tion is treated as owning all the stock in
N Corporation, and, under paragraph (c) (1)
(iii) of this section, B is considered as own*
ing 25 percent of such 100 percent, or 25
percent of the stock in N Corporation. In-
asmuchas A owns less than 10 percent of the
stock in M Corporation, he is not consid-
ered as owning, under paragraph (c) (1) (i)
of this section, any of the stock in N Cor-
poration owned by M Corporation. Thus,
the attribution rules of paragraph (a)(2) of
§ 1.958-1 are used with respect to A inas-
much as he owns a larger total percentag®
of the stock of N Corporation under such
rules; and the attribution rules of para~
graph (c) (1) (iii) and (2) of this gection are
used with respect to B inasmuch as he owns
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a larger total percentage of the stock of N
Corporation under such rules.

Example (2). United States person C owns
60 percent of the one class of stock in do-
mestic corporation P; corporation P owns 60
percent of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation Q; and corporation Q owns 60
percent of the one class of stock in foreign
corporation R. Under paragraph (a)(2) of
§1.058-1, P Corporation is considered as
owning 36 percent (60 percent of 60 percent)
of the stock in R Corporation, and C is con-
sidered as owning none of the stock in R
Corporation inasmuch as the chain of owner-
ghip stops at the first United States person
and P Corporation is such a person. Under
paragraph (¢) (2) of this section, @ Corpora-
tion is treated as owning 100 percent of the
stock in R Corporation, and under paragraph
(c) (1) (iii) of this section, P Corporation is
considered as owning 60 percent of such 100
percent, or 60 percent of the stock in R Cor-
poration, For purposes of determining the
amount of stock in R Corporation which C
s considered as owning, P Corporation is
treated under paragraph (c)(2) of this sec-
tion as owning 100 percent of the stock in R
Corporation; therefore, C is considered as
owning 60 percent of the stock in R Corpora-
tion. Thus, the attribution rules of para-
graph (¢) (1) (iif) and (2) of this section are
used with respect to C and P Corporation
inasmuch as they each own a larger total
percentage of the stock of R Corporation
under such rules.

Ezample (3). United States person D
owns 25 percent of the one class of stock in
foreign corporation 8. D iIs also a 40-percent
partner in domestic partnership X, which
owns 50 percent of the one class of stock in
domestic corporation T. Under paragraph
(d) (1) (1) of this section, the 25 percent of
the stock in S Corporation owned by D 1s con-
sidered as being owned by partnership X;
since such stock is treated as actually owned
by partnership X under paragraph (f) (1) (1)
of this section, such stock is in turn con-
sldered as being owned by T Corporation
under paragraph (d) (1) (ili) of this section.
Thus, under paragraphs (d)(1) and (f)(1)
(1) of this section, T Corporation is con-
sidered as owning 25 percent of the stock in
8 Corporation.

Example (4). Foreign corporation U owns
100 percent of the one class of stock in do-
mestic corporation V and also 100 percent of
t?}c one class of stock in foreign corporation
W. By virtue of paragraph (d)(2) of this
section, V Corporation may not be considered
under paragraph (d)(1) of this section as
owning the stock owned by its sole share-
holder, U Corporation, In W Corporation,

Example (5). United States citizen E
owns 15 percent of the one class of stock in
forelgn corporation ¥, and United States
citizen F, E's spouse, owns 5 percent of such
stock. E and F’s four nonresident alien
grandchlldren each own 20 percent of the
stock in Y Corporation. Under paragraph
(b) (1) of this section, E is considered as
owning the stock owned by F in Y Corpora-
tlron: however, by virtue of paragraph (b) (3)
g this section, E may not be considered un-
; sf baragraph (b) (1) of this section as own-
. g any of the stock in ¥ Corporation owned

¥ such grandchildren.

Ezample (6). United States person F

;)wns 10 percent of the one class of stock in
l%rcsgn corporation Z; corporation Z owns
o percent of the one class of stock in foreign
'Poration K; and corporation K owns 100
gg:cenz of the one class of stock in foreign
Spo[\)gl;atlon L. United States person G, F's
o owns 9 percent of the stock in K
% Poration. Under paragraph (e) (1) (ill)
5 gtsl:s section or . paragraph (a)(2) of
(16 ~1, F Is considered as owning 1 percent
percent of 10 percent of 100 percent) of
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the stock in L Corporation by reason of his
ownership of stock in Z Corporation, and, un-
der paragraph (b)(1) of this section, G is
considered as owning such 1 percent of the
stock in I, Corporation. Under paragraph
(a) (2) of §1.958-1, G is considered as own-
ing 9 percent (9 percent of 100 percent) of
the stock in L Corporation by reason of her
ownership of stock in K Corporation, and,
under paragraph (b) (1) of this section, F is
considered as owning such 9 percent of the
stock in L Corporation. Thus, for the pur~
pose of determining whether F or G is a
United States shareholder with respect to L
Corporation, each of F and G is considered as
owning a total of 10 percent of the stock in
L Corporation by applying the rules of para-
graph (2)(2) of §1.958-1 and paragraphs
(b) (1) and (c)(1)(iil) of this section.
(Sec. 7805, Internal Revenue Code of 1954;
68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C, 7805)

[F.R, Doc. 66-7377; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 a.m.|

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 11—Coast Guard, Depart-
ment of the Treasury

[CGFR 66-27]

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS
TO CHAPTER

Pursuant to authority vested in me as
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, by
Treasury Department Order 167-17 (20
FR. 4976) and Treasury Department
Order 167-50 (28 F.R. 530) :

PART 11-1—GENERAL

Subpart 11-1.6—Debarred and
Ineligible Bidders

1. In § 11-1.606, paragraphs (a) and
(c) are amended by changing the refer-
ence to “§ 1-1.605(a)” to read “§ 1-1.604
a)™.

PART 11-3—PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

Subpart 11-3.2—Circumstances
~ Permitting Negotiation

1. Section 11-3.211(c)
read as follows:

is revised to

§ 11-3.211 Experimental, development,
or research work.

* - e * -

(¢) Reporting requirement. (1) Re-
ports required by section 2304(e), 10
U.S.C. to be made to Congress on May 19
and November 19 of each year will be
made by Commandant (FS) to the Secre-
tary of Treasury by May 1 and Novem-
ber 1 of each year of the purchases and
contracts made under this §11-3.211
since the date of last report.

(2) Reports will contain the following
information:

(i) Name of contractor;

(ii) Dollar amount of contract (n-
cluding amendments) ; and
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(iii) Brief deseription of the work re-
quired to be performed under the con-
tract (when necessary, because of the
national security, the word “classified”
may be used in lieu of the description).

Subpart 11-3.6—Small Purchases

1. Section 11-3.607 is added, reading
as follows:

§ 11-3.607 Interagency use of local term
contracts,

(a) General: The Commandant (FS),
district commanders, and commanding
officers of Headquarters units may au-
thorize the use of Coast Guard term con-
tracts by other Federal agencies when the
contracts permit or may be amended to
permit such use. Authority to permit
participation in Coast Guard term con-
tracts by other Federal agencies shall
be limited to contracts executed by the
command concerned. Requests received
for participation in term contracts exe-
cuted by a separate command will be
forwarded to that command for action
and the requesting agencies informed ac-
cordingly. After permission has been
granted for use of Coast Guard term
contracts, copies of the contracts, perti-
nent amendments, and/or contract bulle-
tins shall be furnished the participating
agencies to permit placement of orders,
inspection, payment of invoices, etc.

(b) See chapter 1 of this title.

(¢) Use of existing contracts: When
agreeable to the contractors concerned,
and provided there are no contract pro-
visions to the contrary, existing Coast
Guard term contracts may be amended
to permit their use by specific Federal
agencies. The contract amendments
shall list the additional agencies allowed
to participate in the contracts and will
clearly state that the participating agen-
cies are responsible for placing orders
directly with the contractors, arranging
for inspection and acceptance of supplies
or services, and settlement of the con-
tractors’ invoices.

(d) Multiple use contracts: When the
Coast Guard has assumed responsibility
for contracting for the requirements of
other agencies in given areas, the re-
quirements of the participating agencies
shall be combined with those of the Coast
Guard and included in a single contract
for each category of supplies or services.
In those instances where a recurring need
arises for the use of Coast Guard ferm
contracts by units of other agencies, such
as visiting Navy or Coast and Geodetic
Survey vessels, etc., local term contracts
lending themselves to use by other agen-
cies should be worded to permit such
use without specific amendment.

(e) See chapter 1 of this title.

(f) Responsibilities of contracting of-
fice and participating offices: It is the
responsibility of Federal agencies using
Coast Guard term contracts to place or-
ders with the contractors, arrange for in-
spection and acceptance of supplies or
services, determine whether performance
meets the contract terms, and effect set-
tlement of contractors’ invoices; however,
general supervision over such contracts
rests with the Coast Guard. Subject to
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the provisions of the contracts, ordering
offices should deal directly with contrac-
tors concerning their performances of
the contract terms, should accept or re-
ject the supplies or services and, in case
of default, terminate delivery orders,
purchase from other sources, and charge
contractors with resulting excess costs.
Contracting officers shall investigate all
reports of unsatisfactory contract per-
formance received from other Federal
agencies using Coast Guard term con-
tracts and where necessary to terminate
for default, forward all pertinent infor-
mation to Commandant (F) for approval
of action to be taken in accordance with
§ 11-8.201 of this chapter.

PART 11-5—SPECIAL AND DIRECTED
SOURCES OF SUPPLY

Subpart 11-5.51—Procurement of
Supplies From General Services Ad-
ministration Stores Depots and of

Services for Repair and Refinishing -

From General Services Administra-
tion Sources

1. Section 11-5.5104 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 11-5.5104 Order for supplies,

DD Form 1348 series will be used to
obtain supplies from GSA stores depots.

2. Section 11-5.5108 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 11-5.5108 Additional services.

In addition to the items listed in
§ 11-5.56106, the General Services Ad-
ministration regional offices have avail-
able contracts some of which are manda-
tory on Coast Guard, for the mainte-
nance, repair, and rehabilitation of many
categories of personal property such as
fans, door closers, household appliances,
water coolers, machine and hand tools,
precision instruments, and radio equip-
ment. General Services Administration
regional offices will advise Coast Guard
activities as to existing contracts cover-
ing these services. GSA nonmandatory
contracts will be used when the condi-
tions of §11-5.5003 (b) and (e¢) exist.
Exception from the foregoing is per-

mitted only where the contracting office
has actual knowledge that the purchase
can be made more advantageously to the
Government from a source other than
the GSA contract, after allowing for the
burdens and cost of any procurement
under applicable supply procedures.
The contracting officer shall not solicit
bids, proposals, quotations, or otherwise
test the market for comparison with the
contract price.

3. Section 11-5.5306-2 is revised to
read as follows:

§ 11-5.5306-2 Procurement from GSA
stores depot.
DD Form 1348 will be used to obtain
prison-made supplies from GSA stores
depots.

4, Section 11-5.5404-2 is revised to
read as follows:

§ 11-5.5404-2 From General Services
Administration Stores Depots.

DD Form 1348 series will be used fo
obtain blind-made supplies from General
Service Administration Stores Depots.

Dated: June 30, 1966.

[sEAL] W. D. SHIELDS,

Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Acting Commandant.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7555; Filed, July 11, 1866:
8:48 am,]

Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter |—0Office of the Secretary of
Defense

SUBCHAPTER B—PERSONNEL; MILITARY AND
CIVILIAN

PART 43—PERSONAL COMMERCIAL
AFFAIRS

Correction

Federal Register Document 66-5293,
published at page 7228 in the issue for
May 18, 1966, is corrected as follows:
In Attachment B, the ‘“‘Approximate an-
nual rate" percentages are incorrectly
aligned over the columns of finance
charge figures. As corrected, Atftach-
ment B reads as follows:
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ATTACHMENT B
TABLE FOR COMPUTING APPROXIMATE ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE FORLEVEL MONTHLY PAYMENT PLANS

Example:
r Filr)mnce charge=$38; Total amount to be financed=3$250; Number of monthly payments=24.

Solution:

ou will see that
he two columns

i

g at the head of
od falls exactly on a tabular value, the

pearin

find the two numbers between which the

@ two columns of figures

th

rate istherate a)

tage

N

mance charge per huns

Reading up between
e f

ar

between $14.66 and $15.80.
of this directive the annual

S amoun

line for 24 months. Follow across this line until you
t to be financed falls,

lo $15.20 falls
the

For
e per $100 of tot

Jower percentage rate may be used.)

f the table to the

.20 falls, In this examp!
rate is 14 percent.
nanee charg

6

ch thtoa%

reen

$38-+-$250X$100=$15.20.
down the left hand column o
finance charge of $15.
between w&e

the annual

l—g'l‘v{dig the finance charge by the total amount to be financed and multiply by $100. This gives the finance charge per $100 of amount to be financed.
al "

Step 2—Follow

Step

Approximate annual rate

36%

33%

2% | 30%

24% | 2%

22%

2%

18%

16%

15%

14%

18%

12%

7%| 8% | %% 10%’11%

624%| %

w0

524%

5%

(Finance charge per $100 of balance to be financed)

b f

9,90 10.77 11.83 12.88

30 11.18 12,17 13,36 14.57
.58 12.47 13.58 14.02 16,

, 20

Number of level

monthly payments

OTE: The values in this table have been computed by the sctuarial or annuity method which conforms to the U.S. Rule.

N
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- Proposed Rule Making

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No. 66-CE-34]

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION
AREA

Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering amendments to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations which
would alter controlled airspace in the
Escanaba, Mich., terminal area.

The following controlled airspace is
presently designated in the Escanaba,
Mich., terminal area:

(1) The Escanaba, Mich., control zone
is designated as that airspace within a
5-mile radius of Escanaba Municipal Air-
port (latitude 45°43°25’" N., longitude
87°05’40"" W.) ; within 2 miles each side
of the Escanaba VOR 265° radial extend-
ing from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles
west of the VOR; within 2 miles each
side of the 347° bearing from Escanaba
Municipal Airport extending from the
5-mile radius zone to-10% miles north
of the airport; and within 2 miles each
side of the 261° bearing from Escanaba
Municipal Airport extending from the
5-mile radius zone to 8 miles west of the
airport. This control zone shall be ef-
fective during the times established by
a notice to airmen and published con-
tinuously in the Airman’s Information
Manual.

(2) The Escanaba, Mich., transition
area is designated as that airspace ex-
tending upward from 700 feet above the
surface within a 5-mile radius of Es-
canaba Municipal Airport atitude
45°43'25' N., longitude 87°05'40"" W.);
within 8 miles west and 5 miles east of
the 347° bearing from Escanaba Munici-
pal Airport extending from the airport
to 14, miles north of the airport; within
5 miles north and 8 miles south of the
261° bearing from Escanaba Municipal
Airport extending from the airport to
12 miles west of the airport; and within
5 miles north and 8 miles south of the
Escanaba VOR 265° radial extending
from the VOR to 12 miles west of the
VOR.

New approach procedures require a
modification of controlled airspace in the
Escanaba terminal area. The Federal
Aviation Agency, having completed a
comprehensive review of the terminal
airspace structural requirements in the
Escanaba, Mich., terminal area, proposes
the following airspace actions:

(1) Alter the Escanaba, Mich., control
zone by redesignating it as that airspace
within a 5-mile radius of Escanaba Mu-
nicipal Airport (latitude 45°43’25'’ N.,
longitude 87°05’40’ W.) ; within 2 miles
each side of the Escanaba VOR 007°, 100°
and 265° radials extending from the 5-
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mile radius zone to 8 miles north, east
and west of the VOR; and within 2 miles
each side of the 261° bearing from Es-
canaba Municipal Airport extending
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles
west of the airport. This control zone
shall be effective during the times estab-
lished by a notice to airmen and con-
tinuously published in the Airman’s In-
formation Manual,

(2) Alter the Escanaba, Mich., tran-
sition area by redesignating it as that
airspace extending upward from 700 feet
above the surface within 8 miles west
and 5 miles east of the Escanaba VOR
007° radial, within 8 miles north and 5
miles south of the VOR 100° radial, with-
in 8 miles south and 5 miles north of
the VOR 265° radial extending from the
VOR to 12 miles north, east and west of
the VOR; and within 8 miles south and
5 miles north of the 261° bearing from
Escanaba Municipal Airport (latitude
45°43°25"" N., longitude 87°05°40"" W.),
extending from the airport to 12 miles
west of the airport.

The proposed control zone and tran-
sition area will provide controlled air-
space protection for aircraft execufing
prescribed instrument flight rule pro-
cedures in the Escanaba, Mich., terminal
area.

-A new public use instrument approach
procedure has been developed to serve
the Escanaba Municipal Airport Runway
27. In addition, a new restricted VOR
approach procedure to replace the re-
stricted ADF approach procedure No. 1
serving Runway 18 has also been de-
veloped.

The control zone will continue to be
effective during the hours that North
Central Airlines provides weather obser-
vations and dissemination of weather in-
formation, presently from 0730 to 2200
hours, local times daily. In the event
of airline schedule changes, these hours
may vary. When this occurs, notice will
be given prior to any ehange by a notice
to airmen and continuously published
in the Airman’s Information Manual.

The floors of the airways that traverse
the transition area proposed herein will
automatically coincide with the floors of
the transition area.

Specific details of this proposal and
any instrument approach procedures
which it was developed to protect may
be examined by contacting the Chief,
Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Division,
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo.
641086.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Director,
Central Region, Attention: Chief, Air
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation
Agency, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106. All communications
received within 45 days after publication

of this notice in the FeEbErRAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Agency officials
may be made by contacting the Regional
Air Traffic Division Chief. Any data,
views, or arguments presented during
such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record for
consideration. The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received.

The public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Agency, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Mo. 64106.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 13438).

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on June
27, 19686,
Epwarp C. MARSH,
Director, Central Region.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7526; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 am.]

[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No. 66-CE-54]

TRANSITION AREA

Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering an amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations which
would alter the controlled .airspace in
the Kansas City, Mo., terminal area.

The Kansas City, Mo., transition area
is presently designated as follows:

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 10-mile radius
of Kansas City Municipal Airport (latitude
89°07'20'" N., longitude 94°35'30" W.). wn'hln
2 miles each side of the Riverside, Mo., VOR
018* radial and 2 miles west of the Kansas
City ILS localizer N course, extending from
the 10-mile radius arc to 8 miles N of the OM;
within an 8-mile radius of the Mid-CouL_!neut
Interndtional Airport (latitude 89°18'05” N.
longitude 94*43'36" W.), and within 2 miles
each side of the Mid-Continent ILS localizer
N and 8 courses, extending from the g-mile
radius area to 13 miles N of the alrport f‘““fl to
8 miles S of the Mid-Continent OM; thhm 8
7-mile radius of Sherman AAF (latitude
39°22°05"" N., longitude 94°54'45'" W.); and
that airspace extending upward from 1.20(?
feet above the surface bounded on the SE DY
the are of a 42-mile radius circle centered on
the Kansas City Municipal Airport beginning
at the W boundary of V-205-and extcnxgiq’g
counterclockwise to the 8 boundary of V-12
thence E along the S boundary of V-12 10
longitude 93°30°00’* W.,, thence N to 1atitude
39°41'00"" N., longitude 93°28'45'’ W., thence
NW to latitude 39°48'65' N., 1onsxmd§
03°34730'" W., thence SW along the N“l
boundary of V-10 to the E boundary of Vf“;l ,
thence W to latitude 39°44°00"" W., longitude
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04°4320’' W., thence SW to latitude 39°30°-
00" W., longitude 94°49'00"" W., thence W
along latitude 89°30°00 N., to longitude 95°~
09'00"” W,, thence S to latitude 38°59'00'" N,
longitude 95°12’20"* W., thence SE to latitude
38°63'00" N., longitude 95°05°10’ W,, thence
NE along the SE boundary of V=10 to the arc
of a 10-mile radius circle centered on Kansas
City Municipal Airport, thence counterclock-
wise to the W boundary of V-205, thence S
along the W boundary of V-205 to the point
of beginning.

The Federal Aviation Agency, having
completed a comprehensive review of the
terminal airspace structural require-
ments in the Kansas City, Mo., terminal
area, proposes the following airspace
action:

Redesignate the Kansas City, Mo.,
transition area as that airspace extend-
ing upward from 700 feet above the sur-
face within a 10-mile radius of Kansas
City Municipal Airport (latitude 39°07'-
20" N., longitude 94°35’30’" W.), within
2 miles each side of the Riverside, Mo.,
VOR 018° radial and 2 miles W of the
Kansas City ILS localizer N course, ex-
tending from the 10-mile radius area to
8 miles N of the OM; within an 8-mile
radius of the Mid-Continent Interna-
tional Airport (latitude 39°18’05"" N.,
longitude 94°43°36'” W.), and within 2
miles each side of the Mid-Continent ILS
localizer N and S courses, extending from
the 8-mile radius area to 13 miles N of
the airport and to 8 miles S of the Mid-
Continent OM; within a 7-mile radius of
the Sherman AAF (latitude 39°22'05"*
N longitude 94°54’45 W.); and that
airspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface bounded on the
SE by the arc of a 42-mile radius circle
cqntcred on the Kansas City Municipal
Airport, beginning at the W boundary of
V-205 and extending counter-clockwise
to the S boundary of V-12, thence along
the S boundary of V-12 to longitude
93°30’00"” W., thence N along longitude
93°30°00’" W. to SE boundary of V-10,
thence direct to latitude 39°48’55’" N.,
longitude 93°34’30* W., thence SW along
the NW boundary of V-10 to the E
boundary of V-161, thence W to lati-
tude 39°44’00" N., longitude 94°43'20"
W., thence SW to latitude 39°30700’" N.,
longitude 94°49'00"" W., thence W along
latitude 39°3000’” N. to the SW bound-
ary of V-71, thence NW along the SW
boundary of V-71 to longitude 95°09°00’"
W.. thence S along longitude 95°09’00"
XIV. to the SE boundary of V-10, thence

E along the SE boundary of V-10 to the
arc of a 10-mile radius circle centered
g]n the Kansas City Municipal Airport,
bgence counter-clockwise to the W
Wundaw of V-205, thence S along the

V"boundary of V-205 to the point of be-
glm_ung: and that airspace extending
?lmard from 5,000 feet MSL bounded on

he W by longitude 93°30°00’* W., on the
Sby V-4, on the E by V-424, on the N by
V:ll‘6. and on the NW by V-200: and
“lth}ll an area bounded on the W by
lémgltude 93°30’00"” W., on S by V-116 on

r.by‘ V-206 and on the N by V-10, and
;\ éthm an area bounded on the W by V-
> 15:“‘1 the E by V-10 and on the N by

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

The proposed additional controlled
airspace will provide the required air-
space for radar vector for separation
and/or navigation of aircraft operating
into and out of the Kansas City Rich-
ards-Gebaur AFB, Olathe NAS, and
Whiteman AFB terminals.

The floors of the airways that traverse
the transition area proposed herein
would automatically coincide with the
floors of the transition area.

No procedural changes would be ef-
fected in conjunction with the actions
proposed herein.

Specific details of this proposal may be
examined by contacting the Chief, Air-
space Branch, Air Traffic Division, 601
East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Director,
Central Region, Attention: Chief, Air
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation
Agency, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Mo. 64106. All communications re~
ceived within 45 days after publication
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. No pub-
lic hearing is contemplated at this time,
but arrangements for informal confer-
ences with Federal Aviation Agency
officials may be made by contacting the
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief.
Any data, views, or arguments presented
during such conferences must also he
submitted in writing in accordance with
this notice in order to become part of
the Pecord for consideration. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived.

The public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Agency, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Mo. 64106.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C, 1348).

Issued at Kansas City, Mo. on June
28, 1966.

Epwarp C. MARSH,
Director, Central Region.

|[F.R. Doc. 66-7527; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 a.m.|

DEPARTMENT. OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service
[7 CFR Part 987 ]

HANDLING OF DOMESTIC DATES
PRODUCED OR PACKED IN DES-
IGNATED AREA OF CALIFORNIA

Notice of Proposed Free and Re-
stricted Percentages and With-
holding Factors for 1966-67 Crop
Year

Notice is hereby given of a proposal
to establish, for the 1966-67 crop year
beginning August 1, 1966, free and re-
stricted percentages and withholding

9461

factors applicable to marketable dates of
the Deglet Noor, Zahidi, Halawy, and
Khadrawy varieties. The proposed per-
centages and withholding factors would
be established in accordance with the
provisions of the marketing agreement,
as amended, and Order No. 987, as
amended (7 CFR Part 987), regulating
the handling of domestic dates produced
or packed in a designated area of Cali-
fornia, effective under the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The pro-
posal was recommended by the Date
Administrative Committee.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with the aforesaid proposal should
file the same, in quadruplicate, with the
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Room 112, Administration
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, not
later than the 8th day after the publica-
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL
RecisTer. All written submissions made
pursuant to this notice will be made
available for public inspection at the
office of the Hearing Clerk during regu-
lar business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

Estimates pertinent to the establish-
ment of such proposed percentages and
withholding factors are as follows:

[In thousands of pounds]

Factors Deglet | Zahidi

Noor

Kha-
drawy

Halawy

—_

. Uncertified han-
dler carryover
(July 31, 1666) - .

. Production of
marketablo
dates (1966-07
Crop year)...-...

3. Total available
supply of mar-
ketable dates
subject to reg-
ulation. ...

. Trade demand 1.

. Plus: Allowance
for handler
carryover (July
85107 el

6. Less: Certified

handler carry-

over (July 31,

1066

264 1 7

»

1,300 | 180 450

457

47,240 | 1
1 515

181
21, 000 1856

o

15, 500

6,730 02 13
20, 770 182

109
450

in excess of re-
quirements for
free dates (item
3 minus item 7).

17,470 406 (1) 1

1The Date Administrative Committee included no
countries other than the United States and Canada in
its determination of trade demand,

On the basis of the foregoing esti-
mates, free and resfricted percentages
and a withholding factor for Deglet Noor
dates of 63 percent, 37 percent, and 58.7
percent, respectively, and for Zahidi
dates of 75 percent, 25 percent, and 33.3
percent, respectively, appear to be ap-
propriate for the 1966-67 crop year.

For the Halawy variety and also the
Khadrawy variety, the estimated total
available supply of marketable dates
subject to regulation approximates the
estimated requirements for free dates.
A free percentage of 100 percent, there-
fore, is appropriate for each variety.

The proposal is as follows:
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PROPOSED RULE MAKING

§ 987.214 TFree and restricted percent-
ages, and withholding factors,

The warious free percentages, re-
stricted percentages, and withholding
factors applicable to marketable dates
of each variety shall be, for the crop year
beginning August 1, 1966, and ending
July 21, 1967, as follows: (a) Deglet Noor
variety dates: Free percentage, 63 per-
cent; restricted percentage, 37 percent;
and withholding factor, 58.7 percent;
(b) Zahidi variety dates: Free percent-
age, 75 percent; restricted percentage,
25 percent; and withholding factor, 33.3
percent; (¢) Halawy variety dates: Free
percentage, 100 percent; restricted per-
centage, 0 percent; and withholding fac-
tor, 0 percent; and (d) Khadrawy va-
riety dates: Free percentage, 100 per-
cent; restricted percentage, 0 percent;
and withholding factor, 0 percent.

Dated: July 7, 1966.

_Froyp F. HEDLUND,
Director, Fruit and WVegelable
Division, Consumer and Mar-
keting Service.

[FR. Doc. 66-7576; Flled, July 11, 1966;
8:50 am.]
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File Nos. 7-2574, 7-2675]

STAUFFER CHEMICAL CO. AND
WHEELING STEEL CORP.

Notice of Applications for Unlisted
Trading Privileges and of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

JuLy 6, 1966,

n the matter of applications of the
Philadelphia~B a1 t i m o r e-Washington
Stock Exchange; for unlisted trading
privileges in certain securities.

The above named national securities
exchange has filed applications with the
Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
12i-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading
privileges in the common stocks of the
following companies, which securities are
listed and registered on one or more other
national securities exchanges. ¥

Stauffer Chemical CO-—vuccnmemm
Wheeling Steel COrpo-cccaccana=m

File 7-2574
File 7-2576

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
July 22, 1966, from any interested person,
the Commission will determine whether
the application with respect to any of the
companies named shall be set down for
hearing. Any such request should state
briefly the title of the security in which
he is interested, the nature of the inter-
est of the person making the request, and
the position he proposes to take at the
hearing, if ordered. In addition, any
interested person may submit his views
or any additional facts bearing on any
of the said applications by means of a
lgtter addressed to the Secretary, Securi-
ges and Exchange Commission, Wash-~
ington 25, D.C., not later than the date
Specified. If no one requests a hearing
Wwith respect to any particular applica-
tion, such application will be determined
by order of the Commission on the basis
of the facts stated therein and other in-
formation contained in the official files of
the Commission pertaining thereto.

For the Commission (pursuant to dele-
gated authority) ,

[sEarL] OrvAL L. DuBo1s,
Secretary.
[FR. Dog, 66-7563; Wiled, July 11, 1066;
8:490 am.]
FEDERAL

No.133— 4

Notices

OFFICE OF EMERGENCY
PLANNING

GEORGIA

Amendment to Notice of Major
Disaster

Notice of major disaster for the State
of Georgia, dated March 31, 1966, is
hereby amended to include the following
county among those determined to have
been adversely affected by the catastro-
phe declared a major disaster by the
President in his declaration of March 14,
1966:

Jefferson,
Dated:

MyroN R. BLEE, -
Deputy Director,
Office of Emergency Planning.
[FR. Doc. 66-7516; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 am.]

TEXAS

Amendment fo Notice of Major
Disaster

Notice of major disaster for the State
of Texas, dated June 3, 1966, is hereby
amended to include the following coun-
ties among those determined to have
been adversely affected by the catastro-
phe declared a major disaster by the
President in his declaration of May 12,
1966:

Cooke.
Delta.
Tarrant.
Dated:
MyRroN R. BLEE,
Deputy Director,
Office of Emergency Planning.

[FR., Doc, 66-7517; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:45 am.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. G-2947, etc.]

AMERICAN PETROFINA COMPANY
OF TEXAS, ET AL,

Notice of Applications for Certifi-
cates, Abandonment of Service and
Petitions To Amend Cerfificates and
Pending Certificate Application *

JUNE 29, 1966,

Take notice that each of the Applicants
listed herein has filed an application or

1 This notice does not provide for consoli-
dation for hearing of the several matters
covered herein, nor should it be so construed.

9463

petition pursuant to section 7 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act for authorization to sell
natural gas in interstate commerce or to
abandon service heretofore authorized as
deseribed herein, all as more fully de-
seribed in the respective applications and
amendments which are on file with the
Commission and open to public inspec-
tion.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord-
ance with the rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before
July 22, 1966.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7

and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
all applications in which no protest or
petition to intervene is filed within the
time required herein, if the Commission
on its own review of the matter believes
that a grant of the certificates or the
authorization for the proposed abandon-
ment is required by the public conven-
jience and necessity. 'Where a protest or
petition for leave to intervene is timely
filed, or where the Commission on its
own motion believes that a formal hear-
ing is required, further notice of such
hearing will be duly given: Provided,
however, That pursuant to section 2.56,
Part 2, Statement of General Policy and
Interpretations, Chapter I of Title 18 of
the Code of Federal Regulations, as
amended, all permanent certificates of
public convenience and necessity grant-
ing applications, filed after April 15, 1965,
without further notice, will contain a
condition precluding any filing of an in-
creased rate at a price in excess of that
designated for the particular area of pro-
duction for the period prescribed therein
unless at the time of filing such certifi-
cate application, or within the time fixed
herein for the filing of protests or peti-
tions to intervene the Applicant indi-
cates in writing that it is unwilling to
accept such a condition. In the event
Applicant is unwilling to accept such
condition the application will be set for
formal hearing.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

GORDON M. GRANT,
Acting Secretary.
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NOTICES 9465
ki Price per | Pres- First Becond | Third
Dmhgchﬂ?égnd Applicant Purchaser, field, and location Mol (] year year year
Annual (MoD) . o eeeeneee 37,760 40, 570 44, 590
CI66-1208. ooooen] . M. HUber COorp.ccocneeeonaaceas Northern Natural Gas Co., Nn‘rthwast 17.0 14,65 Peak day (Me)...... o 568 603 054
g s o 3, Bavee Coby,
SO B ; »,
Okla, E d S 1 o The total estimated cost of Applgaa'r)xgos
CI0-1206. - caee Union Texas Petrolenm, a divi- Texas HEastern ransmission Corp,, | () | ceeeeee proposed distribution lines is $534, ;
i sion of Allicd Chemical Corp,, acreage in Jefferson County, Tex.
| i b ' R e
e Dl grant from the
y i - ; ly Corp,, 2.6 15,325
“A‘:-‘Jﬁ’i;r"" F‘ﬁ’ﬁ%?mbf"iuﬂ%f." ;g C"c.?i‘.’i'm“‘%“;’wnﬁ,“é, J%ﬁfv}%o’;; c°3£'2y. . v Admlrustratio? %ng’egsthe gx}:)onomic De;
‘ i Pa. velopment Act o , and by means o
T166- airm: ing Co o [f o lidated Gas BSupply Corp., 2.5 15,325 &
O106 100t ReimmsDEsiing Banks Township, Indiana County, Gas Revenue Bonds to be issued by Ap
on Co. (Oper- | Panbandle Enstern Pipe Line Co., | 16.0 .5 Dlicant and sold to the Federal dG°IYIem'
CIs-1301 . ....-| Anadarko Produect 0. (Oper- | Panhandle Esstern J0., 3 ment under the Housing an ome
A 6-16-6 , et al., Post Oflice Box Massoni Fleld, Seward County,
by > ‘9‘3"(1);,) F?t. Worth, Tex. 76101, Kans. ! o Finance Agency’s public facility loan
CIB8-1302. . .o oae Humhlc"(')lll &Bkcglnslgg xi:o.,m Tc;\z;mpEmr?l)z‘orsmFxﬁgon Kgscrg); 16.0 14. program.
A 6-22-6 Post Office Bo: , Hous! g Q|
LeA Tgi. 77001. h B County, Tex. v I Ak Protests or petitions to interyene may
CIa6-1308. .. .- U.8. 0il of Louisiana, Inc., (Oper- | Trunkline (as Co., East Freshwater 20.625 15. be filed with the Federal Power Com-
A 6-21-66 ator), et al., Post Office Box Bayou Field Ares, Vermlilion Parish, mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac-
2506, Houston, Tex. 77001, La. %, » o , 2.0, »
CI00-1304. .. .. ALK, Ltd,, No. 2, 1008 Barfield | Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 17.5 14.65  cordance with the rules of practice and
A 6-23-66 Bldg,, Amarillo, Tex. Iggrtc[:;&stiys%ra . Il Field, Chnar- procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or
I nty, X
CI06-1305. .. ... Placid 0l Co., 2500 First Na- Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., Chut- 15.0 14.65  before July 29, 1966.
A 6-33-66 tional Bank Bldg., Dallas, ham Field, Jackson Parish, La.
a5 Totk Corp., 908 Pirst N Uniited Gas Pipe Line Co,, Basterville | 17.0 16.025 JOSKSH H, GUIRIDE,
CIB6-1308 . .. Gas Roek Corp., rst Na- nited Gas Pipe Line Co., Baxtery: : ¥
A 623466 m;:n Bank“l,!ldg., Jackson, Field, Lamar County, Miss, Secretary.
39205, o :
CI06-1307......._| Doyle Henson, 108 Gandy’ St., | Equitable Gas Co., Salt Lick Distriot, | 25.0 15,325 [F.R. Doc. €6 7%23-6 :Ued’ July 11, 1966;
A 6-21-66 Clarksburg, W. Va., 26552, raxton County, W.‘\' B. E . am. |
CIo6-1308. .. ___| Don D. Montgomery and Don D, | Citles Serviee Gas Co., acreage in 14.0 14,65
A G-17-66 {\}{ontﬁgm‘s{% Jr.l, I;\oskt %ﬁl%c |  Woods County, Okla.
o0x 747, El Dorado, Ark., 71730, » = : -
| Ml it e M | T B Tt Cop | a0 | s Ry
A G-20-66 A tonio, Tex., ; g eld, Jeflerso ¥,
; Tex. - TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO.
CIos-1310__ .. Tidewater 0Oil Co., 'Il"(mt 70’:'!()“()? N?;th&mﬁatugﬂ Gas go., a}nmz;\{ro #15.0 14. 65
A 6-20-66 Box 1404, 1louston, Tex,, ’ B8 01 ewey County, a. 2 2
e o e ¢ Anadarko Basin Area, Ellisand Wood- | 17.0 14,65 Notice of Petition To Amend
ward Connties, Okla. s Jury 5, 1966,

! Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI184-116,

* By letter dated Mar. 21, 1966, Applicant agreed to accept authorization for the additional acreage conditloned
s Opinion No, 468, ss modified by 8|xlniou No, 468-A.

! Rato increase to 16 cents per Mef-was filed for and suspended in Docket No. G-17314,

¢ Includes 2.21931 cents dehydration, transportation anc comprassion chirges,

! Includes 3.21931 cents deliydration, transportation and compression charges,

* Now Tennessee Gos Plpc?im.\ Co., a division of Tenneco, Ing.

7 Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No, RI62-169.

! Contragt rate is 23 cents per Mef.  Applicant states its willingness to aceept certificate for additional authori-
zation at 17.0 cents per Mef,

' Rate In effect subject to refund in Docket No. (3-20110, .

Y Effective rate under Rate Schedule Nos. 28 and 20. Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RIG0-13,
Rate also subject to 0.4467 cent per Mef deduction for compression.

! Buyer may deduct specific compression charges if comprassion is required.

2 Rate in effect subject to rofund in Docket No. RIG4-377.

" Initinl rate under Rato Schedule No. 17. Rate in effect subject to refand in Docket No, RI64-442,

' Initial rate under Rate Schedule No. 16.

"* Applicant agrees to aceept certificate for additional authorization conditioned at a total initial rate of 15 cents
per Mel plus B.ta. adjustment,

1 Applieant agrees to necept conditions prrsuant to Opinion No. 408, as modified by Opinion No., 468-A.

17 Includes 0.528 cent upward B,t.u. adjustment.

* Includes 0,75 cent per Mef compression charge.
! Amendment to pending certificate application.,
3 l=un‘n(~rl,\' the Atlantic Refining Co.
¥ Subject to ul‘)wrml and downward B.t.0. adjustment. Tncludes 085 cent B.t.ue adjustment,
+ Contract asslgned to Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp.
# Applicant states fts willingness to accept certificate for acreage in Dewey County at 15 cents per Mcf.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7428; Filed, July 11, 1966; 8:45 a.m.]

[Docket No. CP66-423] as more fully set forth in the application

SE$8ND UTILITY DISTRICT OF TIP- ;V;gghtfggb’}}g P e LR A
GA': ?f?Aurz‘STNY\is:ENN" AND. TEXAS Applicant encompasses the southeast-
ION CORP. ern section of Tipton County, Tenn., ap-

Notice of Applicati proximately 25 miles north of Memphis
Piliction and approximately 8 miles south of Cov-

. JuLy 5, 1966. ington, Tenn. The main transmission
Seg ake notice that on June 23, 1966, the line of Respondent traverses Applicant.
T ond Utility District of Tipton County, Applicant proposes to construct and
CPog_smapplicant), filed in Docket No. gperate natural gas distribution lines
tion 7 23 an application pursuant to sec- extending both eastward and westward
(@) of the Natural Gas Act for an from regulator station on Respondent’s

order 5
Gas %ﬁﬁiﬁ&'ﬁﬁ“‘g&gﬁf&‘:j ngs transmission line situated south of Cov-
sbondent) to establish physical connec- 1gton and west of Tabernacle, Tenn.

tion of its trans i i The total estimated volumes of natural

lt)he facilities pro};)%rstéag ?: bﬁ“ﬁgﬁ;ﬁiu‘gﬁ gas involved to meet Applicant’s annual
Y Abplicant and to sell and deliver to and peak day requirements for the initial

rem)iicant volurg&s of natural gas for 3-year period of proposed operations are
Sale and distribution in Applicant, all stated to be:

Take notice that on June 27, 1966,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a division of
Tenneco, Inc.! (Petitioner), Post Office
Box 2511, Houston, Tex. 77001, filed in
Docket No. CP65-352 a petition to amend
the certificate of public convenience and
necessity issued by the Commission in
said docket on July 26, 1965, requesting
that said certificate be amended so as
to reflect a sale for resale by Fitchburg
Gas & Electric Light Co. (Fitchburg) to
Gardner Gas, Fuel & Light Co. (Gardner)
of a portion of the volume of liquefied
natural gas (LNG) authorized by the
subject certificate to be sold by Petitioner
to Fitchburg, all as more fully set forth
in the petition to amend which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

The Commission’s order issued in the
instant docket authorized Petitioner to
construet and operate facilities for the
liquefaction, storage, and vaporization
of natural gas, and authorized the sale
of such natural gas to Petitioner’s gen-
eral service customers in the New Eng-
land area. One of such customers is
Fitchburg. Petitioner was authorized to
sell to Fitchburg a maximum daily LNG
quantity of 1,479 Mecf and an associated
maximum winter LNG quantity of
41,364.7

Petitioner states that it has recently
been advised that Fitchburg desires to
sell a portion of such authorized quantity

* Formerly named Tennessee Gas Trans-
mission Co. See notice of petition to amend
orders and pending applications, issued May
19, 1966, in Docket Nos. G-165, et al. and
CP60-57, et al.

# Exhibit Z-1, Line 8 to the application filed
in Docket No. CP65-352.
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of LNG gas to Gardner for ultimate resale
by Gardner. Petitioner further states
that it does not oppose such sale for re-
sale and accordingly requests that the
Commission amend its order of July 26,
1965, issued in the instant proceeding,
to reflect such sale for resale by
Fitchburg.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis~
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord-
ance with the rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(§ 157.10) on or before August 1, 1966.

JosepH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7529; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 am.]

[Docket No, RI66-435]
TEXAS OIL & GAS CORP.

Order Providing for Hearing on and
Suspension of Proposed Change

in Rate
July 5, 1966.

On June 17, 1966, Texas Oil & Gas
Corp. (Texas Oil) * tendered for filing
a proposed change in its presently ef-
fective rate schedule for sales of natural
gas subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission. The proposed change,
which constitutes an increased rate and
charge, is contained in the following
designated filing:

Description: Notice of change, dated June
13, 1966.

Purchaser and producing area: Texas
Eastern Transmission Corp. (South Weesat-
che Field, Goliad County, Tex.) (R.R. Dis-
trict No. 2).

Rate schedule designation: Supplement
No. 8 to Texas Oil’'s FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 35.

Effective date: July 18, 19662

Amount of annual increase: $1,000.

Effective rate: 13.8733 cents per Mef.?

Proposed rate: 14.3733 cents per Mecf.*

Pressure base: 14.65 pslia.

Texas Oil requests that its proposed
rate increase be permitted to become ef-
fective on July 15, 1966. Good cause has
not been shown for waiving the 30-day
notice requirement provided in section
4(d) of the Natural Gas Act to permit
an earlier effective date for Texas Oil's
rate filing and such request is denied.

Texas Oil proposes a rate increase
from 13.8733 cents to 14.3733 cents,
amounting to $1,000 annually, for gas
sold under its FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 35 to Texas Eastern Transmission
Corp. (Texas Eastern) in Texas Railroad
District No. 2. The proposed 0.5 cent
increase, which was contractually due
on February 5, 1963, is from a settlement

1 Address is 2520 Fidelity Union Tower,
Dallas, Tex. 75201.

3 The stated effective date is the 1st day
after expiration of the statutory notice.

I Settlement rate accepted by the Commis-
sion by letter order issued Mar. 31, 1960.

¢+ Equivalent to 14,8733 cents when a stand-
ard differential of 0.5 cent maintained by
Texas Eastern for delivery of dehydrated gas
at a central point is taken into consideration.

FEDERAL
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rate approved by the Commission’s let-
ter order dated March 31, 1960. The
subject rate schedule provides for de-
livery for nondehydrated gas at the out-
let of the producer’s facilities at or near
each producing well or wells.

The gas purchased by Texas Eastern
in this area (Wilcox Trend) is frans-
ported by Texas Eastern to the Goliad
Plant, operated by Mobil Oil Corp., where
it is then processed for the extraction
of liguid components, dehydrated and
redelivered to Texas Eastern at the out~
let of such plant. Texas Eastern main-~
tains a standard contract differential of
0.5 cent for dehydrated gas delivered at
a central point in the Wilcox Trend area.
The actual cost incurred by Texas East-
ern for dehydration and central point
delivery of the subject gas is not as-
certainable at this time but the Com-
mission has applied the standard 0.5-
cent differential for these costs in de-
termining whether the proposed rate
exceeds the applicable area increased
ceiling, The addition of this 0.5-cent
differential to the instant proposed rate,
since Texas Eastern must gather and
dehydrate the subject gas, would cause
such rate to exceed the area increased
ceiling of 14.6 cents per Mecf established
by the Commission for pipeline quality
gas. Pipeline quality gas in this area
is understood to apply to sales of de-
hydrated gas delivered at a central point
in the field. Under the circumstances,
Texas Oil's proposed increased rate is
suspended as hereinafter ordered be-
cause the sales related thereto are con-
sidered to be for nonpipeline quality gas
within the meaning of the Commission’s
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as
amended, because of the cost incurred
by the buyer for dehydrating and
gathering.

The proposed changed rate and charge
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly
discriminatory, or preferential, or other-
wise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It is necessary
and proper in the public interest and to
aid in the enforcement of the provisions
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com-
mission enter upon a hearing concern-
ing the lawfulness of the proposed
change, and that Supplement No. 6 to
Texas Oil's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No.
35 be suspended and the use thereof de-
ferred as hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders:

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure, and the regu-
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing shall be
held upon a date to be fixed by notice
from the Secretary concerning the law-
fulness of the proposed increased rate
and charge contained in Supplement No.
6 to Texas Oil's FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No .35.

(B) Pending such hearing and decl-
sion thereon, Supplement No. 6 to Texas
Oil's FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 35
is hereby suspended and the use thereof
deferred until December 18, 1966, and
thereafter until such further time as

it is made effective in the manner pre-
seribed by the Natural Gas Act.

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

(D) Notices of intervention or peti-
tions to intervene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.3
and 1.37(f) ) on or before August 24, 1966.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GORrRDON M. GRANT,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 66-7530; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 a.m.|

[Docket No, E-7299]
UNION ELECTRIC CO.
Notice of Application

Jury 5, 1966.

Take notice that on June 27, 1966,
Union Electric Co. (Applicant) filed an
application with the Federal Power Com-
mission pursuant to section 203 of the
Federal Power Act seeking an order au-
thorizing it to sell certain terminal facili-
ties to Electric Energy, Inc. (Electric).

Applicant is an electric utility orga-
nized under the laws of the State of Mis-
souri with its principal place of business
office at St. Louis, Mo., and serves the city
of St. Louis and 10 surrounding counties
in the State of Missouri. Applicant 1S
also engaged in furnishing electric serv-
ice to Hancock, St. Clair, Madison, Jer-
sey, Macoupin, and Henderson Counties,
11l., and in Lee, Henry, Des Moines, and
Van Buren Counties, Iowa.

Electric was organized in 1950 to con-
struct a 4-unit electric generating sta~
tion near Joppa, Ill., and supply a sub-
stantial portion of electric energy re-
quirements of a project of the Atomic
Energy Commission (AEC) near Padu-
cah, Ky. The common stock of Electric
is held by the following companies
(sponsoring companies) in the percent-
ages specified: Central Illinois Pubhq
Service Co., 20 percent; Illinois Powel
Co., 20 percent; Kentucky Utilities C0,
20 percent; and Applicant, 40 percent.

The sponsoring companies are entitle
to surplus power from the Joppa plant
over and above that required to meet the
contract requirements of AEC. How-
ever, AEC has canceled its initial 500,000
kw commitment and thus increasing the
energy available to the sponsoring com-
panies. Applicant presently owns cer
tain terminal facilities located on the
property of Electric which heretofore
have been utilized for the principal benc”
fit of Applicant but due to the increase
in energy available to the sponsoring
companies will now be used for the penc;
fit of the other sponsoring compalmesl"fS
well as Applicant. As a result of 15
change in the function of these terml?;‘e
facilities Applicant agreed to sell ©
terminal facilities to Electric. .
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The facilities consist of two oil circuit
breakers including associated meter
reading and control equipment, towers,
supports, and associated communica-
tion equipment. The consideration is
$226,927 which equals the depreciated
original cost thereof as of June 15, 1966.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before July 25,
1966, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions or protests in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8
or 1.10). The application is on file and
available for public inspection.

JoserH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 66-7531; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 am.|

[Docket No. CP66-426]
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO.

Notice of Application

Jury 5, 1966.

Take notice that on June 24, 1966,
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Applicant),
Post Office Box 1407, Shreveport, La.
71102, filed in Docket No. CP66-426 an
application pursuant to section 7(¢) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity au-
thorizing the construction and operation
of certain natural gas facilities and the
sale and delivery of natural gas to Hen-
derson Clay Products, Inc. (Henderson),
to meet a portion of Henderson's fuel
requirements for its brick manufacturing
plant, Rusk County, Tex., all as more
fully set forth in the application which
1s on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Specifically, Applicant proposes to
co;lstruct approximately 0.95 mile of
42-inch pipeline, an orifice meter and
regulator station and appurtenant facil-
Ities near Milepost 11 on its 4-inch and
68-inch Henderson lateral, located in the
E. B. Warren Survey, Abstract 835, Rusk
County, Tex,

Applicant proposes to furnish Hender-
son with a portion of its gas supply and
a§ set forth in the contract between the
g-ﬂ“nes dated May 25, 1966, Henderson
12.3 ggreed to a “take or pay” quantity of
tiu - Mcf each day. Applicant states

at in the third year of operation it

NOTICES

will sell and deliver to Henderson ap-
proximately 600,000 Mcf of natural gas.

The total estimated cost of Applicant’s
proposed construction is $27,176, which
cost will be financed out of current work-
ing funds.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac-
cordance with the rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(§$ 157.10) on or before July 29, 1966.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed-
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and proce-
dure, a hearing will be held without fur-
ther notice before the Commission on this
application if no protest or petition to
intervene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a protest
or petition for leave to intervene is timely
filed, or if the Commission on its own
motion believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

JoserH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 66-7532; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:46 a.m.]

[Docket No. RIG6-434]
SHELL O!L CO.

Order Providing for Hearing on and
Suspension of Proposed Change in
Rate, and Allowing Rate Change
To Become Effective Subject to
Refund

Jury 5, 1968.
Respondent named herein has filed a

proposed change in rate and charge of a

currently effective rate schedule for the

sale of natural gas under Commission

Jjurisdiction, as set forth in Appendix A

hereof.

The proposed changed rate and charge
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criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise
unlawful.

The Commission finds: It is in the
public interest and consistent with the
Natural Gas Act that the Commission
enter upon a hearing regarding the law-
fulness of the proposed change, and that
the supplement herein be suspended and
its use be deferred as ordered below.

The Commission orders:

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par-
ticularly sections 4 and 15, the Regula-
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR Ch. I,
and the Commission’s rules of practice
and procedure, & public hearing shall be
held concerning the lawfulness of the
proposed change.

(B) Pending hearing and decision
thereon, the rate supplement herein is
suspended and its use deferred until date
shown in the “Date Suspended Until”
column, and thereafter until made effec-
tive as prescribed by the Natural G:as
Act: Provided, however, That the sun-
plement to the rate schedule filed by Re~
spondent shall become effective subject
to refund on the date and in the manne®
herein prescribed if within 20 days from
the date of the issuance of this order
Respondent shall execute and fi'le under
its above-designated docket number with
the Secretary of the Commission its
agreement and undertaking to comn'y
with the refunding and reporting proce-
dure required by the Natural Gas Act
and § 154.102 of the regulations there-
under, accompanied by a certificate
showing service of a copy thereof unon
the purchaser under the rate schedule
involved. Unless Respondent is advised
to the contrary within 15 days after the
filing of its agreement and undertzkine,
such agreement and undertaking shall
be deemed to have been accepted.

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the
Commission, neither the suspended sun-
plement, nor the rate schedu’e sought to
be altered, shall be changed until dis-
position of this proceeding or expiration
of the suspension period.

(D) Notices of intervention or peti-
tions to intervene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C, 20426, in accordance with the rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 18
and 1.37(f)) on or before August 15,
1966.

By the Commission.
[sEaL] GoORrRDON M. GRANT,

may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis- Acling Secretary.
APPENDIY A
: Bite: [ Bap: . : Dt Eﬂlecttlve Date Cents per Mecf f;lﬂtl.‘ in
Yo moun O daate ale sus- effect snb.
,Q-'f}"‘ Respondent sohed- | ple- Purchascr and producing area ofannual| fling | unless | pended j‘ecl o
nla ment ingrense | tendered Sus- until Rate in Proposed | refund in
No. No. pended effvet increased docket
——— rate Nos.
RInG43 Sho
L sh‘..‘}l\qokn Co., 50 277 16 | Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering | $3,000 | 6-13-66 | 3 6-13-06 | 4 6-14-66 S1L0 $612.0
Ne {’P”;(Sl"‘f‘t. Corp. * (Ringwood Field, Major
100%0. ork, N.Y. County, Okla.).
e
! Covors additi
Porary oo additiona) acreage dedication under Supplement No. 4 for which a tem- of June 1, 1966, in Docket No. RP66-10. National Fuels Corp. purchases extracted

ortd A ~
for l‘ruyirfu:;?;mc wos issted in O163-181 on Apr. 21, 1966, at 11 cents per Mef.

dedicated

refund iy Docket No. RiI &S;(;;go is 12 cents, effective as of June 1, 1966, subject to

Klahomg

‘\'1 !
Sale of pu‘ ol classed

for re:

3 08 a pipeline company in its certificate (QI61-1408;
Natural has fiiag s coLes Service Gas Co. at an initial rato of 17 cents. 4
“( @ rate ineredse to 18.5 cents which is in effoct subject to refund as

Rate

4 The suspension period
$ Perlodie rate increase.
Oklahoma

liquids on percentage basis.
3 The effective date is due to waiver of the 30-day notice reguirement,

is limited to 1 day.

8 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.la.
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APPENDIX

Shell Oil Co.'s (Shell) notice of change
covers additional acreage under Supplement
No. 4 to its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 277
for which a temporary certificate was issued
on April 21, 1966, in Docket No. CI63-181, at
a conditioned rate of 11 cents per Mef.
Shell was advised in the same letter granting
the temporary certificate that it could file
a rate Increase to the 12 cents contractual
rate and request a shortened suspension
period (until June 1, 1966) to coincide with
the suspension period of the buyer, Okla-
homa Natural Gas Gathering Corp. (Okla-
homa Natural). Shell's rate increase was
not filed until June 13, 1966. Shell has re-
quested an effective date of 30 days after
date of filing on June 13, 1966. In this
situation, we belleve that it would be in the
public interest that the 30-day notice re-
quirement provided in sgection 4(d) of the
Natural Gas Act be walved to permit Shell's
proposed rate Increase to become effective as
of June 14, 1966, as ordered herein,

Shell proposes a pericdic increase in rate
from 11 cents to 12 cents per Mecf, amount-
ing to $3,600 annually, for wellhead sales of
gas to Oklahoma Natural from the Ringwood
Field, Major County, Okla. (Oklahoma
“Other" Area) under additional acreage dedl-
cated to the basic contract under Supplement
No. 4 to its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 277,
Oklahoma Natural which was classified as a
pipeline company in Docket No: CI61-1408
for the resale of gas to Citles Service Gas
Co,, has filed a related increase to 18.56 cents
per Mcf which was suspended in Docket No.
RP66-18 until June 1, 1966. Shell’s proposed
rate exceeds the applicable area increased
rate ceiling of 11 cents per Mct for the area
involved. Under the circumstances, we be-
lieve that Shell's proposed rate increase
should be suspended for cne day from
June 13, 1966, the date of filing.

[FR. Doc. 66-7533; Filed, July 11,
8:46 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Cusltoms

HEALTH HAZARD WARNING LABEL-
ING ON IMPORTED CIGARETTE
PACKAGES

Articles Prohihited Imporiation

There is published below Bureau of
Customs Circular MAR-2-RMxRES-36—-
RM, July 1, 1966, relating to the impor-
tation of cigarette packages which do not
display the health hazard warning
labeling required under Public Law 89-
92 of July 27, 1965 (79 Stat. 282).

1966;

[sEAL] LEesTER D, JOHNSON,
Commissioner of Customs.
Jorny 1, 1966.
Subject: Marking, labeling, packing and

stamping; health hazard warning label-
ing on imported cigarette packages.
References: Public Law 89-92 of July 27, 1965
(79 Stat. 282), cited as “Federal Cigarette
Labeling and Advertising Act.”

1. Purpose. To inform customs officers as
to enforcement responsibilities with respect
to the health hazard warning labeling re-
quired on imported clgarette packages.

2. Background. The referenced statute in-
cludes provision making it unlawful, effec-
tive January 1, 1966, to import “for sale or
distribution within the United States” any
cigarettes the package of which fails to bear
labeling worded “Caution: Cigarette Smok-
ing May Be Hazardous to Your Health.”

FEDERAL
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The term “sale or distribution’ is defined
as including sampling or any other distribu-
tion not for sale. The term “package” is de-
fined as a pack, box, carton, or container of
any kind in which cigarettes are offered for
sale, sold, or otherwise distributed to con-
sumers. It is to be understood that the outer
cellophane wrapper is not considered to come
within the term “package” and that the re-
quirement is not fulfilled when the cau-
tionary statement has been stamped or
otherwise placed on such outer wrapper.

Section 8 of the Act provides that packages
of cigarettes manufactured, imported, or
packaged (1) for export from the United
States or (2) for delivery to a vessel or air-
craft, as supplies, for consumption beyond
the jurisdiction of the internal revenue laws
of the United States shall be exempt from
the labeling requirement, but that such ex-
emptions shall not apply to cigarettes manu-
factured, imported, or packaged for sale or
distribution to members or units of the
Armed Forces of the United States located
outside the United States.

The cautionary statement, when required,
must be located in a conspicuous place on
every cigarette package and must appear in
a conspicuous and legible type in contrast by
typography, layout, or color with other
printed matter on the package.

Unlabeled packages of cigarettes are
deemed admissible when they are imported
in the possession, or in the accompanying
baggage, of a person, or crewmember arriving
in the United States and the inspecting officer
is satisfied that the quantity Is for the tray-
eler's or crewmember’s personal consumption
and not for sale or other distribution, as a
gift or otherwise.

3, Action. Customs officers shall withhold
dellvery of importations of any cigarettes the
package of which does not bear the required
cautionary statement, wunless exempted
therefrom by section 8 of the Act or the
importation consists of admissible cigarettes
in the possession, or in the accompanying
baggage, of a person, including a crewmem-
ber, arriving in the United States. As to
each such detained shipment the facts of
entry, claimed use or distribution, and any
other pertinent information bearing on the
guestion of ultimate disposition shall be re-

ported to the Bureau. Customs officers shall
be governed by the Bureau's responses with
respect to permissible dispositions of such
detained importations.

Prominent notice of this eircular shall be
given at the customhouse. Importers and
brokers directly concerned shall be informed
of the contents of this circular. Persons or
companies so informed shall be encouraged
to advise foreign suppliers as to the law with
the view that cigarette producers will under-
take to have the cautionary label printed on
packaging intended for cigarettes produced
for sale or distribution within the United
States.

4. Effective date.
upon receipt.

This circular is effective

LesTER D. JOHNSON,
Commissioner of Customs.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7566; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:48 am.]

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO
Mail

On July 1, 1966, the name of the capital
of the Democratic Republic of the Congo
was changed from Leopoldville to Kin-
shasa, and the short form of the country
name is now Congo (Kihshasa). Mail so
addressed is accepted under the condi-
tions heretofore applying to Congo
(Leopoldville) .

Part 168 of Title 39, Code of Federal
Regulations, will be amended accord-
ingly in the near future to refiect this
name change.

(R.S. 161, as amended; 5§ U.S.C. 22, 39 US.C.
501, 505)
TivoraY J. MAY,

General Counsel.
JuLy 6, 1966.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7568; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:49 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service
CARSON'S LIVESTOCK AUCTION ET AL.
Notice of Changes in Names of Posted Stockyards

It has been ascertained, and notice is hereby given, that the names of the hvestoclg
markets referred to herein, which were posted on the respective dates specifie
below as being subject to the provisions of the Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, a8
amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), have been changed as indicated below.

Original name of stockyard location, and
date of posting

Current name of stockyard and
dateof change in name

ARKANSAS
Carson's Livestock Auction, Searcy, Feb. 17, 1959__ Carson & Montgomery Livestock AucC-

tion, Mar, 1, 1966.

CALIFORNIA

Valley Livestock Marketing Ass'n, Dixon, Oct. 6, Dixon Livestock Auction, June 1,

1959.

1966,

Valley Livestock Marketing Ass'n, Red Bluff, Red Bluff Livestock Auction, June L

Oct. 6, 1959.

1966.

CoLORADO

Union Stock Yards, Denver, Nov, 1, 1021.____
Weld County Livestock Commission Co., Greeley,

May 23, 1957.

The Denver Livestock Market, Inc.
July 1, 1966.

Weld County Livestock
Company, June 2, 1966.

Commission

FLORIDA

Cattleman-Farmers Auction Market, Gainesville,

Mar. 8, 1960, :

Cattleman-Farmers Auction Market,
Inc., Aug. 1, 1965,
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Original name of stockyard location, and
date of posting
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Current name of stockyard and
date of change in name

INDIANA

Fountain County Livestock Commission Com-

pany, Veedersburg, May 7, 1959,

Fountain County Livestock Comm. Co.,
Sept. 1, 1965.

KANSAs

Larned Livestock Commission Co.,
Apr. 18, 1950.

Oakley Livestock Commission Co. Oakley,

Apr. 21, 1950.

Larned,

Larned Livestock Commission Co,, Inc.,
May 2, 1966.

Oakley Livestock Commission Co., Inc.,
June 10, 1966,

LOUISIANA
Bill Lyles Auction Company, Mansfield, Apr. 10, Mansfield Livestock Auction Company,

1957.

Apr, 1, 1966,

MARYLAND

West Nottingham Livestock, Inc., Rising Sun,

July 26, 1961.

West Nottingham Sales, Inc., May 1, 1965.

MINNESOTA

Spring Valley Sales Pavilion,
Nov. 13, 1959.

Spring Valley,

Spring Valley Sales Co., Inc,, Apr, 1, 1966,

MisSSISSIPPT

Yazoo Livestock Auection, Yazoo City, Aug. 21,

1965,

Mississippl Livestock Producers Asso-
ciation, May 1, 1966.

MiSSOURY

Chillicothe Livestock Auction Company, Chilll-

cothe, July 24, 1957.

Palmyra Livestock Auction Market, Palmyra,

Mar., 14, 1963.

Chillicothe Livestock Auction, Dec. 1,
1965.

Palmyra Livestock Auction Market, Inc.,
Dec. 27, 1966.

NorTH CAROLINA

V. R. Pugh Livestock Commission, Asheboro,

Dec. 1, 1959,

Breeders Livestock Sale, Inc., of Ashe-
boro, Jan. 1, 1966,

SouTH CAROLINA
Campbell County Livestock Auction, Inc., Herreld, Dobler Livestock Sales Company, Apr. 2,

June 23, 1954,

1966.

TEXAS

Cotulla Livestock Commission Company, Inc.,

Frio Livestock Sales Company, May 3,

Pearsall, June 12, 1957. 1966,
Hopkins County Livestock Commission Co., Sul- Hopkins County Livestock Comm, Co.,
phur Springs, Sept. 26, 1962. Dec. 31, 1965,
WASHINGTON .

Marysville Livestock Auction, Marysville, Feb, 27, Marysville

1962,

Livestock Auction, Inc,
Sept. 22, 1964.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 7th day of July 1966.

Epwarp L. THOMPSON,

Acting Chief, Registrations, Bonds and Reports Branch,
Packers and Stockyards Division, Consumer and Marketing Service.

[F\R, Doc. 66-7677; Filed, July 11, 1966; 8:50 a.m.]

Office of the Secretary
CALIFORNIA

Notice of Establishment and Descrip-
tion of Boundaries in Whiskeytown-

Shasta-Trinity National Recreation
Area

4 Pursuant to the authority vested in me
l%’ Public Law 89-336 (sec. 3(a), 79 Stat.
: 97, which established the Whiskey-
t;Nn-Slmst;a—Trinlty National Recrea-
on Area in the State of California,
:’OUGP Is hereby given that I have de-
ire}rtguned that sufficient lands, waters, or
. rests therein are owned or have been
t}g‘wired by the United States within
e boundaries of the Clair Engle-Lewis-
t')r‘:' and Shasta Units of the Whiskey-
tio N-Shasta-Trinity National Recrea-
Vel‘; Area to permit efficient initial de-
bt tIs>ment and administration of the
o for the purposes of Public Law 89—~
Yo The boundaries of the Clair Engle-
th 1fSt0n and Shasta units encompass
¢ following deseribed lands:

FEDERAL

Cram ENGLE-LEWISTON UNIT
MounNT DIaBLO MERIDIAN

T.3¢N.R,TW,,

Sec. 18.

T.35N,R.TW,,

Secs. 4 to 9, inclusive;

Secs. 16, NWI,NEY,, NYONW;;

Secs. 17 to 20, inclusive;

Secs. 29 to 31, inclusive.

T.36N,R.TW,,

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 5 and 8, those portions lying easterly
of a line measured horizontally 300 feet
from and parallel to the maximum
westerly flow line of Clair Engle Lake;

Secs. 9 to 16, inclusive; 2

Sec. 17, that portion lying easterly of a line
measured horizontally 300 feet from and
parallel to the maximum westerly flow
line of Clair Engle Lake;

Secs. 20 to 36, inclusive.

T.3TN.,.R.TW.,

Secs, 16 and 17;

Sec. 18, EY,;

See. 19, EY,;

Secs. 20, 21, 28, and 29;

Sec. 30, EY,;

Secs. 32 to 36, inclusive.
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T.83N.,R.8W,,

Secs. 4 and 5;

Sec. 6, N4, SEY;;

Sec. 7, EY,:

Sec. 8;

Sec. 17, NW;;

Sec. 18, NEY.

T.34N,R.8W,,

Secs. 1 to 18, inclusive;

Sec. 20, EY,;

Secs. 21 to 24, incluslve;

Secs, 27 and 28;

Sec. 20, EY,:

Sec. 32, El,;

Sec. 33.

T.35N.,R.8W.,

Secs, 1 and 2;

Secs. 10 to 16, inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 36, Inclusive.

T.36N.,.R.8W.,

Sec. 36, that portion lying easterly of a
line between the SE corner of the SWi4
SW1; and the NW!4 corner of the NE!4
NE!;.

T.34N,R.9W,,
Secs. 1 and 2;
Sec, 3, N1,

T.35 N,,R.9W,,

Sec. 25, 8%;

Sec. 26, 8%

Sec. 27, 8%:

Secs. 34 to 36, Inclusive.

SHAsTA UnIT
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN

T.34N,R.2W.,

Secs. 6 to 12, inclusive;

Secs. 14 to 21, incluslve;

Secs. 28 to 32, Inclusive;

Sec. 33, Wis.
T.33N,R.3W,,

Secs. 1 to 6, inclusive;

Secs. 8 to 10, inclusive.
T.34N,R.3W,,

Sec. 1;

Secs. 4 to 36, inclusive.
T.33N,R.3W.,

Sec.4,SY%;

Sec. 5, W, and SEY,;

Secs. 6 to 9, inclusive;

Secs. 16 to 21, inclusive;

Secs. 28 to 33, Inclusive.
T.36 N, R.3W,,

Sec. 31, EY%;

Sec. 32, Wi,
T.33N.,R. 4 W,,

Sec. 1;

Sec. 2, NYu N5,

Sec. 3, NLNEY;, SWI, NEY,, NW4:

Sec. 4, N, , 8Wi;;

Secs. b and 6.
T.34N,,R.4W,,

Secs. 1 to 36, inclusive.
T.35N.,R.4W,,

Sec. 6, Wik;

Sec. T, Wis;

Secs. 18 and 19;

Secs. 23 to 26, inclusive;
< Sec. 29, S%;

Secs. 30 to 36, inclusive.
T.33N,R.6W,,

Sces, 1 to 12, Inclusive;

Sec. 13, N1, Na:

Secs. 14 to 18, inclusive.
T.3¢N,R.5W.,

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 9 to 16, Inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 28, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive,

12, 1966
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T.35N,R.5W.,

Secs. 1, 2 and the N4 of Sec. 12, all those
portions lying north or east of a line
measured horizontally 300 feet from and
parallel to the maximum westerly flow
line of Shasta Lake;

Sec. 12, 8%, NEY;, B, SWY;, SEl;

Secs. 13 and 14;

Secs. 23 to 26, inclusive;

Sec. 27, 8%

Sec. 28, 8%;

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th
day of July 19686.

JOHN A. SCHNITTKER,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7545; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:47 a.m.]

WEST VIRGINIA

Notice of Designation and Description
of Boundaries of the Spruce Knob-
Seneca Rocks National Recreation
Area

Pursuant to the authority vested in me
by Public Law 89-207 (sec. 2, 79 Stat.
843), which authorizes the establishment
of the Spruce Knob-Seneca Rocks Na-
tional Recreation Area in the State of
West Virginia, I do hereby designate the
herein described lands (delineated on the
map hereto annexed and made a part
hereof) which lie primarily in the drain-
age of the South Branch of the Potomac
River within and adjacent to, and as a
part of, the Monongahela National For-
est in West Virginia, containing 100,000
acres, more or less, the Spruce Knob-
Seneca Rocks National Recreation Area
(comprised of the Spruce Knob and
Seneca Rocks Units) and the boundaries
of the Monongahela National Forest in
West Virginia are redefined to include all
lands shown on the annexed map not
heretofore within such boundaries:

SerucCE KNOB UNIT

Beginning at the junction of the Randolph
County-Pendleton County Iine and U.S,
Route 33; thence with U.S, Route 33 easterly
a distance of approximately 3.10 miles to the
Junction of Forest Service Road No. 128.2;
thence S. 18°00' E., 0.10 mile to corner No. 3
of US. Tract No. 358a; thence with Tract
No, 858a to corner No. 4, thereof; thence
leaving Tract 358a approximately S. 24°50”
W., 0.80 mile to corner No. 1 of U.S, Tract No.
387; thence up Straeder Run with Tract No.
387 approximately 0.70 mile to Class A corner
No. 976; thence leaving Tract No. 387 ap-
proximately S. 21°00’ E., 1.20 miles to USGS
triangulation station No. 4225 on Kisamore
Peak; thence approximately S. 6°30° W., 2.65
miles to corner No. 6 of U.S. Tract No. 168,
Class A corner No. 993; thence approximately
S. 290°40' W,, 2.85 mlles to corner No. 80 of
U.S. Tract No. 38b, Class A corner No, 71;
thence with Tract No. 38b approximately
8.70 miles to corner No. 100, Class A corner
72; thence leaving Tract No. 38b approxi-
mately N, 69°00' W., 0.25 mile to the junction
of Forest Service Road No. 1.1 and Big Run;
thence with Route No. 15 to the junction of
Forest Service Road No. 55.1 and No. 15 on
the Randolph County-Pendleton County line;
thence northerly on the County line approxi-
mately 20.4 miles to the place of beginning,

SENECA Rocks UnNIr
Beginning on the boundary of the Monon-
gahela National Forest at BM 1284 on the
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Jordan Run Road; thence N, 81°45’ E., 5.60
miles to a point on the 79°10’ W., meridian;
thence due south approximately 0.80 mile to
a point 330 feet south of the center of the
channel of the South Branch of the Potomac
River; thence upstream approximately 1.10
miles to a point on the Monongahela Forest
boundary S. 32°03" E., 330 feet from the cen-
ter of the channel of the South Branch of the
Potomac River near the site of the proposed
Royal Glen Dam; thence with the Forest
boundary S. 32°03" E., approximately 1.40
miles to an old road east of Sawmill Branch;
thence with old road southerly approximately
6.00 miles to a point on the Forest boundary
approximately 4.00 miles S. 83°50’ W., of BM
1085; thence with the Forest boundary ap-
proximately 5. 33°50° W., 7.10 miles to a point
in old road at BM 1522; thence with old road
approximately 1.20 miles to U.S. Route 220 at
Upper Tract bridge; thence with U.S. Route
220 approximately 3.90 miles to the junction
of old road at BM 1489; thence approximately
8. 58°00" W., 1.25 miles to corner No. 4 of U.S.
Tract No. 212; thence with Tract No. 212 to
corner No. 3 thereof; thence leaving Tract No.
212 approximately N, 50°35" W., 1.21 miles to
corner No. 2 of U.S. Tract No. 196b; thence
approximately N. 52930’ W., 0.30 mile to West
Virginia Route 8 and BM 1774; thence with
Route 8 1.8 miles southerly to junction of old
County Road, now abandoned; thence with
abandoned County Road over North Fork
Mountain approximately 3.4 miles to junction
with West Virginla Route 9; thence with
West Virginia Route 9 to its junction with
U.S. Route 33 west of Harper Gap; thence
approximately N. 38°47° W,, 0.80 mile to a
point, Temporary BM 2865; thence a straight
course bearing N. 28°05’ E., approximately
13.10 miles to corner No. 6 of U.S. Tract No.
368; thence approximately N, 52°30’ E., 1.33
miles to BM 1284 on the Jordan Run Road,
the place of beginning.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day
of July 1966.
JOHN A. SCHNITTKER,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

[FR. Doc. 66-7548: Piled, July 11, 10686;
8:48 am.]

IOWA

Designation of Area for Emergency
Loans

For the purpose of making emergency
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con-
solidated Parmers Home Administration
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been
determined that in the hereinafter-
named county in the State of Iowa
natural disasters have caused a need for
agricultural credit not readily available
from commercial banks, -cooperative
lending agencies, or other responsible

sources.
Iowa
Winnebago.

Pursuant to the authority set forth
above, emergency loans will not be made
in the above-named county after June
30, 1967, except to applicants who previ-
ously received emergency or special live-
stock loan assistance and who can qualify
under established policies and proce-
dures.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day
of July 1966.
ORVILLE L. FREEMAN,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7646; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:47 am.)

NORTH CAROLINA

Designation of Area for Emergency
Loans

For the purpose of making emergency
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con-
solidated Farmers Home Administration
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been
determined that in the hereinafter-
named county in the State of North Car-
olina natural disasters have caused a
need for agricultural credit not readily
available from commercial banks, co-
operative lending agencies, or other re-
sponsible sources.

NORTH CAROLINA
Robeson.

Pursuant to the authority set forth
above, emergency loans will not be made
in the above-named county after June 30,
1967, except to applicants who previously
received emergency or special livestock
loan assistance and who can qualify
under established policies and proce-
dures.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 6th day
of July 1966.
ORVILLE L, FREEMAN,
Secretary,

[F.R. Doc. 66-7547; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:47Tam.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA-
TION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration

AMERICAN TURPENTINE FARMERS
ASSOCIATION COOPERATIVE

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additives Esters of Gum Rosin

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)),
the following notice is issued:

In accordance with §121.52 With-
drawal of petitions without prejudice of
the procedural food additive regulations
(21 CFR 121.52), American Turpentine
Farmers Association Cooperative, 1204
North Patterson Street, Valdosta, Ga.
31601, has withdrawn its petition (FAP
5B1809), notice of which was published
in the Feperar Recister of August 12,
1965 (30 F.R. 10063), proposing amend-
ment of § 121.2592 Rosins and rosin de-
rivatives to provide for the safe use of
certain esters of gum rosin as components
of food-contact articles. <

The withdrawal of this petition 15
without prejudice to a future filing.

Dated: July 5, 1966.

J. K. KIRK,
Assistant Commissioner
for Operations.

[FR. Doc. 66-7541; Piled, July 11, 1965
8:47 am.]
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CIBA CORP.

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding
Pesticides

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a
(d) (1)), notice is given that a petition
(PP 6F0505) has been filed by CIBA
Corp., Post Office Box 1105, Vero Beach,
Fla. 32960, proposing the establishment
of a tolerance of 0.1 part per million for
residues of the herbicide 1,1-dimethyl-3-
(a,x,x-trifluoro-m-tolyl) urea in or on the
raw agricultural commodity cottonseed.

The analytical method proposed in the
petition for determining residues of the
herbicide is extraction with acetonitrile,
hydrolysis to trifluoromethylaniline, di-
azotization, coupling with 1-naphthol,
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and measurement of the absorbance at
500 millimicrons.

Dated: July 5, 1966.

J. K. KIRrK,
Assistant Commissioner
for Operations.

[F.R, Doc. 66-75642; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:47am.]

NEW DRUGS
Notice of Approval of Applications

As provided in § 130.33 of the new-drug
regulations (21 CFR 130.33), notice is
given of the following new drugs for
which applications, or supplemental ap-
plications for substantive labeling
changes, have been approved on the dates
specified:

DRruGs ¥OR VETERINARY Use

Trade name or Principal indication
Active ingredients other designated | or phar logical Applicant Date How dis-
(as declared on label) | name rrmd dosage category approved pensed 1
orm
Flumethasone, 0.0625 Flucort (tablet)...| Anti-inflammatory | Syntex Labora- Mar. 10,1966 | Ry
me. corticoid (cats tories, Inc.
and dogs).
Poloxalene, 53%___...__.| Bloat Guard (top | Surfactant for pre- Smith Kline &  |..... dpaliis oTe
dressing for vention of legume French Labora-
cattle feed). bloat (cattle). tories.
Tylosin, 29; neomyein | Tylan Neomycin | Infectious kerato- Corvel, Ino........| Mar, 15,1966 | OTC
sulfate, equivalent to Eye Powder conjunctivitis
0.25%, base; pipero- (powder). (cattle).
caine hydrochloride,
1%; boric acid,
Bismuthyl-N-glycoloy- | Milibis-V (tablet).| Anthelmintic for Winthrop Lab- Apr. 51966 | Re
larsanilate (glyco- elimination of oratories.
biarsol), 1 gm. and whipworms
".".5 gm. (dogs).
Trichlormetheszide, 200 | Naquasone Physiological par- Schering Corp....|----. e St R
mg,; dexamethasone, (bolus). turient udder
s 9 Ing. edema (cattle).
Sodium selenite (selen- | Seletoe (injec- Arthropathies H. C. Burns Apr. 17,1966 | Re
fum), 1 mg.; d-o tion). (dogs). Pharmaceu-
tocophery! acetate ticals.
(vitamin E), 68 [.U.
St)p"ir mi. :
dlum sélenite (selen- Sele ety el 1R SR BT L YL okl et el
), S e di: n Seletoc (capsule) do. do do. Ry
tocapheryl acotate
(vitamin E), 68 I.U.
per capsule.
Todinated casein, 25 mg..| Protamone-D Synthetic thyroid- | Agri-Tech, Inc._..| Apr. 22,1966 | R.
(tablet), active supple-
ment (dogs),

! The abbreviation “R.,” means restricted by law to preseription only; the abbreviation “OTC"” applies to drugs

that by law are not required to be sold on prescription.

Dated: July 5, 1966,

J. K. KIRK,
Assistant Commissioner for Operations.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7549; Filed, July 11, 1966; 8:48 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Secretary

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR AND
DEPUTY REGIONAL ADMINISTRA-
TOR, REGION Il (ATLANTA)

Delegation of Authority With Re-
spect to Urban Planning Program;
Saint Tammany Parish, La.

The Regional Administrator
and the
gnuty Regional Administrator of the
Partment of Housing and Urban De-

No. 133—3p

velopment, Region III (Atlanta), each is
hereby authorized to administer the pro~
visions of section 701 of the Housing Act
of 1954, as amended (40 U.S.C. 461),
with respect to grants for urban planning
within Saint Tammany Parish, La.

The Secretary’s delegation with respect
to the urban planning program, repub-
lished at 25 F.R. 9874 (Oct. 14, 1960),
as amended, particularly at 30 F.R.
12502 (Sept. 30, 1965), and section A, 1,
of the redelegations by the Assistant Sec-
retary for Metropolitan Development
published at 31 F.R. 7359 (May 20, 1966),
as they apply to the Regional Adminis-
trators and Deputy Regional Administra-
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tors, Region III (Atlanta) and Region V
(Fort Worth), are modified accordingly.

(Sec. 7(d) of P.L. 89-174, 5 U.S.C. 624d(d))

Effective date. This delegation of au-
thority shall be effective as of June 29,
1966.

RoOBERT C. WEAVER,
Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7562; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:49 am.]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
STATE OF LOUISIANA

Proposed Agreement for Assumption
of Certain AEC Regulatory Au-
thority

Notlce is hereby given that the U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission is publish-
ing for public comment, prior to action
thereon, a proposed agreement received
from the Governor of the State of Louisi-
ana for the assumption of certain of the
Commission’s regulatory authority pur-
suant to section 274 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended.

A résumé prepared by the State of
Louisiana and summarizing the State'’s
proposed program, was also submitted to
the Commission and is set forth below as
an appendix to this notice. A copy of
the program, including proposed Louisi-
ana regulations, is available for public
inspection in the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C., or may be obtained
by writing to the Director, Division of
State and Licensee Relations, US.
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20545. All interested persons de-
siring to submit comments and sugges-
tions for the consideration of the Com-
mission in connection with the proposed
agreement should send them, in tripli-
cate, to the Secretary, U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C.
20545, within 30 days after initial pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Exemptions from the Commission’'s
regulatory authority which would imple-
ment this proposed agreement, as well
as other agreements which may be en-
tered into under section 274 of the
Atomic Energy Act, as amended, were
published as Part 150 of the Commis-
sions, regulations in FEpErAL REGISTER
issuances of February 14, 1962, 27 FR.
1351; April 3, 1965, 30 F.R. 4352; Septem-
ber 22, 1965, 30 F.R. 12069; and March 19,
1966, 31 F.R. 4668. In reviewing this
proposed agreement, interested persons
should also consider the aforementioned
exemptions.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 7th
day of July 1966.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

W. B. McCooL,
Secretary.
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ProPOSED AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE UNITED
SraTEs AroMmICc ENERGY COMMISSION AND
THE STATE OF LOUISIANA FOR DISCONTINU-
ANCE OF CERTAIN COMMISSION REGULATORY
AUTHORITY AND RESPONSIBILITY WITHIN THE
StaTE PURUSANT TO SECTION 274 OF THE
Atomic ENERGY ACT OF 1954, AS AMENDED

Whereas, the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis-
sion (hereinafter referred to as the Commis-
sion) is authorized under section 274 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(hereinafter referred to as the Act) to enter
into agreements with the Governor of any
State providing for discontinuance of the
regulatory authority of the Commission
within the State under Chapters 6, 7, and 8
and section 161 of the Act with respect to
byproduct materials, source materials, and
special nuclear materials in guantities not
sufficient to form a critical mass; and

Whereas, the Governor of the State of
Louisiana is authorized under West's LSA-~
R.S. 51:1051 et seq., to enter into this Agree-
ment with the Commission; and

Whereas, the Governor of the State of
Louisiana certified on June 15, 1966, that
the State of Louisiana (hereinafter referred
to as the State) has a program for the con-
trol of radiation hazards adequate to protect
the public health and safety with respect to
the materials within the State covered by this
Agreement, and that the State desires to as-
sume regulatory rtesponsibility for such
materials; and

Whereas, the Commission found on
——--, 1966, that the program of the State
for the regulation of the materials covered
by this Agreement is compatible with the
Commission’s program for the regulation of
such materials and Is adequate to protect the
public health and safety; and !

Whereas, the State and the Commission
recognize the desirability and importance
of cooperation between the Commission and
the State in the formulation of standards for
protection against hazards of radiation and
in assuring that State and Commission pro-
grams for protection against hazards of radi-
ation will be coordinated and compatible;
and

Whereas, the Commission and the State
recognize the desirabllity of reciprocal rec-
ognition of licenses and exemption from
licensing of those materials subject to this
Agreement; and

Whereas, this Agreement is entered into
pursuant to the provisions of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended;

Now, therefore, it is hereby agreed between
the Commission and the Governor of the
State, acting In behalf of the State, as fol-
lows:

ArmioLE I. Subject to the exceptions pro-
vided In Articles II, IIT, and IV, the Com-
mission shall discontinue, as of the effective
date of this Agreement, the regulatory au-
thority of the Commission in the State un-
der Chapters 6, 7, and 8, and section 161
of the Act with respect to the following ma-
terials:

A. Byproduct materials;

B. Source materials; and

C. Special nuclear materials in quantities

not sufficient to form a critical mass.

ArT, II. This Agreement does not provide
for discontinuance of any authority and the
Commission shall retain authority and re-
sponsibility with respect to regulation of:

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

B. The export from or import into the
United States of byproduct, source, or spe-
cial nuclear material, or of any production
or utilization facility;

C. The disposal into the ocean or sea of
byproduct, source, or special nuclear waste
materials as defined in regulations or orders
of the Commission;
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D, The of such other byproduct,
source, or special nuclear material as the
Commission from time to time determines
by regulation or order should, because of the
hazards or potential hazards thereof not be
so disposed of without a license from the
Commission.

Art. III. Notwithstanding this Agreement,
the Commission may from time to time by
rule, regulation, or order, require that the
manufacturer, processor, or producer of any
equipment, device, commodity, or other
product containing source, byproduct, or
special nuclear material shall not transfer
possession or control of such product except
pursuant to a license or an exemption from
licensing issued by the Commission,

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

ArT. V., The Commission will use its best
efforts to cooperate with the State and other
agreement States in the formulation of
standards and regulatory programs of the
State and the Commission for protection
against hazards of radiation and to assure
that State and Commission programs for pro-
tection against hazards of radiation will be
coordinated and compatible. The State will
use its hest efforts to cooperate with the
Commission and other agreement States in
the formulation of standards and regulatory
programs of the State and the Commission
for protection against hazards of radiation
and to assure that the State’s program will
continue to be compatible with the program
of the Commission for the regulation of like
materials, The State and the Commission
will use their best efforts to keep each other
informed of proposed changes in their re-
spective rules and regulations and licensing,
inspection and enforcement policies and cri-
teria, and to obtain the comments and assist-
ance of the other party thereon.

Arr. VI. The Commission and the State
agree that it is desirable to provide for recip-
rocal recognition of licenses for the materials
listed In Article I licensed by the other party
or by any agreement State. Accordingly,
the Commission and the State agree to use
their best efforts to develop appropriate rules,
regulations, and procedures by which such
reciprocity will be accorded.

Art, VII. The Commission, upon its own
initiative after reasonable notice and oppor-
tunity for hearing to the State, or upon re-
qguest of the Governor of the State, may ter-
minate or suspend this Agreement and re-
assert the licensing and regulatory authority
vested in it under the Act if the Commission
finds that such termination or suspension
is required to protect the public health and
safety.

Arr. VIII, This Agreement shall become
effective on September 1, 1966, and shall re-
main in effect unless, and until such time as
it is terminated pursuant to Article VII.

LovuisiaANA RADIATION REGULATORY PROGRAM
BOARD OF NUCLEAR ENERGY

The Louisiana Board of Nuclear Energy
was established by the Louisiana Nuclear
Energy Act, Act 84 of the 1962 Loulsiana
Legislature (now R.S. 51:1051 et seq.), to
protect the health and welfare of the people
of the State of Louisiana by providing for
the regulation, development and proper uti-
lization of atomic and nuclear energy and
for the effective control of radiation hazards.

The Louisiana Board of Nuclear Energy is
a 14 member board appointed by the Gov-
ernor. The following 12 categories must be
represented on the Board: A qualified radi-
ologist; a physician specializing in internal

medicine; State Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives; Loulsiana State University; pri-
vate universities and colleges of Louisiana;
colleges and universities under the State
Board of Education; the dental profession,
petroleum industries; the chemieal industry;
the agricultural industry; and a Iicensed
industrial radiographer. The Director of the
Division of Radiation Control and the Co-
ordinator of the Atomic Energy Development
Agency complete the 14 member Board. The
Lieutenant Governor is the present Chairman
of the Board.

Two Independently staffed departments,
the Division of Radiation Control and the
Atomic Energy Development Agency, were
created simultaneously with the Board of
Nuclear Energy. The Loulsiana Board of
Nuclear Energy reviews and approves or re-
jects the programs and policies of its two
departments, and it provides assistance, ad-
vice and consultation to the Director and
Coordinator. The Board Is charged with
the responsibility to approve or reject the
rules and regulations submitted to it by the
Division of Radiation Control. Assistance
consultation, recommendations are rendered
by the Board to the Division of Radiation
Control on a wide scope of matters pertain-
ing to nuclear energy involving national and
international developments and radiation
protection standards and policles. An Ad-
visory Council to the Louisiana Board of
Nuclear Energy has been established which
renders specialized advice and consultation
upon request. The Advisory Council is com-
posed of leading representatives from among
such groups as commerce, industry, medi-
cine, dentistry, Insurance, law, education,
law enforcement, labor, agriculture, and
engineering. The Governor recelves reporis
and counsel from the Board of Nuclear
Energy concerning atomic and nuclear
energy programs In the State’s interest.

Legislative provislon was made for the
orderly transfer of existing AEC licenses and
for the continued assistance and coopera-
tion between the State, the Federal Gov-
ernment and other states, Legislation has
specifically prohibited the existence of con-
flicting laws and duplication of regulatory
authority.

The Governor was authorized by this leg-
islation to effect an agreement with the
Federal Government which would provide
for the discontinuance of the Federal Gov-
ernment's regulatory authority with respect
to byproduct, source and special nuclear ma-
terials in quantities not sufficient to form &
critical mass and which would permit the
State to regulate these radioactive materials
as & part of a more comprehensive radio-
logical health program.

The Board of Nuclear Energy and the Divi-
sion of Radiation Control provide a uniqueé
approach in state government to radiological
health, radiation control and regulatory pro-
grams. These agencies are solely devoted 10
radiation protection and to atomic and nu-
clear energy programs. Emphasis s p)::cet.i
on a technically based program of the highest
callber with personnel specifically trained i
health physics, nuclear sclence, enginecring:
and life science disciplines.

DIVISION OF RADIATION CONTROL

The Louisiana Diyision of Radiation Cone
trol is vested with the complete responsi bum;
for radiological health in the State Qe
Louisiana. Its powers and duties <:0mp_"l’h
the authority to effect a complete “C“”il’f
and registration program for all radioac ‘)
materials and sources of fonizing "“d’““;’r‘,"
It is empowered to conduct evaluation ny
spections at all installations utﬂlziﬂgl“wé
sources of ionizing radiation. It regu fno
the discharge of radioactive materials dluct
the natural environment. It may co¥ e
studies and research assoclated with r# 10
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logical health; and it is encouraged to edu-
cate the people of Louisiana on radiation
hazards. Rules, regulations and policles
commensurable with established radiation
protection standards adopted by the Division
are submitted to the Board for approval,
and upon approval by the Board, such regu-
lations and policies are promulgated and
enforced by the Division. Broad emergency
powers may be invoked by the Division
whenever necessary to meet emergency
situations.

The Louisiana Divieion of Radiation Con-
trol began operation early in 1965 and im-
mediate steps were taken to initiate a com-
prehensive radiological health program for
Louisiana. Health Physicists classifications
were established with the Department of
Civil Service. Highly qualified personnel
were acquired and they have received addi-
tional specialized training in health physics.
Portable radiation detection instruments
were purchased which provide the Division
the capabilities of detecting and measuring
any radiation. Efficient administrative forms
have been designed to expedite the licensing
and registration of all sources of radiation
and to assist the radiation wuser with his
necessary records. All licente, registration
and inspection survey data are being placed
In 2 computer processirg eystem which will
permit rapid and efficient retrieval of data.

The Louisiana Radiation Regulations were
drafted in close cooperation with the State
medical and dental associations and in co-
operation with representatives from indus-
try, education and government. Coples
were printed for distribution to interested
parties and groups throughout the State, and
& loose-leaf format was used to facilitate
changes and amendments to the regula-
tions. The Louisiana Radiation Regulations
were Initially distributed to all current AEC
licensees in Louisiana, State and Parish medi-
cal and dental associations, hospitals, radi-
ologists, and major industrial companies,
After a 80-day period for their review, &
public hearing was held at the State Capitol
in Baton Rouge to receive comments and
the Senate Chamber was completely filled
for this hearing. No adverse comments on
the Louisiana Radiation Regulations were
heard and no ndverse written comments
were received. The Louisiana Board of Nu-
clear Energy formally adopted the Louisiana
Radiation Regulations immediately after the
public hearing on Friday, January 28, 1966.

Registration of all sources of radiation,
except radioactlve materials, has been initi-
dted, and it is expected that 4,000-5,000
sources of radiation will be registered. The
fources of radiation which will be registered
;’e mostly medical, dental and industrial

T3y units. These X-ray units have not
Previously been under a radiological health
E?lzag‘lil ml'ld registration of these X-ray
P s x; ace their operation under a uni-
stand of recognized radlation protection
26 rec&;g?; fﬁ:'s the first time. There has been
Wil prop pection of these units, and it

2 Probably require a 3-year period to com-~
gfettehthe Initial inspection. Periodic surveys
Xormeffe X-ray Installations will be per-
lns;mng:: a periodic basis after the initial
BUHE o and the frequency of the subse-
tho ye1 urveys will be determined mainly on
p‘revlou:;tivc x"adlatlon hazard found in the
celerat surveys or initial inspection. Ac-
in f;cu.;'r:i] mainly neutron generators used

red as n:";lanalysls, are also being regis-

adium hlicensed sources of radiation.
With th users are located in conjunction
At ¢ reglstration program, and licensing
L, “t?l‘:hwglzbe implemented con-

e AEC eement licens
g!f:g:‘:dm Possession of :agcrnum must be 11:8-
sent coona]tlb" registration forms which were
dentists, educ:,il:le“”cal facllitles, physicians,
onal institutions and Indus-
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tries. Radium suppliers have furnished the
Division a list of all radium users in Loulsi-
ana. All current radium users and users of
radioactive materials not under the AEC
licensing program will be assisted by the
Division in filing their initial license ap-
plication.

All radioactive materials are being placed
under a licensing program which requires
a license for the possession and use of sig-
nificant quantities of radioactive materials,
A prior evaluation will be made on each
application for radioactive material use to
ascertain if the proposed program and use
meet minimal acceptable radiation protec-
tion standards as indicated in the Loulsi-
ana Radiation Regulations. Licenses will
be issued to applicants who have adequate
radintion protection programs and who are
experienced and competently trained to use
radioactlve materlals.

Perlodic Inspections will be made to each
licencee’s facilities to determine if the radio-
active materials are being used in conformity
with the Louisiana Radiation Regulations
and in accordance with sound health physics
practices not explicitly stated in the regula-
tions. Health Physicists from the Division
of Radlation Control have been accompany-
ing AEC compliance inspectors within the

tate for the past year. These inspections
have cerved to familiarize the Divislon's
Health Physicists with AEC compliance in-
spection procedures, and the inspections have
been used to inform the current AEC H-
censees of the Impending agreement state
program,

Plans for shielding X-ray facllities in hos-

| pitals, doctors' offices, clinies, institutions

‘and industry will be checked against stand-
ards established In the Loulsiana Radlation
Regulations, This service will be performed
in conjunction with the Louilslana State
Board of Health as one aspect of thelr pro-
gram of reviewing construction plans for
medical and institutional installations. The
construction plans will be checked against
standards and procedures established by the
Division of Radiation Control. Shielding
evaluation data determined by the Board of
Health from the plans will be maintained
by the Division of Radiation Control and
any substandard Installations will be cor-
rected under the authority of the Division.

Radiation Emergency Reaction Teams have
been established which can supervise the
management of radiation accidents and
incidents within the State except In case of
nuclear attack, Reports of an urgent nature
can be investigated by these teams., This
plan has been made an integral part of the
State Civil Defense disaster plan, and the
Loulsiana Division of Radiation Control is
the responsible State agency for radiation
accidents and incidents. Teams have been
established in New Orleans, Baton Rouge,
Lafayette, Ruston, Lake Charles, and the
Natchitoches-Alexandria area. Each team
consists of a radiation specialist, chosen for
his radiation knowledge and for his access
to a large variety of radiation detection in-
strumentation In constant use, and a
physician who is experienced in the field of
radlation effects. The Loulsiana State Police
provides primary communication coordina-
tion, notification of the appropriate teams,
and emergency ground and alr transporta-
tion. The Director of the Division of Radia-
tion Control will coordinate the activities of
the teams, and he can assume management
control of the radiation emergency under the
provisions of the Loulsiana Nuclear Energy
Act and the Loulsiana Radiation Regulations
whenever necessary to protect occupational
or public health and safety or property. He
is assisted by a radlologist, expert in the field
of nuclear medicine, and by the Coordinator
of the Afomic Energy Development Agency,
who will serve In the capacity of a public
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information officer. Additional radiation de-"
tection equipment will be available from the
Division of Radlation Control offices in
Baton Rouge. Outslde assistance can be re-
quested from the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, U.S. Public Health Service, and the
Department of Defense. Health physics per-
sonnel employed by the Division and trained
under its programs, will be avallable to other
governmental agencies whenever their as-
sistance is required in controlling radiation
hazards. Division Health Physicists re-
sponded to a recent radiation incident re-
port at the New Orleans International
Airport. Personnel and property were im-
mediately protected, and an Investigation
was initiated to determine if personnel had
been overexposed. Assistance was provided
by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission dur-
ing their investigation. Two Health Physi-
cists were involved in thils incident for more
than 4 days.

Training programs to properly educate the
users of radioactive materials and the general
public are profitable programs which result
in increased public confidence and proper
utilization of radiation. Training seminars
will be presented for X-ray technologists and
isotope technicians, which will teach radia-
tion protection techniques. Conferences
and lectures will be held for radiologists and
physiclans to acquaint them with nuclear
medicine applications and health physlcs
practices. The industrial -user will be ap-
prised of new health physics practices and
radiation protection programs which apply
to newly developed isotope applications and
radiation uses. Training programs designed
to qualify personnel in proper health physics
practices will be an integral part of the
Division’s regulatory program. The general
public will be kept informed with factual
information regarding radiation and the
sound regulations which protect them,

RADIOLOGICAL HEALTH REVIEW

The Louilslana State Board of Health has
been involved In some radiological health
activities since the early 1040’s. Inltial ac-
tivities which were concerned with X-ray
machines and radium, were limited to recom-
mendations of good practice procedures. A
film badge service was provided In 1947 by
the U.S. Public Health Service to ascertain
radlation exposures to employees of the State
Board of Health, local health units, and
industrial personnel who were using X-ray
equipment.

The Atomic Energy Commission made
radioactive isotopes avallable to medical, in-
stitutional and industrial firms in 1946.
Inspections of radioactive material users
were conducted by the AEC, and a representa-
tive of the Board of Health accompanied
many AEC inspectors after the AEC initiated
their policy of inviting State representatives.

All shoe fluoroscopes underwent a physical
survey in 1950 and the users of the shoe
fluoroscopes were advised of the potential
hazards. During subsequent years, followup
surveys were made on the shoe fluoroscopes
and their removal was recommended. Ap-
proximately 50 percent of the shoe fluoro-
scopes had been removed from use in 1958,
and Acts 1958 No. 124 prohibited their use.

The State Board of Health has cooperated
with the Louisiana Civil Defense Agency In
radiological defense. Board of Health per-
sonnel have been trained as Civil Defense
radiological monitors, and State Clvil De-
fense officials have been kept informed of
environmental radioactivity levels resulting
from fallout. Training in environmental
analysis has been recelived by Board of
Health chemists from the U.S. Public Health
Service. The Industrial Hygiene Section
Chief also participated In offsite monitoring
at the Nevada Test Site and In the Project
Dribble Nuclear Test,
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A voluntary dental X-ray survey program
was initiated in November 1960, with the as-
sistance and cooperation of the U.S. Public
Health Service, and the Louisiana State Den-
tal Society, which supplied some filters and
collimators for the deficient X-ray units. Ap-
proximately 400 dentists were surveyed in
this initial program. A voluntary survey of
medical X-ray units in the Greater New
Orleans Area was conducted by the Tulane
University School of Medicine under contract
with the U.S, Public Health Service and the
State Board of Health cooperated with the
Tulane University School of Medicine in con-
ducting this study, Approximately 400 X-
ray units in the New Orleans Area were
surveyed.

Environmental radiation surveillance has
been of interest to the Louisiana State Board
of Health. Fallout measurements have been
made on dust samples collected for air pol-
lution studies in New Orleans and rain sam-
ples have been collected since 1856. Surface
water samples, milk samples, and human hair
have been collected for the U.S, Public Health
Service. Monthly radioactivity measure-
ments have been made on diets from a New
Orleans children’s home and special enyiron-
mental samples were collected in conjunction
with the visit of the NS Savannahl to New
Orleans,

ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING

The Louisiana State Board of Health is
providing a comprehensive environmental
radiation surveillance program which will
monitor the entire environment: water, air
and food, including vegetables, fruit, marine
foods, and milk. Surface water samples are
collected at 31 locations and food samples
will be taken from four parishes. Milk sam-~
ples are taken from the five major production
areas, and marine food samples are fo he
analyzed at random intervals in conjunction
with the oyster water surveillance program
Alr sampling stations at six locations
throughout the State are being operated in
conjunction with one or more of the fol-
lowing networks: Las Vegas Offsite Moni-
toring System, National Radiological Sam-
pling Network, National Air Sampling
Network, and the Loulsiana Network.

The Louisiana State Board of Health will
direct the operation of the environmental
monitoring program compatible with the
standards and requirements established by
the DPlvision of Radiation Control. Tech-
nical assistance and consultation will be
provided to the State Board of Health and
the environmental monitoring data will be
routinely directed to the Division of Radia-
tion Control. The Board of Health will pro-
vide special environmental monitoring upon
request at designated locations to assist the
Division with data concerned with the opera-
tion of a licensee or registrant.

LICENSING AND REGISTRATION

The Louisiana Division of Radiation Con-
trol will license the possession and use of
all types of radioactive materials. Quanti-
ties of special nuclear materials sufficient to
form a critical mass will be retained under
the AEC regulatory program. Licensing will
be required for radioactive material not pre-
viously under a licensing program, such as
radium, other natural radioactive materials,
and accelerator-produced isotopes.

Exemption from licensing and regulatory
controls have been provided in the Louisiana
Radiation Regulations for certain small
quantities of radioactive materials, A gen-
eral license Is issued in the Louisiana Radia-
tion Regulations for certain uses and quan-
tities of radioactive materials which do not
require a prior evaluation of individual pos-
session or use. Specific licenses will be based
on a prior evaluation of all initial, amend-
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ment or renewal applications. This detailed
appraisal will evaluate the quantity and type
of radioactive materials, the proposed appli-
cation, the experience and ftraining of the
user, the radiation detection equipment
available, the handling procedures, the dis-
posal method and the personnel monitoring.
When appropriate, a pre-licensing survey of
the user's facilities will be conducted. Li-
censing criteria will be similar to that uti-
lized by the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission.

A medical advisory committee will evaluate

applications for all nonroutine uses of radio-
active materials in humans. This commit-
tee contains licensed physicians with medical
experience in the use of radicisotopes and
radiation. The medical advisory committee
will have representatives of diagnostic
radiology, therapeutic radiology, Iinternal
medicine, pathology and medical physics.
" Provision has been made in the Louisiana
Radiation Regulations for issuance of a
license which will permit the institution to
determine speclfic uses within the confines
of broad license restrictions. This type of
specific license will be issued to institutions
having personnel with extensive training
and experience in radiation who will make
the specific evaluations on eaech proposed
use.

Registration of all sources of radiation
other than radioactive materials is required
under the Louisiana Radiation Regulations.
Certlfication of registration by the Dlvision
of Radiation Control will be required prior
to placing the source of radiation into use.
the registrant will be required to meet the
same radiation protection standards estab-
lished by the Louisiana Radiation Regula-
tions which are applicable to licensees.

INSPECTIONS

Inspections of each licensee and registrant
will be conducted by the Louisiana Division
of Radiation Control health physics staff on
a recurring basis, The inspections will be
adequate to determine compliance with the
Louisiana Radiation Regulations and to as-
sist the licensee or registrant with the con-
tinuous maintenance of his radiation pro-
tection program. Licensees or registrants
in the most hazardous category may be in-
spected on 4- to 6-month intervals. FEach
specific licensee whose program requires per-
sonnel monitoring or where there Is a like-
lihood of a significant release of radioactivity
to the environment, will be Inspected within
1 year after the initiation of his program.
The AEC priority system will be generally re-
tained for each existing AEC specific licensee
until they bave been assigned their next
inspection date, based on a current inspec-
tion. Frequency of subsequent inspections
will depend upon their scope of operation,
the relative radiation hazard, and the find-
ings of the previous inspection. Other spe-
cific licensees will be inspected at the mini-
mum rate of 10 percent per year. Each spe-
cific licensee will receive an inspection prior
to the expiration daie on his current Loulsi-
ana license, Inspections may be either an-
nounced or unannounced at the discretion
of the Division of Radiation Control,

Some items reviewed by the Health Physi-
cists are the administration of the user's
organization, the quantity and types of radi-
ation sources, the applications of radioactive
material, storage facilities, personnel moni-
toring, the compliance with posting require-
ments, and the radiation levels in and around
the facility. X-ray units will be checked
for proper filtration and ecollimation. Proper
protection of operating personnel will be
checked. Licensees and registrants will be
tentatively advised of the Inspection results
at the conclusion of the inspection, and pre-
liminary recommendations concerning any
substandard findings will be made., These
findings and recommendations will be subject

o review by the Division of Radiation Con-
trol and the Board of Nuclear Energy. The
Division of Radiatlon Control may advise
the licensee or registrant in writing of ad-
ditional or concurrent inspection findings.

The Louisiana Nuclear Energy Act (RS,
51:1058) asuthorizes the entry of the Divi-
sion of Radiation Control personnel into any
licensee's or registrant's facilities to deter.
mine their compliance with the Louisiana
Radiation Regulations.

COMPLIANCE ENFORCEMENT

Minor Items of noncompliance with the
Loulsiana Radiation Regulations and license
or registration conditions may be brought
to the licensees’ or registrants' attention at
the time of the inspection. The licensee or
registrant will be advised of any items which
ecould improve his radiation protection pro-
gram. A statement of satisfactory compli-
ance or a list of the items of noncompliance
will be submitted to the licensee or regis-
trant for his acceptance, If the licensee or
registrant acknowledges the items of non-
compliance and agrees to correct the items
within a specified perfod of time, then no
further administrative action will be taken.
The items of noncompliance will be checked
for proper correction during the next in-
spection.

More severe items of noncompliance will
be reviewed by the Division of Radiation
Control, and the licensee or registrant will
receive formal written notification describ-
ing the item of noncompliance. The licensee
or registrant is required to correct this de-
ficiency within a period of time specified by
the Divislon, and he is required to notify the
Division in writing of the corrective action
taken. A subsequent inspection will be
scheduled, dependent upon the severity of
the hazard, to check the corrective action.

Whenever the licensee or registrant fails to
reply to the notice of noncompliance or falls
to take appropriate corrective actlon, then
the Division may terminate or modify the
license or registration, The Division may by
rule, regulation, or order, impose upon any
licensee or registrant, such requirements, in
addition to those established in the Loulsl-
ana Radiation Regulations, as it deems ap-
propriate or necessary to minimize danger 10
public health and safety or property.

Should the Division of Radiation Control
determine that an emergency exists, it shall
have the authority to ifmpound or to order
the impounding of any source of radiation
in the possession of any person who Is not
equipped to comply or falls to comply with
the provisions of the Loulsiana Radiation
Regulations or the Louisiana Nuclear Energy
Act, The Division may issue a regulation oF
order reciting the existence of an emergency
which requires immediate action to protect
the occupational or public health and safety.

ADMINISTRATIVE AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Any person affected by the regulatory ac-
tions of the Division of Radiation Control
may request a hearing which shall be held
and that person will be admitted as a party
to such proceedings. The Board of Nuclear
Energy reviews and approves or rejecis the
policies, programs, and regulations of the
Division. Any person who alleges he has
been aggrieved by the final actions Or dc;
cision of the Division of Radiation COum')
may request, in writing, within ten (10) dﬂ}5
after the occurrence of the alleged grievance
that the Board of Nuclear Energy holg_h 2
hearing to investigate his complaint. %
Board of Nuclear Energy has the power 2
subpoena records and individuals and t0 t?m
testimony by deposition similar t0 €T
judicial procedure, The decision Oof o
Board of Nuclear Energy shall not become
final for a period of thirty (30) days from =
date of the decision. The complainant
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the right to appeal an adverse decision within
thirty (30) days to the district court of Bast
Baton Rouge Parlsh. >

The Divislion of Radiation Control may re-
guest the Attorney General to file suit in East
Baton Rouge Parish District Court against
any individual who violates any rule, regula-
tion, or order issued by the Division. Any
person who wilfully violajes the provisions
of the Louisiana Nuclear Energy Act or any
rules, regulations, and orders issued by the
Division of Radiation Control or Board of
Nuclear Energy is subject to civil court in-
junction, fine, and/or imprisonment.

RECIPROCITY AND COMPATABILITY

The Loulsiana Radiation Regulations pro-
vide for the recognition of licenses issued by
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission and
other Agreement States subject to specified
conditions,

The Louisiana Nuclear Energy Act states
that it is the policy of the State of Louisiana
to institute and provide utilization and con-
trol programs compatible with standards and
regulatory programs of the Federal Govern-
ment and of the States. The Louisiana Divi-
sion of Radlation Control will exercise its
best effort toward achleving a close working
relationship and a uniform regulatory pro-
gram commensurable with other states and
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission,

DIVISION OF RADIATION CONTROL STA¥FF

The Division of Radiation Control staff will
devote their full efforts to the radiation
regulatory program in Louisiana. The Di-
rector of the Loulsiana Division of Radiation
Control will have the direct responsibility for
the State's radiological health program. The
Director and his assistant will supervite the
administration of the State's regulatory pro-
gram, and all radioactive material licenses
Will be reviewed by the Director or the Assist-
ant to the Director. Licenses will be issued
and registrations will be certlfied under the
authority of the Director.

The health physies staff will participate in
the initial review of license applications and
registrations. The Health Physicists will be
primarily responsible for conducting all
license inspections and surveys of the regis-
trant’s facilities. Survey reports and inspec-
tions by the Health Physicists will be
Teviewed by the Director or his assistant.
The radioactive materials program will be
ltmder the primary supervision of the Direc-
egl;. 'lmd the Assistant to the Director will
tlox:c se direct supervision over the registra-
l_eceh?l‘ogmm. The health physlcs stafl will
Dlie teO training and instruction from the
o r and his assistant. Training re-

¢ived by the health physics staff includes
Erocedures for performing radioisotope in-
Mx:f:;:uons, review and explanation of regula-
e S, Z‘"’VOY of X-ray units, shielding criteria
o radiation facilities, use of radiation in-

’,;‘_;]“emﬂ and emergency procedures.
cons\ez Division of Radiation Control staff
sty 515 of the Director, Assistant to the Di-
von‘;{- and three Health Physicists. An addi-
11‘1 — fiealth Physicist has been requested
= hechi : year 1966-687. It is anticipated that
s cl?l stafl of six, including the Direc-
Bracin lis assistant, will provide sufficient
Yegulat el to conduct an adequate radiation
e orm'y program in Louilsiana. A clerical
Sl lthree serves the technical staff, and
St Nu‘éi nistrative assistant under the Board
atia pert'ar Energy handles some budgetary

The Lz:)onnel matters for the Division,
lishes uisiana Nuclear Energy Act estab-

the qualifications for the Director of

slana Division of Radliation Control
v1'ec:t:4;>r shall be a person having
¢ academic training and practical

Extensi

SXperience in the i
€ld of health and radia-
t;nup?tggtlon. The Assistant to the Direc-
ivil Service position which requires
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a bachelor’s degree and 3 years' experience in
a radiation regulatory program or a bache-
lor’s degree in a physical, biological or engi-
neering science with course work in radiation
physics or nuclear science and 2-years’ expe-
rience in a radiation regulatory program.
Minimum qualifications for health physicists
on the Division or Radiation Control staff are
a bachelor's degree in a physical, biological
or engineering science with course work In
radiation physics or nuclear science, or a
bachelor's degree with 1 year's experience in
a radiation regulatory program. Health
physics positions are available at several lev-
els, depending upon academic tralning and
experience in radiation fields.

The Director of the Division of Radiation
Control holds a doctorate in nuclear physics
and he received specialized health physics
training, partly at Oak Ridge National Lab-
oratory in conjunction with his master's
degree. Prior to his-present position, he
was the health physicist in charge of a large
university program and assistant to the head
of the Physics Department. The Assistant
to the Director was recently Supervisor of
Radiological Health of the radiation regula-
tory program in another state. He is a
college graduate and has 3 years' experience
in health physics and radiation regulatory
programs. The present stafl is highly quali-
fied. One Health Physlcist holds a master’s
degree in radiological health, one has had
considerable graduate work in nuclear science
and physics, and one holds an engineering
degree with nuclear science course work.
Biographical descriptions containing the
academic training, education and experience
in radiological health of the current Division
of Radiation Control staff is available upon
request.

INSTRUMENTATION

The Division of Radiation Control possesses
a large variety of portable radiation detection
Instrumentation which can detect all types
of radioactivity and measure radiation levels
over a wide range. These instruments in-
clude Gelger-Muller survey meters, gas flow
proportional counters, fast-slow neutron sur-
vey meters, multirange fonization meters, air
samplers and a velometer. This portable in-
strumentation was designed to support
field inspection activities and to answer
instrumentation requirements for radiation
emergencies.

Laboratory type instrumentation has been
ordered which will provide identification of
radioactive materials and precise measure-
ments of activity, The laboratory In-
strumentation is being developed around &
flexible system which will provide inputs
from varlous types of radiation detectors,
such as solid state, scintillation, gas flow,
and proportional counters. The system will
provide spectral means of identification and
a multichannel analyzer will be an integral
part of this system. Data output will be
in a form compatible with existing electronic
data processing systems for the purpose of
providing accurate and rapid analysls, Lab-
oratory services may be contracted with
commercial companies wheneyer necessary,
to perform analyses which require instru-
mentation not avallable to the Division.

Complete nuclear facilities are available at
all times to the Division of Radiation Control
at the Louisiana State University Nuclear
Science Center. An arrangement has been
made with Director of the LSU Nuclear Sci-
ence Center to assist the Division of Radia~
tion Control by making available their
complete laboratory facilities. The Nuclear
Science Center can provide complete nuclear
laboratory support, including radiochemical
hoods, high activity storage facilities, spec-
trum analysis, calibration and additional In-
strumentation. The personnel of the LSU
Nuclear Science Center is available to assist

M7

the Division of Radiation Control whenever
an emergency arises,

FINANCIAL SUPPORT

The State of Louisiana has provided the
Board of Nuclear Energy and the Dilvision
of Radiation Control with ample funds to
implement a comprehensive radiological
health regulatory program In the 1064-65
fiscal year and the 1965-66 flscal year. The
State of Louisiana has fully supported the
policies and programs of the Board of Nu-
clear Energy and the Division of Radlation
Control, and there is every reason to expect
continued support of this program in line
with the State’s policy to protect the health
and welfare of its people. Fiscal year 1966-
67 will terminate the organizational phase
of the Division and a normal operational
level will be established.

[F.R. Doc, 66-7554; Filed, July 11, 1966;
= 8:48 a.um.]

[Docket No. 50-257]

ATOMICS INTERNATIONAL, A DiVi-
SION OF NORTH AMERICAN AVIA-
TION, INC.

Notice of Application for and Pro-
posed Issuance of Facility Export
License

Please take notice that Atomics Inter-
national, a division of North American
Aviation, Inc., Post Office Box 309,
Canoga Park, Calif. 91304, has submitted
an application dated June 10, 1966, and
supplemented July 1, 1966, for a license
to authorize the export of a 10-watt
thermal Model 1.-77 research reactor to
Interatom Internationale, Atomreaktor-
bau, G. m. b. H., Bensberg, Cologne,
West Germany.

Upon finding that the reactor proposed
for export is within the scope of the
Agreement for Cooperation between the
Government of the United States .of
America and the Federal Republic of
Germany, and unless within 15 days after
the publication of this notice in the Frp-
ERAL REGISTER, a request for a formal
hearing is filed with the U.S. Atomic En-
ergy Commission by the applicant or an
intervener as provided by the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice (Title 10, CFR,
Chapter I, Part 2), the Commission pro-
poses to issue to Atomics International,
a division of North American Aviation,
Inc., a facility export license on Form
AEC-250 containing the authority set
forth in the text below authorizing the
export of the reactor described in the
application.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, and Title 10, Chapter
I, Code of Federal Regulations, the Com-
mission has found that;

(a) The application complies with the
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, and the Commis-
sion’s regulations set forth in Title 10,
Chapter I Code of Federal Regulations,
and

(b) The reactor proposed to be ex-
ported is a utilization facility as defined
in said Act and regulations.

In its review of applications solely to
authorize the export of production or
utilization facilities, the Commission
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does not evaluate the health and safety
characteristics of the facility to be
exported.

A copy of the application, dated June
10, 1966, and supplemented July 1, 1966,
is on file in the Atomic Energy Commis~
sion’s Public Document Room located at
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 7th day
of July 1966. =

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Eser R. PRICE,
Director, Division of
State and Licensee Relations.

PrOPOSED EXPORT LICENSE

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended, and the regulations of the U.S.
Atomic Energy Commission issued pursuant
thereto, and in relance on statements and
representations heretofore made, Atomiecs
International, a division of North American
Aviation, Inc., Post Office Box 309, Canoga
Park, Calif. 91304, 1s authorized to export a
10-watt thermal Model L—77 research reactor
to Interatom Internationale, Atomreakter-
bau, G.m.b. H,, Bensberg, Cologne, West Ger-
many, subject to the terms and provisions
herein. The license to export extends to
the licensee's duly authorized shipping
agent.

Neither this lcense mor any right under
this license shall be assigned or otherwise
transferred in violation of the provisions of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,

This license is subject to the right of re-
capture or control reserved by section 108
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, and to all
other provisions of said Act, now or here-
after In effect and to all valid rules and
regulations of the U.S. Atomic Energy Com-
mission. This license is effective as of the
date of issuance and shall expire on July 31,
1967,

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7644; Filed, July 11, 1966;
11:30 am.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 17326)
FLYING TIGER LINE INC,
Notice of Proposed Approval

Application of the Flying Tiger Line,
Ine., for approval of control relationship
pursuant to section 408 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, Docket
17326.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
statutory requirements of section 408(b),
that the undersigned intends to issue the
attached order under delegated au-
thority. Interested parties are hereby
afforded a period of 15 days from
the date of service within which to file
comments or request a hearing with re-
spect, to the action proposed in the order.

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 6,
1966.
J. W. ROSENTHAL,
Director,
Bureaw of Operating Rights.
ORDER APPROVING CONTROL RELATIONSHIP

Application of the Flying Tiger Line, Inc.,
for approval of acquisition under section 408
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of the Federal Aviation Act
amended, Docket 17326,

The Flying Tiger Line, Inc. (FTL), has re-
quested Board approval under section 408 of
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended
(the Act), of its acquisition and activation
of Flying Tiger Air Services, Inc. (Services) .t
The latter company® will engage in the
operation of aireraft in contract, noncommon
air carriage of cargo and personnel for gov-
ernmental and commercial organizations
overseas, the operation of ground properties
and equipment, and the performance of
ground services in support of its own air
operations or the air operations of others.
All of the air operations of Services will be
conducted outside the geographical limits of
the United States.®

FTL proposes to acquire for cash 10,000
shares of Services' capital stock, at $10 per
share, this to comprise all of the issued and
outstanding capital stock of Services. FTL
does not propose to create interlocking offi-
cers or directors with Services.

FTL states further that at present Serv-
ices will perform the transportation of cargo
only for the Military Air Command (MAC)
between points outside the United States
and will perform the above-described ground
services operations at military air bases and
civilian airfields in support, at this time, of
its own MAC operations. Further, since
Services will be a wholly owned subsidiary
of Tigers and will be leasing its equipment
from Tigers its capital requirements will be
nominal and will be furnished solely by its
parent company.

PTL requests that the application be dis-
posed of without a hearing inasmuch as the
application does not affect the control of
an air carrier directly engaged in air trans-
portation as defined in the Act, the trans-
action is not inconsistent with the public
interest, does not tend to result in the creat-
ing of a monopoly or to restrain competition,
and no other person having a substantial
interest in this proceeding is jeopardized.

No objections to the application or re-
quests for a hearing have been received.*

Notice of intent to dispose of the appli-
cation without a hearing has been published
in the FepEraAL REGISTER, and & copy of such
notice has been furnished by the Board to
the Attorney General not later than the day
following the date of such publication, both
in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 408(b) of the Act.

Upon consideration of the application, it
is concluded that Services is a person engaged
in a phase of aeronautics within the meaning
of section 408 of the Act, and that the con-

of 1958, as

1The application was filed May 13, 1966,
and supplemented on May 25.

2 Services was initially Incorporated in the
State of Delaware as Fliteline, Inc., but has
remained inactive and has not issued its
authorized capital stock. Notification has
been given to the Secretary of the State of
Delaware of an amendment to its certificate
changing the corporate name to Flying Tiger
Alr Services, Inc.

3By Order E-23062, effective January 3,
1966, in Docket 16387, the Board approved
FTL's acquisition of Mercury General Ameri-
can Corp. (Mercury General), a helicopter
operator. FTL apparently intended to make
use of Mercury General for the air and other
services it now proposes to conduct through
Services. FTL has since nofified the Board
that it has abandoned its acquisition of
Mercury General.

‘A petition of the Transport Workers
Union of America for leave to Intervene, filed
May 27, 1966, was withdrawn on June 22,

trol of Services by FTL is subject to that
section. However, it is further concluded
that such gontrol relationships do not affect
the control of an air carrier directly engaged
in the operation of air transportation, do not
tend to create a monopoly and do not re-
strain competition. Furthermore, no person
disclosing a substantial interest in the pro-
ceeding is currently requesting a hearing,
and it is found that the public interest does
not require a hearing. The control rela
tionships are similar to others which h
been approved by the Board and essenti
do not present any new substantive issues’®
It therefore appears that if Services confines
its activities to those described herein, ap-
proval of the control relationships would not
be inconsistent with the public interest.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by
the Board In the Board's regulations, 14
CFR 885.13, it is found that the foregoing
control relationship should be approved un-
der section 408(b) of the Act without a
hearing.

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That the control relationship described
herein be and it hereby is approved;

2. That the approval herein granted shall
be effective only so long as Services does not
engage in alr transportation; and

3. That jurisdiction over this proceeding
be retained for the purpose of amending or
revoking the approval granted herein or for
the purpose of imposing such other terms
and conditions as may be found to be
reasonable.

Persons entitled to petition the Board for
review of this order pursuant to the Boards
regulations, 14 CFR 885.50, may file such
petitions within 5 days after the date of
service of this order.

This order shall be effective and become
the actlon of the Civil Aeronautics Board
upon expiration of the above period unless
within such period a petition for review
thereof is filed, or the Board gives notice
that it will review this order on its own
motion.

[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7566; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 17369]
AIR AFRIQUE
Notice of Prehearing Conference

Application for renewal of its foreign
air carrier permit.

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference on the above-entitled ap-
plication is assigned to be held on July
19, 1966, at 10 am., eds.t, In Room
726, Universal Building, Connecticut and
Florida Avenues NW., Washington, D..C “
before Examiner Joseph L. Fitzmaurice:

Dated at Washington, D.C,, July T
1966.

[sEAL] Francis W. BROWN,

Chief Ezaminer.

[FR. Doc. 66-7567; Filed, July 11, 1966
8:49 a.m.]

Imc.

s Application of Continental Alr Lines, 4

et al. Docket 16251; Order E-22466, July 2
1965,
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COMMISSION

[Docket No. 16636; FCC 66M-935]
HADDOX ENTERPRISES, INC.
Order Advancing Hearing

In re application of Haddox Enter-
prises, Inc., Columbia, Miss., Docket No,
16636, File No. BPH-4532; for construc-
tion permit.

Upon oral request on July 5, 1966, of
counsel for the Broadcast Bureau and
with the informal consent of counsel for
the applicant thereto: It is ordered, This
6th day of July 1966, that the hearing
heretofore scheduled for 10 a.m., on July
13, 1966, is hereby advanced to 9 a.m., on
July 13, 1966, to remove a conflict in
hearing commitments of Bureau
counsel.

Released: July 6, 1966.
FeDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[SEAL] BeN F. WAPLE,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 66-7569; Filed, July 11, 19866;
8:49 am.]

[Docket Nos. 16704, 16705; FCC 66M--933]

OLEAN BROADCASTING CORP. AND
NORMANDY BROADCASTING CORP.

Order Scheduling Hearing

In re applications of Olean Broadcast-
Ing Corp., Glens Falls, N.Y., Docket No.
16704, File No. BPH-4804; Normandy
Broadcasting Corp., Glens Falls, N.Y.,
Docket No. 16705, File No. BPH-4838; for
construction permits.

It is ordered, This 5th day of July 1966,
that. Mmard F. French shall serve as
Presiding Officer in the above-entitled
broceeding; that the hearings therein
shall be convened on September 19, 1966,
at 10 am.; and that a prehearing con-
ference shall be held on July 28, 1966,
commencing at 9 a.m.: And, it is further
ordered, That all proceedings shall be
held in the offices of the Commission,
Washington, D.C.

Released: July 6, 1966.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

CoMMISSION,
[sEaL] BEN F. WaPLE,
Secretary.
(FR. Doc. 66-7570; %iled, July 11, 1966;
8:50 a.m.]

[Docket Nos. 16669, 16670; FCC 66M-936]

OLQASTEAD COUNTY BROADCASTING
INOC AND NORTH CENTRAL VIDEO,

Order Following Préhearing
Conference

In re applications of Olm
: stead County
Dg‘;i;dcas&mg Co., Rochester, Minn.,
Nowtr” No. 16669, File No. BPH-5145;
I Central Video, Inc., Rochester,
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Minn., Docket No. 16670, File No. BPH-
5192; for construction permits.

Pursuant to agreements reached at the
prehearing conference held this date:
1t is ordered, This 6th day of July 19686,
as follows: :

1. A further prehearing conference
will be held on September 20, 1966, at
9 am.

2. The hearing heretofore scheduled
for September 8, 1966, is postponed to
September 29, 1966, at 10 am., in the
offices of the Commission at Washington,
D.C., pending the resolution of rulemak-
ing which could eliminate the need for
any comparative hearing on these
applications. .

Released: July 6, 1966.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[SEAL] BEN F, WaPLE,
Secrelary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7571; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:50 am.]

[Docket No. 16125; FCC 66R-262]
TINKER, INC.
Order Continving Hearing

In the matter of revocation of the li-
cense of Tinker, Inc., for standard
broadcast station WEKY, Richmond,
Ky., Docket No. 16125.

The Review Board has before it (a) an
appeal from a ruling of the Hearing Ex-
aminer, filed by Tinker, Inc., on July 1,
1966; (b) comments on the appeal, filed
by the Broadcast Bureau on July 1, 1966;
and (¢) the other matters of record
herein.

It appearing, that the appeal is di-
rected against the Examiner’s Memo-
randum Opinion and Order of June 23,
1966 (FCC 66M-898), which denied Tin-
ker, Inc.'s (a) written motion for stay
of May 2, 1966, and (b) oral motion for
continuance of June 23, 1966; and

It further appearing, that Tinker, Inc.,
sought a stay of the proceeding pending
Commission action on Tinker, Inc.’s pe-
tition for review (filed May 2, 1966), of
the Review Board’'s memorandum opin-
jon and order of April 25, 1966 (FCC
66R-159) ; and that the Examiner’s de-
nial of the stay was premised on a hold-
ing that, because of the subject-matter
of the petition for review, “it is more
appropriate that a stay be considered by
either the Review Board * * * or by
the Commission"; and

It further appearing, that Tinker, Inc.,
later sought a continuance of the sched-
uled commencement of the hearing
(from July 12, 1966, until September 12,
1966), on the ground “that the terminal
illness of the mother of its principal, J.
Francke. Fox, prevents Mr. Fox from
adequately participating in the prepara-
tion or hearing of Tinker’s case”; and
that the Examiner, although sympa-
thetic toward the request, denied it out
of public interest considerations relating

to the time that has already been ex-

0477
pended since the designation of this

- matter for hearing; * and

It further appearing, that the Broad-
cast Bureau “believes that in the circum-
stances present, some continuance is
warranted and that the establishment
of a date in early fall (September or
October) would be in order”; and

It further appearing, that a grant by
the Commission, in whole or in part, of
the above-mentioned petition for review
could have substantial effect upon the
future course and conduct of the pro-
ceeding; that a stay pending the Com-
mission’s determination could actually
facilitate the orderly and expeditious
progress of the hearing; that a stay of
the proceeding until 20 days after the
release of the Commission document dis-
posing of the petition for review is ap-
propriate in the total circumstances pre-
sented; and that the Hearing Examiner
may thereafter establish such further
procedural dates as are then warranted
by the Commission’s action and all other
pertinent considerations;

It is ordered, This 6th day of July 1966,
that the appeal from ruling of Hearing
Examiner, filed by Tinker, Inc., on July
1, 1966, is granted and the hearing
herein is stayed to the extent indicated
above, and the appeal is denied in all
other respects.

Released: July 7, 1966.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] BeEN F. WarLE,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 66-7573; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:50 a.m.]

STANDARD BROADCAST APPLICA-
TIONS READY AND AVAILBLE FOR

PROCESSING
Jury T, 1966.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
§ 1.571(c) of the Commission’s rules, that
on August 16, 1966, the standard broad-
cast applications listed in the attached
Appendix will be considered as ready and
available for processing. Pursuant to
§§ 1.227(b) (1) and 1.591(b) of the Com-
mission’s rules, an application, in order
to be considered with any application
appearing on the attached list or with
any other application on file by the close
of business on August 15, 1966, which in-
volves a conflict necessitating a hearing
with an application on this list, must be
substantially complete and tendered for
filing at the offices of the Commission in
Washington, D.C., by whichever date is
earlier: (a) The close of business on
August 15, 19686, or (b) the earlier effec-
tive cutoff date which a listed application
or by any other conflicting application
may have by virtue of conflicts necessi-
tating a hearing with applications
appearing on previous lists.

The attention of any parly in interest
desiring to file pleadings concerning any

310n his own motion, however, the Exam-
iner continued the hearing until July 26,
1966.
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pending standard broadcast application

pursuant to section 309(d) (1) of the -

Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, is directed to § 1.580(1) of the
Commission’s rules for provisions gov-
erning the time of filing and other
requirements relating to such pleadings.

Adopted: June 30, 1966.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BEN F., WaPLE,
Secretary.

[SEAL]

APPENDIX
Applications from the top of the processing line:

BML-2082 WENO, Nashville, Tenn.
Central Broadeasting Corp.
Has: 1430 ko, 1 kw, 5 kw-L8, DA-N, U,
Madison.
Req: 1430 ke, 1 kw, 5 kw-LS, DA-N, U,
Nashville.
New, Oshkosh, Wis.
The Fox River Broadeasting Co.,
Req: 690 ke, 250 w, DA-D,
New, Brandon, Miss,
Wilbur J. Martin, Sr.
Req: 970 ke, 1 kw, DA-D.
KIKI, Honolulu, Hawaii.
Kiki, Ltd.
Has: 830 ke, 250 w, U,
Req: 830 ke, 10 kw, U,
New, Rifle, Colo.
Oil Shale Broadeasting Co.
Req: 810 ke, 1 kw, D.
New, Pastillo, Puerto Rico.
Grace Broadcasters, Ine.
Req: 1050 ko, 1 kw, D.
New, Gold Beach, Oreg.
James L. Hutchens.
Req: 1370 ke, 1 kw, D.
KL1V, S8an Jose, Calif.
Cal-Radio, Ine,
Has; 1500 ke, 500 w-5 kw-LS‘, DA-N, U.
Req: 1500 ko, 5 kw-DA-N, U,
New, Horseheads, N.Y.
Chemung County Radio,
Req: 1000 ke, 1 kw, D,
WLPM, Suffolk, Va,
Suffolk Broadcasting Corp.
Has: 1460 ke, 600 w, 1 kw-LS, DA-N, U,
Req: 1450 ke, 250 w, 1 kw-L8, U,
New, Hemt ay, 8.C.
Hemingway Broadeasting Co,, Ine,
Reg: 1000 ko, 5 kw, D.
WBEC, Pittsfield, Mass,
WBEQC, Inc.
Has: 1420 ke, 1 kw, DA-2, U,
Req: 1420 ke, 1 kw, DA-N, U,
New, Lima, N.Y.
Elim Bible Institute, Inc.
Req: 1140 ke, 1 kw, D.
New, Princeton, Minn,
P. M. Broadeasting Co.
Req: 1300 ke, 500 w, D.
New, McFarland, Calif.
Jack O. Koonce,
Req: 1590 ke, 500 w, DA-D.
New, Bloomington, Ind.
Bl % B A ‘Lﬂg Co.
Req: 1130 ke, 1 kw, D.
New, Kettering, Ohio.
Gem City Broadcasting Co.
Req: 1140ke, 5kw, DA-D (1kw OH-DA):
New, Louisville, ‘l'{y.
Voice of the Ohio Valley.
Req: 1130 ke, 10 kw, DA-D.
New, West Yellowstone, Mont.
X X Broadeasting Corp.
Req: 920 ke, 1 kw, day.
New, Aliquippa, Pa.
Shawnee Broadeasting Co.
Req: 1130 ke, 250 w, day.
New, Greenville, Ohio.
Treaty Oity Radio, Inc.
Req: 1130 ke, 250 w, DA-D.
New, Mountlake Terrace, Wash:
Mount-Ed-Lynn, Inc,
Req: 1510 ke, 250 w, DA-D.
WRIN, Rennselaer, Ind,
Jasper County Broadcasting Corp.
Has: 1560 ke, 250 w, D,
Req: 1560 ke, 1 kw-500 w (CH), D.
New, Fair Bluff, N.C.
Universal Broadeasting Co.
s, 1 kw, D,
tafl, Ariz,
Guy Christian.
Has: 930 ke, 1 kw, D.
Req: 930 ke, 5 kw, D.
New, Madisonville, Tenn,
Monroe Broadcasters, Ine,
Req: 1250 ke, 500 w, D.

BP-15129

BP-16821

BP-10842

BP-10846

BP-10847

BP-16848

BP-10851

BP-16850

BP-16857

BP-16858

BP-16865

BP-10860

BP-16871

BP-16872

BP-10876

BP-16877

BP-16878

BP-16870

BP-10880

BP-16881

BP-16882

BP-16888

BP-16889

BP-16891

BP-16892

, BP-16010
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Applications from the top of the processing
line—Continued

BP-16893 KVLL, Woodville, Tex.

Trinity Valley Brondcastln?nCo., Ine.
Has: 1220 ke, 250 w, D (Liv J Tex.;.
Req: 1220 ke, 250 w, D (Woodville, Tex.
New, Burlington, Colo.

Burlington Radio.

Req: 1140 ke, 1 kw, D,

KUPD, Tempe, Ariz,

Tri-State Broadessting Co,, Ine,

Has: 1000 ke, 500 w, DA-1, U,

Req: 1060 ke, 10 kw-50 kw-LS, DA-2, U,
New, Langdon, N. Dak.

Armold ¥. Petrich.

Req: 1080 ke, 1 kw, D,

New, Fulton, Miss.

Itawamba County Broadeasting Co.
Re% 1330 ke, 1 kw, D

KANN, Ogden, Utah.

Darrell J, Iverson.

Has: 1250 ke, 1 kw, D.

Req: 1090 ke, 1 kw, D.

New, Springlield, Mo,

Babcom, Ine. J

Req: 1000 ke, 500 w, D,

Now, Libby, Mont. g

X X Broadcasting Corp.

Req: 1340 ke, 250 w-1 kw-LS8, U.
New, Red Springs, N.C.

K&R Brondcmtin}z Corp.

Req: 710 ke, 1 kw, D,

New, Excelsior Springs, Mo,

Excelsior Springs Broadeasting Co.
Req: 1000 ke, 250 w, DA-D,

WIPS, Evansville, Ind.

Geyer Broadcasting Co,, Ing.

Has: 1330 ke, 1 kw-5 kw-L8&, DA-2, U.
Req: 1330 ke, 1 kw-5 kw-L8, DA-N-U,
New, Sallisaw, Okla.

Blg Basin Radlo,

Req: 1560 ke, 250 w, D.

New, Wanchese; N.O.

Outer Banks Radio Co.

Req: 1530 ke, 250 w, D,

New, Booneville, Ark,

Booneviile Broadeasting Corp.

Req: 1560 ke, 500 w, D

New, Monroe, N.C.

Smiles of Monroe, Ine.

Req: 1190 ke, 500 w, day.

New, Aubnrn-Opelika, Ala.

Faulkner Radio, Inc.

Req: 1620 ke, 5 kw, DA-D.

New, Jenkins, Ky.

Cardinal Broadeasting Co., Inc.

Req: 1000 k¢, 1 kw, D

WEKOK, Sunbury, Pa.

Sunbury Broadeasting Corp.

Has: 1070 ke, 1 kw, 10 kw-L8, DA-2, U,
Req: 1070 ke, 1 kw, 10 kw-L8, DA-N, U,
WVAR, Richwood, W. Va.

R~8 Broadcasting Co., Inc.

Has: 1280 ke, 1 kw, D,

Req: 600 ke, 1 kw, D,

WESX, Salem, Mass.

North Shore Broadeasting Corp.

Has: 1230 ke, 250 w-1 kw-DA-D, U.
Req: 1230 ke, 260 w-1 kw, U.

New, Rainsville, Ala.

Sand Mountain Advertising Co., Inec.
Req: 1500 ke, 1 kw, D.

KBIM, Lemmon, 8, Dak.

Lemmon Broadeasting Co., Inc.

Has: 1400 ke, 250 w, U,

Req: 1400 ke, 250 w-1 kw-LS, U,

Application deleted from Public Notice of April 22, 1868
(82030) (31 F.R. 6460)

.

BP-16804

BP-16695

BP-10001
BP-16002

BP-16004

BP-16908

BP-16600

BP-16012

BP-16014

BP-10915
BP-16017
BP-16919
BP-16920
BP-16921
BP-16024

BP-16936
BP-16937
BP-16938

BP-16939

BMP-11673

BP-16841 New, Clemson, 8.C.

Trl-éounty Broadeasting Corp. of Clem-
SOn.
Req: 1540 ke, 1 kw, D.
(Assigned new File Number BP-17259.)
Application ;i]:‘ldtd from Public Notice of July 7, 1905

CC 65-610) (30 F.R. 8804)

KUDU, Ventura, Calif.
Tri-Counties, Public Service, Ing,
FHas: 1590 ke, 1 kw-DA-1, U,
Req: 1590 ke, 5 kw-DA-2, U,
(Amended to increase power.)

[F.R, Doc. 66-7572; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:50 am.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

KAWASAKI KISEN KAISHA, LTD. AND
SEATRAIN LINES, INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the

BP-16007

Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW,,
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Erancisco, Calif. Comments with refer-
ence to an agreement including a request,
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within
20 days after publication of this notice
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A copy of any
such statement should also be forwarded
to the party filing the agreemenf (as
indicated hereinafter) and the com-
ments should indicate that this has been
done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:

Mr. Harvey M. Flitter, Seatrain Lines, Inc,

595 River Road, Edgewater, N.J.

Agreement 9559, between Kawasaki
Kisen Kaisha, Ltd., and Seatrain Lines,
Inc., establishes a through billing ar-
rangement in the trades from Japan,
Hong Kong, Formosa, Philippine Islands,
Singapore, Malaysia (excluding Sabalh,
Sarawak), and Thailand to Puerto Rico
with transshipment at the port of New
York in accordance with terms and con-
ditions set forth in the agreement.

Dated: July 7, 1966.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LIST,
Secretary.

|F.R. Doc. 66-7500; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:456 a.m.]

[Docket No. 66-39; Independent Ocean
Freight Forwarder License Application 915]

PORT SERVICES, INC.

Proceedings Regarding Application

By letter dated June 13, 1966, pPort
Services, Inc., 618 West Olney Road
Post Office Box 894, Norfolk, Va., was
notified of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission’s intent to deny its application
for an independent ocean freight for-
warder license. The ground for dcmgl is
that applicant has failed to demonstrate
to the satisfaction, of the Commission
that it is fit, willing, and able to carry o1
the business of forwarding as 1"3‘1“”(‘;6
by section 44(b), Shipping Act, 1916 i
U.S.C. 841b), because information pefor
the Commission indicates: 5

(1) Applicant has not demon.st.xater
that it is or will carry on the busmessi°_
forwarding as defined énssoe{:)tion 1, Ship
ping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. ; p

(2) Applicant has failed to demm;y
strate that it possesses the necessam
ocean freight forwarding experience
qualify for a license; :

(3) Applicant has failed to subltl;ll:
sufficient financial data to enable

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1966




Commission to determine its financial
status;

(4) Applicant may not possess that
degree of personal responsibility required
of licensees; and

(5) Applicant has failed to submit
adequate information concerning its cor-
porate status.

Therefore, it is ordered, Pursuant to
sections 22 and 44 of the Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 831, 841b), that a pro-
ceeding is hereby instituted to determine
whether applicant qualifies for a license
pursuant to sections 1 and 44 of the
Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U.S.C. 801, 841b).

It is jurther ordered, That Port Serv-
ices, Inc., be made respondent in this
proceeding and that the matter be as-
signed for hearing before an Examiner
of the Commission’s Office of Hearing
Examiners at a date and place to be
announced hy the Chief Examiner.

It is further ordered, That nofice of
this order be published in the FEDERAL
Recister and a copy thereof and notice
of hearing be served upon respondent,
Port Services, Inc.

It is jurther ordered, That any persons,
other than respondent, who desire to be-
come a party to this proceding and to
participate herein, shall file a petition to
intervene with the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, with a copy to respondent, on or
before July 20, 1966, and;

It is jurther ordered, That all future
notices issued by or on behalf of the
Commission in this proceeding, includ-
ing notice of time and place of hearing
or prehearing conference, shall be mailed
directly to all parties of record.

[searL] TroMAS List,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 66-7510; Filed, July 11, 1963;
8:45 am.]

INTERSTATE - COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 210]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

Jury 7, 1966.

The following are notices of filing of
Bbplications for temporary authority
inder section 210(a) of the Interstate
ng‘?mercc Act provided for under the
ol rules in Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49
2 QParL 240), published in the FEDERAL
Jﬁ.lcxu;'m, issue of April 27, 1965, effective
Dro}t'e . 1965. These rules provide that
tion S5 to the granting of an applica-
ik l(!;u;» be filed with the field official
t"o.n e ’_m the FEpzraL RECISTER publica-
i ,“lt:mn 15 calendar days after the
uo-mmm({ of the filing of the applica-
One S bublished in the FepErAL REGISTER,
on oy Of such protest must be served
fosen tO :}I?Dhcant, or its authorized rep-
cortireave: I any, and the protest must
The ~ that such service has been made.
“¢ Protest. must be specific as to the

No.133—_g FEDERAL
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service which such protestant can and
will offer, and must consist of a signed
original and six copies.

A copy of the application is on file, and
can be examined, at the Office of the Sec-
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

No, MC 52657 (Sub-No. 646 TA) (Cor-
rection), filed June 23, 1966, published
FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of June 30, 1966,
and republished as corrected, this issue.
Applicant: ARCO AUTO CARRIERS,
INC., 2140 West 79th Street, Chicago,
111, 60620. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: New
automobiles, in secondary movements by
the truckaway method, from Little Ferry
(Ridgefield), N.J., to points in Connecti-
cut, New Jersey, New York, and Rhode
Island; from Pittsburgh, Pa., to points in
Maryland, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West
Virginia; and from Earnest (Norris-
town), Pa,, to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, and the District of
Columbia, for 180 days, restricted to the
transportation of vehicles manufactured
or assembled at the site of the plant
of American Motors (Canada), Ltd., in
Bramton, Ontario, Canada, having an

immediately prior movement by rail.

Supporting shipper: American Motors
Corp., 14250 Plymouth Road, Detroit,
Mich. 48232. Send protests to: Charles
J. Rudelka, District Supervisor, Bureau
of Operations and Compliance, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Room 1086, U.S.
Courthouse and Federal Office Building,
219 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Ill. 60604, Norte: The purpose of this
republication is to add the restriction,
inadvertently omitted in the previous
publication,

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 371 TA), filed
July 1, 1966. Applicant: ALTERMAN
TRANSPORT LINES, INC., 2424 North-
west 46th Street, Miami, Fla. 33142. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Ford W. Sewell,
director of traffic (same address as ap-
plicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Candy and confectionery, and related
advertising and promotional materials,
when moving with candy and confec-
tionery, in vehicles equipped with me-
chanical refrigeration, from New Or-
leans, La., to points in Georgia and
Florida, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Elmer Candy Corp., 540-44 Maga-
zine Street, New Orleans, La. 70150.
Send protests to: District Supervisor,
Joseph B. Teichert, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations and
Compliance, Room 1621, 51 Southwest
First Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33130.

No. MC 124083 (Sub-No. 28 TA), filed
July 5,1966. Applicant: SKINNER MO-
TOR EXPRESS, INC., 1035 South Key-
stone Avenue, Indianapolis, Ind. 46203.
Applicant’s representative: Robert W.
Loser, attorney at law, 409 Chamber of
Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind,
46204. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over

" Lapel, Ind., for 180 days.

9479

irregular routes, transporting: Ground
limestone, in bulk, in dump vehicles,
from Dolite Division of Charles Pfizer
Co., located at Gibsonberg, Ohio, to
Brockway Glass Co., Inc.,, at or near
Supporting
shipper: Brockway Glass Co., Inc., Lapel,
Ind. 46051. Send protests to: R. M.
Hagarty, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations and Compliance, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 802 Century
Building, 36 South Pennsylvania Street,
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.

No. MC 128325 TA, filed July 1, 1966.
Applicant: RICHARD J. CODY, doing
business as *MERIT' TRUCK
WRECKER SERVICE, 2901 West 73d
Avenue, Westminster, Colo. 80030. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Disabled or
wrecked trucks, tractors, frailers and
motor vehicles by towing and hauling
as well as transporting operative replace-
ment units to the scene, by towing and
hauling between points in Colorado, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the States of Utah, Wyoming, Mon-
tana, South Dakota, Nebraska, Okla-
homa, Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and
Kansas, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
pers: (1) Interstate Motor Freight Sys-
tem, Post Office Box 16915, Denver, Colo.;
(2) the Hertz Corp., 4605 Jackson, Den-
ver, Colo.; (3) Bolz Adjustment Service,
100 West 13th Avenue, Denver, Colo.;
(4) Garrett Freight Lines, Inc., 2555 31st
Street, Denver, Colo.; (5) Red Owl
Stores, Inc., Post Office Box 5148 TA,
Denver, Colo.; (6) Mack Trucks, Inc.,
4850 Vasquez Boulevard, Denver, Colo.;
() Colorado Tank Lines, Inc., 3455 East
52d Avenue, Denver, Colo.; (8) Timpte,
Inc., 5990 North Washington Street,

enver, Colo. Send protests to: District
Supervisor, Luther H. Oldham, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations and Compliance, 2022 Fed-
eral Building, 1961 Stout Street, Denver,
Colo. 80202.

No. MC 128359 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
July 5, 1966. Applicant: JERSEY
RENTALS, INC., 450 Market Street,
Perth Amboy, N.J. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Herman B. J. Weckstein, 1060
Broad Street, Perth Amboy, N.J. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cleaning com-
pounds from Perth Amboy, N.J., to Wil-
mington, Del,, Atlanta, Ga., Louisville,
Ky., Baltimore, Md., Framingham, Mass.,
Detroit, Flint, and Ypsilanti, Mich.,
Kansas City and St. Louis, Mo., Cincin-
nati and Lordstown, Ohio, Conover and
Lenoir, N.C., and Norfolk, Va., and mate-
rials and supplies used in the manufac-
ture of cleaning compounds from Chats-
worth, Ga., Chicago, Ill., Jeffersonville,
Ind., North Adams, Mass., Detroit, Mich.,
Wyandotte, Mich,, Niagara Falls, N.Y.,
Syracuse, N.Y., Painesville, Ohio, and
York, Pa., to Perth Amboy, N.J., for 150
days. Supporting shipper: Crescent
Chemical Corp., 450 Market Street, Perth
Amboy, N.J. Send protests to: Robert
S. H. Vance, District Supervisor, Bureau
of Operations and Compliance, Interstate
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Commerce Commission,
Street, Newark, N.J. 07102.
By the Commission.
[SEAL] H. Nei. GARSON,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 66-7551; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:48 am.]

1060 Broad

[Notice 1379]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JuLy 7, 1966.

Application filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210(a) (b) in con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49
CFR Part 179:

No. MC-FC-68954. By application
filed July 5, 1966, GRAND ISLAND
TRANSIT CORPORATION, 200 West
Mohawk Street, Buffalo, N.Y., seeks
temporary authority to lease the oper-
ating rights of GERALD J. WEBSTER
and RUSSELL S. WEBSTER, doing
business as GENESEE BUS LINES, 576
Crescent Avenue, East Aurora, N.Y,, un-
der section 210a(b). The transfer to
GRAND ISLAND TRANSIT CORPO-
RATION, of the operating rights of
GERALD J. WEBSTER and RUSSELL S.
WEBSTER, doing business as GENESEE
BUS LINES, is presently pending.

[sEAL] H. NEIL GARSON,
Secretary.
|P.R. Doc. 66-7552; Filed, July 11, 1966;

8:48 a.m.]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

JuLy 7, 1966.
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 FEpDERAL REGISTER.

LONG-AND~SHORT HAUL

FSA No. 40589—Commodities between
points in Texas. Filed by Texas-Louisi-
ana Freight Bureau, agent (No. 576), for
interested rail carriers. Rates on syn-
thetic plastic bottles, cans, containers or
jars, in carloads, from, to, and between
points in Texas, over interstate routes
through adjoining States.

Grounds for relief—Intrastate rates
and maintenance of rates from and to
points in other States not subject to the
same competition.

Tariff—Supplement 54 to Texas-
Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff
ICC 998.

FSA No. 40591—Substituted service—
C&O fjor Lee Bros., Inc. Filed by Lee
Bros., Inc. (No. 2), for itself and inter-
ested carriers. Rates on property loaded
in trailers and transported on railroad
flatcars, between Chicago, I11., on the one
hand, and Detroit, Mich., and Cincinnati,
Ohio, on the other, on traffic originating
at or destined to such points or points
beyond as described in the application.

FEDERAL
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Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

FSA No. 40592—Returned printing pa-
per winding cores. Filed by O. W. South,
Jr., agent (No. A4913), for interested rail
carriers. Rates on returned printing pa-
per winding cores, in carloads, between
points in southern territory, including
points in southern Illinois and Indiana
and St. Louis, Mo., also from points in
official (including Illinois) and western
trunkline territories, to points in south-
ern territory.

Grounds for relief—Carrier competi-
tion.

Tariff—Supplement 39 to Southermn
Freight Association, agent, tarifft ICC
S-519.

FSA No. 40593—Joint molor-rail
rates—Middlewest Motor Freight. Filed
by Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau,
agent (No. 374), for interested carriers.
Rates on property moving on class and
commodity rates over joint routes of ap-
plicant rail and motor carriers, between
points in middlewest territory; between
points in middlewest territory, on the one
hand, and points in Central States,
southwestern and Canadian territories,
on the other; between points in Central
States territory, on the one hand, and
points in southwestern and Canadian
territories, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

Tariff—Supplement 71 to Middlewest
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, tariff MF-
ICC 417.

FSA No. 40594—Joint motor-rail
rates—Middlewest Motor Freight. Filed
by Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau,
agent (No. 375), for interested carriers.
Rates on property moving on class and
commodity rates over joint routes of ap-
plicant rail and motor carriers, between
points in middle west territory; also be-
tween points in middle west territory, on
the one hand, and, points in Central
States and southwestern territories, on
the other.

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

Tariff—Supplement 71 to Middlewest
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, tariff
MF-ICC 417.

FSA No. 40595—Joint motor-rail
rates—Middlewest Motor Freight. Filed
by Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau,
agent (No. 376), for interested carriers.
Rates on property moving on class and
commodity rates over joint routes of
applicant rail and motor carriers, be-
tween points in middle west territory; be=-
tween points in middle west territory, on
the one hand, and points in Central
States, southwestern and Canadian ter-
ritories, on the other; between points in
Central States territory, on the one hand,
and points in southwestern and Canadian
territories, on the other; also between
points in southwestern territory, on the
one hand, and points in Canada, on the
other.

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

Tariff—Supplement 71 to Middlewest
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, tariff
MF-ICC 417,

FSA No. 40596—Lumber and related
articles from and to points in Southwest-
ern Territory. Filed by Southwestern
Freight Bureau, agent (No. B-8875), for
interested rail carriers, Rates on lumber
and related articles, in carloads, between
points in southwestern territory, on the
one hand, and points on the C&O Ry., in
southern and official-southern border
territories, on the other.

: Grounds for relief—Market competi-
ion.

Tariffs—Supplements 54 and 101 to
Southwestern Freight Bureau, agent,
tariffs ICC 4622 and 4562, respectively.

FSA No. 40597—Scrap iron or steel to
Eagle Pass and Laredo, Tex. Filed by
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent
(No. 578), for interested rail carriers.
Rates on scrap iron, scrap steel, borings,
filings and turnings, iron or steel, in car-
loads, from Kings Mill, Tex., to Eagle
Pass and Laredo, Tex. (for export to
Mexico).

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

Tarif—Supplement 7 to Texas-Louisi-
ana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC
10386.

FSA No. 40598—Joint motor-rail
rates—Southern Motor Carriers. Filed
by Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con-
ference, agent (No. 154), for interested
carriers. Rates on property moving on
class and commodity rates over joint
routes of applicant rail and motor car-
riers, between points in southern terri-
tory, on the one hand, and points in
southwestern territory, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-
petition.

Tariffi—Supplement 3 to Southern Mo-
tor Carriers Rate Conference, agent,
tariff MF-ICC 1403.

FSA No. 40599—Joint motor-rail
rates—Southern Motor Carriers. Filed
by Southern Motor Carriers Rate Confer-
ence, agent (No. 155) , for interested car-
riers. Rates on property moving on class
and commodity rates over joint routes of
applicant rail and motor carriers, be-=
tween points in southern territory, on the
one hand, and points in middlewest
territory, on the other.

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com-=
petition.

Tariffi—Supplement 10 to Southern
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent
tariff MF-ICC 1392.

FSA No. 40600—Soda ash to Crystdl
City, Mo. Filed by Western Trunk Liné
Committee, agent (No. A-2460), for m]-
terested rail carriers. Rates on soda ast
(other than modified soda ash), In bulk,
in covered hopper cars, in carloads, from
Alchem, Stauffer, and Westvaco, W¥0
to Crystal City, Mo.

Grounds for relief—Market
tion.

Tariff—Supplement 161 to West%rg
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff I
A-4411.

AGGREGATE~OF-INTERMEDIATES

FSA No. 40590—Commodities betw%’e'i
points in Texas. Filed by Texas-b%l{ﬁ)
ana Freight Bureau, agent (NO. or{
for interested rail carriers. Rates

competi-
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used iron or steel barrels or drums, and
synthetic plastic bottles, cans, containers
or jars, in carloads, from, to, and between
points in Texas, over interstate routes
through adjoining states.

Grounds for relief—Maintenance of
depressed rates published to meet intra-
state competition without use of such
rates as factors in construction combina-
tion rates.

Tariff—Supplement 54 to Texas-Loui-
siana Freight Bureau, agent, fariff ICC
998.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] H. NEIL GARSON,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 66-7553; Filed, July 11, 1966;
8:48 am.]
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