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Presidential Documents

Title 3—THE PRESIDENT

Proclamation 3836
CANCER CONTROL MONTH, 1968
By the President of the United States of America
A Proclamation

This year, more than 900,000 Americans will be treated for cancer,
and more than 300,000 will die.

Medical science will save 200,000 cancer patients in 1968. But another
100,000 persons, who might have been saved by earlier treatment using
the skills we now possess, will-be lost.
and the aflliction

Caneer continues to be our second deadliest disease
people fear more than any other.

Progress against so formidable an enemy has been slow, but signif-
icant. Our research has led to many encouraging achievements :

—The survival of many children with acute leukemia for periods
of two to three years, and in some instances five or more years,
gives us renewed hope that this terrifying disease can be
conquered.

—More than 50 percent of patients treated with intensive doses of
X-ray for localized Hodgkins disease have been cured.

—New techniques, involving the concentration of drugs in brain
tumors, have stimulated the search for better drugs to treat these
cancers. )

—Malignant tumors of the eye have been cured in many patients
by combined radiation, surgery, and drug treatment, without
loss of useful vision.

The incidence and death rates for cancer, however, continue to in-
crease. We must redouble our support of the scientists, physicians, and
health agencies who are battling this malignant public enemy.

To impress upon our people the urgency of the cancer problem, a
joint resolution of Congress adopted March 28, 1938 (52 Stat. 148),
requested the President to issue annually a proclamation setting aside
the month of April as Cancer Control Month.

ACCORDINGLY, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of the
United States of America, do hereby proclaim the month of April 1968
as Cancer Control Month; and I invite the Governors of the States,
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and other areas subject to the
jurisdiction of the United States to issue similar proclamations.

I also ask the medical and allied health professions, the communica-
tions industries, and all other interested persons and groups to unite
during the appointed month in public reafirmation of this Nation’s
efforts to control cancer.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this
nineteenth day of March, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
and sixty-eight and of the Independence of the United States of
America the one hundred and ninety-second.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3504; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968; 10:10 a.m.]
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Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service (Agri-
cultural Adjustment), Department of
Agriculture é

SUBCHAPTER "B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

PART 723—CIGAR-FILLER (TYPE 41)
TOBACCO

Subpart—Proclamation of Results of
Cigar-Filler (Type 41) Tobacca Mar-
keting Quota Referendum and
Establishment of Procedure for
Petitioning for Referendum

Basis and purpose. Section 723.2 is
issued pursuant to and in accordance
with section 312 of the Agricultural Ad-
Justment Act of 1938, as amended, to (a)
proclaim the results of the cigar-filler
(type 41) tobacco marketing quota refer-
endum for the 3 marketing years begin-
ning October 1, 1968, October 1, 1969,
and October 1, 1970, and (b) establish a
brocedure whereby the Secretary of Agri-
culture may be petitioned prior to No-
vember 10, 1968, or prior to November 10,
1969, respectively, to proclaim national
marketing quotas for cigar-filler (type
41) tobacco for the next three respective
succeeding marketing years. Under the
Provisions of the same section, the Sec-
retary proclaimed a national marketing
quota for cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco
for the 1968-69, 1969-70, and 1970-71
marketing years and announced the
amount of the national marketing quota
for the 1968-69 marketing quota for the
1968-69 marketing year (33 F.R. 2378).
The Secretary announced (33 F.R. 2398)
that a referendum would be held during
the period February 19 to 23, 1968, each
Inclusive, to determine whether cigar-
filler (type 41) tobacco farmers were in
favor of or opposed to marketing quotas
for the 3 marketing years beginning
October 1. 1968, October 1, 1969, and
Octobgr 1, 1970. Since the only purpose
of this document is to proclaim the
Tesults of the referendum and to provide
4 petition procedure, it is hereby found
and determined that with respect to this
Proclamation, compliance with the notice
and public procedure provisions of 5

S.C. 553 is unnecessary.

§ 733'_2 Proclamation of results of cigar-
filler (type 41) tobacco marketing
quota referendum for the three-year
period beginning October 1, 1968,
October 1, 1969, October 1, 1970,
and petition procedure.,

he}:}d Proclamation. In a referendum
& uring the period of February 19
em~a g-e(}QfSB. each inclusive, of farmers
5o In the production of the 1967
P of cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco,
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2,034 farmers voted. Of those voting, 388
or 19.1 percent, favored national market-
ing quotas for the three marketing years,
1968-69, 196970, and 1970-71; and 1,646,
or 80.9 percent, were opposed to quotas.
Since more than one-third of the farmers
voting opposed quotas, the national
marketing quota for cigar-filler (type 41)
tobacco of 50,800,000 pounds for the
marketing year beginning October 1,
1968, proclaimed on January 30, 1968
(33 F.R. 2378) becomes ineffective,
Therefore, marketing quotas will not be
in effect on cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco
for the marketing year beginning Octo-
ber 1, 1968, nor, as national marketing
quotas have been disapproved in 3 suc-
cessive years since 1952 (18 F.R. 8474;
19 F.R. 9365; 21 F.R. 667), for the mar-
keting years beginning October 1, 1969,
and October 1, 1970, respectively, unless
pursuant to section 312 of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as
amended, the Secretary of Agriculture is
petitioned prior to November 10, 1968,
or prior to November 10, 1969, by one-
fourth or more eligible farmers to pro-
claim national marketing quotas for the
next 3 succeeding marketing years, re-
spectively, and unless the quotas so pro-
claimed are approved by two-thirds or
more of the farmers voting in a refer-
endum.

(b) Petition procedure. Any petition
under paragraph (a) of said section 312
'shall be in writing and submitted to the
‘Secretary, or if mailed shall be post-
marked, prior to November 10, 1968, in
the case of a petition for marketing
quotas for the marketing years 1969-170,
1970-71, and 1971-72, or prior to No-
vember 10, 1969, in the case of a petition
for marketing quotas for the marketing
years 1970-71, 1971-72, and 1972-73.
Any such petition shall include the ad-
dress of each person signatory thereto;
shall state that such persons favor the
proclamation of national marketing
quotas for cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco
for the years stated in the petition, and
the holding of a referendum; and shall
show that such persons are farmers en-
gaged in the production of the crop of
cigar-filler (type 41) tobacco harvested
in the calendar year preceding the first
of the marketing years stated in the pe-
tition and constitute one-fourth or more
of the farmers so engaged.

(Secs. 812, 375, 52 Stat. 46, as amended, 66,
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1312, 1375)

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
15, 1968.
H. D. GODFREY,
Administrator, Agricultural Sta-
bilization and Conservation
Service.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3443; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
'8:49 am.]

PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED,
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED,
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR-
BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), CIGAR-
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43,
44, 53, 54, AND 55), AND MARY-
LAND TOBACCO

Subpart—Proclamation of Results of
Maryland Tobacco Marketing
Quota Referendum and Establish-
ment of Procedure for Petitioning
for Referendum

Basis and purpose. Section 724.9 is
issued pursuant to and in accordance
with section 312 of the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended, to (a)
proclaim the results of the Maryland
tobacco marketing quota referendum for
the 3 marketing years beginning October
1, 1968, October 1, 1969, and October 1,
1970, and (b) establish a procedure
whereby the Secretary of Agriculture
may be petitioned prior to November 10,
1968, or prior to November 10, 1969,
respectively, to proclaim national
marketing quotas for Maryland tobacco
for the next three respective succeeding
marketing years. Under the provisions of
the same section, the Secretary pro-
claimed a national marketing quota for
Maryland tobacco for the 1968-69, 1969—
70, and 1970-71 marketing years and
announced the amount of the national
marketing quota for the 1968-69 market-
ing year (33 F.R. 2435). The Secretary
announced (33 F.R. 2455) that a refer-
endum would be held during the period
February 19 to 23, 1968, each inclusive,
to determine whether Maryland tobacco
farmers were in favor of or opposed to
marketing quotas for the three market-
ing years beginning October 1, 1968,
October 1, 1969, and October 1, 1970.
Since the only purpose of this document
is to proclaim the results of the refer-
endum and to provide a petition pro-
cedure, it is hereby found and determined
that with respect to this proclamation,
compliance with the notice and public
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 is
unnecessary.

§ 724.9 Proclamation of results of Mary-
land tobacco marketing quota refer-
endum for the 3-year period begin-
ning October 1, 1968, October 1,
1969, and October 1, 1970, and
petition procedure.

(a) Proclamation. In a referendum
held during the period of February 19 to
23, 1968, each inclusive, of farmers en-
gaged in the production of the 1967 crop
of Maryland tobacco, 5,882 farmers
voted. Of those voting, 3,306, or 56.21
percent, favored national marketing
quotas for the 3 marketing years, 1968-
69, 1969-70, and 1970-71; and 2,576, or
43.79 percent, were opposed to quotas.
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Since moxe than one-third of the farmers
voting opposed quotas, the national
marketing quota for Maryland tobacco
of 36.8 million pounds for the marketing
year beginning October 1, 1968, pro-
claimed on January 30, 1968 (33 F.R.
2435), becomes ineffective. Therefore,
marketing quotas will not be in effect on
Maryland tobacco for the marketing year
beginning October 1, 1968, nor, as this
is the third consecutive disapproval of
national marketing quotas since 1952
(31 F.R. 4580; 32 F.R. 4305), for the
marketing years beginning October 1,
1969, and October 1, 1970, respectively,
unless pursuant to section 312 of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as
amended, the Secretary of Agriculture
is petitioned prior to November 10, 1968,
or prior to November 10, 1969, by one-
fourth or more eligible farmers to pro-
claim national marketing quotas for the
next 3 succeeding marketing years, re-
spectively, and unless the quotas so pro-
claimed are approved by fwo-thirds or
more of the farmers voting in a refer-
endum.

(b) Petition procedure. Any petition
under paragraph (a) of said section 312
shall be in writing and submitted to the
Secretary, or if mailed shall be post-
marked, prior to November 10, 1968, in
the case of a petition for marketing
quotas for the marketing years 1969-70,
1970-71, and 1971-72, or prior to No-
vember 10, 1969, in the case of a petition
for marketing quotas for the marketing
years 1970-71, 1971-72, and 1972-73. Any
such petition shall include the address
of each person signatory thereto; shall
state that such persons favor the procla-
mation of national marketing quotas for
Maryland tobacco for the years stated
in the petition, and the holding of a
referendum; and shall show that such
persons are farmers engaged in the pro-
duction of the crop of Maryland tobacco
harvested in the calendar year preceding
the first of the marketing years stated in
the petition and constitute one-fourth
or more of the farmers so engaged.
(Secs. 312, 375, 52 Stat. 46, as amended, 66,
as amended; 7 US.C. 1312, 1375)

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
15, 1968. -
H. D. GODFREY,

Administrator, Agricultural Sta-
bilization and Conservation
Service.

[FR. Doc. 68-3444; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

SUBCHAPTER C—SPECIAL PROGRAMS
[Amat. 11]

PART 775—FEED GRAINS

Subpart—1966 Through 1969 Feed
Grain Program Regulations

CoUNTY PROJECTED YIELDS AND COUNTY
RATES

Section 775.427 of the regulations gov-
erning the 1966-69 Feed Grain Program,
31 FR. 8339, as amended, is further
amended by making the following
changes in the tabular material of par-
agraph (¢):

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1. Under Oklahoma, for Texas County,
change the entry in the fourth figure
column from “1.15" to “1.16".

2. Under Wisconsin:

(a) For Barron County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“64.5"” to ''66.3".

(b) For Buffalo County, change the
entry In the first figure column from
“74.5" to “77.7".

(c) For Burnett County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“56.8" to '58.2".

(d) For Chippewa County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“65.0" to “66.5”.

(e) For Dunn County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“67.0” to ““69.8".

(f) For Eau Claire County, change
the entry in the first figure column from
“69.6” to “70.6".

(g) For Jackson County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“70.8” to “72.8”.

(h) For Juneau County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“67.2” to “68.6".

(i) For La Crosse County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“82.3"” to “83.9”,

(j) For Monroe County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“75.2” £0:“17.5".

(k) For Pepin County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“73.6” to “78.2".

(1) For Pierce County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“75.0” to “76.0".

(m) For Polk County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“61.1" to “63.5",

(n) For Rusk County, change the
entry in the first figure column from
“59.3” to “60.3".

(0) For Trempealeau County, change
the entry in the first figure column from
“74.1” to “75.6",

(8ec. 16(1), 79 Stat. 1190, 16 U.S.C. 590p(1);
sec. 105(e), 79 Stat. 1188, as amended, 7 U.S.C.
1441 note)

Effective date: Date of publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Signed at Washington,
March 15, 1968.

D.C. on

H. D. GODFREY,
Administrator, Agricultural Sta-
bilization and Conservation
Service.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3445; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

Chapter VIll—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Sugar), Department of Agriculiure

SUBCHAPTER I—DETERMINATION OF PRICES
[Sugar Determination 877.20]

PART 877—SUGARCANE;
PUERTO RICO

Fair and Reasonable Prices for
1967-68 Crop

Pursuant to the provisions of section
301(e) (2) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as
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amended (herein referred to as “act™),
after investigation, and due consideration
of evidence presented at the public hear-
ing held in San Juan, P.R., on Novem-
ber 9, 1967, the following determination
is hereby issued:

§ 877.20 Fair and reasonable prices for'
the 1967-68 crop of Puerto Rican
sugarcane.

A producer of sugarcane in Puerto
Rieco who is also a processor of sugarcane,
to which this section applies as provided
in paragraph (g) of this section (herein
referred to as “processor”), shall have
paid, or contracted to pay, for sugarcane
of the 1967-68 crop grown by other pro-
ducers and processed by him, in accord-
ance with the following requirements:

(a) Definitions. For the purpose of
this section, the term:

(1) “Price of raw sugar” means the
simple average of the daily spot price
quotations for sugar deliverable under
the New York Coffee and Sugar Ex-
change No. 10 domestic contract (bulk
sugar) for the period January 1, 1968,
through December 31, 1968, excepi that
if the Director of the Policy and Pro-
gram Appraisal Division, Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250, determines that any
such price quotation does not reflect
the true market value of raw sugar be-
cause of inadequate volume or other
factors, he may designate the price to be
effective under this determination
which he determines will reflect the true
market value of raw sugar.

(2) “Sugar yield period” means any
period not exceeding 1 calendar month
as may be elected by the processor fo
determine the yield of raw sugar. The
period adopted by the processor shall be
used uniformly throughout the grinding
season. In instances where odd days
oceur because a processor begins or ends
grinding on a day which does not cor-
respond with the beginning or ending of
the sugar yield period, or grinding IS
interrupted because of holidays or for
other reasons, such odd days shall be
included either in the prior or subse-
quent sugar yield period, or treated as
a separate sugar yield period. =

(3) “Raw sugar” means raw sugar, 96
basis.

(4) “Yield of raw sugar” means the
yield of raw sugar per 100 pounds of _net,
sugarcane determined for the sugar yield
period in accordance with the formulae
set forth in Schedule A attached hereto
and made a part hereof. »

(5) “Inferior varieties of sugarcané
means sugarcane of the Saecharun
Spontaneum or Saccharum Sinense
variety (including sugareane of the Jap-
anese, Uba, Kavangerie, Zuinga, Cale-
donia, Coimbatore 213, and Coimbatore
281 varieties). 7

(6) “Net sugarcane” means (1) the
gross weight of the sugarcane delnjered
to the mill determined to contain #
quantity of trash not in excess of 5 De{-
cent of the gross weight, or (i) the gl“)};‘s
weight of the sugarcane delivered to & g
mill less the quantity of trash determine
to be in excess of 5 percent of such gross
weight.
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(7) “Trash” means green or dried
leaves, sugarcane tops above the last
formed joint, soil, stones, and all other
extraneous material.

(8) “Area office” means Caribbean
Area Agricultural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service Office, Post Office Box
8037, Fernandez Juncos Station, San
Juan, P.R. 00910.

(b) Payment for sugarcane. (1) The
payment for net sugarcane delivered by
the producer to the processor shall be
made either by the delivery to the pro-
ducer of his share of raw sugar or by
the payment to the producer of the
money value of his share of raw sugar,
whichever method is agreed upon by the
producer and the processor.

(2) For each 100 pounds of net sugar-
cane (including inferior varieties of
sugarcane) having a yield of raw sugar
of 9 ponds or more, the producer’s share
of raw sugar shall be not less than the
quantity of raw sugar determined by
applying the following applicable per-
centage to the yield of raw sugar of the
producer’s net sugarcane:

Per-
centage

Pounds of raw sugar per 100
pounds of net sugarcane

Intermediate points within the above scale

are 10 be interpolated to the nearest one-
tenth point,

(3) For each 100 pounds of net sugar-
cane (including inferior varieties of
sugarcane) having a yield of raw sugar
of less than 9 pounds, the producer’s
share of raw sugar shall be not less than
the quantity determined by subtracting
3% pounds of raw sugar from the yield of
2:?1' sugar of the producer’s net sugar-

e.

(4) If settlement with the producer is
made in sugar, delivery shall be made,
loaded in the producer's vehicle, at the
mill where the sugar is produced, unless
the producer and processor agree in
Writing to delivery at another mill: Pro-
vided, That the processor shall bear any
Increase in marketing costs resulting
from such agreement;,

(5) If settlement with the producer is
Made in cash, the processor shall pay to

€ broducer the money value of his share
glf 'aw sugar determined on the basis of
fle brice of raw sugar converted to an
ti?'b' mill price by subtracting therefrom
5 f_ admissible deductions for selling and
ae IVETy expenses on raw sugar in accord-

fce with Schedule B, attached hereto
and made a part hereof.

neL ) Molasses payment. For each ton of
o lsugal’cane delivered the processor
B all either deliver to the producer 66
bf; C)((‘M of the average production of
= cksrap molasses per ton of net
atgarcane of the 1967-68 crop processed

* ach mill or shall pay to the producer
molae CUeY value of such quantity of

asses, whichever method is agreed

No. 56
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upon between the producer and the proc-
essor. If settlement with the producer is
made in cash such settlement shall be
based' upon the average gross proceeds
from the sales of molasses less the admis-
sible deductions for selling and delivery
expenses in accordance with Schedule C
attached hereto and made a part hereof.
A processor operating more than one
mill shall compute the average gross pro-
ceeds per gallon from the sales of
molasses produced at all mills operated
by such processor and shall compute the
net proceeds per gallon separately for
each mill operated by such processor. If
a processor has not sold 1967-68 crop
molasses by the time he is required to
submit to the Area office a statement as
required by paragraph (f) (2) of this sec-
tion, he shall make a provisional molasses
payment to producers of not less than 85
percent of the average of the net pro-
ceeds per gallon realized by all other
processors in Puerto Rico who made cash
settlements for 1967-68 crop molasses, as
determined by the Director of the Area
office. Final settlement with producers
shall be made promptly after the 1967—
68 crop molasses has been sold, based
upon the average gross proceeds there-
from and the processor shall promptly
submit to the Area office a statement as
required by paragraph (f)(2) of this
section.

(d) Determination of net sugarcane.
(1) The net sugarcane of each producer
(including the processor) which is deliv-
ered to the mill each day shall be deter-
mined as follows: The processor jointly
with a representative designated by the
producers or the producer organization
in any mill area, shall examine the sugar-
cane deliveries and estimate whether the
deliveries contain a quantity of trash (i)
not in excess of 5 percent of the gross
weight, or (ii) in excess of 5 percent of
the gross weight. In the absence of a pro-
ducer representative the processor shall
have full responsibility for examining
such sugarcane deliveries and for making
such estimates. As to the deliveries of
sugarcane of any producer which are
estimated to contain trash not in excess
of 5 percent, the gross weight of the
sugarcane delivered shall also be the net
weight. As to the deliveries of sugarcane
of any producer estimated by both the
processor and the representative of pro-
ducers or by either of such parties to
contain trash in excess of 5 percent, the
net weight shall be determined by taking
a representative sample of not less than
100 pounds of sugarcane from one or
more of the deliveries deemed to be repre-
sentative and separate therefrom all
trash. The weight of trash which is re-
moved from the sample of sugarcane
shall be expressed as a percentage of the
gross weight of the sample. The net
weight of the sugarcane delivery from
which the sample was taken shall be
determined by deducting from the gross
weight of such sugarcane, a percentage
thereof which represents the excess, if
any, of the trash over 5 percent, and the
same adjustment as determined above
shall be applied to the gross weight of
all other deliveries delivered by that pro-
ducer during the same day, or in the

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 56—THURSDAY, MARCH

“this paragraph,

4789

case of sugarcane handled in bulk during
the same sugar yield period, which are
estimated to.contain trash content rea-
sonably similar to the delivery from
which the sample was taken. The deter-
mination of net sugarcane shall not be
made where a core sampler is used.

(2) With respect to the sample taken
as provided in subparagraph (1) of
the processor shall
make a separate determination of
the weight of soil and stones con-
tained in such sample and may charge
the producer 5 cents per ton of net
surgarcane delivered which is repre-
sented by the sample for each 1 percent,
fractions in proportion, by which the
weight of soil and stones is in excess of 1
percent of the gross weight of the sample.

(3) The processor may charge the
producer 66 percent of the actual cost,
but not to exceed $2.64, for each sample
taken for trash including soil and stones
to cover the cost of sampling and measur-
ing the actual quantity of trash.

(e) Services and eallowances to pro-
ducers. (1) When payment is made to the
producer by the delivery of raw sugar, the
processor shall store and insure all such
sugar through December 31, 1968, and
shall bear the costs thereof.

(2) Allowances made to producers by
the processor for the 1966-67 crop shall
be made for the 1967-68 crop at the rates
which were effective under comparable
conditions in 1966-67; the costs of serv-
ices which were borne by the processor
for the 1966-67 crop shall be borne for
the 1967-68 crop: Provided, That the
processor shall not be required to bear
the cost of ocean transportation of
sugarcane: And provided further, That
nothing in this subparagraph shall be
construed as prohibiting negotiations be-
tween the processor and producer with
respect to the amount of allowances to
be made to the producer, any change to
be approved in writing by the Area of-
fice upon a determination by the Director
of the Area office that the change results
in allowances which are fair and
reasonable.

(f) Reporting requirements. (1) The
processor shall submit to the Area office
a statement as to whether settlement
with producers are made in sugar or in
cash, together with a statement as to the
sugar yield period which will be used
during the grinding season. Such in-
formation shall be submitted not later
than 7 days after grinding commences,
except that if the Director of the Area
office determines that the failure to sub-
mit such statement by such date was un-
intentional, an extension of time may be
granted by the Area office.

(2) If the processor makes settlement
in cash he shall submit in duplicate to
the Area office statements verified by a
Certified Public Accountant of the gross
proceeds from the sales of molasses and
the deductions made in determining the
f.o.b. mill price of sugar and the net
proceeds from molasses. Such statements
shall be submitted not later than June 1,
1969, except that if the Director of the
Area office determines that the failure
to submit such statement by such date
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was unintentional, an extension of time
may be granted by the Area office.

(g) Applicability. The requirements of
this section are applicable to all sugar-
cane purchased from other producers
and processed by a processor who
produces sugarcane (a processor-pro-
ducer is defined in § 893.1 of this chap-
ter) ; and to sugarcane purchased by a
cooperative processor from nonmembers.
The requirements are not applicable to
sugarcane processed by a cooperative
processor for its members.

(h) Procedures for checking compli-
ance. The procedures to be followed by
the ASCS Caribbean Area office in check-
ing compliance with the requirements of
this section are set forth under the head-
ing Part 8—“Fair Price Determination”
in Handbook 5-SU, issued by the Deputy
Administrator, State and County Oper-
ations, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service. Handbook 5-SU
may be inspected and copies obtained
from the ASCS Caribbean Area Office,
Post Office Box 8037, Fernandez Juncos
Station, San Juan, P.R. 00910.

(i) Subterfuge. The processor shall not
reduce the returns to the producer below
those determined in accordance with the
requirements of this section through any
subterfuge or device whatsoever.

STATEMENT OF BASES AND CONSIDERATIONS

(a) General. The foregoing determi-
nation establishes the fair and reason-
able price requirements which must be
met, as one of the conditions for pay-
ment under the act, by a producer who
processes sugarcane of the 1967-68 crop
grown by other producers.

(b) Requirements of the act. Section
301(e) (2) of the act provides as a con-
dition for payment, that the producer on
the farm who is also directly or indi-
rectly a processor of sugarcane, as may
be determined by the Secretary, shall
have paid, or contracted to pay under
either purchase or foll agreements, for
sugarcane grown by other producers and
processed by him at rates not less than
those that may be determined by the
Secretary to be fair and reasonable after
investigation and due nctice and op-
portunity for public hearing.

(¢) 1967-68 price determination. This
determination continues the provisions
of the prior determination except for
the inclusion of provisions for the han-
dling and sampling of deliveries of sugar-
cane to the processor in bulk, rather than
in chained bundles; and the interpreta-
tion, clarification, and explanation of
certain other provisions of the determi-
nation.

A public hearing was held in San Juan,
P.R., on November 9, 1967, at which in-
terested persons were afforded the op-
portunity to testify with respect to fair
and reasonable prices for the 1967-68
crop of sugarcane. A representative of
the Puerto Rico Sugar Producers Associ-
ation recommended that the provisions
of the determination continue un-
changed except that provision be made
for the evaluation of sugarcane delivered
to the processor in bulk. The witness
stated at least two mills and possibly
more would receive sugarcane in bulk
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during the 1967-68 crop, and that a
system of random sampling of grower’s
sugarcane delieveries would be developed
rather than sampling every delivery of
sugarcane. He stated this would reduce
the costs of handling and determining
sugar yields for both producers and proc-
essors. The witness submitted informa-
tion describing the critical financial sit-
uation of the sugar industry in Puerto
Rico and gave a detailed account of the
factors which have contributed to the
decline in production and efficiency of
the industry during recent years. The
witness pointed out that two and possibly
four sugar mills which operated during
the 1966-67 crop would not operate dur-
ing the 1967-68 crop. He stated that the
legislature of the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico had enacted legislation
under which $4,350,000 of Common-
wealth funds would be used to help re-
store the economic health of the in-
dustry.

Representatives of the Puerto Rico
Farm Bureau concurred generally with
the recommendations of the Puerto Rico
Sugar Producers Association. The wit-
nesses pointed out, however, that there
would be additional costs to producers
in converting their hauling equipment to
handle sugarcane in bulk, and that trans-
portation costs might increase. The wit-
nesses also stated that producers should
be compensated by receiving a share in
any savings which might accrue to the
gm{{s through the handling of cane in

ulk.

A representative of the Sugar Board
of Puerto Rico recommended that the
1967-68 fair price determination provide
for the bulk handling of sugarcane. The
witness pointed out that the Sugar Board
will supervise closely the proper sam-
pling of the producer’s cane to be sure
that growers receive the proper share of
the sugar recovered from their cane.
The witness testified that the Sugar
Board had issued, and the Governor of
Puerto Rico approved, Rule No. 14 pur-
suant to the sugar law of Puerto Rico.
This rule provides the necessary flexi-
bility in the Sugar Board’s regulations to
permit the sampling of the deliveries of
sugarcane by producers in bulk during a
settlement period.

A representative of the Agricultural
Experiment Station of the University of
Puerto Rico testified regarding studies
which were conducted at three sugar
mills during the 1966-67 crop regarding
sampling procedures where bulk sugar-
cane was delivered. He stated that his
studies showed that the sampling for-
mula involved was accurate to within
one-half of 1 percent of what the yield of
raw sugar would have been had all sugar-
cane been tested. The witness pointed out
that with respect to small growers all
deliveries of cane would be sampled. He
further pointed that it would be neces-
sary to establish different sampling ratios
at different mills depending upon the
various factors involved.

A witness representing the Common-
wealth Department of Agriculture ex-
plained the purpose and function of the
legislation enacted by the local legisla-
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ture to provide a program of incentive
and improvement for the sugar industry.
The witness stated that the largest por-
tion of the $4,350,000 program was for the
payment of incentives to sugarcane
farmers on new plantings and the carry-
ing out of efficient farming practices,
and that the balance of the sum was to
provide machinery and equipment serv-
ices at reasonable cost; studies of adap-
tations of machinery and equipment to
the sugarcane areas of Puerto Rico;
development of new techniques in the
harvesting of sugarcane; studies to de-
velop new standards in the payment of
incentives for cutting sugarcane; stud-
ies of production costs of sugar and the
participation by producers in the total
proceeds of sugar and other cane prod-
ucts; and that $500,000 of the sum was
set aside to study and carry out improve-
ments by the sugar mills to increase the
recovery of sugar. The witness stated
that this initial appropriation would not
be adequate to get the industry on a
sound economic basis and that additional
appropriations would be needed in suc-
ceeding years.

Consideration has been given fo the
recommendations made at the public
hearings; to data on the returns, costs,
and profits of producing and processing
sugarcane obtained by field surveys for
recent crops and recast in terms of price
and production conditions likely to pre-
vail for the 1967-68 crop; and to other
pertinent information. Analysis of these
data indicates that on average both pro-
ducing and processing of sugarcane
continue to be unprofitable. Estimates
of sugar production for the 1967-68 crop
are the lowest of record for the past 25
years. This is due in large part to the

“ carryover effects of the severe drought

in the 1966-67 growing season; to the
closing of four sugar mills for the 1967-
68 crop; and the continued low recovery
of sugar from sugarcane. Evidence indi-
cates that productivity gains, particu-
larly in the production of sugarcane,
have not kept pace with those of other
domestic areas. Wage rates for workers
on farms and in the sugar mills are ex-
pected to be somewhat higher than for
the prior crop. A change in the sharing
relationship between producers and
processors is not indicated since it would
only increase the losses of one groud
and in the long term would be harmful
to the industry as a whole. The action
of the legislature of the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico to appropriate severdl
millions of dollars to provide incentives
to farmers in the planting and culfiva:
tion of the crop; to conduct neede
studies for improvements in handling the
crop; and to assist mills in finding
means to increase sugar recoveries 15
commendable. The deteriorating €c0-
nomic condition of the industry can be
reversed only through increasing pro-
ductivity by improving producing. har-
vesting, hauling, and milling operﬁum‘f'
This determination adopts the recor”
mendation of all segments of the indus
try and of the representatives of ‘_he
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico l?)' Dlo&
viding for procedures in the handling an
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sampling of bulk sugarcane. It is be-
lieved that the bulk handling of sugar-
cane will reduce costs and permit more
efficient milling of fresher sugarcane. The
methods of sampling and testing pro-
ducer’'s cane by each processor are sub-
ject to the approval of the ASCS Carib-
bean Area Office.

Other changes which have been made
in this determination affecting the deter-
mination of net sugarcane and sugar
yields of producer's sugarcane are de-
signed to conform as nearly as possible
to the regulations of the Sugar Board of
Puerto Rico and avoid insofar as prac-
ticable conflicts between regulations of
that Board and the requirements of this
determination.

On the basis of an examination of all
pertinent factors, the provisions of this
determination are deemed fo be fair and
reasonable,

Accordingly, I hereby find and conclude
that the foregoing determination will
effectuate the price provisions of the
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended.

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; interprets or applies

sec. 301, 61 Stat. 929; 7 U.S.C. Bupp. 1131, as
amended)

(The recordkeeping and reporting require-
ments of these regulations have been ap-
proved by, and subsequent recordkeeping and
reporting requirements will be subject to,
the approval of the Bureau of the Budget in

‘;gcord;xnce with the Federal Reports Act of
42)

Effective date, This determination shall
become effective upon publication in the
FepEraL REGISTER, and is applicable to
the 1967-68 crop of Puerto Rican sugar-

cane.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
15, 1968,

ORVILLE L. FREEMAN,
Secretary.

Sc.r‘r:-.:nmx A—FORMULAE FOR DETERMINING THE
YEILD OF RAW SUGAR” FOR EACH PRODUCER

(A) Where a continuous sample of the
¢rusher julce of the deliveries of sugarcane
by a producer is used, the formula for deter-
mining the yield of raw sugar shall be:"
Where: M

R=Yield of raw sugar, 96° basis;

S=Polarization of the crusher juice ob-
Lail‘chl from the sugarcane of each producer;
1 B=Brix of the crusher Juice obtained

fom the sugarcane of each producer; )
mz ’:‘Trzfsh correction factor which varles
m-&rsely with the amount of trash contained
—~ e sugarcane of each producer from 1.0
o ;ugurcane which contains an amount of
“mi : not in excess of 5 percent of the gross
M 1t of sugarcane to 0.76075 for sugarcane
i il contains an amount of trash in ex-
SUS:' ,u..f 30 percent: Provided, That where
p.f\'.i’. ¢ane has been subjected to a washing
u‘xéi(sf pbrior to mllling, the amount of trash
1hech 501l shall be excluded in determining

ol urr’ectlon factor,
wm—céui:rlor sugarcane ecorrection factor
sugwcan:p&ued only to inferior varieties of
Mined asfollowf:cn e
B)(,d(:f \tl;l)nen the purity, P (where P=100S+
1075 op no.Crusher julce of sugarcane is equal

e Or mare, the factor, I— .9; or
irB)) V:hen the purity, P (where P=1008

+ O the crusher Julee of such sugar-
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cane l; less than 75, the factor, I=0.9—0.02
75—P);
¢ F:Y)teld factor which is determined as
follows:

(a) Determine the “tentative recovery of
raw sugar,” 96° basis, for each producer de-
livering sugarcane during the settlement pe-
riod from the product of the formula
(§—0.3B), the number of hundredweights of
net sugarcane, the applicable trash correc-
tion factor, T, and where applicable the in-
ferior sugarcane correction factor, I; and
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(b) Divide the pounds of raw sugar, 96°
basis, produced at the mill during the appli-
cable settlement period by the sum of the
“tentative recoveries of raw sugar" for all
producers to obtain the yield factor, F.

It part of the sugarcane dellvered by pro-
ducers is subjected to a washing process prior
to milling, the polarization and brix of the
resulting dilute crusher juice of such sugar-
cane shall be converted to an undiluted
crusher julce hasis by application of dilution
compensation factors (DCF) computed as
follows:

Brix DCF=

Pol DCF= -,

Brix of undiluted gmg}}er jui_ce samp}e
~ Brix of diluted crusher juice sample

Pol of undiluted crusher }}}lce sample

Pol of diluted crusher juice sample

A written description of procedures and the
frequency of sampling sugarcane to be used
in determining DCF factors shall be submit-
ted by the processor to the Area office and
shall be subject to approval of that office.

(B) Where the “Core Sampler'' method of
sampling sugarcane delivered by producers is
used the formula for determining the yield
of raw sugar shall be:

R=F[S—03 (B4+0.1f:)]
where:

R=96° Yield % Cane

S=Pol % Cane

B=Brix % Cane

fe=Fiber % Cane

F =PFactor calculated using the values ch-

tained during the liquidation period,
weighted on the basis of the net
weight of cane and substituted at
the right side of the (following
equation:
Fe R
S—03(B+0.1f¢)

Whenever the core sampler is used jointly
with any system of cane washing, during any
settlement period, the mill is required to
wash all the cane ground during such settle-
ment period, and whenever the core sampler
is used no determinations for extraneous
matter nor adjustments in the cane weight
and yield shall be made.

A written description of core sampling pro-
cedures to be used shall be submitted by the
processor to the Area office and shall be
subject to approval of that office.

(C) Where the sugarcane delivered by
producers is sampled by hand or machine
and. the juice is extracted by a laboratory
hand mill, the yield of raw sugar may be
determined in accordance with the formula
provided under either (A) or (B) above, A
written description of the sampling pro-
cedure to be used shall be submitted by the
processor to the Area office and shall be
subject to approval of that office.

(D) Where sugarcane is handled in bulk,
the procedures for sampling the deliveries of
sugarcane by a producer shall be represent-
ative of all the deliveries of sugarcane of
such producer. A written description of the
sampling procedure shall be submitted by
the processor to the Area office and shall be
subject to approval of that office.

(E) The sugar yleld of sugarcane which
is commingled while being loaded or trans-
ported from the Island of Vieques to the
processor’s mill shall be the total sugar pro-
duced from the barge load of sugarcane,
determined by applying either formula (A)
or (B) prescribed by this Schedule A to
the sugarcane of each barge load without
segregating the cane of each producer; and
the producer's share of such sugar shall be
apportioned on the basis of the ratio of the
net weight of each producer’'s sugarcane to
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the total weight of the barge load of sugar-
cane. The sugarcane of each grower shall
be weighed at scales on the Island of Vieques
to determine gross weight. The net weight
of commingled cane from the barge load
shall be determined at the mill in accord-
ance with the applicable provisions of this
determination, and the differences in gross
and net weights shall be distributed among
the growers who supplied the barge load of
cane in proportion to the tonnage dellvered
by each grower.

ScHEDULE B-—ApMmissiBLE DepucrionNs For
SELLING AND DErLIVERY EXPENSES ON RAwW
SUGAR

Admissible deductions for selling and de-
livery expenses in connection with the pay-
ment for sugarcane provided in paragraph
(b) of the 1867-68 price determination are
limited to the sum of the following expenses
for each mill operated by a processor, net
of any receipts which reduce such expenses:

(1) Freight from the mill directly to the
bulk raw sugar loading terminal, including
the cost of covering cars or trucks where
necessary;

(2) The cost of recetving, handling, and
loading aboard ship at the bulk terminal at
the rates established by the Puerto Rico Pub-
lic Service Commission and in effect at the
time the sugar is delivered to the bulk sugar
terminal facility;

(3) Ocean freight;

(4) Unloading at destination;

(5) Freight demurrage resulting from
causes beyond the control of the shipper;
and

(8) An allowance of 7.0 cents per hundred-
weight of 96° raw sugar, in lieu of the fol-
lowing expenses:

(1) Reclaiming, weighing, and loading at
mill or where stored;

(1) Shore risk, marine and war risk
insurance;

(iil) Brokerage
exchange;

(lv) Weighing, testing, and sampling at
destination;

(v) All other expenses not itemized herein.

When any of the necessary services in-
cluded In items (1), (3), (4), or (5) above
are furnished by the processor, costs in-
curred may include for each of the services
rendered:

(1) Direct and immediate
labor;

(2) Maintenance labor and supplies re-
quired for the facilities used;

(3) Taxes and insurance assessed or
charged to the processor on such labor and
a proportionate share of retirement and
pension, bonuses, and vacation expenses
properly allocable to such labor;

or commission and

supervisory
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(4) Direct supplies; and

(5) Depreciation (at rates allowed by the
taxing authority), property taxes, and prop-
erty insurance on the facilities used.

Administrative expenses and interest shall
be excluded from the computation of costs.
In the event that facilities used in providing
the necessary services are also used for other
purposes by the processor, only that portion
of the maintenance, depreciation, property,
taxes, and property insurance of such facil-
ities properly apportionable to the necessary
service shall be allowed,

The Director of the Area office may permit
the use of the lowest rate charged by a public
utility or carrier for comparable service in
leu of the costs incurred by the processor
in furnishing the necessary service in the
event that the costs incurred therefor cannot
be accurately determined.

In determining the f.0.b. mill price of raw
sugar sold or processed in Puerto Rico,
equivalent selling and delivery expenses as
approved by the Director of the Area office
shall be computed as follows:

(1) If the processor delivers less than 33
percent of the total quantity of raw sugar
produced by the mill to mainland refiners,
the allowable per hundredweight selling and
delivery expenses to be applied to such total
quantity shall not exceed the average of the
admissible selling and delivery expenses ap-
proved by the Director of the Area office for
all 19687-68 crop raw sugar produced in Puerto
Rico which was delivered to mainland
refiners,

(2) If the processor delivers 83 percent or
more of the total quantity of raw sugar pro-
duced by the mill to mainland refiners, the
allowable per hundredweight selling and
delivery expenses to be applied to such total
quantity shall be the average of the admis-
sible selling and delivery expenses as ap-
proved by the Director of the Area office for
that quantity of raw sugar produced by the
mill which was dellvered to mainland
refiners.

The statement as required by paragraph
(f) (2) of the determination shall include the
following certification:

CERTIFICATION

I, hereby certify that as a result of the
audit performed on the books of Cen-
tral , the de-
ductions as set forth herein are properly
chargeable as selling and dellvery expenses
for sugar In accordance with the determi-
nation of fair and reasonable prices for the
1967-68 crop of Puerto Rican sugarcane.

ScHEDULE C—ApMISSIBELE DEDUCTIONS FOR
SELLING AND DELIVERY EXPENSES ¥FOR
MOLASSES

_ Admissible deductions for selling and de-
livery expenses in connection with the mo-
lasses payment provided in paragraph (c)
of the 1967-68 price determination are limited
to the sum of the following expenses actually
incurred at each mill operated by a processor,
net of any receipts which reduce such ex-
penses:

(1) Operation of pumps to deliver molasses
from mill tank to shipside or other delivery
point;

(2) Freight incurred or which would have
been incurred on direct shipment from tanks
located at the mill to shipside, or to a water-
front tank facility, or to local buyers when
such molasses is sold on a delivered price
basis;

(8) Operation of tank barges, tugs, or
other marine equipment used in delivering
molasses to shipside;

(4) Weighing and testing;

(6) Wharfage, including charges arising
from utilization of waterfront facilities such
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as pipelines (including fees pald for right of
way privileges), pumps, and tanks (a) to
store molasses in anticipation of shipment;
and (b) to deliver such molasses within the
hold of the ship;

(6) Shore risk insurance (limited in cover-
age from mill to shipside);

(7) Freight demurrage resulting from
causes beyond the control of the shipper;

(8) Brokerage paid to a bona fide broker.

When any of the necessary services in-
cluded in items (1) through (8) above are
furnished by the processor, costs incurred
may include for each of the services rendered:

(1) Direct and immediate supervisory
labor;

(2) Maintenance labor and supplies re-
quired for facilities used;

(38) Taxes and Iinsurance assessed Or
charged to the processor on such labor and
a proportionate share of retirement and
pensions, bonuses and vacation expenses
properly allocable to such labor;

(4) Fuel, energy or direct supplies; and

(5) Depreciation (at rates allowed by the
taxing authorities), property taxes and prop-
erty insurance on the facilities used.

Administrative expenses and interest
shall be excluded from the computation of
costs. In the event that facilities used in
providing the necessary services are also used
for other purposes by the processor, only that
portion of the maintenance, depreciation,
property taxes, and property insurance of
such facilities, properly apportionable to the
necessary service, shall be allowed.

The Director of the Area office, may per-
mit the use of the lowest rate charged by a
public utility or carrier for comparable serv-
ice in lieu of the cost incurred by the proc-
essor in furnishing the necessary seryice in
the event that the costs incurred therefor
cannot be accurately determined,

The statement as required by paragraph
(1) (2) of the determination shall include the
following certification:

CERTIFICATION

I, hereby certify that, as the result of the
audit performed on the books of Central
as of , the gross
proceeds from the sales of molasses as herein
stated are true and correct and the deduc-
tions set forth herein are properly chargeable
as selling and delivery expenses for molasses
in accordance with the determination of fair
and reasonable prices for the 1967-68 crop
of Puerto Rican sugarcane,

[F.R. Doc. 68-3427; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:48 a.m.]

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

[Navel Orange Reg. 1563]

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling
§ 907.453 Navel Orange Regulation 153.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part
907), regulating the handling of Navel
oranges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
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amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations and
information submitted by the Navel
Orange Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling of
such Navel oranges, as hereinafter pro-
vided, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act by tending fto
establish and maintain such orderly mar-
keting conditions for such oranges as
will provide, in the interests of producers
and consumers, an orderly flow of the
supply thereof to market throughout the
normal marketing season to avoid unrea-
sonable fluctuations in supplies and
prices, and is not for the purpose of
maintaining prices to farmers above the
level which it is declared to be the policy
of Congress to establish under the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in publie rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FEpERAL REGISTER (5 US.C.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this section is based became avail-
able and the time when this section must
become effective in order to effectuate
the declared policy of the act is insuf-
ficient, and a reasonable time is per-
mitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the provi-
sions hereof effective as hereinafter seb
forth. The committee held an open
meeting during the current week, aiter
giving due notice thereof, to consider
supply and market conditions for Navel
oranges and the need for regulation; in-
terested persons were afforded an Op-
portunity to submit information and
views at this meeting; the recommenda-
tion and supporting information for
regulation during the period specified
herein were promptly submitted to th?
Department after such meeting was held;
the provisions of this section, including
its effective time, are identical with the
aforesaid recommendation of the com-
mittee, and information concerning such
provisions ‘and effective time has been
disseminated among handlers of such
Navel oranges; it is necessary, in order
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act, to make this section effective during
the period herein specified; and compl-
ance with this section will nof require
any special preparation on the part of
persons subject hereto which cannot be
completed on or before the effective dﬁlte
hereof. Such committee meeting was he
on March 19, 1968.

() Order. (1) The respective quanti-
ties of Navel oranges grown in A”‘Zo.“g
and designated part of California whl_cd
may be handled during the perlg8
March 22, 1968, through March 28, 1965
are hereby fixed as follows: .

@) District 1: Unlimited movement;

(ii) District 2: 250,000 cartons; &

(iii) District 3;: Unlimited movemen t’

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement
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(2) As used in this section, “handled,”
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,”
“District 4,"" and “carton’ have the same
meaning as when used in said amended
marketing agreement and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)
Dated: March 20, 1968.
PAUL A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service.

Doc, 68-3540; Filed, Mar. 20.
11:22 a.m.]

[FR. 1968;

[Valencia Orange Reg. 231)

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

§908.531
231.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part
908), rezulating the handling of Valencia
oranges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations and
informatign submitted by the Valencia
Orange Administrative Committee, es-
hab_lishcd under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling of
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter
Provided, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
Is impractible and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice, en-
age In public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
Section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C.
953) because the time intervening be-
t“*ge11 the date when information upon
Which this section is based became avail-
able and the time when this section must
: come effective in order to effectuate the

eclared policy of the act is insufficient,

a?d a reasonable time is permitted, under

€ circumstances, for preparation for
Such effective time; and good cause
€Xists for making the provisions hereof
effective gas hereinafter set forth. The
Committee held an open meeting during
he current week. after giving due notice
cogif'o'f' to consider supply and market
needmons for Valencia oranges and the
e for regulation; interested persons
int € afforded an opportunity to submit

Ormation and views at this meeting;
fore recommendation and supporting in-
perrim:juon for regulation during the
i x?r‘ Specified herein were promptly
meetilllfd to the Department after such
sectio " \vas held; the provisions of this
lden?‘n' Including its effective time, are

&tiolcal Wwith the aforesaid recommen-
concen of the committee, and information

™ing such provisions and effective

Valencia Orange Regulation
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time has been disseminated among
handlers of such Valencia oranges; it is
necessary, in order to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act, to make this
section effective during the period herein
specified; and compliance with this sec-
tion will not require any special prepa-
ration on the part of persons subject
hereto which cannot be completed on or
before the effective date hereof. Such
committee meeting was held on March
19, 1968.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan-
tities of Valencia oranges grown in
Arizona and designated part of Cali-
fornia which may be handled during the
period March 22, 1968, through March 28,
1968, are hereby fixed as follows:

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement:

(ii) District 2: Unlimited movement:

(iii) District 3: 250,000 cartons.

(2) As used in this section, “handled,”
“handler,” “District 1,” “District 2,”
“District 3,” and “carton” have the same
meaning as when used in said amended
marketing agreement and order,

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.8.C.
601-674)

Dated: March 20, 1968.

PauLn A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service.

[F\R. Doc. 68-3541; Filed, Mar, 20,
11:22 am.]

1968;

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

PART 1004—MILK IN DELAWARE
VALLEY MARKETING AREA

Determination of Equivalent Factor To
Be Used In Computation of Prices
For Class | Milk

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and to the applicable provisions of the
order, as amended, regulating the han-
dling of milk in the Delaware Valley milk
marketing area (7 CFR Part 900) it is
hereby found and determined that:

(1) One of the factors specified in the
order to be used in the computation of
the Class I price is the index of prices
paid by Pennsylvania farmers per hun-
dredweight for 20 percent protein mixed
dairy feed as published by the Pennsyl-
vania Federal-State Crop Reporting
Service.

The index is computed by dividing the
price as reported by the factor 0.03896
which reflects the average prices per
hundredweight of such feed in bag lots
during the base period 1957-58. Feed is
now purchased primarily in bulk lots
and the Federal-State Crop Reporting
Service has now revised this procedure
and reports a price which reflects a com-
posite of bag and bulk prices reflecting
the relative proportion of bag and bulk
purchases. The factor 0.03896 is, there-
fore, no longer appropriate.
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(2) The order provides: “If for any
reason a price or index specified by this
part for use in computing class prices or
other purposes is not reported or pub-
lished in the manner described in this
part, the market administrator shall use
a price or index determined by the Secre-
tary to be equivalent or comparable with
the factor which is specified.”

(3) The Federal-State Crop Report-
ing Service has revised the prices that
have been reported in the recent past to
conform with the new reporting method
now being used. Thus, comparable re-
ported feed prices under both reporting
methods are available for developing the
equivalent feed index factor.

Under the previous method the re-
ported prices divided by 0.03896 resulted
in an index of 1117 for each of the 3
months used in the pricing formula for
the first quarter of 1968. In order to ar-
rive at the same 111.7 if the revised feed
prices are used, a factor of 0.03627 is re-
quired. That is, using a factor of 0.03627
and the revised prices reported per ton,
adjusted to a per hundredweight basis
by dividing by 20, the index for the same
3 months would have been 111.7. Thus,
the factor of 0.03627 is currently com-
parable to the stated factor of 0.03896.

(4) It is hereby determined that a fac-
tor of 0.03627 is now equivalent to the
heretofore used factor of 0.03896 as it
applies in § 1004.50(a) (1) (ii).

(5) Notice of proposed rule making,
public procedure thereon and 30 days
notice of the effective date hereof is im-
practical, unnecessary and contrary to
the public interest in that:

(a) The order requires that the mar-
ket administrator announce the com-
puted Class I price on or before the 15th
day of the month preceding the start
of each calendar quarter. The next price
announcement is due by March 15, and
will apply during the period of April
through June 1968.

(b) This determination is necessary
to correct the dairy ration factor to con-
form with the revised dairy ration prices
reported by the Pennsylvania Federal-
State Crop Reporting Service and insure
an appropriate Class I price level for the
period beginning April 1, 1968, and for
each consecutive announcement period
thereafter until the order is amended
to provide otherwise,

(¢) This determination does not re-
quire persons affected substantial or ex-
tensive preparation prior to the effective
date.

(d) This action is necessary to reflect
current marketing conditions and to
maintain orderly marketing conditions
in the marketing area.

Therefore good cause exists for making
this determination effective on issuance.

Effective date: Upon date of issuance.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
15, 1968.
GEORGE L. MEHREN,
Assistant Secretary.
[F.-R. Doc, 68-3428; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:48 am.]
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Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit
Corporation, Department of Agri-
culture

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND
OTHER OPERATIONS

[Honey Price Support Regs. for 1966 and
Subsequent Crops, Amdt. 3]

PART 1434—HONEY

Subpari—Honey Price Support
Regulations

AVAILABILITY, DISBURSEMENT AND
MATURITY OF LOANS

The regulations issued by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, published in
31 F.R. 6257 and setting forth the re-
quirements with respect to price support
for the 1966 and each subsequent crop
of extracted honey for which a price sup-
port program is authorized are hereby
amended as follows:

Paragraph (b) of § 1434.90 is amended
to extend the maturity date on 1967 crop
honey loans to April 30, 1968, at the
producer’s option when requested in
writing on or before the original maturity
date and reads as follows:

§ 1434.90 Availability, disbursement and
maturity of loans.

- * Ll * *

(b) Availability and maturity dates.
Loans shall be available through the last
day of February of the year following
the year in which the honey was pro-
duced and extracted. Unless demand is
made earlier, loans shall mature on the
following March 31, except loans on 1967~
crop honey shall mature on April 30,
1968, when such later maturity date has
been requested in writing at the ASCS
county office where the loan was ob-
tained, on or before the original maturi-
ty date. When the final dates of avail-
ability or the maturity date falls on a
nonworkday for ASCS county offices, the
applicable date or dates shall be ex-
tended to include the next workday.

* * * - Es

(Sec. 4, 62 Btat. 1070, as amended; 15 US.C.
714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 Stat. 1072,
secs. 201, 401, 63 Stat. 1052, 1054; 15 U.S.C.
Tl4c, 7T U.8.C. 1446, 1421)

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Signed at Washington,
March 15, 1968.

DC., on

H.D. GODFREY,
Executive Vice President,
Commadity Credil Corporation.

[FR. Doc. 68-3446; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Depariment of Transpor-
tation
[Docket No. 68-EA-24; Amdt. 39-563]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Boeing—Vertol Aircraft

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
issue an airworthiness directive requiring
a repetitive inspection and replacement
when necessary on Boeing Vertol Heli-
copter Types 42A, 42B, 44A, 44B, and
H-21 (military).

There has been a report of a failure
of the transmission drive shaft adapter
on the aforementioned type helicopters
which resulted in desynchronization of
the main rotors and loss of rotor lift.
Since this condition is likely to exist or
develop in other helicopters of the same
type design an airworthiness directive
is being issued to require a dye penetrant
inspection and replacement when nec-
essary followed thereafter by visual
inspections until the part has been re-
placed by an improved adapter.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation,
it is found that notice and public pro-
cedure herein are impractical and good
icause exists for making this amend-
ment effective in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.89,
31 F.R. 13697, §39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations is amend-
ed by adding the following new air-
worthiness directive:

BoeING-VERTOL. Applies to Hellicopter Types
42A, 42B, 44A, 44B and Military H-21
series certificated under Part 21 (CAR
Part 8 or 9).

Compliance required as indicated.

As a result.of fatigue failures of the attach-
ing lugs on transmission drive shaft flex
coupling adapter P/N 22D3047-1, accomplish
the following:

(1) Unless already accomplished on heli-
copters which incorporate P/N 22D3047-1
adapters on transmission drive shaft assem-
blies (P/N 22D3046, 22D3057, 22D3066, or
22D3172) remove the shaft assembly from
the helicopter within 15 hours' time in serv-
ice after the effective date of this AD and
strip all paint from the exposed portion of
the adapter. Particular attention should be
given fo removal of all paint on ‘both sides
of the adapter lugs including the fillet area
around the bosses where the adapter mates
with the Thomas coupling plates. Do not
allow paint remover fo seep into the riveted
joint. Perform a dye penetrant inspection of
the exposed portion of the adapter and in-
spect for crack indications, paying particular
attention to hoth sides of the adapter lugs
and fillet areas. Any adapter with crack
indications must be removed from service,

(2) Any P/N 22D8047-1 mew or used
adapter re-installed in the helicopter after
completing the above dye penetrant inspec~
tion must be inspected using a 10-power
magnifying glass within 10 hours' time in
service and every 10 hours thereafter until an
improved type adapter P/N 22D3047-3 is in-
stalled.

Upon installation of the —3 adapter, the
above paragraphs 1 and 2 inspections are no
longer required.

(Vertol Telex Communication No. 8-2300-
2-59 dated Jan. 17, 1968, covers this subject,)
This amendment is effective March 21,
1968.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423)

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 12,
1968.
Way¥NE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3408; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

[Docket No. 8775; Amdt, 39-567]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

British Aircraft Corps Model BAC 1-11
200 and 400 Series Airplanes

There have been instances of loose
connections at the static inverter that
have resulted in intermittent or fluctuat-
ing A.C. output to the stickpush system
on British Aireraft Corporation Model
BAC 1-11 200 and 400 Series airplanes,
Since this condition is likely to exist or
develop in other airplanes of the same
type design, an AD is being issued 0
require installation of “P” elips to the
static inverter panel on BAC 1-11 200
and 400 Series airplanes.

Since a situation 'exists that requires
immediate adoption of thisregulation, it
is found that notice and public procedure
hereon are impracticable and good cause
exists for making this amendment effec-
tive in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated th
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89),
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations is amended by adding the
following new airworthiness directive:
Brrrise Amcrarr. Applies to Model BAC

1-11 200 and 400 Series airplanes.

Within the next 300 hours’ time in service
after the effective date of this AD, unless al-
ready accomplished, instal “P" clips, P/N
VGS 6750-2, to the static inverter panel, in
accordance with British Aircraft Corp. BAC
1-11 Service Bulletin No. 34-PM 2709, Revi-
sion 1, or later ARB-approved issue, or an
FAA-approved equivalent. :

This amendment becomes effective
March 26, 1968.

(Secs. 813(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423)
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Issued in Washington,
March 12, 1968.

D.C,, on
R. S. SLIFF,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
68-3409; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:46 am.|

[F.R. Doc¢.

[Docket No. 68-EA-27; Amdt. 39-564]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

General Dynamics (Convair) Aircraft

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations so as to issue
an airworthiness directive requiring the
placarding of the seats at fuselage sta-
tions 1344 on the Type 30A airplane in-
corporating STC SA414EA-D.

A review of STC design data submitted
by American Airlines established that the
seat support structure installed by STC
SA414EA-D did not meet the criteria for
withstanding inertia loads specified for
the General Dynamics Type 30A air-
plane. Since this condition exists in many
airplanes of the same type design an air-
worthiness directive is being issued to
require placarding of the seats involved
against occupation by passengers.
_Since an unsafe condition can arise, a
situation exists that requires immediate
adoption of this regulation and therefore
notice and public procedure hereon are
Impractical and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than 30 days,

In consideration of the foregoing and
bursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.85
(31 FR. 13697), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended
by adding the following new Airworthi-
ness Directive:

GENERAL DynamIcs (ConvaIr). Applies to
General Dynamics (Convair) Type 30A
Incorporating Supplemental Type Cer-
tificate SA414EA-D.

Compliance required as indicated:

(a) Upon arrival at the next stop, install
& placard on each of the three right hand
TOW seats at fuselage station 1344 (row 28 on
American  Airlines’ Drawing No. FCA-2047
Re(vh D) stating, “Do Not Occupy”.

) The placard required b

be removed by mcggporatmg l;;rta(;gl‘:‘:zg

modification strengthening the seat support

structure approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufaeturing Branch, Eastern Region.

lgg';lis amendment is effective March 22,

(‘]XS“CS- 313(a), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act
1958; 49 US.C, 1354(a), 1421, 1423)
Iggzsued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 12,

: ‘WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR. Doc. 68-3410; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]
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[Docket No. 8657; Amdt. 39-566]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Hawker Siddeley DH.125 Series
Airplanes

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an airworthiness directive requiring re-
placement of the flap center hinge bolt
with a self-retaining bolt on Hawker
Siddeley DH.125 Series airplanes was
published in 33 P.R. 576.

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

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89),
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations is amended by adding the
following new airworthiness directive:

HAwRER SmpELEY. Applies to Model DH.125
airplanes, Series 1A, 1A/522 and 3A.

Compliance required as Indicated.

To prevent a fully asymmetric flap condi-
tion in the lift dump position, within the
next 1560 hours' time in service after the ef-
fective date of this AD, replace the flap cen-
ter hinge bolt, P/Ns 25CF71, 25CF1837, 25
CF2387, and 25CF2357, with a self-retaining
bolt, P/N 3110-7681, in accordance with
Hawker Siddeley Service Bulletin 27-49-
(1894) Revision 2, dated November 27, 1967,
or later ARB-approved revision or an equiv-
alent approved by the Chief, Aircraft Certi-
fication Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and Mid-
dle East Reglon.

This amendment becomes effective
April 20, 1968.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
13, 1968.
R. S. SLIFF,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3411; Filed, Mar 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

[Airspace Docket 68-EA-11]

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

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending §§71.171 and 17.181 of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions so as to alter the Bradford, Pa.,
control zone and transition area.

The Bradford-McKean County Air-
port, Bradford, Pa. name has been
changed and will require an editorial
change in the description of the control
zone, and transition area.

Since the regulation is editorial and
does not place additional burden on any
person, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the regula-
tion may be made effective in less than
30 days.
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In view of the foregoing, the regula-
tion is hereby adopted and becomes ef-
fective upon publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER as follows:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the description of the Bradford,
Pa., control zone the words “Bradford-
McEKean County Airport” and insert in
lieu thereof “Bradford Regional Airport”.

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the description of the Brad-
ford, Pa., transition area the words
“Bradford-McKean County Airport” and
insert in lieu thereof “Bradford Regional
Airport”.

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

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 7,
1968.
WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3412; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]

[Airspace Docket 68-EA-15]

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

Alteration of Conirol Zone and
Transition Area

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending §§71.171 and 71.181 of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions so as to alter the Erie, Pa., control
zone and transition area.

The Port Erie Airport, Erie, Pa., name
has been changed and will require an
editorial change in the description of the
control zone and transition area.

Since the regulation is editorial and
does not place additional burden on any
person, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the regula-
tion may be made effective in less than
30 days.

In view of the foregoing, the regula-
tion is hereby adopted and becomes ef-
fective upon publication in the FepErAL
REecisTER as follows:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the description of the Erie, Pa.,
control zone the words “Port Erie Air-
port” and insert in lieu thereof “Erie

International Airport”.

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the description of the Erie, Pa.,
transition area the words “Port Erie Air-
port” and insert in lieu thereof “Erie In-
ternational Airport”.

(Sec. 807(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348)

19Iss,ued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 17,
68.
WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3413; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]
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[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-162]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

On pages 22 and 23 of the FEDERAL
ReciSTER dated January 3, 1968, the
Federal Aviation Administration pub-
lished a notice of proposed rule making
which would amend § 71.181 of Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations so
as to alter the transition area at Cedar
Rapids, Towa.

Interested persons were given 45 days
to submit written comments, suggestions,
or objections regarding the proposed
amendment.

No objections have been received and
the proposed amendment is hereby
adopted without change and is set forth
below.

This amendment shall be effective 0001
es.t., May 23, 1968.

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

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Febru-
ary 28, 1968,
DaNIEL E, BARROW,
Acting Director, Central Region.

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow~
ing transition area is amended to read:

CEpar Rarins, Iowa

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of Cedar Rapids Municipal Airport (latitude
41°53°05"" N., longitude 91°42’45” W.); and
within 8 miles north and 6 miles south of the
Cedar Rapids VORTAC 089° and 269° radials,
extending from 8 miles east to 13 miles west
of the VORTAC; and that airspace extending
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface
bounded by a line beginning at latitude
42°05’00”" N., longitude 91°00'00’" W.; thence
south along longitude 91°00°00"* W. to and
west along the north edge of V-434; to and
northwest along the northeast edge of V-52;
to and north along longitude 92°53'00"" W.;
to and northeast along the southeast edge of
V-161; to and east along the arc of a 29-mile
radius circle centered on the Waterloo,
Iowa, VORTAC; to and southeast along the
southwest edge of V-67;, to and east along
latitude 42°05°00’’ N.; to the point of begin-
ning, excluding the area which overlies the
Ottumwa, Iowa, transition area.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3414; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47am.]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-164]

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

Alteration of Transition Area

On pages 469 and 470 of the FEDERAL
RecisTER dated January 12, 1968, the
Federal Aviation Administration pub-
lished & mnotice of proposed rule making
which would amend § 71.181 of Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations so as
to alter the transition areas at Minne-
apolis, Minn., and Eau Claire, Wis.

Interested persons were given 45 days
to submit written comments, sugges-
tions, or objections regarding the pro-
posed amendment.
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No objections have been received and
the amendment as so proposed is hereby
adopted, subject to the following change:
The Minneapolis-St. Paul International
Airport coordinates recited in the Min-
neapolis, Minn., transition area alter-
ation as “latitude 44°53°10’" N., longi-
tude 93°13'10’* W.” are changed to
read “latitude 44°53'05’* N., longitude
93°13715"" W.".

This amendment shall be effective 0001
es.t., May 23, 1968.

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

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on March
5, 1968.
DanieL E. BARROW,
Acting Director, Central Region.

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow-
ing transition areas are amended to read:

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 23-mile
radius of Minneapolis-St. Paul International
Airport (latitude 44°53°05’* N., longitude
93°13’15’* W,) : within 5 miles north and 8
miles south of the Flying Cloud, Minn,, VOR
292° radial, extending from the 23-mile
raglius area to 12 miles west of the VOR;
within 5 miles each side of the St. Paul,
Minn,, VOR 037° radial, extending from the
23-mile radius area to 13 miles northeast of
the VOR; and within a 6-mile radius of Air-
lake Industrial Airpark (latitude 44°37'40""
N., longitude 93°13’40"" W.); and that air-
space extending upward from 1,200 feet above
the surface within a 36-mile radius of
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport;
that airspace west of Minneapolis bounded
on the south by V-26, on the northwest by
V-148, and on the east by the 36-mile radius
area; and that airspace northwest of Min-
neapolis bounded on the southwest by
V-171, on the west by the Darwin,
Minn,, VORTAC 021° radial, on the north-
east by V-2 and on the southeast by the 36-
mile radius area excluding the portion which
overlies the Darwin, Minn,, transition area;
and that airspace extending upward from
4,000 feet MSL northwest of Minneapolis
bounded on the northeast by V-2, on the
southeast by the Darwin VORTAC 021°
radial and on the west by V-171; and that
airspace extending upward from 4,000 MSL
southwest of Minneapolis bounded on the
north by V-26S, on the northeast by a 36-
mile radius circle centered on Minneapolis-
St. Paul International Airport, on the south-
east by V-219 and on the southwest by V-24,

EAvU CramRg, Wis.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius
of Eau Claire Municipal Airport (latitude
44°51'50"* N., longitude 91°29'10"" W.); and
within 2 miles each side of the Eau Claire
VORTAC 011° radial, extending from the
O-mile radius area to 8 miles north of the
VORTAC; and that airspace extending up-
ward from 1,200 feet, above the surface within
8 miles south and 5 miles north of the
274° bearing from Eau Claire Municipal Ajr-
port, extending from the airport to 12 miles
west of the alrport; within the arc of a
14-mile radius circle centered on the Eau
Claire VORTAC, extending from the Eau
Claire VORTAC 258° radial clockwise to the
Eau Claire VORTAC 091° radial; and that
airspace extending upward from 4,000 feet
MBSL southwest of Eau Claire bounded on the
east by V-129, on the southwest by V-2N, and
on the north by V-26S.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3415; Filed, Mar. 20, 1068;
8:47am.] .
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PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 470 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
dated January 12, 1968, the Federal Avia-
tion Administration published a notice of
proposed rule making which would
amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the
transition area at Waterloo, Iowa.

Interested persons were given 45 days
to submit written comments, suggestions,
or objections regarding the proposed
amendment.

No objections have been received and
the proposed amendment is hereby
adopted without change and is set forth
below.

This amendment shall be effective
0001 es.t., May 23, 1968.

(Sec. 807(a), Federal Avlation Act of 1958;
49 U.S.C. 1348)

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on March 5,
1968.
Danier E. BARROW,
Acting Director, Central Region.

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow-
ing transition area is amended to read:
WATERLOO, TOWA

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of Waterloo Municipal Airport (latitude
42°33'20"" N., longitude 92°24'00" W.);
within 2 miles each side of the Waterloo ILS
localizer northwest course, extending from
the 7-mile radius area to 10 miles northwest
of the OM; within 5 miles west and 8 miles
east of the Waterloo VORTAC 200° radlal,
extending from the VORTAC to 12 miles
south of the VORTAC; and within the arc
of a 16-mile radius circle centered on the
Waterloo VORTAC, extending clockwise from
the Waterloo VORTAC 353° radial fo the
Waterloo VORTAC 134° radial; that airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above the
surface within the arc of a 29-mile radius
circle centered on the Waterloo VORTAC
extending clockwise from a line 8 miles north
of and parallel to the Waterloo VORTAC
096° radial to a line 8 miles east of and
parallel to the Waterloo VORTAC 853° radial;
and that airspace extending upward from
3,500 feet MSL bounded on the southeast by
V-161W, on the west by V-13E, on the north
by V-100 and on the east by the arc of 8
20-mile radius circle centered on the Waterloo
VORTAC.

[FR. Doc. 68-3416; Filed, Mar. 20, 1068;
8:47 am.]

Chapter Il—Civil Aeronautics Board
SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS
[Reg. ER-530, Amdt. 19]

PART 241—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF
ACCOUNTS AND REPORTS FOR
CERTIFICATED AIR CARRIERS

Identification of Nondepreciable Over-

haul Values on Schedule B—43
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
18th day of March 1968.
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The Board by publication in 32 F.R.
20880 and circulation of EDR-132, dated
December 22, 1967, gave notice that it
had under consideration a proposed
amendment to Part 241 of the economic
regulations which would provide for
jdentification of nondepreciable over-
haul values on Schedule B—43, Inven-
tory of Airframes and Aircraft Engines,
The proposal was designed to provide a
uniform method of reporting such non-
depreciable overhaul values by those
carriers which -excluded these sums
from the depreciable cost of airframes
and engines.

Joint comments were filed by 17 air
carriers through the Air Transport As-
sociation (ATA), and by American Air-
lines, Inc. The carriers unanimously op-
pose a separate column for reporting
nondepreciable overhaul values on the
ground that the overhaul concept is
rapidly becoming obsolete with the con-
version to turbine aircraft, which do not
require the costly out-of-service overhaul
traditional with piston aircraft. The
carriers suggest that the column for re-
porting residual values specifically in-
clude any nondepreciated overhaul val-
ues, and thereby provide a uniform
method of reporting for those carriers
still using the overhaul concept.

We find that this alternative reporting
method will accomplish the Board’s ob-
fective, and have modified the instruec-
fions and schedule accordingly. The
amendment was proposed to be effective
December 31, 1967, in order that this
annual schedule would contain the de-
sired information for calendar year 1967.
No objections were raised on this point.

In view of the foregoing, the Board
hereby amends Part 241 of the economic
regulations (14 CFR Part 241), effective
December 31, 1967, as follows:

1. Amend section 23 by revising the

Instructions for Schedule B-43 to read
as follows:

ScHEDULE B-43—INVENTORY OF AIR-
FRAMES AND AIRCRAFT ENGINES

(a) This schedule shall be filed by all
route air carriers.

(b) A single set of this schedule shall
be filed for the overall corporate or other
legal entity comprising the air carrier.

(¢) The indicated data shall be re-
Dortegj for each individual airframe,
idex}mﬁed by type, model, and design of
cabin as to use for passengers exclusively,
Cargo exclusively, or both passengers
and cargo in combination. Data per-
taining to aireraft engines shall be re-
borted on a group basis by type of engine
&nd by type of aircraft to which related.

(d) Data in this schedule shall be
Erouped and subtotaled as between data
Pertaining to airframes and data per-
laining to aircraft engines. Data per-
taining to nonoperating airframes and
alrcraft engines shall be reported in a
group below the data for operating
€quipment,

(&) The data to be reported shall in-
d}{de owned and rented airframes and
gllcraft. engines currently in operation
ter (B conversion. Data pertaining to
ented airframes and aircraft engines

No, 56—3
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shall be listed in columns 1 through 7
and in column 13; the cost of improve-
ments thereto shall be listed in columns
8 through 12.

(f) Column 8, “Cost” shall agree in
totals for owned and operating airframes
and aircraft engines, respectively, with
corresponding amounts reflected in ac-
counts 1601 and 1602 in column 7 of
Schedule B-5 as at December 31 of the
reporting year.

(g) Column 9, “Reserve for Deprecia-
tion"” shall include the accumulations of
all provisions for losses due to use and
obsolescence as recorded in balance
sheet accounts 1611 Reserve for
Depreciation—Airframes and 1612 Re-
serve for Depreciation—Aircraft En-
gines,

(h) Column 10, “Depreciated Cost”
shall refiect Cost (column 8) less Re-
serve for Depreciation (ecolumn 9).

(i) Column 11, “Estimated Residual
Value” shall reflect in dollars the residual
value assigned to airframes and aircraft
engines respectively, including any over-
haul value not subject to depreciation.

(j) Column 12, “Estimated Deprecia-
ble Life (Months) ” shall reflect the esti-
mated depreciable life of each airframe
and each group of aircraft engines.

(k) Column 13, “Flight Equipment
Airworthiness Reserves or Maintenance
Liability” shall include amounts accu-
mulated for owned airframes and aireraft
engines in account 1629 Flight Equip-
ment Airworthiness Reserves and
amounts accumulated for leased air-
frames and aircraft engines in accounts
2190 Other Current Liabilities and 2290
Other Noncurrent Liabilities.

) Totals for owned operating equip-
ment shall agree with property and
equipment accounts 1601 Airframes;
1611 Reserve for Depreciation—Air-
frames; 1602 Aircraft Engines; 1612 Re-
serve for Depreciation—Aircraft En-
gines; and 1629 Flight Equipment Air-
worthiness Reserves. The airworthiness
liabilities for rented equipment included
in accounts 2190 Other Current Liabili-
ties and 2290 Other Noncurrent Liabili-
ties shall be shown in column 13.

2. Amend section 33 by revising the
instructions for Schedule B-43 to read
as follows:

ScHEDULE B-43—INVENTORY OF AIR-
FRAMES AND AIRCRAFT ENGINES

(a) This schedule shall be filed by
each supplemental air carrier.

(b) The indicated data shall be re-
ported for each individual airframe,
identified by type, model, and desien of
cabin as to use for passengers exclusively,
cargo exclusively, or both passengers and
cargo in combination. Data pertaining
to aireraft engines shall be reported on
a group basis by type of engine and by
type of aircraft to which related.

(¢). Data in this schedule shall be
grouped and subtotaled as between data
pertaining to airframes and data per-
taining to aireraft engines. Data pertain-
ing to nonoperating airframes and
aircraft engines shall be reported in a
group below the data for operating
equipment.
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(d) The data to be reported shall in-
clude owned and rented airframes and
aircraft engines currently in operation
or in conversion. Data pertaining to
rented airframes and aircraft engines
shall be listed in columns 1 through 7
and in column 13; the cost of improve-
ments thereto shall be listed in columns
8 through 12.

(e) Column 8, “Cost” shall agree in
totals for owned and operating airframes
and aircraft engines, respectively, with
corresponding amounts reflected in ac-
counts 1601 and 1602 in column 7 of
schedule B-5 as at December 31 of the
reporting year.

(f) Column 9, “Reserve for Deprecia-
tion” shall include the accumulations of
all provisions for losses due to use and
obsolescence as recorded in balance sheet
accounts 1611 Reserve for Depreciation—
Airframes and 1612 Reserve for Depre-
ciation—Aircraft Engines.

(g) Column 10, “Depreciated Cost”
shall reflect Cost (column 8) less Reserve
for Depreciation (column 9).

(h) Column 11, “Estimated Residual
Value” shall reflect in dollars the resid-
ual value assigned to airframes and
aircraft engines respectively, including
any overhaul value not subject to
depreciation.

(1) Column 12, “Estimated Deprecia~-
ble Life (Months)” shall reflect the
estimated depreciable life of each air-
frame and each group of aircraft
engines.

() Column 13, “Flight Equipment
Airworthiness Reserves or Maintenance
Liability” shall include amounts ac-
cumulated for owned airframes and
ajrcraft engines in account 1629 Flight
Equipment Airworthiness Reserves and
amounts accumulated for leased air-
frames and aircraft engines in accounts
2190 Other Current Liabilities and 2290
Other Noncurrent Liabilities.

(k) Totals for owned operating equip-
ment shall agree with property and
equipment accounts 1601 Airframes:
1611 Reserve for Depreciation—Air-
frames; 1602 Aircraft Engines; 1612
Reserve for Depreciation—Aireraft En-
gines; and 1629 Flight Equipment Air-
worthiness Reserves. The airworthiness
liabilities for rented equipment included
in accounts 2190 Other Current Liabili-
ties and 2290 Other Noncurrent Lia-
bilities shall be shown in column 13.

3. Amend Schedule B-43—Inventory
of Airframes and Aircraft Engines, of
CAB Form 41, by revising the heading
of column (11) to read “Estimated Re-
sidual Value, Including Any Overhaul
Value Not Depreciated”, as shown in the
ethnbilt attached hereto and incorporated

erein.’

(Secs. 204(a), 407(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, as amended; 72 Stat, 743, 766; 49
U.8.C. 1324, 13877)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[sEaLl HaroLD R. SANDERSON,
Secretary.

[F.R, Doc. 68-3441; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

TForm filed as part of the original docu-
ment,
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Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES

Chapter |—Bureau of Customs,
Department of the Treasury

[T.D. 68-86]

PART 54—CERTAIN IMPORTATIONS
TEMPORARILY FREE OF DUTY

Free Entry of Gifts From Members of
U.S. Armed Forces in Combat Zones

Section 1, Public Law 90-240, approved
January 2, 1968, effective January 1,
1968, amended item 915.25 (relating to
bona fide gifts, not exceeding $50 in retail
value, from members of the Armed
Forces serving in combat zones) of the
Tariff Schedules of the United States
(19 U.S.C. 1202) by the providing a new
effective period “On or before 12/31/69"
and amended the headnotes for part 1,
subpart B of the appendix to such
Schedules by adding at the end thereof
the headnote, “2. Articles exempted un-
der item 915.25 from the payment of duty
shall be exempt also from the payment
of any internal revenue tax imposed
upon or by reason of importation,”

To conform to the changes in the law
made by Public Law 90-240 and to make
certain required technical changes, the
Customs Regulations are amended as
follows:

Section 54.3 is amended by inserting
“and internal revenue tax" after ‘“‘duty”
where it appears in paragraphs (a),
(a) (1), and (d).

Footnote 1 appended to § 54.3(a) is
amended by substituting “12/31/69" for
“12/31/67" therein,

(77A Stat. 434, as amended, sec. 498, 56 Stat.
728, as amended; 19 US.C. 1202 (item
915.25), 1498)

[sEAL] LesTer D. JOHNSON,

Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: March 8, 1968.

Frep B. SMITH,
General Counsel
of the Treasury.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3434; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:48 am.]

Title 31—MONEY AND
FINANCE: TREASURY

Chapter Il—Fiscal Service, Depart-
ment of the Treasury

SUBCHAPTER B—BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT

PART 343—OFFERING OF UNITED
STATES MORTGAGE GUARANTY
INSURANCE COMPANY TAX AND
LOSS BONDS

The regulations in Treasury Depart-
ment Circular, Public Debt Series No.
3-68 (31 CFR Part 343), set forth below,
are issued under the authority of the
Revised Statutes, section 161 (5 U.S.C.
22), the Second Liberty Bond Act, as
amended, section 26, 81 Stat. 778, and
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, sec~
tion 832(e), 81 Stat. 777.
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This offer of United States Mortgage
Guaranty Irsurance Company Tax and
Loss Bonds relates to the fiscal policy of
the United States and notice and publie
procedures thereon are unnecessary,

The regulations were adopted on
March 18, 1968.

Dated: March 18, 1968.

[sEAL] Henry H. FOWLER,
Secretary of the Treasury.
Sec.
343.0
343.1
343.2
8433
3434
8435
343.6

AvuTHORITY: The provisions of this Part
843 issued under Revised Statutes, sec. 161
(6 U.8.0. 22); Second Liberty-Bond Act, as
amended, sec. 26, 81 Stat. 778; Internal
Revenue Code of 1954, sec. 832(e), 81 Stat.
777,

§ 343.0 Offering of bonds.
The Secretary of the Treasury, under

Offering of bonds.
Description of bonds.
Purchase,
Redemption.
Taxation.

Reissue.

General provisions,

- the authority of the Second Liberty Bond

Act, as amended, and pursuant to sec-
tion 832(e) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954, offers for sale to, and only to,
companies organized and engaged in the
business of writing mortgage guaranty
insurance within the United States,
bonds of the United States designated
as Mortgage Guaranty Insurance Com-
pany Tax and Loss Bonds, hereinafter
referred to as “tax and loss bonds.” This
offering will continue until terminated
by the Secretary of the Treasury.

§ 343.1 Description of bonds,

(a) General. Tax and loss bonds will
be issued in registered form only and
in the exact amount paid by the pur-
chaser. The bonds will not earn interest
and may not be transferred by sale, ex-
change, assignment, pledge or other-

wise. They may be reissued as provided

in § 343.5.

(b) Term. Tax and loss bonds will
mature 10 years from their issue date
and will not be subject to call for re-
demption prior to maturity.

(¢) Dating. Tax and loss bonds will
be issued as of the date of receipt of an
application for issue and remittance by
the Office of the Treasurer of the United
States or a Federal Reserve Bank or
Branch, except that all bonds purchased
during the month of March 1968 will be
dated March 15, 1968. An application
received from a commercial bank for a
customer will be treated as though re-
ceived on the date shown on its post-
mark, if the purchase price is transmitted
by credit to its Treasury Tax and Loan
Account and the Certificate of Advice is
dated on or prior to that date.

§ 343.2 Purchase.

(a) Tax and loss bonds may be pur-
chased over the counter or by mail from
the Office of the Treasurer of the United
States, Securities Division, Washington,
D.C. 20220, or the Federal Reserve Banks
and Branches, which will furnish appli-
cation forms for the purchase of such
bonds upon request. An application

properly completed and accompanied by
a remittance for the full amount of the
bond applied for must be received by the
Office of the Treasurer or a Federal Re-
serve Bank or Branch before a bond
will be issued. Any form of exchange
will be accepted subject to collection.

(b) Banking institutions, generally,
may submit applications for customers,
but only the Federal Reserve Banks and
Branches and the Office of the Treasurer
are authorized to act as official agencies.
Remittancé of the purchase price may
be made through credit to Treasury Tax .
and Loan Accounts.

§ 343.3 Redemption.

Pax and loss bonds may not be called
for redemption by the Secretary of the
Treasury prior to maturity, but may be
redeemed in whole or in part at the
owner's option at any time after 3 months
from issue date. To obtain redemption, a
bond with the assignment for redemp-
tion properly completed and executed
must be presented to the Bureau of the
Public Debt, Division of Loans and Cur-
rency, Washington, D.C. 20226. Payment
will be made in accordance with the in-
struction in the assignment for redemp-
tion. The District Director of the Internal
Revenue District in which the owner’s
principal place of business is located will
be furnished a copy of the redemption
advice. Upon partial redemption of a
bond, the remainder will be reissued as
of the original issue date.

§ 343.4 Taxation.

Tax and loss bonds will be exempt from
all taxation now or hereafter imposed on
the principal by any state or any posses-
sion of the United States or of any local
taxing authority.

§343.5 Reissue.

(a) General. Reissue of a bond may be
made only under the conditions specified
in the regulations in this part. A request
for reissue must be made by an officer
of the owner authorized to assign the
bond for redemption. An appropriate
form may be obtained from the Bureal
of the Public Debt, Division of Loans
and Currency, Washington, D.C. 20226.
A reissued bond, upon reissue, will bear
the same issue date as the original bond.

(b) Correction of error. The reissue of
a bond may be made to correct an error
in the original issue upon appropriate ré-
quest supported by satisfactory proof of
error,

(¢) Change of name. An owner whosé
name is changed in any legal manner
after the issue of the bond should submit
the bond with a request for reissue, 0
substitute the new name for the name
inseribed on the bond. The signature 00
the request for reissue should show the
new name, the manner in which the
change was made and the former name,
and must be supported by satisfactory
proof of the change of name. ,

(d) Legal succession. A bond reg_lS}'
tered in the name of a company Which
has been succeeded by another company
as the result of a merger, consolidation,
incorporation, reincorporation, con‘“‘;
sion, or reorganization, or which he
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been lawfully succeeded in any manner
whereby the business or activities of the
original organization are continued with-
out substahtial change will be paid to or
reissued in the name of the successor
upon appropriate request on its behalf,
supported by satisfactory evidence of
successorship.

§ 343.6

(a) Regulations. All tax and loss bonds
shall be subject to the general regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the
Treasury with respect to U.S. securities
which are set forth in the Treasury De-
partment Circular No. 300, current re-
vision, to the extent applicable. Copies of
the general regulations may be obtained
upon request from the Bureau of the
Public Debt, Division of Loans and Cur-
rency, Washington, D.C. 20226.

(b) Fiscal agents. Federal Reserve
Banks and Branches, as fiscal agents of
the United Btates, may be authorized to
perform such services as may be re-
quested of them by the Secretary of the
Treasury in connection with the issuef
delivery, redemption, reissue, and pay-
ment of tax and loss bonds.

(c) Reservations. The Secretary of
the Treasury may at any time, or from
time to time, supplement or amend the
terms of this circular or any amend-
ments or supplements thereto.

[FR, Doc. 68-3435; Filed, Mar. 20, 1068;
8:48 am.]

Title 33—NAVIGATION AND
NAVIGABLE WATERS

Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department
of Transportation

SUBCHAPTER |—ANCHORAGES
[CGFR 68-8]

PART 110—ANCHORAGE
REGULATIONS

Subpart B—Anchorage Grounds

Mississieer RIvER BeELow BATON Rovuge,

La., INCLUDING SOUTH AND SOUTHWEST
Passes

L. Pilot organizations on the Missis-
sippi River have requested modification
of Pilottown Anchorage, A special notice
ld)ated March 1, 1967, was issued by the

istrict Engineer, New Orleans District,

S. Army Corps of Engineers describing

€ broposed changes. All known inter-
gsted barties were notified and requested
0l comment. No objection was received.
- 1Eﬁ1‘n'oposed changes are considered
dgcioha.ry due to the increased project
t01)4 (;1 in the Mississippi River from 35
e feet. The depth and area require-
wa;tliv(gytlgirger vessels now using the
Batlequnie e the present anchorage
mgai}r{ie purpose of this document is to
i ¥ existing deseriptions of Pilot-

0 Anchorage by increasing its size for

€ accommoda -
040 fet. te vessels with drafts up

3. By vi
e riue

General provisions.

of the authority vested in
4s Commandant, U.S, Coast Guard
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by 14 US.C. 632 and the delegation in
49 CFR 1.4(a)(3) of the Secretary of
Transportation under 49 U.S.C. 1655
(g) (1), the text of 33 CFR 110.195(a) (1)
is amended to read as follows and shall
become effective on and after 30 days
after publication of this document in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

§ 110.195 Mississippi River helow Baton
Rouge, La., including South and
Southwest Passes.

(a) The anchorage grounds—(1) Pi-
loitown Anchorage. An area &pproxi-
mately 5.2 miles in length along the
right descending bank or west side of
the river. The east limit of the anchorage
area at the upstream end starts at a
point approximately 1,600 feet from the
east bank at Mile 6.7 above Head of
Passes and extends downstream gener-
ally parallel to and 1,600 feet from the
east bank line to a point directly op-
posite Old Quarantine Station Light at
Mile 3.7 above Head of Passes; thence to
a point 1,600 feet directly opposite Cubits
Gap Light at Mile 2.8 above Head of
Passes; thence to a.point 1,600 feet. di-
rectly opposite Pilottown Wingdam
Light at Mile 1.5 above Head of Passes,
which is the downstream limit of the
anchorage area. The area is marked by
large signs, “Pilottown Anchorage,” lo-
cated on the right bank at the lower and
upper limits. This anchorage is for ships
which cannof proceed to sea because of
fog at the Gulf ends of South and South-
west Passes, or for any other reason.

- kS - Ll .
(Sec. 7, 38 Stat. 1053, as amended; sec.
6(g) (19, 80 Stat. 840; 33 U.S.C. 471, 49 US.C.
1655(g) (1); 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3))

Dated: March 14, 1968.

P.E. TRIMBLE,
Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Acting Commandant.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3407; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

Title 35—PANAMA CANAL

Chapter I—Canal Zone Regulations

PART 67—CANAL ZONE POSTAL
SERVICE

Miscellaneous Amendments

Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, Part 67 of Title 35 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

1. The table of contents of Subpart D
of Part 67 is amended to include new
§§ 67.171 and 67.246 to read as follows:

Subpart D—Mail Classification and Rates
* » - - 4
Marn. PRIVILEGES FOR MEMBERS OF ARMED
FoRrces

Sec,
67.171 Mail privileges for members of the
U.S. Armed Forces and friendly
nations in the Canal Zone,
- - - -

67.246 Philatelic sales,
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2. Section 67.5 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 67.5 International reply eoupons,

International reply coupons of the Uni-
versal Postal Union, which are printed in
blue ink and bear the caption “Coupon-~
Response International” issued in United
States and foreign countries are ex-
changeable for Canal Zone postage
stamps at the following rates:

(a) Issued in all other
countries except
the United States
and Panama

(b) Issued in
United States and

13 cents each.

6 cents each.

3. SBection 67.91 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 67.91 Domestic rates for first-class
mail.

(a) Application of rates. In addition
to the domestic postage rates for first-
class mail set forth in 39 CFR, which are
applicable to and within the Canal Zone
and to regular mail exchanged with the
United States, its Territories, Posses-
sions, and the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, a drop letter rate of 5 cents per
ounce is also applicable within the Canal
Zone.

(b) Zones. There are two zones for
first-class mail weighing in excess of 13
ounces, as follows:

(1) Local and Zone 1 and 2. “Local”
applies to first-class matter mailed at a
main post office, its Pranches or units
addressed for delivery at that main post
office, its branches or units. Whenever
cheaper, the drop letter rate is applica~
ble. Zone 1 and 2 applies to first-class
matter over 13 ounces mailed at any post
office, branch, or unit addressed for de-
livery in the Canal Zone or Republic of
Panama and not included in “Local”
zone.

(2) Zone 8. This applies to first-class
matter over 13 ounces mailed at any post
office, branch, or unit for delivery at post
offices in the United States, its Terri-
tories and Possessions and Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico.

Cross REFERENCE: Rates for first-class

mail, see 39 CFR 21.1. Airmall rates, see
§ 67.161 in this Part 67.

4, Section 67.92 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 67.92 (lassification,

The provisions of 39 CFR, describing
the various classifications of first-class
mail, are applicable to and within the
Canal Zone with the following addition:

(a) Drop letters. Drop letters are let-
ters mailed for local delivery. (Letters
mailed at a main post office, its branches
or units addressed for delivery at that
main post office, its branches or units.)

5. Paragraph (a) of §67.111 is
amended to read as follows:

§ 67.111 Rates for publications, gen-
erally.
* - * - .

21, 1968
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(a) For delivery in the Canal Zone.
Domestic second-class rates of postage
as provided by 39 CFR.

- * - » *

6. Subparagraph (1) of paragraph
(a) of §67.131 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 67.131 Applicability of Federal postal
regulations,
. = - * *

(a) Rates. (1) Domestic destinations,
except when an article is mailed which
does not weigh in excess of 1 ounce, the
drop letter rate may be used, when
applicable,

» * » - *

7. Subparagraph (2) of paragraph
(a) and paragraph (c¢) of § 67.161 are
amended to read as follows:

§ 67.161 Domestic destinations.

(a) Rates. * * *

(2) United States, its Territories and
Possessions and Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico. The domestic postage rates,
for airmail, set forth in 39 CFR, are
applicable,

L * s . *

(¢) Application of raies. Postage is
charged on airmail (except postal and
post cards) according to weight at rates
prescribed by paragraph (a)(2) of this
section, regardless of the class of mail.
Air post cards must conform to the size
and conditions prescribed for post cards.

* w - L -

8. Subparagraphs (1), (2), and (3) of
paragraph (b) of § 67.163 are amended
to read as follows:

§ 67.163

*

(b) Rates—(1) Leiters and lettler

packages,' Postal Union “Other Articles.”

These rates are based on a three-zone
structure, except Panama, as follows:

Cents per
half ounce

Foreign destinations.
* » *> Ld

Zone A. North America, Central Amer-
ica except Panama, the Caribbean
Islands and South America 16
Zone B, Europe (except U.S.S.R.) and
Mediterranean Africa 25
Zone C. US.S.R., Asia, the Pacific, and
Africa other than Mediterranean. ... 30

(2) Postcards (single),
Cents each
8
All other countries
(3) Aerogrammes (air-letler sheets).
Cents each

All other countries
» -

9. New § 67.171 is added and reads as
follows:

1 Consult 39 CFR for list of countries to
which articles liable to customs duties (mer-
chandise) may be forwarded in letters and
letter packages.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

MATL PRIVILEGES FOR MEMBERS OF ARMED
FORCES

§ 67.171 Mail privileges for members of
the U.S. Armed Forces and friendly
nations in the Canal Zone.

(a) Airlift mail: The following items
of Armed Forces personnel mail, when
addressed to locations where United
States domestic postage rates apply, are
given airlift on a space available basis
between the Canal Zone and a point of
embarkation within the United States
and to final destination, except parcels
defined in subparagraph (3) of this para-
graph, which will be given surfacetrans-
portation within the United States:

(1) First-class letter mail including
postal and post cards.

(2) Sound recorded communications
having the character of personal cor-
respondence. Markings required on this
category of mail are as required by 39
CFR.

(3) Parcels of any class paid at sur-
face postage rates not exceeding 5 pounds

_ in weight and not exceeding 60 inches in

length and girth combined. From point
of embarkation in the.United States to
delivery point within the United States,
or to point of debarkation to overseas
APO's and FPO’s, these parcels will be
transported by surface means. From U.S.
debarkation point to overseas APO’s and
FPO's these parcels will be given airlift
on a space available basis. These parcels
must be marked with the large letters
SAM (space available mail) on the
address side, preferably below the postage
and above the name of the addressee.
Postal employees shall at time of
acceptance place these letters on all such
parcels.

(49 Parcels other than a parcel mailed
airmail not exceeding 30 pounds in
weight or 60 inches in length and girth
combined, will be transported by air on a
space available basis to final destination,
upon payment of a fee of $1 in addition
to the regular surface rate of postage.
These parcels must be marked with the
large letters PAL (parcel air lift) on the
address side, preferably below the postage
and above the name of the addressee.
Postal employees shall at time of
acceptance place these letters on all such
parcels.

(b) Preparation—Military Return Ad-
dress or Military Address: To be eligible
for Airlift Service from the Canal Zone,
the mail matter must show either a Mili-
tary Return Address or a Military
Address.

(1) Military Return Address. The re-
turn address should show grade, full
name including first and middle name
or initial, service number, organization,
post office box and Canal Zone post office
or APO or FPO designation. (There
should be sufficient information in the
return address to identify the mailer as
a member of the Armed Forces or a
dependent.)

(2) Military Address. The Military Ad-
dress must include an Army Post Mfiice
or a Fleet Post Office (APO or FPO)
designation.

(¢c) The eligible mail matter may be
mailed at any Canal Zone Post Office.

(d) The provisions of 39 CFR, relating
to the weight and size limits and pro-
hibitions concerning Armed Forces per-
sonnel mail are applicable to and within
the Canal Zone.

(e) The provisions of 39 CFR, relating
to letters sent postage collect and letters
sent free by Armed Forces personnel are
applicable to and within the Canal Zone.

10. Section 67.221 is amended to read
as follows:
§ 67.221 Adhesive stamps available.

The following adhesive stamps are
available:

Purpose Form Denomination

Ordinary postage....| Single or

sheet,

Cofl of 100.
Coil of 500......
Coil of 3000. ...
Bingle or

Airmail postage
sheet.

(for use on air-
mail only).
Precanceled stamps,
for sale by:

(a) Postmaster,
Cristobal to :
permit holders, will vary as

required by
permit holders.
(b) C.Z. Phila-

telic Agency for

collection pur-

Single or
sheet.

80 cents. Good
only for special
delivery fee on
mail to United
States.

Single or
sheet.

poses.
Special Delivery
(U.8.).

11. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 67.223
are amended to read as follows:
§ 67.223 Envelopes and postal cards
available.
The following plain stamped envelopes
and postal cards are available:
(a) Plain stamped envelopes.

Denomi-
nation
* (cents)

500 250 100
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(b) Postal cards.

Price each
(cents)

Stock No, and Kind

dimensions

Domestic, single. .. _
Airmail, single

12. Paragraph (¢) of
amended to read as follows:

§67.224 Payment for postage.
. * L L L]

(¢c) Postage due. Postage due shall be
paid in cash. Ordinary Canal Zone post-
age stamps will be affixed by postal per-
sonnel to Postage Due mail in the
amount of the deficient postage and
canceled.

* * - * ®

13. Section 67.244 is amended to read
as follows:

§ 67.244 Sale limited.

Precanceled stamps may be sold only
to permit holders except as provided in
§ 67.246.

14, New § 67.246 is added, reading as
follows:

§67.246 Philatelic sales.

Canal Zone precanceled stamps will
be available for sale for collection pur-
poses to permit and nonpermit holders
only through the Canal Zone Philatelic
Agency.

(a) Unused precanceled stamps may
not be sold for philatelic purposes by
permit holders.

15. Section 67.312 is amended to read
as follows:

§67.312 Stamps available.

In addition to stamps of the ordinary
and airmail series, the Canal Zone Phil-
atelic Agency has for sale precanceled
Stamps, commemorative stamps, and
stamped envelopes and postal cards. A
list of items available will be furnished
on request to the Canal Zone Philatelic
Agency, Balboa, C.Z. The list is revised

When a new stamp is issued or an old
Stamp is withdrawn.,

16. Section 67.313 is amended to read
as follows:

§67.313 Orderfor stamps.

OAll'stamps are for sale at face value.
zrdexs should be addressed to the Canal
< gnlfi‘ Philatelic Agency, Balboa, C.Z., and
5 all be accompanied by remittance suf-
8 ectlent to cover the cost of stamps, plus
Reni) Postage at the first-class rate.

€¢istration of stamp shipments is rec~
Om{xlended but it is not required. If
Tegistration ig desired, the fee shall be
Included in the remittance.

17, Section
s followe: 67.315 is amended to read

§67.315 First-day covers.

" rfl‘;ft-day covers are envelopes bearing
e Wisg:mp canceled on its first day of
ek a s_pecial die reading “First
Issue.” The Canal Zone Phila-

§67.224 is
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telic Agency processes “First-day”
covers. Requests accompanied by self-
addressed envelopes and remittance to
cover the cost of stamps, should be sent
to the Canal Zone Philatelic Agency,
Balboa, C.Z. Orders for uncanceled
stamps should not be included with
orders for first-day covers.

18. Section 67.401 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (¢) and subparagraph
(1) of paragraph (e), revoking subpara-
graphs (2) and (3) of paragraph (e), and
adding a new paragraph (g) to read as
follows:

§ 67.401 Al classes.

* . # * *

(e) Airmail—(1) General provisions.
The provisions of 39 CFR relating to the
forwarding of airmail articles by surface
means, are applicable to and within the
Canal Zone.

(2) Ezceptions. The provisions of 39
CFR relating to the forwarding of air-
mail articles by air, are applicable to and
within the Canal Zone. For postage pre-
payment when required, see paragraph
(f) of this section.

* * * * *
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(e) Mail for ships’ passengers and
crew members— (1) Applicability of Fed-
eral postal regulations, The provisions of
39 CFR, relating to the forwarding of
mail addressed to passengers on board a
ship or crew members, are applicable to
and within the Canal Zone.

(2) [Revoked]

(3) [Revoked]

» - . A >

(g) Address correction requested, The
provisions of 39 CFR relating to the
notification of mailer, when requested,
of the addressee’s new address on all
classes of mail and the prescribed fee for
this service, are applicable to and within
the Canal Zone and to mail exchanged
with the United States, its Territories
and Possessions and Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico.

- - - - L

19. Paragraph (b) of §67.591 is
amended to read as follows:

§ 67.591 Surface mails.

L) » -

(b) Postal Union mail.

Classifications

Weight limits

Surface rates (surface)

Letters and Letter Packages:
Panama
All other countries. ... .. ool oo il

Post Cards:

All other countries
Printed Matter:
a. Books and sheet musie:

Countries of Postal Union of Americas
and Spain, except Spain and Spanish
possessions.

All other countries including Spain and
Spanish possessions.

b. Publishers' Second Class:

P.U.A.8. countries

All other countries

¢, Other printed matter:
All other countries

Samples of Merchandize:
All countries

Matter for the blind:
All countries

Small Packets:
All countries

B-Ounce Merchandise Packages:
Canada only

8 cenis per ounce
13 cents first ounce, 8 cents each additional
ounee,

5 cents single; 10 conts reply paid..... ...
8§ cents single; 16 cents reply paid

3 conts first 2 ounces, 1 cent each additional
2 ounces.

4 cents first 2 ounces, 1}4 cents each addi-
tional 2 ounces.

3 cents first 2 ounces, 1 cent each additional
2 ounces. .

4 cents first 2 ounces, 1)¢ conts each ad-
ditional 2 ounces,

6 cents first 2 ounces, 4 cents each ad-
ditional 2 ounces.

6 cents first 2 ounces,
ditional 2 ounces, Minimum charge 13
cents.

Domestic rates apply, with certain ex-
ceptions.

6 cents each 2 ounces. Minimum charge,
26 cents.

16 cents (flat rate)

4 pounds 6 ounces,
Do.

See 39 CFR.

Sec 30 CFR:

See 30 CFR;

4 conts each ad- | 18 ounces.

15 pounds 6
ounces,

2pounds 3
ounces,

§ ounces.

20. Paragraph (b) of §67.702 is
amended to read as follows:

§ 67.702 International money orders.
> - L L -

(b) The remitter shall submit an in-
ternational money order application for
the amount, in U.S. currency, which he
desires paid to the payee. A domestic
money order for the amount of the inter-
national money order plus the required
international money order fee shall be
issued, payable to the Postmaster, Wash-
ington, D.C. The post office stub of the
domestic money order shall be endorsed
on “the back “Int. M.O.—Postmaster,
Washington, D.C.,”” and placed in proper
sequence with other stubs. The pur-

chaser’s receipt shall be given to the pur-
chaser and the domestic money order and
international application shall be for-
warded to: International Money Order
Branch, Post Office Department, General
Accounting Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20260, by official registered airmail.
Cross REFERENCE: Countries where Inter-
national money order service is available on
direct exchange basis, see 39 CFR 61.2(f).

(2 C.Z.C. secs. 1131-1133, 76A Stat. 38-39)
Dated: February 13, 1968.
[SEAL] W. P. LEBER,
Governor.

[FR. Doc. 68-3334; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 a.m.]
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Title 36—PARKS, FORESTS,
AND MEMORIALS

Chapter Il—Forest Service, Depari-
ment of Agriculture

PART 231—GRAZING

Part 231 of Title 36, Code of Federal
Regulations, is revised to read as follows:
Sec,
231.1 Range resource development and

administration,

Management of the range environ-
ment,

Grazing permits and grazing agree-
ments.

Grazing fees.

Revocation and suspension of graz-
ing permits.

Cooperation in management.

Cooperation in control of estray or
unbranded livestock, animal dis-
eases, noxious farm weeds, and use
of pesticides.

2319 Range Improvements.

231,10 Livestock advisory boards.

AvuTHORITY: The provisions of this Part 231
issued under sec. 1, 30 Stat. 35, as amended,
sec. 1, 33 Stat. 628; 16 U.S.C. 551, 472; sec.
32, 50 Stat. 525, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1011,
unless otherwise noted.

§ 231.1 Range resource development
and administration.

(a) Authority, The Chief, Forest Serv-
ice, is authorized to develop, administer
and protect the range resources, and
permit and regulate the grazing use of
all kinds and classes of livestock on all
National Forest System lands and on
other lands under Forest Service control.

(b) Definitions. (1) “National Forest
System lands,” as used in this part, are
the National Forests, National Grass-
lands, and other Federal lands for which
the Forest Service has administrative
Jurisdiction.

(2) “Other lands under Forest Serv-
ice control,” as used in this part, are
those other public and private lands for
which the Forest Service has been given
control of use through lease, agreement,
waiver, or otherwise.

(3) Livestock as used in this part in-
cludes all domestic livestock raised for
food and other animal products and all
animals used for work or to provide
transportation services.

§231,2 Management of the range
environment.

(a) Range allotments will be desig-
nated on National Forest System lands
and on other lands under Forest Service
control. Associated private and other
public lands should be included in such
range allotments to form logical range
management units.

(b) Each range allotment will be
periodically analyzed and a plan of man-
agement developed and implemented
which will provide for conservation, de-
velopment and utilization of the range
environment for livestock grazing in
coordination with other resource needs
and uses.

231.2
2313

2315
231.6

231.7
231.8

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 231.3 Grazing permits and grazing
agreements.

(a) Unless otherwise specified by the
Chief, Forest Service, all livestock use on
National Forest System lands and on
other lands under Forest Service control
shall be authorized by grazing permit or
grazing agreement.

(b) A grazing permit or grazing agree-
ment conveys no right, title, or interest
of the United States in any lands or
resource use authorized thereunder and
is a privilege for the exclusive benefit of
the person or organization to whom a
permit is issued or with whom a grazing
agreement is entered into.

(¢) The regulations of the Secretary of
Agriculture relating to the protection,
administration, and development of the
range resources are a part of each graz-
ing permit and grazing agreement.

(d) Grazing permits and grazing
agreements authorizing livestock use on
National Forest System lands and on
other lands under Forest Service control
shall be as follows:

(1) Paid term permits may be issued
for periods of ten years or less to per-
sons who own the livestock to be grazed
and such base ranch property as the
Chief, Forest Service, may require. They
may also be issued in connection with
changes of ownership of the base ranch
property or the permitted livestock of
term permittees. Term permits are re-
newable at the end of each term period
provided the provisions and require-
ments under which they are issued con-
tinue to be met and as long as it is in
the public interest to renew them. The
term permit gives its holder first priority
for its renewal at the expiration of the
term permit period. The Chief, Forest
Service, shall prescribe the provisions
and requirements under which term per-
mits may be issued, renewed, and
administered, including:

(i) Eligibility criteria;

(ii) Base ranch property and livestock
ownership;

(iii) Commensurability requirements;

(iv) Provisions and requirements
under which term permits may be issued
through acquisition by purchase, in-
heritance or otherwise of the base ranch
property or the permitted livestock of
term permittees;

(v) Conditions for the approval of
nonuse of permit for specified periods;

(vi) Upper limits governing size of
permit which may be held by any person,
firm or corporation.

(2) Paid temporary permits may be
issued on an annual basis to persons
under such provisions and requirements
as the Chief, Forest Service, shall
prescribe.

(3) Paid term or temporary permits
with a specific on-and-off provision may
be issued to persons owning livestock
which will graze on range only part of
which is National Forest System lands
and on other lands under Forest Service
control.

(4) Paid commercial fransportation
livestock permits may be issued, under
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such provisions and requirements as the
Chief, Forest Service, shall preseribe, to
persons who are engaged in commercial
packing, dude ranching, or other com-
mercial enterprises which involve trans-
portation livestock use.

(5) Private land permits may be issued,
free of charge, to persons who control

-grazing lands adjacent to National
Forest System lands and who waive ex-
clusive use of these lands to the Forest
Service for the full calendar year.

(6) Free permits may be issued fo:

(1) Persons who reside on ranch or
agricultural lands within or contiguous
to National Forest System lands for not
to exceed 10 head of milk cows or other
animals owned or kept for domestic pur-
poses and whose products are consumed
or whose services are used directly by
the family of the resident, and there isa
distinet need for National Forest System
lands to support such animals.

(ii) Persons issued grazing permits or
entering into grazing agreements for the
number of animals needed to manage the
livestock authorized to graze, and there
is a distinct need for National Forest
System lands to support such animals.

(iii) Prespectors, campers, and travel-
ers for the few head of livestoek actually
used during the period of occupancy.

(iy) Others as may be authorized by
the Chief, Forest Service.

(7) Paid or free crossing permits may
be issued to persons to trail livestock
under such requirements and provisions
as the Chief, Forest Service shall
prescribe.

(8) Grazing agreements may be en-
tered into with cooperative grazing as-
sociations or similar organizations In-
corporated or otherwise established
pursuant to State law. Such an agree-
ment will make National Forest System
lands and improvements ayailable to the
association for grazing purposes for
periods of 10 years or less, subject to such
provisions and requirements as the Chief,
Forest Service, shall prescribe. The as-
sociation may allocate and administer
the available grazing use in accordance
with the provisions of the grazing agree-
ment and Forest Service policies.

(e¢) Any person authorized by a graz-
ing permit or grazing agreement to use
National Forest System lands and other
lands under Forest Service control shall
protect the land and property of the
United States and shall pay the United
States for any damage to its Jand or
property resulting from negligence OF
from violation of the provisions and re-
quirements of the grazing permit or gras-
icg agreement or any law or regulation
applicable to the National Forests Of
National Grasslands by such person, by
his agents and employees when acting
within the scope of their employment, oF
by his contractors or subcontractors.

(f) Any person authorized by & graz-
ing permit or grazing agreement to use
National Forest System lands and other
lands under Forest Service control may
at any time be required to give l—"’f"r
and sufficient bond to insure paymellti Od
all damages sustained by the Un “;0
States through that person’s failure




comply with the provisions and require~
ments of the grazing permit or the graz-
ing agreement or any law or regulation
applicable to the National Forests or
the National Grasslands.

§231.5 Grazing fees.

(a) A fee as determined by the Chief,
Forest Service, shall be charged for the
grazing or crossing of all livestock on
National Forest System lands and on
other lands under Forest Service control
except as otherwise authorized by the
Secretary of Agriculture.

(b) No charge shall be made for ani-
mals under 6 months of age at the time
of entering National Forest System lands
and other lands under Forest Service
control which are the natural increase of
the livestock upon which fees are paid or
for those born during the season for
which the permit is allowed; providing
that the full fee may be charged for all
weaned calves and colts regardless of age
and for such animals as will become 12
months of age during the season for
which the permit is allowed.

(¢) All grazing fees are payable in ad-
vance of the opening date of the grazing
period unless otherwise authorized by the
Chief, Forest Service, Crossing fees are
payable in advance of entering National
Forest System lands and on other lands
under Forest Service control.

(d) Refunds or credits may be allowed
under such justifiable circumstances as
the Chief, Forest Service, may specify.

§231.6 Revocation and Suspension of
Grazing Permits.

The Chief, Forest Service, is author-
ized to revoke or suspend term grazing
permits in whole or in part on all Na-
tional Forest System lands and on other
lands under Forest Service control:

(a) For failure to comply with any of
the provisions and requirements in the
grazing permit; any of the regulations of
the Secretary of Agriculture on which
the permit is based; or, the instructions
of Forest officers issued thereunder; and,

(b) For knowingly and willfully mak-
ing a false statement or representation
in the permittee’s grazing application,
and amendments thereto.

§231.7 Cooperation in management.

(@) Cooperation with local livestock
Ussociations—(1) Awuthority. The Chief,
Forest, Service, is authorized to recognize,
Cooperate with, and assist local livestock
associations organized primarily to man-
age the livestock and range resources on
2 single range allotment or associated
£roups of allotments on which the mem-
be;s livestock are permitted to graze.

(2) Purposes. These associations will
Provide the means for the members to:

‘1) Manage their permitted livestock
and the range resources.

di (i) Meet Jjointly with Forest officers to
. Scuss and formulate programs for man-
rgement of their livestock and the range

esources,
nol) Express their wishes through

t(e.n' designated officers or committees.
2, 1}‘() Share costs for handling of live-
e CK, construction and maintenance of

e improvements, or other agreed
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upon programs deemed needed for proper
management of the permitted livestock
and range resources.

(v) Formulate association special rules
needed to ensure proper resource man-
agement,

(3) Requirements for recognition. The
requirements for receiving recognition
by the Forest Supervisor are:

(i) The members of the association
must constitute a majority of the graz-
ing permittees on the range allotment or
allotments involved.

(ii) The officers of the association
must be elected by a majority of the as-
sociation members or of a quorum as
specified by the association’s constitution
and bylaws.

(iii) The officers other than the
Secretary and Treasurer must be grazing
permittees on the range allotment or
allotments involved.

(iv) The association’s activities must
be governed by a constitution and by-
laws acceptable to the Forest Super-
visor, and approved by him.

(4) Withdrawing recognition. The
Forest Supervisor may withdraw his
recognition of the association whenever:

(1) The majority of the grazing per-
mittees request that the association be
dissolved.

(ii) The association becomes inactive,
and does not meet in annual or special
meetings during a consecutive 2-year
period.

(b) Cooperation with national, State,
and county livestock organizations. The
policies and programs of national, State,
and county livestock organizations give
direction to, and reflect in, the practices
of their members. Good working rela-
tionships with these groups is conducive
to the betterment of range management
on both public and private lands. The
Chief, Forest Service, should endeavor
to establish and maintain close working
relationships with national livestock
organizations who have an interest in
the administration of National Forest
System lands, and direct Forest officers
to work cooperatively with State and
county livestock qrganizations with
similar interests.

(¢c) Interagency cooperation. The
Chief, Forest Service, will cooperate with
other Federal agencies which have
interest in improvement of range man-
agement on public and private lands.

(d) Cooperalion with others. The
Chief, Forest Service, will cooperate with
other agencies, institutions, organiza-
tions, and individuals who have interest
in improvement of range management on
public and private lands.

§ 231.8 Cooperation in control of estray
or unbranded livestock, animal di-
seases, noxious farm weeds, and use
of pesticides.

(a) Insofar as it involves National For-
est System lands and other lands under
Forest Service control or the livestock
which graze thereupon, the Chief, Forest
Service, will cooperate with:

(1) State, county, and Federal agen-
cies in the enforcement of all laws and
regulations relating to livestock diseases
and sanitation;
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(2) The Agricultural Research Service
and other Federal and/or State agencies
and institutions in surveillance of pesti-
cide spray programs; and

(3) State cattle and sheep sanitary
boards in control of estray and un-
branded livestock.

(b) The Chief, Forest Service, will co-
operate with county or other local weed
control districts in analyzing noxious
farm weed problems and developing con-
trol programs in areas of which the
National Forests and National Grass-
lands are a part.

§ 231.9 Range improyvements.

(a) Structural and nonstructural
range improvements needed to manage,
protect or develop the range resource on
National Forest System lands and other
lands controlled by the Forest Service
will be installed and maintained when
authorized.

(b) Such improvement may be in-
stalled and maintained by individuals,
organizations or agencies other than the
Forest Service subject to the following:

(1) All improvements must be author-
ized by special use permit or cooperative
agreement.

(2) Title to structural improvements
removable without damage to the re-
sources, such as troughs, cattleguards,
etc., may be retained by the cooperator
or permittee; Provided, That title shall
vest in the United States where a part of
the construction cost for any improve-
ment is borne by the Government.

(3) Title to nonstructural and non-
removable structural improvements such
as trails, driveways, earth dams, etc., or
those which cannot be removed without
damage to resources shall vest in the
United States.

(4) Range improvement work per-
formed by a cooperator or permittee on
National Forest System lands shall not
confer the exclusive right to use the im-
provement or the land influenced.

(e) A user of the range resource on
National Forest System lands and other
lands under Forest Service control may
be required by the Chief, Forest Service,
to maintain improvements used with his
grazing privilege in a satisfactory state
of repair.

. (d) Grazing fees shall not be adjusted
to compensate permittees for range im-
provement work performed on National
Forest System lands: Provided, That, in
accordance with section 32(c¢), Title III,
Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, the
cost to grazing users in complying with
requirements of a grazing permit or
agreement may be considered in deter-
mining the annual grazing fee on Na-
tional Grasslands if it has not been used
in establishing the grazing base value.

(Sec. 12, 64 Stat. 85; 16 U.8.C. 580h)
§ 231.10 Livestock advisory boards.

(a) Establishment of advisory boards.
To provide National Forest System graz-
ing permittees a means for expressing
their recommendations concerning the
management and administration of Na-
tional Forest System grazing lands, an
advisory board shall be constituted and
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elected as provided in this section for
each National Forest, National Grass-
land, or administrative subdivision
thereof whenever a majority of the graz-
ing permittees of such National Forest,
National Grassland, or administrative
subdivision thereof so petitions the
Forest Supervisor.

(b) Membership of advisory boards.
Each advisory board constituted and
elected as provided in this section shall
consist of not less than three (3) nor
more than twelve (12) members, who
shall be National Forest System grazing
permittees in the area for which such
board is constituted and elected. In ad-
dition, the State Game Commission, or
the corresponding public body of the
State in which the advisory board is
located, may appoint a wildlife repre-
sentative as a member of the board to
advise on wildlife problems. The wildlife
representative so appointed shall not be
a voting member of the board.

(e) Constituting and electing advisory
boards. (1) TUpon being petitioned
the Forest Supervisor shall determine
whether the permittees have met the
following requirements:

(i) The area for which the board is
to be constituted and elected is a Na-
tional Forest, National Grassland, or
administrative subdivision thereof.

(ii) The permittees petitioning for an
advisory board are a majority of the
grazing permittees in the area for which
the board is to be established.

(iii) The membership of the board is
to consist of not less than three (3)
nor more than twelve (12) members,
exclusive of the nonvoting wildlife
representative.

(iv) The manner in which the mem-
bers of the board are to be nominated
and elected, if such manner is proposed
by the petitioning permittees, will effect
an equitable representation of all grazing
permittees in the area for which the
board is to be established.

(2) If the Forest Supervisor deter-
mines that any of the requirements in
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph have
not been met, he will so notify the
petitioning permittees. If the require-
ments in subparagraph (1) of this para-
graph have been met, the Forest Super-
visor will notify the grazing permittees
in the area for which the board is to be
established that their petition is
approved.

(3) The Forest Supervisor shall pre-
scribe the manner in which the members
of the board are to be nominated and
elected: Provided, That such manner will
effect an equitable representation of all
grazing permittees in the area for which
the board is to be established and that
all grazing permittees in such area shall
be eligible to vote in the election.

(4) The Forest Supervisor shall deter-
mine and announce the results of the
election of the members of the board and
shall recognize the duly elected board as
representing the National Forest System
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grazing permittees in the area for which
it is established.

(5) A duly recognized advisory board
shall, with the concurrence of a
majority of the grazing permittees and
the Forest Supervisor, adopt a constitu-
tion and/or bylaws to govern the con-
duct of its proceedings: Provided, That
the board, with a quorum present, shall
meet at least once annually at a time to
be fixed by the board, and at such other
time or times as its members may deter-
mine, or on the call of the chairman or
the Forest Supervisor or his designee.

(6) An advisory board may consider
the complaints and appeals of the graz-
ing permittee for the area it represents
and may make recommendations there-
on: Provided, That an appeal taken
under this paragraph shall not be con-
strued as a waiver of any right to an
appeal pursuant to §§ 211.20 to 211.37 of
this chapter. :

(d) Termination of advisory boards.
The Forest Supervisor may withdraw his
recognition of any advisory board when-
ever:

(1) A majority of the permittees for
the area the board represents requests
that the board be dissolved.

(2) The board becomes inactive and
does not meet at least once annually
during a consecutive 2-year period.

(e) Reconstitution -of boards estab~-
lished under previous authority. Any ad-
visory board established pursuant to
§231.7 (16 F.R. 12620, Dec. 14, 1951, as
amended at 17 F.R. 3654, Apr. 24, 1952)
may be recognized by the Forest Super-
visor as an advisory board under this
section if it can be shown to the satis-
faction of the Forest Supervisor that:

(1) The board represents a majority
of the grazing permittees on the area for
which the board was established.

(2) The board consists of not less than
three (3) nor more than twelve (12)
members who are National Forest
System grazing permittees in the area
which the board represents.

(3) The hoard gives the State Game
Commission, or the corresponding public
body of the State in which the board
is located, the opportunity to appoint a
wildlife representative as a nonvoting
member of the board.

(4) The board members equitably
represent all National Forest System
grazing permittees in the area for which
the board was established.

(5) The board is not prevented or
limited by its constitution and/or by-
laws, if any, from complying with the
provisions and the purposes of this part.

Within 5 years from the date of promul-
gation of this part, advisory boards es-
tablished pursuant to §231.7 (16 F.R.
12620, Dec. 14, 1951, as amended at 17
F.R. 3654, Apr, 24, 1952) shall be recon-
stituted as provided in this section: Pro-
vided, That pending reconstitution such
advisory boards shall be subject to and
continued under the provisions of § 231.7
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existing prior to the date of promulga-
tion of this part.

(Sec. 18, 64 Stat. 87; 16 U.S.C. 580k)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 14th
day of March 1968.

JOHN A. BAKER,
Assistant Secretary

of Agriculture.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3447; -Filed, Mar. 20, 1068;
8:49 am.]

Title 42—PUBLIC HEALTH

Chapter I—Public Health Service, De-
partment of Health, Education, and
Welfare

SUBCHAPTER F—QUARANTINE, INSPECTION,
LICENSING
PART 75—SMOKE INSPECTION
GUIDES

Design and Test Specifications

The following amendment to §75.1
revises the design and test specifications
for the smoke inspection guide, The
guide is a device for measuring the
density of smoke emissions which was
developed by the Public Health Service.
The specifications for the guide were
dedicated to the public use without any
charge, fee or license requirements on
March 4, 1960 (25 FR. 1911).

Section 75.1 is amended by revising
paragraphs (d) and (e) and deleting
paragraph (f), as follows:

§ 75.1 Design and test specifications for
the smoke inspection guide.
L . - » .

(d) The four intensities of gray pro-
ceeding from light to dark shall be desig-
nated in terms of percentage light trans-
mission having the values of 80, 60, 40,
and 20 percent =5 percent., These values
of percentage transmission shall be de-
termined using a transmissometer with
specifications deseribed in paragraph (e)
of this section as the primary standard of
reference. A sensitive densitometer capa-
ble of measurement of differences I
optical densities within +0.005 and cali-
brated with reference to the primary
standard shall be acceptable as a second-
ary standard of reference, The trans-
mission values of 80, 60, 40, and 20
percent shall also be referred to as
nominal Ringlemann Nos. 1, 2, 3, and
4, respectively.

(e) The transmissometer used for
measurement of the transmission values
of the gray areas shall have collimating
tubes with 0.25’' diameter apertures and
viewing angles within 5° attached to the
detector and lamp, The spectral response
of the transmissometer shall be restricted
to the visual range and comparable 0
the human eye. A schematic of a trans-
missometer for calibration of smoke
guides is shown in Figure 1.

21, 1968




RULES AND REGULATIONS

obD m slea2m 1, 8" N
55t~ T " Y 3 7™ o g Lewp
] Y | |
] 1 0.25"F ! l
I Bage
0 100 YLamp Yo, 1630
A 6.5
it :“::ggé’,‘,t :(ﬁ:’m”) D = O‘;s
No.
Photople filter
Galvanometex.

Regulated Poyer
Supply

Figurse 1, Schematle of transmissometer for calibratlon of cmoke guldes,

(f) [Deleted]
(Sec. 301(a), 81 Stat. 504)

Dated: March 12, 1968.

WiLsur J. COHEN,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3337; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968; 8:45 a.m.]

Title 49—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter X—Interstate Commerce
Commission

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[S.0.992, Amdt. 2]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

Union Pacific Railroad Co. Authorized
To Operate Over Trackage of Great
Northern Railway Co.

Al a session of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Railroad Service
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the
14th day of March 1968,

Upon further consideration of Service
Order No, 992 (32 F.R. 8037, 20862) and
good Cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That § 1033.992 Service
Order No. 992 (Union Pacific Railroad
Co. authorized to operate over trackage
of Great Northern Railway Co.) be, and
1t Is hereby amended by substituting the
ollowing paragraph (e) for paragraph
(€) thereof:
ex(e')- Ezxpiration date. This order shall
oupuegat 11:59 p.m., July 31, 1968, unless
- rwise modified, changed, or
UShended by order of this Commission.
bnl':‘_flectzve date. This, amendment shall
lgégme effective at 11:59 p.m., March 31,

(Secs. 1, 13, 15, 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 384,

gf_ef;l:lemled; 48 US.C. 1, 12, 15, 17(2). Inter-

40 é!.(‘tf 2pplies secs, 1(10-17), 15(4), 17(2),
So 1,201, as amended, 54 Stat. 911; 49
=& 1(10-17), 15(4), 17(2))

h{st aw Jurther ordered, That copies of
S-S Ocimandment shall be served upon the
crvica on of American Railroads, Car
¢ Division, as agent of the railroads

No. 56—4

subscribing to the car service and per
diem agreement under the terms of that
agreement; and that notice of this order
shall be given to the general public by
depositing a copy in the Office of the
Secretary of the Commission at Wash-
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the

Director, Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Service
Board.

[sEAL] H. NEIL GARSON,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3486; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;

8:48 am.]

Title 50—MWILDLIFE AND
FISHERIES

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

PART 32—HUNTING

Necedah National Wildlife Refuge,
Wis.
The following special regulation is is-

sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

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

Wisconsin

NECEDAH NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
Public hunting of wild turkeys in con-
formance with the laws of Wisconsin, on
the Necedah National Wildlife Refuge,
Wis., is permitted with firearms from
April 27 through May 12, 1968, but only
on those areas designated by signs as
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open to hunting. These open areas, com-
prising approximately 17,000 acres are
delineated on a map available at the
refuge headquarters and from the Re-
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish-
eries and Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street,
Minneapolis, Minn. §5408. Hunting shall
be in accordance with all applicable State
and Federal regulations subject to the
following condition:

(1) A current, unused turkey license
issued to the bearer must be in the
hunters possession and will serve as a
permit to be on the refuge.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and
are effective through May 12, 1968.

Davip J. BROWN,
Refuge Manager, Necedah Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, Nece-
dah, Wis,
MarcH 14, 1968.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3395; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 am.]

PART 33—SPORT FISHING

Upper Mississippi River Wildlife and
Fish Refuge, lllinois, lowa, Min-
nesota, and Wisconsin

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica~
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish.
ing; for individual wildlife refuge
areas.

IrriNois, Jowa, MINNESOTA, AND
WiscoNsIN

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER WILDLIFE AND FISH
REFUGE

Sport fishing, commercial fishing, and
the taking of frogs, turtles, crayfish, and
clams on the Upper Mississippi River
Wildlife and Fish Refuge, Illinois, Towa,
Minnesota, and Wisconsin, is permitted
on all water areas of the refuge. The
refuge water areas comprising 125,000
acres are delineated on maps available at
the refuge headquarters, Winona, Minn.
55987, and from the office of the Re-
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish-
eries and Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street,
Minneapolis, Minn. 55408. All fishing is
subject to the following conditions:

(1) During the open season from date
of publication through December 31,
1968, and unless further restrictions are
imposed by this regulation, all fish, frogs,
turtles, crayfish, and clams shall be taken
in accordance with all applicable state
regulations and seasons which are
adopted herein and made a part hereof.

(2) All sport and commercial fishing
and all travel by boat or any other means
across, through, or on the Spring Lake
Closed Area of the Upper Mississippi
River Wildlife and Fish Refuge in Carroll
Co., Ill, is prohibited from October 1
through December 20,

(3) All persons, including their help-
ers, exercising the privilege of commer-
cial fishing on the Spring Lake Closed
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Area must possess & valid commercial
fishing permit issued by the Refuge Man-
ager authorizing such commercial fish-
ing, and must comply with all conditions
as prescribed by the Refuge Manager
which are set forth in the permit.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33, and
are effective from date of publication
through December 31, 1968.

DonaLp V. Gray,
Rejfuge Manager.
MarcH 12, 1968.

[FR. Doc. 68-3431; Filed, Mar., 20,
8:48 am.]

1968;

PART 33—SPORT FISHING
Seney National Wildlife Refuge, Mich.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish-
ing; for individual wildlife refuge
areas.

MICHIGAN

SENEY NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing on the Seney National
Wildlife Refuge, Seney, Mich., is per-
mitted only on the areas designated by
signs as open to fishing. These open areas,
comprising 790 acres, are delineated on
maps available at refuge headquarters
and from the office of the Regional Di-
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street, Minnea-
polis, Minn. 55408. Sport fishing shall be
in accordance with all applicable State
regulations subject to the following spe-
cial conditions:

(1) Streams and ditches open to fish-
ing are:

(a) Driggs River from Highway M-28
south to the Diversion Ditch.

(b) Walsh Ditch from Highway M-28
south to C-3 Pool.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(c) Creighton and Manistique Riv-
ers—entire length through refuge.

(2) Show Pools open from Memorial
Day (May 30, 1968) through Labor Day
(Sept. 2, 1968) .

(3) C-3 Pool open from July 1, 1968,
through Labor Day (Sept. 2, 1968).

(4) Night fishing, boating and the use
of minnows for bait are prohibited except
on the Creighton and Manistique Rivers.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33,
and are effective through December 31,
1968.
JorN E, WILBRECHT,
Refuge Manager, Seney Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, Seney,
Mich.

MarcH 14, 1968.

[FR. Doc. 68-3393; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 a.m.]

PART 33—SPORT FISHING

Washita National Wildlife Refuge,
Okla.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish-
ing; for individual wildlife refuge
areas,

OXLAHOMA

WASHITA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Sport fishing on the Washita National
Wildlife Refuge, Okla., is permitted only
on areas designated by signs as open to
fishing. These open areas, comprising

3,367 acres, are delineated on maps avail-

able at refuge headquarters, Butler,
Okla., and from the Regional Director,
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife,
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque,
N. Mex. 87103, Sport fishing shall be in
accordance with all applicable State reg-

ulations subject to the following special
conditions;

(1) The open season for sport fishing
on the refuge extends from April 1
through October 15, 1968, inclusive.

(2) Seining is prohibited in all refuge
waters.

(3) The use of boats and motors is per-
mitted only south of State Highway 33,
provided that boats may not exceed
speeds of 10 miles per hour.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33,
and are effective through October 15,
1968.

LEMOYNE B. MARLATT,
Refuge Manager, Washita Na-
tional Wildlije Refuge, Butler,
Okla.

MarcH 12, 1968.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3394; Filed, Mar, 20,
8:45 am.]

1968;

PART 33—SPORT FISHING

Cross Creeks National Wildlife
Refuge, Tenn.; Correction
In F.R. Volume 33, No. 36, appearing on
page 3231 of the issue for Wednesday,
February 21, 1968, subparagraph (1) un-
der special conditions should read as
follows:

(1) The sport fishing season is open
year-round on Barkley Lake. The open
season on Elk Creek and South Cross
Creeks Reservoir extends from May 1,
through September 15, 1968, and is re-
stricted to daylight hours only,

C. EpwWARD CARLSON,
Regional Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife.
MARCH 14, 1968.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3432; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968
1 8:48 am.]
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs
[25 CFR Part 2211

FLATHEAD INDIAN IRRIGATION
PROJECT, MONT.

Operation and Maintenance Charges

Basis and purpose. Pursuant to section
4(a) of the Administretive Procedure
Act of June 11, 1946 (60 Stat. 238), and
authority contained in the Acts of Con-
gress approved August 1, 1914, May 18,
1916, and March T, 1928 (38 Stat. 583; 39
Stat. 142), and by virtue of authority
delegated by the Secretary of the Interior
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
(Order No. 2508; 14 F.R. 258), and by
virtue of the authority delegated by the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the
Area Director (Bureau Order No. 551,
Amendment No. 1; 16 F.R. 54564-7) , notice
is hereby given of the intention to modify
§§221.16 and 221.17 of Title 25, Code of
Federal Regulations, dealing with the
irrigable lands of the Flathead Indian
Ir{'igation Project, Mon:., ¢that are not
subject to the jurisdiction of the several
Irrigation districts. The purpose of the
amendment is to establish the assessment
rafe for nondistrict lands of the Flathead
Indian Irrigation Project for 1968 and
thereafter until further notice.

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practicable, to
afford the public the opportunity to par-
tcipate in the rule making process. Ac-
cordingly, interested persons may submit
written comments, suggestions, or objec-
tions with respect to the proposed
amendment, to the Area Director, Bureau
of Indian Afrairs, 316 North 26th Street,
Billings, Mont., within 30 days of publi-
cation of this notice in the FEDERAL
REcIsTeR,

Section 221.16 is amended to read as
follows:

§221.16 Charges, Jocko Division.

(@) An annual minimum charge of
fﬁ«?ﬁ per acre, for the season of 1968 and
Ereafier until further notice, shall be
i“‘ﬁad(’ against all assessable irrigable land
i the Jockgo Division that is not included
N an Irrigation District organization,
Tegardless of whether water is used.
wh{?l) The minimum charge when paid
f)ra _'be credited on the delivery of the
waowl :ata ber acre share of the available
il d to 11 acre-feet per acre for the
ailo Ll@ assessable area of the farm unit,
avm{“{«‘“t. or tract. Additional water, if
of‘ :1 ble, will be delivered at the rate
(sxgde dollar and ninety-eight cents
98) per acre-foot, or fraction thereof.
§22’('._' ¢ Chf“‘zeS, Mission Valley and
amas Divisions.
% (§3‘4‘” An annual minimum charge
44 per acre, for the season of 1968

and thereafter until further notice, shall
be made against all assessable irrigable
land in the Mission Valley Division that
is not included in an Irrigation District
organization regardless of whether water
is used.

(2) The minimum charge when paid
shall be credited on the delivery of the
pro rata per acre share of the available
water up to 1%; acre-feet per acre for the
entire assessable area of the farm unit,
allotment, or tract. Additional water if
available, will be delivered at the rate of
two dollars and thirty cents ($2.30) per
acre-foot or fraction thereof.

(b) (1) An annual minimum charge
of $3.30 per acre, for the season of 1968
and thereafter until further notice, shall
be made against all assessable irrigable
land in the Camas Division that is not
included in an Irrigation District organi-
zation regardless of whether water is
used. .

(2) The minimum charge when paid
shall be credited on the delivery of the
pro rata per acre share of the available
water up to 1% acre-feet per acre for the
entire assessable area of the farm unit,
allotment, or tract. Additional water, if
available, will be delivered at the rate of
two dollars and twenty cents ($2.20) per
acre-foot or fraction thereof.

JAMES F. CAnAN,
Area Director.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3424; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:48 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service
[7 CFR Part 2011

FEDERAL SEED ACT REGULATIONS
Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Pursuant to the administrative pro-
cedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553 and sec-
tion 402 of the Federal Seed Act (7 U.S.C.
1592) notice is hereby given that the
Consumer and Marketing Service in-
tends to promulgate amendments of
§§ 201.2(y), 201.10(b), 201.11(a), 201.18,
201.26, 201.34°¢c), and 201.62 of the regu-
lations (7 CFR Part 201, as amended)
under the Federal Seed Act relating to
the definition of hybrid seed and the
labeling of hybrid agricultural and vege-
table seed. A public hearing with refer-
ence thereto will be held at 10 am. on
April 26, 1968, in Room 2096, South
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, 14th and Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, D.C.

Interested persons are invited to at-
tend this hearing and to offer comments
or suggestions regarding the proposals.
Any comments or suggestions bearing on
the proposals that are not made or pre-
sented in person at the hearing may be

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 33, NO. 56—THURSDAY, MARCH

transmitted in duplicate by mail ad-
dressed to the Hearing Clerk, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250, and will be considered if re-
ceived on or before May 27, 1968. All
written submissions made pursuant to
this notice will be made available for pub-
lic inspection at the office of the Hearing
Clerk during regular business hours, ex-
cept that any submission will be held
confidential when so requested by the
person making the submission upon a
determination, by an official of the De-
partment authorized to issue the rule
under consideration, that he has shown
that the making public of the submis-
sion may result In an adverse effect on
such person by reason of:

(1) Disclosing trade secrets, processes,
operations, style of work or apparatus,
or the identity, confidential statistical
data, amount or source of any income,
profits, losses, or expenditures; or

(2) Exposing such person to substan-
tial disadvantage in his business or
employment.

Where request is made hereunder for
confidential treatment of a submission,
the person making the request shall be
informed promptly in the event the
request is denied and afforded an oppor-
tunity to withdraw the submission. Any
such request will be held confidential;
however, where a determination is made
to grant a request for confidential treat-
ment under subparagraph (2) of this
paragraph, a statement of the specific
basis for such determination which will
not be susceptible to identifying the per-
son making the request will be made
available for public inspection.

The presiding officer, who shall con-
duct the hearing with power to do all
things necessary and appropriate to the
proper conduct of the hearing, shall be
designated prior to the hearing by the
Director, Grain Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.

Amendments proposed by the Amer-
ican Seed Trade Association are as
follows:

1. Section 201.2(y) would be revised
to read as follows:

§ 201.2 Terms defined,

(y) Hybrid. The term “hybrid” applied
to kinds or varieties of seed means the
first generation seed of a cross produced
by controlling the pollination and by
combining (1) two or more inbread lines;
(2) one inbred or a single eross with an
open pollinated variety; or (3) two
selected clones, seed lines, varieties, or
species. “Controlling the pollination”
means to use a method of hybridization
which will produce pure seed which is at
least 90 percent hybrid agricultural seed
or 75 percent hybrid vegetable seed, ex-
cept as provided in § 201.11a. Hybrid
designations shall be treated as variety
names.
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2. Section 201.10(b) would be amend-
ed to read as follows:

§ 201.10 Variety.

+ B - L] *

(b) If the name of the variety is given,
the name may be associated with the
name of the kind with or without the
words “kind and variety.” The percent-
age in such case, which may be shown
as “pure seed,” shall apply only to seed
of the variety named, except for the
labeling of hybrids as provided in § 201.—
11a. If separate percentages for the kind
and the variety or hybrid are shown, the
name of the kind and the name of the
variety or the term “hybrid” shall be
clearly associated with the respective per-
centages.

3. Section 201.11a would be revised to
read as follows:

§ 201.11a Hybrid.

If any one kind of seed present in
excess of 5 percent, or any one kind and
variety named on the label, is “hybrid”
seed, it shall be designated “hybrid” on
the label. The percentage that is hybrid
shall be at least 90 percent of the per-
centage of pure seed shown unless the
percentage of pure seed which is hybrid
seed is shown separately. If two or more
kinds or varieties are named on the label,
each that is hybrid shall be designated
as hybrid on the label. Any one kind or
kind and variety that has pure seed
which is less than 90 percent but more
than 75 percent hybrid seed as a result of
incompletely controlled pollination in a
cross shall be labeled to show (a) the
percentage of pure seed that is hybrid
seed, or (b) a statement such as “Con-
tains from 75 percent to 90 percent
hybrid seed.” The term “hybrid” in such
case shall not be associated with the
name of the kind or variety of seed. No
one kind or variety of seed shall be
labeled as hybrid if the pure seed con-
tains less than 75 percent first genera-
tion seed of a cross. Seed containing pure
seed with over 5 percent but less than
75 percent first generation seed of a cross
shall be labeled with a statement such
as “Seed produced from your erop should
not be used for planting purposes.”

§201.18 [Amended]

4. Section 201.18 would be amended by
deleting reference to “hybrid” and
“hybrids’ in this section.

5. Section 201.26 would be revised to
read as follows:

§ 201.26 Kind, variety, and hybrid.

The label shall bear the name of each
kind and variety present as determined
in accordance with § 201.34. The name
shall not have affixed thereto words or
terms that create a misleading impres-
sion as to the history or characteristics of
the kind or variety. If two or more kinds
or varieties are present, the percentage of
each shall be shown. If any one kind or
variety named on the label is “hybrid”
seed it shall be so designated on the label.
If two or more kinds or varieties are
named on the label, each that is hy-
brid shall be shown as “hybrid” on the
label. Any kind or variety that is less
than 95 percent but more than 75 per-
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cent hybrid seed as a result of incom-
pletely controlled pollination in a cross
shall be labeled to show (a) the per-
centage that is hybrid seed, or (b) a
statement such as “Contains from 75
percent to 95 percent hybrid seed. No
one kind or variety of seed shall be la-
beled as hybrid if it contains less than 75
percent first generation seed of a cross.
Seed containing over 5 percent but less
than 75 percent first generation seed of
a cross shall be labeled with a state-
ment such as, “Seed produced from your
crop should not be used for planting
purposes.”

6. Section 201.34(c) would be revised
to read as follows:

§ 201.34 Kind, variety, and type; treat-
ment substances; designation as
hybrid.

ER * * * *

(e) Huybrid designation. Seed shall not
be designated in labeling as *“hybrid”
seed unless it comes within the definition
of “hybrid” in § 201.2(y), except as pro-
vided in § 201.11a.

- - » . .

7. Section 201.62 would be amended
preceding Table 4 to read as follows:

§ 201.62 Growing tests for determina-
tion of percentages of kind, variety,
type, hybrid, or offtype.

Tolerances for growing tests for deter-
mination of percentages of kind, variety,
type, hybrid, or offtype shall be those
set forth in the following table added
to one-half the required pure seed toler-
ances determined in accordance with
§ 201.62, except that one-half the pure
seed tolerance will not be applied in
determining tolerances for hybrids
labeled on the basis of the percentage of
pure seed which is hybrid.

* * - - *

In addition to the proposals made by
the American Seed Trade Association
as shown in the preceding paragraphs,
consideration will be given to using the
proposals for labeling hybrid vegetable
seed to apply to agricultural seed and
the proposals for labeling hybrid agri-
cultural seed to apply to vegetable seed,
in whole or in part.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of March 1968.

Joun C. BLumMm,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.

[FR. Doc. 68-3439; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

[7 CFR Parts 1062, 1067, 11021

[Docket Nos. AO 10-A37, AO 10-A39, AO
222-A23, AO 287-A15-R03]

MILK IN ST. LOUIS, MO., OZARKS,
AND FORT SMITH, ARK., MARKET-
ING AREAS

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreements
and to Orders (Partial)

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
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1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby
given of the filing with the Hearing
Clerk of this recommended decision with
respect to proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreement and
order regulating the handling of milk in
the St. Louis, Mo., Ozarks, and Fort
Smith, Ark. marketing areas. Inter-
ested parties may file written exceptions
to this decision with the Hearing Clerk,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250, by the 15th day after
publication of this decision in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER. The exceptions should be
filed in quadruplicate. All written sub-
missions made pursuant to this notice
will be made available for public inspec-
tion at the office of the Hearing Clerk
during regular business hours (7 CFR
1.27(b)).

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The hearings on the records of which
the proposed amendments, as hereinafter
set forth, to the tentative marketing
agreements and to the orders as
amended, were formulated, were con-
ducted at St. Louis, Mo., January 24,
1967, pursuant to notice issued January
13, 1967 (32 F.R. 613), and February 28,
1967, through March 3, 1967, pursuant (0
notice issued January 24, 1967 (32 F.R.
1042) . The hearing commencing Febru-
ary 28, 1967, also reopened the joint
hearing on the Fort Smith, Ark, and
Ozarks milk orders held November 2,
1966, at Fayetteville, Ark. (Docket No.
AO 237-Al15); such reopening was for
the limited purpose of further considera-
tion of including Baxter, Carroll, Fulton,
Izard, Madison, Newton, Searcy, and
Stone Counties, Ark., in the proposed
merged Ozarks-St. Louis marketing area.

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:

1. Merging of the Ozarks and St.
Louis marketing areas, and expansion of
territory now regulated by the two orders
to include additional territory to be added
to either the Ozarks or St. Louis market-
ing areas or to the merged marketing
area.

2. Milk to be priced and pooled.

3. Classification and allocation.

4. Class I price and location adjust
ments.

(a) Differentials over basic formula
price.

(b) Supply-demand adjustor.

(¢) Location adjustments. S

5. Miscellaneous and administrative
changes.

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The Tollowing findings and conclusions
on the material issues are based on eV
dence presented at the hearings and the
records thereof.

1. Marketing area. Order NO. 62 regu-
lating the handling of milk in the St.
Louis, Mo., marketing area and ord?I‘I\iOi
67 regulating the handling of milk blc
the Ozarks marketing area sh_ould Lo
merged into a single regulation. +
Charles and Warren Counties, Mo..‘t}ln
the Arkansas counties of Baxter, Carrol,
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Madison, Newton, and Searcy, plus the
two marketing areas as presently con-
stituted, should be included in the merged
marketing area. The order thus created
should be designated as the St. Louis-
Ozarks marketing area.

Two kinds of marketing area proposals
were made: (1) A proposal to merge the
St. Louis marketing area with the Mis-
souri part of the Ozarks marketing area;
and (2) proposals to add presently un-
requlated areas to either the existing
marketing area or to the areas as pro-
posed to be merged.

The proposal to merge the St. Louis
and Ozarks marketing areas was made
by three cooperative associations, each
of which has membership on both mar-
kets. Their proposal would also add ter-
ritory not now regulated, Texas and
Phelps Counties in Missouri and that part
of Pulaski County, Mo., not now in the
Ozarks marketing area. The proposal did
not include the four Arkansas counties
of Benton, Boone, Marion, and Washing-
ton which are now part of the Ozarks
marketing area.

Other parties proposed extensive addi-
tions to the presently regulated areas,
including areas adjoining the northern
and southern limits of the present St.
Louis marketing area as well as areas
between the St. Louis and Ozarks areas,
and counties in northern Arkansas. All
of the proposals dealing with a merged
marketing area involved a continuous
geographic area extending from St. Clair
County, I, to southwest Missouri and
In some proposals into Arkansas.

In the area adopted in these findings
and conclusions, however, the market-
g area would not be geographically
continuous. There would be unregulated
territory located between the present St.
Louis and Ozarks marketing areas. Al-
though sales areas of handlers under the
two orders are contiguous or to some de-
gree overlap in intervening areas, there
is not sufficient basis in the record for
extending regulation to such territory.

The merging of the two marketing
areas under one regulation is desirable
to foster efficient and orderly marketing
0f the milk of producers under both or-
ders, A very high proportion of the pro-
ducer milk now regulated under the two
orders is marketed by a single marketing
agency of producers. The Sloma Mar-
keting Agency, Ine., consisting of three
§°°‘?°1’3UVES. Producers Creamery Co.,
Damtary Milk Producers, and Square

eal Milk Producers, is the principal
:arkemug_ agency in both markets. The
coemb.tjrshxp of these three cooperatives
the prises approximately 90 percent of

€ broducers on the St. Louis and Ozarks
markets, 3
kelt’su;ducers in the two separate mar-
s have common marketing problems.
botbhe\'eml broduction areas, producers of
milk g;agkfzts are intermingled and the
pro duotioglry farmers in such common
one mary tareas may be directed into
neeq €l or the other, depending on
Shiffmmd economic handling of milk.
market 1 SrOUPS of producers from one

& s another, or between plants in
sy market is arranged by the three

Perative associations.
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There is a need for the cooperative as-
sociations to coordinate their marketing
activities in the two markets. For this
purpose, operation under a single order
will facilitate their marketing activities,
and improve the economic handling of
producers’ milk., The cooperative orga-
nizations also operate a number of sup-
ply plants in both markets, or arrange
for the marketing of milk of plants of
proprietary operators under marketing
contracts. From time to time, the co-
operative marketing associations have
shifted one or more plants from one regu-
lation to the other depending upon the
needs of the two markets. The merging
of the two orders will also facilitate the
handling of reserve milk of these mar-
kets, particularly where the reserve milk
of the separate markets has been han-
dled in the same facilities.

Since Class I price levels in the Ozarks
order for a period of several years have
been closely associated with the St. Louis
order Class I pricing, the continuation
of existing geographic price relationship
will not represent a change from the
past situation. Similarly, with respect to
producer prices, a merging would tend to
result in an average level for most pro-
ducers at about the same level as under
the two orders. While month to month
differences of uniform prices have pre-
vailed, the average annual differences at
locations where common production
areas exist has not been great.

The combined marketing area thus
constitutes a practical marketing area
which will serve to promote the orderly
marketing of producer milk now priced
under the two orders.

The merging of present marketing
areas would not result in regulation of
any additional milk or handlers, and
would not modify to any material ex-
tent the effect of the regulation on any
proprietary handler. The primary effect
upon the milk handling would be with
respect to previously described opera-
tions of producer cooperative associa-
tions.

The cooperatives proposing a merger
of the two orders omitted in their pro-
posal the four Arkansas counties which
are now part of the Ozarks marketing
area, but did not give reasons for such
omission. The findings and conclusions
with respect to these four counties are
included with those relating to other
counties in Arkansas.

A number of proposals were made,
however, to increase the regulated ter-
ritory. While all of the proposed new
territory generally includes extension of
route sales by presently regulated han-
dlers, most new areas proposed also in-
clude sales areas of handlers presently
not regulated. In instances where new
handlers would be brought under regu-
lation if the area were expanded, the
evidence does not justify the application
of regulation to such additional areas.

One of these proposals was that of the
cooperative associations which was de-
signed to join the two existing marketing
areas by including the intervening coun-
ties of Pulaski, Phelps, and Texas. Part
of Pulaski County already is in the

‘Ozarks marketing area which includes
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Fort Leonard Wood Military Reserva-
tion. A very large part of the distribution
of the additional area in these counties
is by Ozarks handlers; for the three
counties together about 80 percent. The
remainder of the sales are divided be-
tween St. Louis handlers and an un-
regulated handler with a plant located at
Jefferson City, Mo.

It is very likely that the handler at
Jefferson City would be regulated by
inclusion of both Phelps and Pulaski
Counties, which contain the principal
population concentration in the three-
county area. The presence of unregulated
milk sold in these counties is not now a
significant factor detracting from orderly
marketing conditions. Sales by this
handler were reported to amount to
about 6 percent of total sales in Phelps
Counfy and 5 percent of fotal sales in
Pulaski County outside the military
reservation. Proponent cooperative asso-
ciations did not claim that such sales
constitute a disturbing factor., They
based their request for including the
counties instead on the desirability of
a continuous marketing area, and over-
lapping of sales of St. Louis and Ozarks
handlers. Neither of these reasons is
compelling, and thus cannot be sufficient
for bringing about regulation of a
handler not now regulated. Other areas
where this handler has sales likewise are
not included in the marketing area as
adopted herein.

The only reason given for including
Texas County was to accommodate the
pricing of producer milk diverted from a
pool plant at Cabool, in that county. This
has no direct relation to Class I disposi=
tion in the county and is not a sufficient
basis for regulation. The objective as to
pricing diverted milk can be accom-
plished by other means.

The proposal to regulate Texas, Phelps,
and Pulaski Counties, therefore, is
denied, except that Fort Leonard Wood,
presently part of the Ozarks marketing
area, should be included under the
merged order,

Another proposal made by a handler
would have included other additional
area not now regulated. Besides Pulaski,
Phelps, and Texas Counties, the handler
included in his proposal the 16 Missouri
counties of Audrain, Boone, Callaway,
Camden, Cole, Cooper, Gasconade,
Howard, Maries, Miller, Moniteau, Mont-
gomery, Morgan, Osage, St. Charles, and
Warren.

The only counties of this group which
should be included in the marketing area
are St. Charles and Warren Counties. In
other areas proposed, there is not suffi-
cient basis for bringing under regulation
presently unregulated handlers.

The principal unregulated handler in
this proposed territory operates a milk
plant at Jefferson City in Cole County.
Four other unregulated handlers, each
having a single plant, are located at
Jefferson City, Columbia, Fulton, and
Moberly, Mo. The larger of the two un-
regulated handlers located at Jefferson
City has sales in 14 of the 16 counties.

Unregulated handlers have the major=
ity of Class I sales in Cole, Miller, and
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Osage Counties and the largest propor-
tion of Class I sales in Callaway County.
Kansas City handlers have the majority
of the sales in Howard, Cooper, Morgan,
and Moniteau Counties. A handler regu-
lated by the Des Moines, Iowa, order has
the largest proportion of the Class I sales
in Boone County.

St. Louis and Ozarks handlers have the
majority of Class I sales in only seven of
the 16 counties: Audrain, Camden,
Maries, Gasconade, Montgomery, St.
Charles, and Warren. Whether such
sales represent a significant part of such
handlers’ business was not shown. St.
Louis-Ozarks handlers have no Class
I sales in Boone, Cooper, Howard, and
Moniteau Counties.

In the five of the seven counties where
St. Louis and Ozarks regulated handlers
have a majority of the Class I sales, the
principal unregulated handler located
at Jefferson City in Cole County sells ap-
proximately 17% percent of his total
Class I sales. Thus if these five counties
were added to the marketing area this
unregulated handler at Jefferson City
would definitely come under regulation
of the order.

The handler making the proposal to
add the 16 Missouri counties, as well as
Phelps, Pulaski, and Texas Counties,
argued that the handlers presently un-
regulated in the 16-county area have
an advantage over regulated handlers in
that they are not required to pay for milk
according to class utilization. The pro-
ponent handler asserted that the prin-
cipal unregulated handler in this area
pays farmers a price approximating the
St. Louis uniform price at his JefTerson
City location. This was verified by the
unregulated handler in a statement that
his pay prices are 24 cents under the St.
Louis City uniform price for October
through April, and 28 cents under in
other months. Such prices are paid with-
out regard to utilization.

The principal supply for the unregu-
lated handler is furnished by one of the
cooperative associations who was a pro-
ponent of the merged order. The cooper-
ative association did not state any po-
sition as to whether the handler in
question should be regulated. The asso-
ciation is receiving for its milk delivered
to this handler approximately the same
returns as if the handler were regulated.

It is concluded the record evidence is
not sufficient to sustain regulation of the
handlers in the proposed new area. Par-
ticularly in view of failure of proponent
handlers to provide complete data as to
interests of presently regulated handlers
in the proposed area, regulation based
on this record would not be justified.

For these reasons all counties proposed
by the handler for regulation are denied,
except St. Charles and Warren counties.
These two counties are entirely served
by St. Louis or Ozarks handlers and
thus do not involve handlers not now
regulated. These two counties should be
added to the regulated territory in the
interest of including, insofar as justifi-
able, areas depending primarily on regu-
lated handlers for fluid milk supplies.
This will serve to stabilize and preserve
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orderly marketing conditions for pro-
ducer milk.

Another proposal by a St. Louis handler
would add other counties in northeast

‘Missouri. Besides the counties already

considered, the handler proposed Lewis,
Marion, Monroe, Ralls, Pike, and Lincoln.
The information presented by proponent
as to sales by regulated or unregulated
handlers in these counties was not suf-
ficiently definitive to judge whether reg-
ulation should apply. Sales by regulated
handlers in the counties, as presented do
not allow any analysis as to source, since
there is no breakdown as to sales of in-
dividual handlers or as to what extent
milk sold there is regulated under vari-
ous orders. Further, there are unregu-
lated handlers in the proposed counties,
who presumably would become regulated
if the counties were included in the mar-
keting area. Certain other unregulated
handlers may have fringe distribution
in the area, but the information provided
does not specify the extent of their sales
in the proposed territory, and thus no
determination as to whether they would
be regulated can be made. In view of the
lack of evidence in these respects, and
as to the number of farmers who might
supply handlers in the proposed area,
there is insufficient basis for extending
regulation to these counties. The proposal
therefore is denied.

Other counties in southeast Missouri
were proposed by the same St. Louis han-
dler. These were Butler, Carter, Madison,
Ripley, Stoddard, and Wayne Counties.
In this case also the data presented by
the proponent handler does not allow
analysis of the source of milk sold in
these counties. The data merely present
an estimated division on a percentage
basis between regulated and unregulated
sales in each county. The sales of regu-
lated milk in each county were assigned
by proponent to a group of 14 St. Louis,
Ozarks, and other handlers without any
distinetion as to which of these handlers
had sales in a particular county. The
presumed sales of the unregulated han-
dlers also made no distinction as to which
of nine different handlers had sales in
each county.

The data presented by the proponent
handler as to unregulated milk sold in
these counties is in direct conflict with
other evidence in the record to the effect
that none of the unregulated handlers
listed by proponent have sales in south-
east Missouri. These counties are well
beyond the range of sales areas of the
unregulated handlers listed by proponent.
The plants of two of such unregulated
handlers are located in Jefferson City
and the others at points more distant
from southeast Missouri. It is concluded
that the information provided by pro-
ponent is not sufficient basis for regula-
tion of the area he proposed. Certain of
these counties, however, were also in-
cluded in the proposal of the principal
unregulated handler whose plant is at
Jefferson City.

The unregulated handler at Jefferson
City proposed the inclusion of the Mis-
souri counties of Carter, Dent, Iron,
Madison, Reynolds, Shannon, Texas, and
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Wayne. The unregulated handler’s sole
purpose in making this proposal was to
suggest a geographical connection be-
tween the St. Louis and Ozarks market-
ing areas, which did not include any of
this unregulated handler’s sales. His ex-
planation of this proposed area was that
if a geographical connection were needed
to accomplish the merger that this could
be done through counties that did not
include any of his sales. The information
provided by proponent, however, does
not give any basis for regulation in these
proposed counties. He did not claim that
disorderly marketing conditions exist in
the area he proposed. He acknowledged
that he knew of no sales by unregulated
handlers in the proposed counties.

1t is concluded that the evidence does
not justify the regulation of any of the
counties in southeast Missouri requested
by these two proponents.

Another proposal concerned the four
Arkansas counties which are now part
of the Ozarks marketing area and eight
other Arkansas counties proposed to be
added to the proposed merged area qf
the Ozarks and St. Louis orders. This
proposal was made by an Ozarks han-
dler whose plant is at Springfield, Mo.
Sales are made by this handler in all of
the proposed Arkansas counties includ-
ing those now in the marketing arca. An-
other Springfield, Mo., handler also has
sales in all of the four Arkansas couxj.ues
now in the marketing area and in six of
the other counties proposed to be added.

Presently, the Ozarks marketing area
includes the Arkansas counties of Ben-
ton, Boone, Marion, and Washington.
The handler proposed to add the coun-
ties of Baxter, Carroll, Fulton, Tzard,
Madison, Newton, Searcy, and Stone.

The data furnished by proponents giv
a breakdown of the source of the milk
sales in each county. In the four Arkan-
sas counties now in the marketing ared,
the two Springfield, Mo., handlers have
about 78 percent of Class I sales inl Ben-
ton County, 50 percent in Boone County,
85 percent in Marion County, &nd 60
percent in Washington County. It must
be concluded, therefore, thab (hese'
counties are substantially supplied by
handlers who would be regulated by the
proposed merged order.

A minority of the Class I sales l!}
these counties is supplied by handiers
regulated under the Central Arkansas
milk order, Central Arkansas handleri
have no sales in Benton County, bE‘“
have about 25 percent of the sales IIS
Boone County, 15 percent of .the 8. e_
in Marion County, and a minor Pef
centage in Washington County. -

There is a handler located in R‘)‘ﬂ’el“;
Benton County with sales only in grs
county and there are also two hand eg.
located at Fayetteville, Ark., in W ash:txzﬁl
ton County which have sales in Ben "r
Boone, and Washington Counties. Th?m
sales constitute 20 percent of the salesne
Benton, 5 percent of the sales i B&" ¢
and 36 percent of the sales in Was t?ez
ton County. In one of these coun o
Boone County, & producer-handler 5
cated at Harrison in Boone County P
vides 20 percent of the county’s sales.
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From the preceding information it is
apparent that the four counties of Ben-
ton, Boone, Marion, and Washington are
more substantially associated with milk
handling in the present Ozarks market-
ing area than with the handling of milk
under any other order. This situation
would support continuing these four
counties in the Ozarks or the merged
marketing area, although these coun-
ties were omitted in the proposal
made by the three cooperative asso-
ciations to merge the St. Louis and
Ozark orders. The three cooperative
associations did not offer any evi-
dence, however, that would support the
deletion of these four counties and agreed
that they should be included if they
were served predominantly by Ozarks
handlers. If these counties were deleted
from the marketing area, the two han-
dlers at Fayetteville would not be regu-
lated. Thus, deletion of the counties
would expand the area o” competition of
regulated handlers and unregulated han-
dlers. This condition could result in in-
equitable situations for regulated han-
dlers as compared to unregulated
handlers with sales in the same areas
and potentially could lead to disorderly
marketing conditions. These counties,
therefore, should continue to be part of
the regulated area.

Of the other eight Arkansas counties
broposed to be added to the regulated
area, five should be included. These are
Baxter, Carroll, Madison, Newton, and
Searcy. The majority of the Class I sales
in the five-county area is made by han-
dlers now regulated uncer the Ozarks
order. Two of these handlers are the
handlers located at Fayetteville, Ark,
The Fayetteville handlers would be regu-
lated under the proposed merger by
virtue of their sales in other areas (Ben-
ton, Boone, Marion, and Washington
tounties) which it has been concluded
should be in the merged marketing area.

€ two Ogzarks handlers located at

Springfield, Mo., also have sales in the
Proposed counties. The percentage of
Class I sales in each county made by han-
dlers presently regulated under the
Ozarks order are Baxter County, 85 per-
cent; Carroll County, 76 percent; Madi-
son County, 100 percent; Newton County,

| bercent; Searcy County, 60 percent.

ther sales of lesser quantity in the five-
tounty area are principally by handlers
resulated under the Central Arkansas
m’ilk order. The majority of sales, how-
SVer, are by Ozarks handlers and the

Ve-county area is a proper addition to

1€ merged marketing area.

: With respect to the three other Arkan-

25 counties, Fulton, Tzard, and Stone,
pof'tm ‘opo'nent handler qualified his sup-
o stating that he did not intend that

S "marketing area expansion should
reo?ﬁ under regulation a presently un-
as;n ated handler at Batesville, Ark. In-

= PU?}? as the handler at Batesville, sells
be 1?12 lof these three counties, he would
e “;’erto become regulated if any of
Batesville t:l oéncluded. The handler at

he other py S not have sales in any of
Qalifient; oposed counties. In view of
cations stated by the proponent
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and the record evidence, it is concluded
that these three counties should not be
brought under regulation at this time.

It is concluded that the nine Arkansas
counties, Baxter, Benton, Boone, Car-
roll, Madison, Marion, Newton, Searcy,
and Washington, should be included in
the merged St. Louis-Ozarks marketing
area. These counties constitute a unified
sales area for handlers which are pres-
ently regulated under the Ozarks order.
For one of the major handlers, whose
plant is located at Springfield, Mo., the
sales in these counties constitute ap-
proximately 25 percent o1 his total Class
I disposition. The other regulated han-
dler whose plant is located at Springfield,
Mo., has sales in seven of these counties.
There are no Class I sales by unregulated
handlers in these counties. While han-
dlers regulated by another order do have
Class I sales in some of these counties,
the applicable regulation would not be
changed by their inclusion in this mar-
keting area. Under the provisions of the
proposed order and the existing orders
for Central Arkansas, Fort Smith, and
other orders in this region a plant is
regulated under the order applicable to
the marketfing area where the plant has a
greater proportion of its Class I
disposition.

A proposal was contained in the notice
for the hearing held at Fayetteville,
Ark., November 2, 1966, which would
have deleted Benton, Boone, Marion, and
Washington Counties, Ark., from the
Ozarks marketing area and transferred
Benton, Boone, and Washington Coun-
ties to the Fort Smith marketing area.
This proposal was not supported at that
hearing and, accordingly, in a decision
issued June 28, 1967 (32 F.R. 9693) the
proposal was not adopted. In view of the
preceding findings in this decision, de-
letion of the four counties from the
Ozarks marketing area would not be in
the interest of orderly marketing. Fur-
ther, if they were deleted from the
Ozarks marketing area and transferred
to the Fort Smith order, this could re-
sult in the regulation of one of the
Springfield, Mo., handlers under the Fort
Smith order. This would tend to result
in a distortion of the milk pricing struc-
ture within this region, inasmuch as the
Fort Smith order price at the Spring-
field, Mo., location is substantially higher
than the Class I price under the Ozarks
order.

It is concluded that all of the milk
and milk products disposed of in the de-
fined marketing area (to be designated
the St. Louis-Ozarks marketing area) is
in the current of interstate commerce,
or directly burdens, obstructs, or affects
interstate commerce in milk and its
products. The marketing area is com-
prised of portions of three states. Milk
produced in Iowa, Wisconsin, and Illi-
nois, is marketed in portions of the
marketing area in Missouri, and milk
produced in Missouri is marketed in
portions of the marketing area in
Arkansas.

The recommended order adopts in
principle many of the provisions of the
present St. Louis Order No. 62. Substan-
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tive changes from the St. Louis order
provisions are explained in the findings
and conclusions herein.

To accomplish the merger effectively
and equitaebly, the assets in the custody
of the market administrator in the ad-
ministrative, marketing service, and
producer-settlement funds established
under the present orders No. 62 and 67
should be combined when the merger of
the two orders is effective. Liabilities of
such funds under the individual orders
should be paid from the newly combined
funds and obligations due to such funds
under the separate orders should be paid
to the combined funds under the merged
order. To distribute the funds under
either or both orders and accumulate
the necessary reserve would entail un-
necessary administrative expense with
no advantage to either handlers or pro-
ducers. Administrative efficiency and
equity among handlers and producers
can best be served by merging the funds
of the two orders.

When the merger is effective, Part
1067 will be superseded by such action.

2. Milk to be priced and pooled. The
milk to be priced and pooled under the
proposed order is milk eligible for fluid
consumption from sources which consti-
tute the regular and dependable supply
for the market.

The sanitary requirements relative to
the production processing and sale of
fluid milk are substantially the same
throughout the proposed marketing
area. Throughout the area, fluid milk
products sold under a Grade A label must
be approved by health authorities who
are governed by the health ordinances
and practices patterned after those pre-
scribed by the U.S. Public Health Serv-
ice Ordinance and Code. While the
health ordinance of the city of St. Louis,
Mo., requires additional standards, there
is reciprocity of approval between the St.
Louis health department and the
Springfield, Mo., health department.
Thus, between these two major cities of
the marketing areas to be combined,
a relationship of health approval exists
so that the milk is interchangeable. From
time to time milk supplies are shifted
from the Ozarks to the St. Louis market
without impediment. Further, the ex-
tensive movement of milk both in the
form of packaged and bulk fluid milk
products within the present marketing
areas and from these areas into areas
proposed to be added demonstrates the
general acceptability throughout the
proposed St. Louis-Ozarks marketing
area of milk under the various sanitary
Jjurisdictions.

From time to time a handler regulated
under this order may receive milk from
sources outside of the area under the
Jjurisdiction of health authorities in the
marketing area. Accordingly, it should be
provided that milk approved as Grade A
by any duly constituted health authority
shall be eligible to be received as producer
milk.

Certain definitions are needed in the
order to identify the milk to be priced
and pooled. The definitions contained in
the proposed merged order follow the
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usual pattern of Federal orders, includ-
ing definitions of “producer,” “handler,”
and the various types of plants handling
milk in the market.

There are two principal types of plant
operations involved in the handling of
the milk supply for the market, the first
being the type of plant which processes,
packages, and from which distribution is
made on routes, and the second type
being a supply plant which primarily
serves to assemble milk for shipment to
distributing plants or to handle the re-
serve milk for the market.

The definition of “distributing plant,”
applicable to plants with route disposi-
tion in the marketing area, would be es-
sentially the same in application as the
terms “city plant” and “approved plant”
in the St. Louis and Ozarks order, re-
spectively. Such plants would be ap-
proved by a duly constituted health
authority for the processing or packag-
ing of Grade A milk. A distributing plant
would be either regulated or unregulated,
depending upon whether it meets the
requirements for pool distributing
plants.

The pooling requirements for distrib-
uting plants would be much the same
as in the present orders. Inasmuch as
the new order would regulate the same
plants as are now regulated under the
two orders, and it is not anticipated that
additional distributing plants would be

brought under regulation, the existing -

pool requirements would be generally ap-
propriate. These requirements are pri-
marily that route disposition of the plant
equal at least 50 percent of receipts of
Grade A fluid milk products from various
sources, with route disposition in the
marketing area equal to at least 10 per-
cent of such receipts or 7,000 pounds per
day. One change, however, would include
in the route disposition packaged fluid
milk products sold to another distribut-
ing plant. In the case of a plant receiving
such packaged milk, both the receipt and
the disposition would be excluded from
the quantities upon which its pool quali-
fications are calculated. The existing
provision of the St. Louis order that a
distributing plant which qualifies as a
pool plant by performance during 1
month would continue to be pooled dur-
ing the subsequent month is retained to
allow the plant operator this much
notice that his plant may become un-
regulated.

Although some of the route disposition
of handlers to be regulated will extend
beyond the boundaries of the counties
proposed for regulation, it is neither
practical nor reasonable to stretch the
regulated area to cover all areas where
a handler has or might develop some
route disposition. Nor is it necessary to
do so to accomplish effective regulation
under the order. The marketing area
herein proposed is a practicable one in
that it will encompass the great bulk of
the fluid milk sales of handlers to be
regulated. All producer milk received at
regulated plants must be made subject
to classified pricing under the order,
however, regardless of whether it is dis-
posed of within or outside the market-
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ing area. Otherwise the effect of the order
would be nullified and the orderly mar-
keting process would be jeopardized.

If only a pool handler’s “in-area” sales
were subject to classification, pricing and
pooling, a regulated handler with Class I
sales both inside and outside the market-
ing area could assign any value he chose
to his outside sales. He thereby could re-
duce the average cost of all his Class I

“milk below that of other regulated han-

dlers having all, or substantially all, of
their Class I sales within the marketing
area.

Unless all milk of such a handler were
fully regulated under the order, he in
effect would not be subject to effective
price regulation. The absence of effective
classification, pricing and pooling of such
milk would disrupt orderly marketing
conditions within the regulated market-
ing area and could lead to a complete
breakdown of the order. If a pool handler
were free to value a portion of his milk
at any price he chooses, it would be im-
possible to enforce uniform prices to all
fully regulated handlers or a uniform
basis of payment to the producers who
supply the market. It is essential, there-
fore, that the order price all the pro-
ducer milk received at a pool plant re-
gardless of the point of disposition.

The definition of the supply plant also
would be essentially similar to the defi-
nitions in the current orders (called a
“country plant” in the St. Louis order)
which apply to plants shipping to dis-
tributing plants. The new definition
would be more specific with respect to
receipt of milk from such plant at dis-
tributing plants. The term would include
also any plant operated by a cooperative
association or under contract to such
association, which qualifies for pooling
on the basis of deliveries of member milk
to distributing plants either directly
from the farm or through the coopera-
tive plant. Other supply plants would be
regulated or unregulated, depending
upon whether they meet the require-
ments for pool plants.

The pooling requirements for supply
plants in the proposed merged order
would be somewhat different from the
requirements in either of the existing
orders. The present St. Louis and Ozarks
orders establish shipping requirements
in terms of a percentage of the Grade A
milk received from dairy farmers at a
plant. The St. Louis order also allows a
cooperative to qualify a plant without
meeting specific shipping requirements if
50 percent of the milk deliveries of mem-
ber producers during the preceding 12
months have been shipped from farms to
pool distributing plants to pool supply
plants of other handlers, or transferred
from the cooperative's plant to city dis-
tributing plants.

Most of the supply plants currently
pooled under the two orders are oper-
ated by cooperative associations or are
under contract to cooperative associa-
tions. Under modified provisions appli-
cable to plants operated by cooperative
associations described in subsequent
findings, all of these plants are expected
to qualify for pooling on a basis that does
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not require a specified quantity of ship-
ments from such plants to distributing
plants. Thus, percentage shipping re-
quirements are not expected to be rele-
vant to pooling the existing supply
plants.

The order should contain shipping re-
quirements, however, which would ap-
ply to any other supply plant which
supplies milk to the market. The require-
ment in the proposed order would be
that any supply plant may qualify as a
pool plant during any month, by ship-
ping at least 50 percent of its receipts
from dairy farmers to plants which
qualify as pool distributing plants. Only
plants at locations beyond the distance
from which direct delivery from farms
to distributing plants is practical would
be expected to qualify on the basis of
shipments from the plant. At lesser dis-
tances, qualification by shipments is im-
practical. With respect, however, to
plants for which shipments are the only
practical method of supplying the mar-
ket, the 50 percent shipping requirement
is reasonable and commonly used in Fed-
eral orders. It is necessary that such
standard be established for plants which
are to be pooled, for otherwise the re-
turns from Class I sales in the market
could be dissipated to sources which do
not represent a regular supply for the
market. It is reasonable to require that
at least half of the milk receipts of a
plant be used to supply the market if the
plant is to be accorded pool plant status.
Such a requirement compares with the
50 percent requirement cooperatives are
expected to meet with respect to the milk
of their members. It is coneluded that the
50 percent shipping requirement is an
appropriate standard for this purpose.

It is recognized that the pool supply
plant handles a reserve supply for the
market which would not be drawn upon
as much during higher production
months as during months of low produc-
tion. It is therefore provided (as in the
present St. Louis order) that such plant
could continue to qualify during the
months of March through August with-
out shipments if it had qualified in each
of the prior months of September
through February on the basis of actual
shipments. The Ozarks order contains &
similar provision. :

Higher supply plant shipping require-
ments were requested by the cooperativé
associations who asked for the merged
order. Their proposal was that shipments
of 60 percent of the Grade A receipts of
the plant during the month of October
70 percent in November, and lesser per-
centages in other months to distributing
plants would be required. ]

The proposed higher requirements i
October and November are not relate?
to any prior experience under either ol
the orders, nor is it known whether thel"
would be suitable to the operation of any
plants on which the market might -del;
pend for a regular supply of milk. Suc!
requirements would mean that the entir®
receipts from such a plant would be U’;n
regulated and ineligible to participate
pool returns although more than Da
of the milk from such plant was US
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to supply distributing plants. In the ab-
sence of any specific data relating the
proposed percentages to the operations
of particular plants or to needs of the
markef, the proposal seems inconsistent
with the principle of pricing and pooling

milk which is primarily associated with,

the market. The proposed higher re-
quirements for these months therefore
are not adopted.

The order should allow a cooperative
association to pool a supply plant with-
out specific shipping requirements if the
major function of the cooperative is to
supply milk to pool distributing plants.
It shall be provided that such a plant
qualify for pooling if 50 percent or more
of the total producer milk of member
producers is delivered fo pool distributing
plants either directly from farms or
through association plants. Qualification
as a pool plant would be allowed if the
association met this percentage in either
the current month or on the basis of
total shipments during the 12-month
period ending with the current month.
A similar provision was supported by
cooperative associations requesting the
merger of the two orders, although their
proposal required delivery of 60 percent
of member milk for 12 months. Their
proposal would also count deliveries to
supply plants as well as to distributing
plants as a basis for qualification.

The proposal by the cooperatives, ex-
cept for requiring 60 percent deliveries,
is the same as the provision of the St.
Louis order which qualifies the plant of
cooperative association if during the
prior 12 months 50 percent of member
producer milk is delivered to pool
distributing plants, either directly or
through the association plant or is de-
livered from farms to supply plants.

The provision for pooling a cooperative
association regerve plant recognizes that
most producers of the market have con-
Verted to farm bulk tanks, and therefore
large quantities of milk may be moved
long distances from farms to city dis-
tributing plants without moving through
& supply plant. In many cases, therefore,
It would be inefficient to require that the
milk move through a supply plant in
order for the plant to be pooled. The
Plants operated by the cooperative asso-
tations, nevertheless, do handle the re-
Serve milk of the market when it is not
?eeded at the distributing plants. There-
ore, they serve a purpose similar to that
of plants qualifying for pooling on a ship-
Ping basis,
diW{nle direct shipment from farms to

stributing plants may ordinarily be the
gf;s} efficient method of handling, some
e k may move through the reserve plant
cat,dlSt}‘ibutmg plants. The pool qualifi-
orlons of the cooperative plant, there-

e]?( should be based on the combined
whi‘;“(_fs to distributing pool plants
e vl through the plant or direct from
WO\‘E €T producers’ farms. An exception
X I'Cri‘ need to be made if such plant
onaul) ‘de for pooling under another order

A\ ec“. asis of shipping more of its Grade
otheremés to plants regulated under the
Made 1o o ﬂ';an the qualifying deliveries
case, t fil_l S under this order. In such

>+ 10 avoid conflict with other order

No. 56—
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regulations, the plant should not be
pooled under this order.

Provision that a cooperative may meet
the qualification requirements either on
a single-month or 12-month basis will
afford flexibility to different types of
operations in meeting the pooling stand-
ards. In some instances it will be possible
for a cooperative to meet the requirement
on a 12-month basis although in a few of
the months member deliveries may fall
below the required percentage. On the
other hand, the single-month basis for
qualification will allow a cooperative to
pool a reserve plant on the first month
in which it meets the percentage
requirement.

The higher percentage for deliveries
(60 percent) proposed by cooperative as-
sociations should not be adopted. The
requirement now in the order is 50 per-
cent. This requirement is preferable to a
higher percentage for reasons similar to
those relating to supply plants.

The cooperative association also pro-
posed that a plant operated by or under
contract to a cooperative association be
able to qualify as a pool plant on another
basis. This would depend on the propor-
tion of milk receipts of all distributing
plants in the market furnished by the
cooperative association (or federation
of cooperatives) . Under such a provision,
if the cooperative delivers 60 percent of
the total producer milk received during
the month at all pool distributing plants,
then a plant operated by such association
or federation would qualify as a pool
plant.

While furnishing 60 percent of the
supply of all distributing plants repre-
sents a substantial supply function in the
market, there is a difficulty inherent in
this kind of a provision. There would be
no limit on the quantities of milk which
could be pooled in this manner without
any relation to the purpose of serving the
fluid market. Thus, although the cooper-
ative association (or federation) would
supply 60 percent of all the milk used by
distributing plants, nevertheless, the
cooperative could include in the pool
unlimited additional quantities of milk
merely by identifying such milk with the
plant proposed to be pooled. The proposal
therefore is considered to be unworkable
unless some limit were placed on the
quantity of reserve milk which would be
associated with the milk the cooperative
association furnishes to distributing
plants. If such a limit were included in
the provision, the requirements for the
embodied plants would be essentially
similar to the requirements in the other
provision previously discussed applicable
to plants operated by a cooperative as-
sociation. It is concluded, therefore, that
this additional proposed provision for
qualifying cooperative plants is not
needed and should not be adopted.

The proponents for the merged order
asserted that a plant operated by or
under contract to a cooperative associa-
tion should be allowed to qualify as a
pool plant only after meeting the re-
quirements during every month of the
preceding 12-month period. Although
this provision is now in the St. Louis
order it is not adopted in the proposed
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merged order. Such a provision would
mean that while a high proportion of a
cooperative’s member milk is delivered to
pool distributing plants during an initial
12-month period, the cooperative would
nevertheless be denied the use of its
plant as a reserve pool plant. It is not
clear what would be accomplished in
terms of orderly marketing under such
restriction on a new cooperative associa-
tion. It would, in fact, during the 12-
month period, deny the cooperative
association a reserve pool plant while
current performance might well be
greater than that of other cooperative
associations who under such a provision
are allowed reserve pool plant status for
thei * plants. It is not necessary to limit
the pooling of a reserve plant on the
basis proposed. The provisions, with
respect to supply plants adopted herein,
would provide sufficient identification of
the plant with the market to justify
pooling such plants.

A special provision should be made for
any plant which qualifies as a pool plant
under the proposed order and at the
same time qualifies under another order
as a fully regulated plant. The present
provisions of the Ozarks and St. Louis
orders, with respect to such plants,
should be modified to allow a distributing
plant to remain a pool plant under the
proposed order until the third consecu-
tive month in which the plant makes
greater Class I disposition in the other
marketing area. This will afford the
handler reasonable notice that the regu-
lation of his plant will shift from one
order to another unless he adjusts his
operations to prevent such a shift. To
avoid possible conflict of two orders,
however, the effect of this provision
should be limited in case the other order
does not release the plant from regula-
tion during the first 2 months of the
period in which the plant makes greater
disposition in such other marketing area.

Inasmuch as other orders may have
similar provisions, it is provided in this
proposed order to exempt a distributing
plant from full regulation until the third
month in which it has greater disposi-
tion in this marketing area than in an-
other Federal order marketing area
where it also qualifies as a fully regu-
lated plant.

The order should also exempt a
supply plant which meets the pooling
requirements under both this and an-
other order if greater qualifying ship-
ments from such plant are made during
the month to plants regulated under
another order than are made to plants
regulated under this order. Such exemp-
tion should not apply, however, if the
operator of such plant chooses to retain
automatic pooling status under the Sf.
Louis order during the months of March
through August. Since in these months
the plant is qualified under this order
without making any shipments cur-
rently, there is not an appropriate basis
for deciding the applicable regulation
only by comparing shipments to both
markets.

The definition of producer-handler
should be amplified to reflect modern
dairy marketing practices’and to make
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clear that the entire operation repre-
sents the personal enterprise and risk
of the producer-handler. A producer-
handler may be allowed to receive milk
from pool plants since the classification
provisions of the order would assure that
the value of such milk as Class I would
be fully reflected in the market pool.
While the present definition precludes
receipt of other source milk, certain
exceptions should be allowed. The pro-
ducer-handler should be able to sup-
plement his own production with receipts
of packaged milk from any plant regu-
lated under another order, inasmuch as
this form of receipt would be classified
and priced under the other order. Thus,
there would be assurance that such a
source of milk for the producer-handler
would not tend to undermine the pricing
under this order.

Further, a producer-handler may be
allowed to receive nonfluid milk prod-
uets, but only to the extent that such
products are used to fortify fluid milk
products for route disposition. The priv-
ilege to use nonfluid milk products for
fortification would not extent to recon-
stitution of fluid milk products for Class
I disposition. It would not be feasible to
allow the producer-handler exemption
to apply to a plant operation which thus
uses other source milk items as a supply
for Class I disposition, since this could
result in a significant cost advantage
compared to regulated handlers. Any
plant disposing of reconstituted fluid
milk products in the marketing area
should be subject to the applicable order
provisions relating to fully regulated or
partially regulated plants. Similar con-
sideration would apply if the plant op-
erator reconstituted the skim milk por-
tion of a milk substitute.

The definition of “route disposition”
should be modified from the correspond-
ing provision of the St. Louis order to
put it in terms of disposition of fluid
milk produets, and to include deliveries
of packaged fluid milk products to pool
distributing plants. The latter change
will serve to include packaged transfers
to distributing plants in the pool qualifi-
cation of plants making such disposition.

The handler definition of the St. Louis
and Ozarks orders are in most respects
the same. The merged order, however,
would modify the definition of a coopera-
tive association as a handler on bulk
tank milk delivered to pool plants. Both
cooperative proponents and a principal
handler requested that the plant opera-
tor receiving the milk be allowed to be
the handler if the cooperative and the
plant operator agree on such an arrange-
ment. The plant operator would in this
case agree to pay for the milk on the
basis of the farm bulk tank measure-
ment readings and butterfat tests from
samples taken at the farm.

The provision now in the order recog-
nizes that a cooperative association
which operates tank truck pickup routes,
or which contracts for such farm pickup,
would ordinarily be the only agency hav-
ing direct access to the information as to
individual producer milk weights and
butterfat tests. It would be impractical,
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therefore, to require the plant operator
to pay for the milk on the basis of farm
measurements over which he has no con-
trol and cannot verify and which may
differ in total from the amount delivered
to his plant. The St. Louis and Ozarks
orders, therefore, provide for the coop-
erative association to be the responsible
handler to account for the receipt of such
milk from producers.

In this market, however, much of the
milk is received by plant operators under
agreement with the cooperative associa-
tion that payment will be on the basis of
farm bulk tank measurements taken by
the cooperative or its agent, and for
butterfat based on samples taken from
the farm bulk tank. The proposal of the
cooperatives would be based on this
method of payment, and would be sup-
ported further by notification to the
market administrator of agreement be-
tween the association and the plant oper-
ator that the latter will be the responsi-
ble handler under the order for reporting
receipts of milk from the individual
producers. Since this proposal removes
difficulties that otherwise would arise in
requiring the handler to pay for milk
on the basis of farm weights and butter-
fat tests, it is adopted.

On the other hand if the cooperative
association and the plant operator do
not operate under an agreement that the
plant operator will pay for the milk on
the basis of farm weights and butterfat
tests, then the cooperative association
should be required to be the receiving
handler for the producers on its bulk
tank pickup routes.

There may be instances, also, in which
the plant operator normally pays a co-
operative association for farm bulk tank
milk on the basis of farm weights and
samples and yet does not wish to be the
handler for reporting individual pro-
ducer weights and tests under the order.
In this case, the cooperative association
would be required by the order to be the
handler with respect to bulk tank milk
it assembles from members’ farms for
delivery to a pool plant.

The definition of producer milk would
be similar to the present provision in the
St. Louis order. The limitation with re-
spect to diversion, however, would re-
quire a greater proportion of a producer’s
deliveries to be made to pool plants. Di-
version of a producer’s milk to nonpool
plants not regulated by another order
would be allowable on any day in the
months of March through August, and in
other months for not more days of
production of each producer than the
number of days of his production physi-
cally received during the month at pool
plants. On this basis the milk of a pro-
ducer could be diverted in any month of
the September-February period for about
half of the month, providing the pro-
ducer’s milk was physically received dur-
ing the month at least the same number
of days at pool plants. Milk of a producer
diverted beyond such limitation would
not be producer milk.

This will provide a better identification
of the producer as part of the reliable
supply for the market than current St.
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Louis order provisions which allow diver-
sion to an unregulated plant on any day
during the months of March through
August and in any other month for as
much as 16 days. The present provision
does not require in the September-Feb«
ruary period any specific amount of de-
liveries to a pool plant during the same
month in which a producer’s milk is
diverted.

Also the current provision with respect
to diversion to other order plants allows
up to 16 days’ production to be diverted
without any specific requirement as to
the amount to be delivered from the
same producer during the month to pool
plants. This provision also is modified
to require delivery to pool plants for a
number of days of production equal to
the number of days of production di-
verted.

The cooperatives, in supporting their
proposal, claimed that existing provisions
have been abused by a practice of identi-
fying a producer’s milk with a pool plant
through a few days delivery, and then
diverting the producer’s milk to the
maximum extent to a nonpool plant.

The revised provisions are expected to
eliminate the incentive to continue this
type of diversion. The revised provisions
will allow, however, for orderly handling
of market reserve milk.

3. Classification and allocation. The
expanded St. Louis-Ozarks order should
provide for two classes of milk as do the
present orders. Class I milk would be
principally that disposed of as route
disposition of fluid milk products or held
in packaged form as inventory. Class ho
milk would be principally the skim milk
and butterfat used to produce manu-
factured dairy products, milk products
dumped, milk products disposed of to
commercial food establishments, and
shrinkage of skim milk and butterfat.
This classification is for the most part
similar to that in the present orders and
as proposed by the cooperative assocla=
tions at the hearing.

The modifications of the classification
provisions '(compared to the present
orders) are relatively limited and are
primarily concerned with the classifica-
tion of yogurt, sour cream, sterilized
products in hermetically sealed cop-
tainers, and the classification of inven-
tory.

Sour cream disposed of under a Grade
A label should continue to be classified as
Class I milk. Under sanitary regulations
in the marketing area, sour cream is rel;
quired to be made from Grade A mil
and the finished product must be Jabel
Grade A. In the present St. Louls order,
sour cream products to which cheese f;r
any food substance other than a ms
product has been added and which con
tains not more than 15 percent butter
fat is distinguished as a product LYBC
separate from regular sour cream. A
order classifies such a product as Cfn
II milk. Such sour creani mixtures, of 1ed
referred to as “dips”, need not be labe ‘:) ¢
Grade A. Accordingly, for purposes xe
classification, it is preferable to mcts
the distinction between these DProduCy
and unmodified sour cream on the bas
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of whether the finished product is la-
beled Grade A rather than on the basis
of the percent of butterfat content. The
present Ozarks order classifies sour
cream mixtures on this basis, and the
cooperative associations proposed this
method of classification for the St.
Louis-Ozarks order. )

Sterilized products hermetically sealed
in metal or glass containers, sterilized
either before or after sealing so as to
prevent microbial spoilage should be
classified as Class IT milk. Sterile prod-
ucts so packaged may be distributed re-
gionally from central locations. Grade A
requirements for supplies used in the
preparation of the products have not
been generally established. In these cir-
cumstances the product sources are not
readily identifiable as related to the
Grade A supply requirement of the
market,

Inventories of fluid milk products on
hand in packaged form at the end of the
month should be eclassified as Class I
milk. Fluid milk products on hand at
the end of the month in bulk form should
be classified as Class IT milk.

Classification of packaged inventories
of fluid milk products as Class I milk,
rather than as Class IT milk, will dimin-
ish the monetary importance of their
exact location in the distribution system
of the handler as of the end of the ac-
counting period. Previously, administra-
tive feasibility has generally required
that products accounted for as inventory
under these orders be limited to those
bhysically located in the plant where
brocessed. Packaged milk moved to dis-
tribution points has thus been classified
as Class I milk disposition even though
It may be on hand at the distribution
boint at the end of the month, Handlers
have thus been paying the Class I milk
price of one month for products dis-
Posed of from the processing plant, but
held elsewhere in their distribution Sys=
tem, and that of the following month in
inventories of packaged milk held in
their processing plants. Under the sys-
fem herein recommended the extent of
this difference will be substantially re-
duced or eliminated,

The adoption of the plan of classifying
all fluid milk produets on hand in pack-
aged form at the end of the month as
Clz}ss I milk will, in the long run, affect
Deither handlers’ costs nor producers’
returns. In the first month in which it
Is effective, it will increase handlers’
costs by the difference between the Class
I and Class 11 prices on the volume of
Packaged milk inventory held in plants.
i 1S increase in cost represents an ear-
‘T payment, for Class I products which
Wil normally be disposed of as Class I
the‘fouowing month,

To insure that al handlers pay the
%Urr_em. month’s Class I milk price for
\1d milk disposed of during the month,
Dl'ils brovided that if the Class I milk
mecci micreases over the previous month,
s lggtd{er Will be charged the differ-
el Ween the Class I milk price for
prié :u; rent month and the Class T milk
iy the preceding month on the
o gltity of ending inventory assigned

a5s I milk in the preceding month,

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

Likewise, if the Class I milk price de-
creases, the handler will receive a cor-
responding credit.

To accommodate this change in the
classification of fluid milk products in
packaged form in inventory, the alloca-
tion section of the order should provide
that inventory of such packaged fluid
milk products on hand at the beginning
of the month be subtracted from Class I
milk utilization immediately after the
allocation of shrinkage and packaged
fluid milk products from other order
markets and before making the other as-
signments therein provided. Inventory
of fluid milk products in bulk form would
continue to be handled as under the
present provisions of the orders.

Determination of shrinkage is part of
the classification procedure. The pro-
posed order would require plant shrink-
age to be computed for each plant of
each handler rather than on a combined
basis for all plants of a handler. Since
separate reports would be required for
each plant covering its receipts and uti-
lization, the shrinkage computation for
each plant would be part of this report-
ing procedure., Separate reports and
shrinkage for each pool plant will pre-
clude a handler operating two or more
plants from offsetting shrinkage in one
plant against overage in another. This
requirement should apply whether or not
there are transfers between the plants
of the handler.

If milk products are transferred be-
tween pool plants of the same handler,
the same care should be given to record-
ing the weights and tests of milk so
transferred as is given to transfers to
pool plants of other handlers. Separate
shrinkage computations for each plant
are necessary to make the accounting
requirements for the multiple pool plant
operator similar to the accounting re-
quired of the operator of an individual
plant.

The calculation of shrinkage as pro-
vided in the two orders should be
modified in a few respects for purposes of
the merged order.

In the case of a handler purchasing
bulk tank milk from a cooperafive as-
sociation, 2 percent allowance should
apply if the plant operator files notice
with the market administrator that he is
purchasing such milk on the basis of
farm weights and butterfat tests based
on samples taken at the farm. Under
such condition, this allowance would
apply whether or not the plant operator
elects to be the handler as previously
described with respect to milk assembled
from producer farms on tank truck
pickup routes operated by a cooperative
association.

It is commonly recognized that some
shrinkage may occur between pickup at
the farm in tank trucks and delivery to
pool plants. An allowance of one-half
percent is commonly allowed for such
shrinkage. The new shrinkage provision
would similarly allow one-half of 1 per-
cent on milk diverted to milk plants if the
plant operator does not purchase the
milk on the basis of farm weights and
butterfat tests.
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The proposed transfer provisions are
generally the same as in the present
orders with few modifications, The clas-
sification of skim milk and butterfat
transferred or diverted to a nonpool plant
located more than 350 miles from the St.
Louis city hall, however, is based on
shortest highway distance, rather than
on airline mileage as in the present
orders. This change was proposed by the
cooperative associations to conform with
the manner in which milk is moved and
which is recognized as the practical
measurement for distances under milk
orders. The 350 mile limit from St. Louis
encompasses all the manufacturing
facilities now used by handlers under
either order for disposal of excess sup-
plies of milk. It should also be noted that
cream transferred to a nonpool plant may
be classified as Class IT milk if prior no-
tice is given to the market administrator
and each container is labeled by the ship-
ping handler as “non-Grade A” cream
for manufacturing use only. This change
from the present term in the orders of
“Grade C” merely updates the order
language to meet current trade practices.

Allocation. After the classification has
been determined for all milk and milk
product disposition, or use, at each plant,
the class uses so determined would be
allocated to plant receipts. The alloca-
tion provisions of the merged order con-
form closely to provisions of the St.
Louis and Ozarks orders with modifica-
tions as explained herein.

In the case of a multiple plant handler,
it is provided that this allocation is on an
individual plant basis unless the handler
has receipts of other source fluid milk
products assigned to Class I under such
allocation. In the latter case, it is re-
quired that allocation be m.ade on a sys-
tem basis including milk receipts and
disposition at all of the handlers’ plants.
System allocation is necessary under the
circumstances to avoid a disproportion-
ate assignment of producer milk to the
Class IT milk in the handler's system.
Such unfavorable allocation of producer
milk to Class II would occur if the
handler’s receipts of the other source
milk were at a plant with a higher Class
I utilization than the average in his
system. The system allocation will assure
that receipts of other source milk to be
prorated to Class I and Class IT utiliza-
tion will receive classification based on
class use in the handler’s system.

Receipts from handler pool markets.
Milk received from an individual handler
pool market should be allocated sepa-
rately from other receipts and the receiv-
ing handler should be obligated to the
producer-settlement fund for the class
use value of such milk in excess of the
weighted average price,

Transfers of milk from a handler pool
Federal order market have been received
frequently in this market during the past
several years, and at times in substantial
quantity. Although this milk is priced
under another Federal order, it neverthe-
less has been a disturbing factor in the
market. This is due to the certain charae-

teristics of marketing under a handler
pool order and privileges of cooperative
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associations in marketing and paying
membership.

The particular incentives for a co-
operative association in a handler pool
market to make Class I sales into other
markets having market pools, does
encourage the use of handling practices
and pricing practices which, in many
circumstances, tend to undermine the
pricing structure of the receiving mar-
ket. The proposal considered here is
intended to neutralize the particular
incentives and advantages associated
with the transferring of milk from a
handler pool market to this market to
the extent that such advantages depend
on circumstances other than a difference
in Class I prices under the two orders.
The proposal would not prevent inter-
market transfers.

The proposal made by the cooperative
associations in this market is that in
the case of milk received at a pool plant
from a handler pool market the handler
should pay into the producer-settlement
fund any amount by which the class use
value of such milk exceeds the uniform
or weighted average price. It is concluded
herein that under circumstances in this
market, such a payment would be a
proper method of neutralizing the special
advantages and incentives associated
with such transfers.

The interorder transfers are arranged
by a cooperative association in the
handler pool market, which acts as a
marketing agent for this milk whether
the milk originates from members or
from other farmers who qualify as pro-
ducers under that order, The milk trans-
ferred is identified, however, with a plant
regulated under that order, and accord-
ingly priced under the North Central
Towa order at that location.

An essential element of the problem is
that the cooperative association is able
to offer the milk to handlers in the St.
Louis-Ozarks market under circum-
stances that do not require it to recover
all handling costs as well as the class
prices for such milk under the North
Central Iowa order. Proponents gave
data showing that the price paid to the
farmers supplying the milk was less than
the handler uniform price calculated
under the North Central Jowa order for
the cooperative handler. During 1966 the
average price received by those dairy
farmers was about 21 cents less per
hundredweight than the order blend
price for the cooperative handlers. The
inference is that the portion of the cost
not recovered by the cooperative is ab-
sorbed by members by accepting a price
for their milk which is less than the
handlers’ order blend price. The require-~
ments upon a cooperative in paying its
members, however, are not the same as
apply to other handlers with respect to
payments to producers. The cooperative
association may blend the proceeds of
its sales in all markets for the purpose of
distributing returns to its members. Thus,
any failure to recover all costs is reflected
in the prices paid to members for milk,

There is a particular incentive for a
cooperative in a handler pool market to
dispose of milk in other markets, be-
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cause there is a direct relationship be-
tween the association’s Class I disposi-
tion in all markets and the returns to its
member producers. None of the returns.
from such Class I disposition are shared
with other producers in the market as in
the case of market pooling. Thus, each
Class I disposition the cooperative han-
dler can make in another market pro-
vides a direct reward to members in the
form of a higher blend price.

There may be greater incentive for
such association to increase Class I sales
in other markets rather than its home
market. The opportunity for increasing
Class I sales in the home market may be
very limited, particularly if the associa-
tion is already furnishing most of the
supplies in the market. Further, there
may be reluctance to disturb the com-
petitive situation in the home market.

In addition, the objective of a handler
under an individual handler pool order
(whether or not a cooperative associa-
tion) disposing of milk in another mar-
ket may be principally to dispose of re-
serve supply. In this manner he avoids
the depressing effect on his blend if
such milk were used for manufacturing
purposes. On the other hand, such sales
to a market pool market depress the
unu]’orm price to producers in the market
pool.

Under an order with a market pool,
such incentives do not exist to the same
degree for a cooperative association as a
handler to dispose of reserve milk in
another market. To the extent that the
returns for such sales must be shared
in the market pool with producers who
are not members of the association, the
benefits are diminished.

Failure to recover all costs of handling
does not negate the incentive for pro-
moting- sales in other markets if the
cooperative in the handler pool market,
nevertheless, thus achieves a high Class I
use. The gain from such high Class I use
can greatly exceed the loss of handling
charges not recovered. Such opportunity
to gain higher returns for members even
while absorbing losses on handling is a
particular characteristic of a handler
pool market, since the returns from all
sales go directly to members and are not
shared with other producers.

The availability of other order milk
offered to St. Louis handlers at less than
total costs is inconsistent with the es-
tablished pricing under the orders in-
volved, and therefore is disruptive and
renders difficult the maintenance of the
established class pricing system and
orderly marketing conditions. The pro-
posal adopted herein is intended to
counteract the disruptive conditions.

The proposed provision applicable to
the quantity of handler pool milk re-
ceived would require payment into the
producer-settlement fund of any excess
of utilization value over the weighted
average price. This would serve to neu-
tralize the special advantages, as de-
seribed, which would otherwise acerue to
the pool handler so obtaining a supply
for fluid use and the supplier(s) in the
handler pool market. Such special ad-
vantages to receiver and supplier would
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be likely only when the receiving han-
dler has a utilization higher than the
normal Class I utilization level in the St.
Louis-Ozarks market. If the receiving
handler’s utilization were the same as the
market average, the transfer would not
likely provide a means for the supplier
in the handler pool market to improve
his utilization, and thus such special ad-
vantages to the receiver and supplier(s)
would be voided by this circumstance. In
no case should a reverse equalization
payment apply if the classification of the
intermarket transfer represents a value
less than the weighted average price,
since any payment out of the pool would
be a depletion of the funds in a manner
tending to support procurement for sur-
plus use.

The proposed provision would require
that the receiving handler pay into the
producer-settlement fund part of the
class use value of the milk he received
from the handler pool. The remaining
money value would not be a money obli-
gation against the handler under the St.
Louis-Ozarks order. It would be the basis,
however, for computing the equivalent
allocation to classes for the purpose of &
report to the market administrator of
the handler pool market. From such &l-
location to class uses the obligation of
the shipping handler would be deter-
mined under the handler pool order. The
St. Louis-Ozarks market administrator
would determine this allocation to classes
as being that classification which IS
equivalent to the value of the credit al-
lowed the receiving handler on this milk
in computing his obligation fo the pro-
ducer-settlement fund.

4. (a) Differentials over basic formuld
price. The merged order should provide
for four Class I milk price zones. The
Class I milk price for Zone I (St. Lows
area) should be the basic formula price
plus $1.16, subject to applicable supply~
demand adjustments. The Zone II (Cape
Girardeau area) Class I milk price should
be 15 cents higher than the Zone I price.
The Zone ITI (Southwest Missouri area)
and in Texas County, Mo., the Class I
milk price should be 25 cents lower that
the Zone I price and the Zone IV (Ar-
kansas counties) Class I milk pricé
should be 8 cents lower than the Zone I
price.

The geographic price relationships
would remain the same between plants
located in St. Louis and Springfield, Mo.
and between St. Louis and Cape Gll'al’é
deau, Mo. At other points where regulate
plants are located, the changes in the lo-
cation adjustments would generally re-
duce the existing differences between
plant locations, The pricing zones 8r¢
more particularly defined as follows:

ZonE I
(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

Crawford. St. Louls,

Franklin, Warren. o

Jefferson. Washington.

St. Charles. City of St. Louls, Mo.
and the territory within Scott mm&rev
Reservation, and East St. Louis, CentreV: t'
Canteen, and Stites Townships, and city ©
Belleville, all in St. Clair County, Til.
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ZonNE II
(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

Perry.
Ste, Genevieve,

Cape Girardeau.

Bollinger,

St. Francols,
ZonNE IIT

(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

Stone.

Taney.

Webster.

Wright.

Ford Leonard Wood
Military Reserva-
tion.

Barry.
Christian.
Douglas,
Green,
Howell,
Laclede.
Lawrence.
Ozark.
ZoNE IV
(ARKANSAS COUNTIES)

Marlon,
Newton,
Searcy.
Washington.

Baxter.
Benton.
Boone,
Carroll.
Madison,

The level of Class I prices at the St.
Louis (Zone I) loeation as related to the
basic formula price also would continue
to be the same as under the present order,
except insofar as a different supply-de-
mand adjustment might apply. The effect,
of the equivalent price factor, which has
been minus 24 cents based upon the sup-
ply-demand adjustment under the prior
Chicago milk order terminated May 1,
1966, is incorporated into the price for-
mula In arriving at the level of the Class
I differential at the St. Louis location.

The pricing plan proposed by the three
cooperative associations in the two mar-
kets is not adopted. The producer plan
would have established a relationship
bet\yeen the price at St. Louis and at
Springfield, Mo., based on the relative
distances of these cities from Madison,
Wis. This would produce a Class I price
al Springfield, Mo., 31 cents per hundred-
Weight higher than at St. Louis. The pro-
ducers' proposal did not call for any
thange in the level of Class I price at St.
Louis, nor at Cape Girardeau, where the
price is 15 cents higher than the St.
Louis city price.

A further element of the pricing plan
of producers would allow a transporta-
tion credit for milk moved from the
Southwest Missouri area to the ecity of
St. Louis. The Class I price on such milk
would be 27 cents under the St. Louis
Price, and thus 58 cents less than the
Price for other Class T disposition by reg-
ulatgd bPlants located in southwest Mis-
souri. The amount of this transportation
allowance would be blended with the
Yalue of the other milk in the southwest

i18souri area.

Proponents reasoned that the level of
p 455 I prices in all midwestern markets

lould graduate upward in proportion
- the distance from a Wisconsin loca-
kgtr;' Within the proposed merged mar-

4 g area, the principal result of this
Ié’] “ng plan would be to increase the
cegts,s I price in southwest Missouri 56
e lsd per hundredweight. Further, this
Shil reverse the present price relation-
M‘D between St. Louis and southwest
prli&soun by making the Springfield, Mo.,
: ice 31 cents higher than the St. Louis

rice rather than 25 cents lower, as at

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

present. It was argued that the historical
basis for a price lower than St. Louis,
based on the St. Louis price less cost of
transportation for delivery to St. Louis,
is no longer valid, because a diminishing
quantity of milk is drawn from this area
by the St. Louis market.

The further argument was offered
that if the excess supply in southwest
Missouri were distributed among the
markets in the region that this addi-
tional volume in the other markets would
have very little effect on their blend
prices. Presumably this argument was
intended to mean that within the region
of southwestern United States the pro-
portion of reserve milk is not excessive.

The primary reason why the price in
southwest Missouri (Zone III and Texas
County, Mo., where a pool supply plant
at Cabool is located) cannot be in-
creased, as proposed by producer asso-
ciations, is that in this area milk pro-
duction exceeds local fluid outlets by a
wide margin. In 1966 about 512.5 million
pounds of Grade A milk were produced
in southwest Missouri and priced under
either the St. Louis or Ozarks orders. Of
this quantity about 232.2 million pounds
were used as Class I milk under the
Ozarks order and about 63.5 million
pounds were shipped to St. Louis plants.

The remainder, about 216.8 million
pounds, or more than 42 percent of the
total production, does not have a Class I
market. In these circumstances it can-
not be concluded that a higher Class I
price than at present is needed to assure
an adequate supply.

The history of milk production in
southwest Missouri shows that order
prices have been adequate to encourage
an increasing milk production for Grade
A outlets. The total milk pooled under
the Ozarks order increased from 190.5
million pounds in 1960 to 349.7 million
pounds in the year 1966. Production of
milk per farm unit also increased during
the same period, from an average daily
production of 506 pounds in 1960 to
746 pounds in 1966. During all this period
the Class I price level under the Ozarks
order has been established by a differen-
tial relationship to St. Louis, approxi-
mately 25 cents per hundredweight (an-
nual average) less than the St. Louis
Class I price. It is concluded, therefore,
that the price level in southwest Mis-
souri (Zone IITI) has been sufficient not

_only to maintain milk production but

also to encourage an increasing level of
milk production.

Although the overall demand for the
milk produced in this area has resulted
in greater fluid use, this increase has not
kept pace with the increase in produc-
tion. During the period of 1960 through
1966 while Class I disposition of Ozarks
pool plants increased 73 percent, receipts
of producer milk increased 84 percent
in the same period. The percentage of
Class I utilization of Ozarks producer
milk during 1966 averaged 66.4 percent,
lower than in the 3 preceding years of
1963, 1964, and 1965, which averaged
72.2, 72.0, and 73.1 percent, respectively.
The utilization in 1966 was, however,
higher than the 62.2 percent average
Class I utilization in 1962.
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As pointed out by proponents, the
volume drawn by the St. Louis market
from this area has diminished. During
1966 the quantity of milk shipped from
southwest Missouri to St. Louis monthly
averaged 5.3 million pounds, or about
10 percent of the quantity of producer
Class I milk under the St. Louis order.
During the previous year monthly ship-
ments averaged about 7 million pounds.

A level of price in southwest Missouii
locations higher in relation to other
markets than at present would tend to
discourage the movement of milk from
this area into other markets. The effect
of the cost of shipment to the St. Louis
market is one example of this effect on
the price level in southwest Missouri.
Thus, the pricing scheme proposed by
producers would tend to hinder the
establishment of outlets for this milk
which could exert an effective demand
and result in inereased Class T use.

In view of the foregoing considerations
there is no basis for changing the exist-
ing relationship between Class I price
levels in southwest Missouri (Zone III
and in Texas County, Mo.), and St. Louis
(Zone I). The Class I milk price at loca-
tions in Zones IT and IV are discussed
in these findings under the heading
“location adjustments”,

It was proposed that the Class I butter-
fat differential be reduced to the level of
the Class IT butterfat differential. This
proposal should not be adopted.

The present Class I butterfat differ-
entials in the two orders are identical.
They are determined for each month by
multiplying the Chicago 92-score butter
price by 0.12. The Class IT butterfat dif-
ferentials, also identical in both orders,
are determined by multiplying the
Chicago butter price by 0.115. The result-~
ing butterfat differentials apply to each
one-tenth of a percent of butterfat above
or below 3.5 percent.

Producers contended that lower but-
terfat differentials for Class I milk would
encourage use of more butterfat in fluid
milk disposition and would increase sales
of cream. This was intended to bring
about a closer balance between butterfat
content of producer milk and utilization
of butterfat in Class I milk.

It was not clear from testimony
whether proponents expected that the
adoption of their proposal would materi-
ally affect returns to producers. It is
apparent, of course, that reducing the
Class I butterfat differential would to
some extent increase skim milk values.
Proponent cooperatives did not offer spe-
cific testimony to justify such increase.

When the Class I value of butterfat is
the same as the Class II value no essential
monetary gain for producers is made if
handlers shift a proportion of their
butterfat use from Class II to Class I.
There is no basis here to conclude that
higher butterfat content of Class I milk
products would stimulate sales. In some
respects consumers have shown increas-
ing preference in recent years for fluid
products with lower average butterfat
content. Since the evidence is inadequate
to make a determination that any bene-
fits would result from the producers’
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proposal, and it could reduce returns,
the proposal is not adopted.

(b) Supply-demand adjustor., The
consideration of proposals on this record
dealing with a supply-demand adjustor
are deferred for further consideration
on this record.

(¢) Location adjustments. The loca-
tion differential system applicable to
Class I prices at plants and to uniform
prices payable to producers delivering
to plants at various locations would be
modified from existing order provisions.
The mileage used would be shortest high-
way mileage as determined by the mar-
ket administrator rather than airline
miles. This change was proposed by a co-
operative association to conform with
the manner in which the milk is moved
and in recognition that this is the nor-
mal method in which distances are meas-
ured under milk orders. The location ad-
justments at pool plants outside the
marketing area would be based on such
mileage distance from the city hall in
St. Louis, Mo. The rate of location ad-
justment outside the marketing area and
more than 30 miles from the St. Louis
city hall would be 1.5 cents for each 10
miles or fraction thereof of distance from
the city hall in St. Louis. At pool plants
in the marketing area, location adjust-
ments are provided by establishing dif-
ferential Class I prices for designated
zones.

All of the location price adjustments
whether based on distance from St. Louis
city hall or based on the location of the
plant within the pricing zone of the mar-
keting area would apply to the handler’s
obligation with respect to Class I milk
and to the uniform price paid to pro-
ducers for milk delivered to such plant.
This would modify a procedure now ap-
plied to milk delivered to plants located
in Arkansas presently regulated under
the Ozarks order, where the uniform
price to producers under the Ozarks
order is adjusted by a differential of plus
25 cents multiplied by the percentage of
Class I producer milk at these plants.

Changes in the location pricing would
occur at several other plants which serve
as reserve pool plants for these markets.
Currently, the location differential de-
duction under the St. Louis order is 32
cents for the plant at Ozark, Mo., 27
cents at three other plants located at
Cabool, Texas County, and Lebanon,
Laclede County, Mo., and 34 cents at a
pool plant located in Aurora, Mo. The
merged order would establish a single
Class I price level at these four locations
(Zone III and Texas County, Mo.), 25
cents per hundredweight less than at St.
Louis. The Effingham, Ill., location dif-
ferential would be modified from minus
22 cents to an estimated 15 cents. While
these changes represent nominal in-
creases in the value of Class I milk at
these locations, this is not expected to
ordinarily result in higher Class I charges
under the order to distributing plants of
proprietary handlers. Receipts of milk at
city distributing plants are increasingly
direct receipts from farms in bulk tank
trucks rather than from shipping plants.
No change is made herein with respect to
the relationship between the St. Louis
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City price and other locations where reg-
ulated distributing plants now operate.
Also, only a very minor proportion of
receipts at distributing plants have been
receipts from shipping plants on which
Class I location differentials would ap-
ply. The primary result, therefore, of the
changes in the location adjustments as
described, would be to reapportion the
value of the total marketwide pool to be
paid to producers at various locations.
The actual effect on the uniform price,
if any, is estimated to be a minor frac-
tion of a cent per hundredweight.

The proposed system of location ad-
justments reduces the amount of adjust-
ment at points more than 30 and less
than 40 miles distant from the city hall
from 16 cents to 6 cents. There is no basis
for a greater rate of adjustment at such
location than for more distant locations.
Distributing plants serving the main
metropolitan area are located less than
30 miles from the city hall. It is public
knowledge that the one small operation
within the 30-40-mile zone in Missouri
has discontinued operations. As under
the present St. Louis order, no location
adjustment should apply to plants lo-
cated within 30 miles of the St. Louis city
hall. In the nearby areas in Illinois, the
St. Louis order provides a location ad-
justment of minus 10 cents for those lo-
cations in Madison, Monroe, and St.
Clair Counties, and in Looking Glass, St.

-Rose, Breese, or Germantown Township

in Clinton County, which are more than
30 miles from the city hall in St. Louis.
All of this area is within a radius of 40
miles from St. Louis, Mo., and thus the
revised location differentials would pro-
vide lesser deductions within this area,
depending on the distance from St. Louis.
This would result in a better coordina-
tion of pricing with the Southern Illinois
order at all known plant locations.

Th'e pricing for milk delivered to plants
in that portion of the marketing area
within the State of Arkansas (Zone IV)
should be modified to reduce the differ-
ential of the Class I price at such loca-
tions over the Class I price at Springfield,
Mo., and to make the difference of the
uniform prices the same as the difference
of Class I prices. Under the Ozarks order
the Class I price in Arkansas counties is
now 25 cents per hundredweight higher
than for plants located at Springfield,
Mo. The uniform price to producers at
the plants in Washington and Benton
Counties, Ark.,, reflects this 25 cents dif-
ferential only to the extent that handlers
in these counties use producer receipts in
Class I.

The existing 25~cent plus differential
for Class I milk at plants in Washington
and Benton Counties was established in
a decision of October 24, 1958 (23 F.R.
8342) . Official notice is taken of this de-
cision in which it was concluded that
such differential should be increased
from 15 cents to 25 cents to maintain an
adequate market supply for handlers in
this area. The basis for the increase at
that time, was “the procurement compe-
tition in northwest Arkansas from Tulsa,
North Texas, and Central Arkansas mar-
kets * * *”. It was further stated that
this differential was appropriate in rela-
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tion to the alternative cost of milk from
the Springfield, Mo., location including
the cost of hauling. The previous 15-cent
differential was established in the order
under a decision of June 3, 1954 (19 FR.
3374). That decision stated that milk
from farms in this area was going o
Dallas, Tulsa, and St. Louis markets, The
decision also provided that “money re-
ceived from handlers in payment of the
15-cent differential would be distributed
to producers delivering to these
handlers”.

There are three Ozarks order handlers
located in Washington and Benton Coun-
ties, two at Fayetteville and one relatively
small operation at Rogers, Ark. One of
the handlers located at Fayetteville con-
tested the 25-cent differential which he
pays for Class I milk over the price at
the Springfield, Mo., location. He claimed
that this is a competitive disatvantage
in relation to prices paid by handlers who
have route disposition of fluid milk prod-
ucts in the counties from plants located
at Springfield, Mo. He claimed that the
greatest differential which could be jus-
tified on the basis of hauling costs is 17
cents.

The availability of milk supply for
handlers in Washington and Benton
Counties, Ark., is substantially different
than at the time the price differential
was established. The largest part of the
route sales of milk in these counties is
made by the handlers whose plants are
located at Springfield, Mo. Accordingly,
the movement of milk from Springfield,
Mo., into these counties must be regarded
as the predominant factor in arriving at
the appropriate price relationship. A
very ample supply of milk is available 0
plants so located in southwest Missourk.
This supply situation is, in effect, ex-
tended to the northern Arkansas coun-
ties by the dominant route disposition of
Springfield handlers in such area.

The contention of the handler at Fay-
etteville that the proper hauling cost
figure should be based on a rate of 13
cents per hundredweight per 10 miles of
distance was not challenged on the
record. This rate is commonly used I
Federal milk orders and is the basis for
location differentials in the proposed
order. Improvements in transportation
in recent years have affected economies
in cost of the movement of milk as conl
pared to costs at the time the present
differential was established. J

Further, uniform prices published by
the market administrator show that the
price for Washington and Benton Coul~
ties has often been less than 25 cents i
excess of the uniform price at Spring-
field, Mo. In 1965 and 1966 the a\'f-'!'ﬂ"ée
of monthly differences in the uniform
prices was 18 cents and 16 cents, I'CSP"CE
tively, and during the first 9 montbs Ot
1067 averaged 14 cents. To the e.\te;_
that these differences were less than 9
cents, handlers’ receipts in these CO‘:E;
ties were used as Class II milk. Thus b ;
supply at these plants, to this extent, W&
in excess of fluid needs. the

A further. consideration is that i
average difference of uniform prices Mo
tween this location and Springfleld, v
provides a measure of the relative val
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of milk at the two locations. It is ap-
parent that it does not require 25 cents
per hundredweight more to procure milk
in Washington and Benton Counties
than the price required to procure an
adequate supply at Springfield, Mo. ‘In
view of the foregoing considerations, it
is concluded that the Class I price for
plants in Arkansas counties of the mar-
keting area (Zone IV) should be equal to
the Springfield, Mo., price plus 17 cents.
This differential more properly reflects
the cost of hauling milk between these
locations under today’s conditions, and
actual differences in uniform prices at
the two locations do not support a dif-
ference greater than this.

No change should be made in the ap-
plication of location adjustments to milk
received at plants in Cape Girardeau,
Perry, or St. Genevieve Counties, Mo.
(Zone II). Producer associations pro-
posed that the uniform price at such
plants reflect the plus 15 cents over the
St. Louis location only in the same pro-
portion as producer milk received at
such plants is used as Class I. This, how-
ever, would be inconsistent with the rela-
tive values of producer milk as delivered
at the various locations of regulated
plants. Testimony of proponent producer
groups supported a differential of at least
15 cents between Cape Girardeau and
8t. Louis with respect to Class I prices.
A like differential should apply to pro-
ducer uniform prices to be consistent
with such differential value and thus
assure delivery of adequate supplies
according to fluid needs.

Location adjustments to handlers

apply only to Class I milk. Thus, at a

plant where the ordet specifies a minus
location adjustment, the Class I price for
route disposition from such plant is re-
duced at the indicated rate per hundred-
weight. When a supply plant, at which
& minus location adjustment applies,
ships milk to another plant the question
arises as to what part of such transfer
should be subject to location adjustment
credif. Still another problem arises in
the case of a multiple-plant handler
when the order requires that the alloca-
ton of his class uses be on a system basis
rather than on individual plant basis.
Location adjustments in the case of
transfers of fluid milk products between
Pool plants should apply to the extent
at such transferred quantities are
Needed to supply the Class I requirements
of the transferee plant.
- The St. Louis order provision now as-
SIgns the Class I milk of the transferee
Plant (excluding Class I assigned to
receipts from nonpool plants) first to
1rect receipts from producer’s farms (up
95 percent of such receipts) and then
a§sxuns remaining Class I to the transfers
t;‘”“)}0_01.Dlants with least minus loca-
d;?' This is for the purpose of preventing
choctions for location allowance on
Shipments not needed for Class I.
agﬁg..“‘,@ hearing, producer cooperative
of lations proposed a different method
assiening location differentials to
mn’z,{f@rs between plants. They would
. ‘ue the assignment to shipments
M nearest plants, but would include in
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this determination the shipments from
nonpool plants as well as pool plants.

The difficulty with the proposed as-
signment is that the amount of location
allowance, which is in fact deducted from
the value of the market pool, would
reflect Class I quantities assigned to non-
pool sources. This method thus would
be inconsistent with the allocation of
class use to pool and nonpool receipts,
and would not serve the essential purpose
of limiting location allowance on pooled
milk to the quantity needed to be trans-
ferred for Class I requirements. In the
provision adopted, therefore, the quanti-
ties of Class I milk allocated to other
source milk are excluded from the com-
putation of location differentials appli-
cable to transfers between pool plants.

The provision adopted is virtually the
same as the present St. Louis order
provision which has provided adequate
incentive for interplant movements. In
the adopted provision, assignment of
location differentials to milk transferred
between pool plants is based on the
quantity of Class I milk remaining in
the transferee plant after excluding Class
I assigned to other source milk and after
deducting from Class I the quantity of
milk received directly from producers
(up to 95 percent of such receipts).
Beginning packaged inventory is also
excluded, since the latter item would have
been part of the prior month’s assign-
ment.

There are circumstances involving the
operator of two or more plants which
require that the allocation provisions of
the order apply to such a handler on a
“system basis” rather than on an indi-
vidual plant basis. A method is therefore
provided in the order to assign Class I
milk of the handler’s system to individual
plants for the purpose of location adjust-
ments.

Minus location differentials to handlers
on Class I milk are credited from pool
funds and are deductible from Class I
values computed at the f.o.b. market
Class I value in Zone I (St. Louis area).
Such credit should be held to the mini-
mum which will accommodate only the
movement of milk needed to fulfill the
requirements of the Class I market. Any
greater deductions for transportation
would unnecessarily lower returns to pro-
ducers. ,

When milk is diverted from a pool
plant to a nearby nonpool plant, there is
no need to modify the returns to diverted
producers on such milk. The uniform
price at the plant from which the milk is
diverted reflects the value of the milk
in terms of the substantial association
of the diverted milk with such pool plant.
On the other hand, when milk is diverted
from a pool plant to a nonpool plant at
considerable distance, pricing such milk
at the plant from which diverted would
tend to distort the system of location dif-
ferential pricing under the order and
defeat its purpose.

Within the widespread production area
for this market, the regulated plants
with significant minus location differen-
tials are mostly beyond 120 miles from
St. Louis. In such areas, producers whose

-
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milk is delivered to pool plants receive
uniform prices at least 19.5 cents less
than the uniform price at St. Louis. Milk
diverted to nonpool plants in such out-
lying areas should receive the same price
as if delivered to a pool plant at such
location. Milk diverted to nonpool plants
more than 120 miles from St. Louis would
normally be from farms intermingled
with dairy farms supplying nearby pool
plants.

Without a provision as deseribed, milk
from producers in such areas distant
from St. Louis could be received part of
the time at St. Louis plants, be diverted
on other days to a plant in the same area
as the farm, and yet receive the St. Louis
uniform price for both deliveries. The
higher uniform price established by the
order for milk delivered to St. Louis than
for milk delivered to distant pool plants
is intended to provide the necessary in-
centive for delivery to St. Louis plants
when the milk is needed there. If the
producer whose milk is diverted to a
distant plant (beyond 120 miles) re-
ceived the St. Louis uniform price on such
milk he would be receiving a return out
of the market pool intended for milk
delivered to St. Louis when actually the
milk is not so delivered.

The provision as drawn would apply
to milk diverted to nonpool plants,
whether regulated by another order or
not regulated, beyond 120 miles from St.
Louis. It is further provided that diver-
sions to Missouri plants within 75 miles
of the city hall in Springfield, Mo., would
be priced at the Zone IIT price. This
would result in consistent pricing for
milk of producers in those areas of south-
west  Missouri where manufacturing
facilities exist.

Milk diverted from a pool plant to an-
other pool plant should in each case be
priced to handlers and producers at the
location of the plant to which diverted.
There is no essential difference in the
physical handling between milk received
by a plant operator at his plant from his
producers and milk received as diverted
from other pool plants. Identical pricing
for both types of receipts is therefore
appropriate, and will prevent any ad-
vantage to a handler on milk received
as diverted from a plant with a lower
Class I price.

Milk diverted to another order plant
does not involve a problem of location
adjustment of class prices to the divert-
ing handler since such diversions are
limited to Class II milk.

5. Miscellaneous and administrative
changes. In general the present St. Louis
order has been used to construct the pro-
visions of the order for the merger of the
St. Louis and Ozarks orders. However,
certain parts in addition to those specif-
ically referred to herein have been re-
vised to make all provisions more com-
patible with present marketing condi-
tions in the handling of milk in the pro-
posed area. The provisions referred to
here do not change substantially the
effect of the provisions of the order but
merely serve to update the order lan-
guage.

The present St. Louis order under the
subject heading of “Reports of Receipts
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and Utilization” requires that a handler
report, in addition to the information
specifically required, such other informa-
tion with respect to receipts and utiliza-
tion of skim milk and butterfat as the
market administrator may prescribe.
This provision is included in the order
recommended herein. A handler objected
to this provision on the basis that it gave
the market administrator too broad au-
thority. However, this handler could not
cite any instances where he thought such
authority had been abused. This provi-
sion is used in most all Federal milk or-
ders as a means of providing the market
administrator an opportunity to seek all
necessary information to verify handlers’
reports of receipts and utilization and
should be adopted as proposed herein.
(a) Ezxzempt plants. A milk plant oper-
ated by a governmental agency should be
exempt from all provisions of this order.
The record indicates there are several
collezes and state institutions which
maintain dairy herds and/or processing
plants. These herds are kept in connec-
tion with the research and educational
functions or for other reasons. Milk pro-
duced by the dairy herds at these govern-
mental institutions are primarily for use
at such institutions. These operations
are relatively self-contained, with only
small guantities of milk interchanged
with other parties in the market.
Regulation of such an operation could
be disruptive to the purposes of such
agency's dairy operations and would not
serve any useful purpose in effective order
regulation for the market. It is provided,
however, that any fluid milk products
transferred or diverted from pool plants
to an exempt plant operated by a govern-
mental agency be classified as Class I
milk. It is reasonable to assume that pur-
chases by such agencies in the form of
fluid milk products would be needed and
used for Class I purposes. It is further
provided that milk received at a pool
plant from an exempt governmental
agency be assigned first to Class II milk
in the pool plant. Milk sold from a gov-
ernmental agency to a pool plant clearly
represents surplus to the institutions pro-
duetion, processing and consumption
operations and moreover does not repre-
sent a reliable supply for the market and
thus should be classified as Class II milk.
(b) Payments to producers. Certain
dates with respect to announcement of
payments to various funds and to pro-
ducers should be adopted as proposed by
proponents at the hearing. The dates as
adopted herein would require each han-
dler to make payment on or before the
17th day after the end of the month, dur-
ing which the milk was received, to each
producer for whom payment is not made
to a cooperative association. Partial pay-
ments to producers and to cooperative
associations in payment for milk received
during the first 15 days of the month
should be made on or before the last day
of each month. It is provided that the
responsibility for classification of pro-
ducer milk received from a cooperative
association in its capacity as a handler
of bulk tank milk is that of the operator
of the pool plant. Such producer milk is
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assigned to the plant operator’s utiliza-
tion at the plant where received. The
value of the milk as provided herein is
included in the plant operator’s net pool
obligation at class prices. In turn the
pool plant operator is required to pay
the applicable market uniform price to
the cooperative association for such milk.
The plant operator is also responsible for
paying the administrative assessment ap-
plicable to such milk. The procedures
herein provided make for specific ac-
countability on the part of cooperative
associations and the operators of pool
plants with respect to bulk tank milk un-
der the control of cooperative associa-
tions. With operators of pool plants re-
sponsible for equalization in the market-
wide pool with respect to such receipts
from cooperative associations, classifi-
cation and auditing procedures are sim-
plified in the administration of the order.

(c) Market services. A marketing serv-
ice deduction of 6 cents per hundred-
weight should be provided in the merged
St. Louis-Ozarks order.

The present orders provide a maxi-
mum deduction of 5 cents per hundred-
weight for marketing services to be used
by the market administrator to verify
weights, samples and tests of milk re-
ceived from producers and fo provide
them with market information.

There are approximately 100 producers
at the present time not members of a
cooperative association, equal to less than
3 percent of the total number of pro-
ducers in the combined St. Louis-Ozarks
markets. These producers deliver milk
to 11 different pool plants scattered
throughout the merged marketing area.

For the most part, the market adminis-
trator presently employs cooperative as-
sociations to check the butterfat tests
of producers who are not members of co-
operative associations. These as$ocia-
tions, however, have informed the mar-
ket administrator that they cannot con-
tinue the check testing of butterfat at
the rate now paid by the market adminis-
trator. Estimated costs of check testing
these butterfat samples from a central
laboratory exceed the present 5 cents per
hundredweight rate. In this estimated
cost no allowance was made for checking
the accuracy of weights obtained at the
farm from bulk tanks. The testimony also
showed that for the most part there are
no laboratories for employment to render
such services.

Since the present number of producers
that are not members of a cooperative as-
sociation are few and scattered through-
out the marketing area, it is reasonable
to permit a maximum deduction for mar-
keting services at 6 cents per hundrcl-
weight. It should be noted, however, that
both the present and the proposed order
provide that the Secretary may pre-
scribed a lesser rate should the 6-cent
rate produce more money than needed
for the intended purposes.

(d) Administrative expense. The pres~
ent rate of deduction for expense of
administration should be 2.5 cents per
hundredweight or such lesser amount as
prescribed by the Secretary.
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The maximum rate now provided in
the Ozarks order for administrative ex-
pense is 5 cents per hundredweight but
through administrative action only 1.5
cents per hundredweight is currently
being assessed for the administration of
the order. The maximum assessment
now provided in the St. Louis order is
2.5 cents per hundredweight with 2 cents
per hundredweight being the current
assessment.

The rate of 2.5 cents per hundred-
weight should be adequate for the com-
bined and expanded new order. The
assessment, as now, should apply to each
handler's receipts of producer milk in-
cluding his own production, receipts from
a cooperative association in its capacity
as a handler of bulk tank milk and the
quantity of unregulated other source
milk allocated to Class I milk,

RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Briefs and proposed findings and con-
clusions were filed on behalf of certain
interested parties. These briefs, proposed
findings and conclusions and the evi-
dence in the record were considered in
making the findings and conclusions sef
forth above. To the extent that the sug-
gested findings and conclusions filed by
interested parties are inconsistent with
the findings and conclusions set forth
herein, the requests to make such find-
ings or reach such conclusions are denied
for the reasons previously stated in this
decision.

GENERAL FINDINGS

The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the ¥indings and deter-
minations previously made in connection
with the issuance of the aforesaid orders
and of the previously issued amendments
thereto; and all of said previous findings
and determinations are hereby ratified
and affirmed, except insofar as such find-
ings and determinations may be in con-
flict with the findings and determinations
set, forth herein.

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to he amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the
act are not reasonable in yiew of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds,
and other economic conditions wmch.
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the marketing area, and the min-
imum prices specified in the proposed
marketing agreement and the order, 2s
hereby proposed to be amended, are
such prices as will reflect the aioyesmq
factors, insure a sufficient quantity o
pure and wholesome milk, and be in the
public interest; and ., 4

(¢) The tentative marketing agrec
ment and the order, as hereby PrOD‘)?e"
to be amended, will regulate the handlin :
of milk in the same manner as, and wil
be applicable only to persons in the re-
spective classes of industrial and con-
mercial activity specified in, a marketing
agreement upon which a hearing has
been held,.
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RECOMMENDED MARKETING AGREEMENT
AND ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER

The following order amending the or-
ders as amended regulating the handling
of milk in the St. Louis, Mo., and Ozarks
marketing areas is recommended as the
detailed and appropriate means by
which the foregoing conclusions may be
carried out. The recommended market-
ing agreement is not included in this
decision because the regulatory provi-
sions thereof would be the same as those
contained in the order, as hereby pro-
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DEFINITIONS
§ 1062.1 Acu

“Act” means Public Act No. 10, 73d
Congress, as amended, and as reenacted
and amended by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

§ 1062.2 Secrelary.

“Secretary” means the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States or any
officer or employee of the United States
authorized to exercise the powers and to
perform the duties of the Secretary of
Agriculture.

§ 1062.3 Department. -

“Department” means the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

§ 1062.4 Person.

“Person" means any individual, part-
nership, corporation, association, or any
other business unit.

§ 1062.5 Cooperative association.

“Cooperative association” means any
cooperative marketing association of pro-
ducers which the Secretary determines:

(a) To be qualified under the pro-
visions of the Act of Congress of Febru-
ary 18, 1922, as amended, known as the
“Capper-Volstead Act”; and

(b) To be engaged in making collec~
tive sales, or marketing milk or its prod-
ucts for its members.

§ 1062.6 St. Louis-Ozarks marketing
area.

“St. Louis-Ozarks marketing area”,
hereinafter called the marketing area,
means all the territory within the desig-
nated military reservations, the corpo-
rate limits of the cities and the counties
enumerated below:

ZONE I
(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

St. Louls,
Warren.

1062.90
1062.91
1062.92

1062.93

1062.95

Crawford.
Franklin.
Jefferson. Washington,

St. Charles. City of St. Louis, Mo.

and the territory within Scott Military Reser-
vation, and East St. Louils, Centreville, Can-
teen, and Stites Townships, and city of Belle-
ville, all in 8t. Clair County, Ill.
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ZoNE II
(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

Cape Girardeau. Perry.
Bollinger. Ste. Genevieve.
St. Prancols.

ZonNE III

(MISSOURI COUNTIES)

Stone,

Taney.

Webster.

Wright.

Fort Leonard Wood
Military Reserva-
tion.

Barry.
Christian.
Douglas.
Green,
Howell.
Laclede.
Lawrence.
Ozark.
ZonE IV

(ARKANSAS COUNTIES)
Marion.
Newton,
Searcy.
Washington.

Baxter,
Benton.
Boone,
Carroll.
Madison.

§ 1062.7 Producer.

“Producer” means any person (other
than a producer-handler as defined in
any order including this part issued pur-
suant to the Act, or a person who is a
producer under the terms of another
order issued pursuant to the Act) who
produces milk in compliance with the
Grade A inspection requirements of a
duly constituted health authority and
whose milk is:

(a) Received at a pool plant; or

(b) Diverted as producer milk pur-
suant to § 1062.14.

§ 1062.8 Handler.

“Handler” means:

(a) Any person who operates a pool
plant;

(b) Any person who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant;

(c) Any cooperative association with
respect to milk of its member producers
which is diverted from a pool plant of
another handler to a nonpool plant for
the account of such association;

(d) A cooperative association with re-
spect to milk of its member producers
which is received from the farm for de-
livery to the pool plant of another
handler in a tank truck owned and op-
erated by, or under contract to, such
cooperative association. In this case the
milk is received from producers by the
cooperative association at the location of
the plant to which it is delivered. If how-
ever, both the cooperative association
and the operator of the pool plant to
which the milk is to be delivered notify
the market administrator in writing that
the operator of the pool plant will pur-
chase the milk each month on the basis
of the farm weights and butterfat tests
as determined by the cooperative associa-
tion, and such pool plant operator re-
quests, he shall be the handler for re-
ceiving such milk at the pool plant from
such producers; and

(e). A producer-handler, or any per-
son who operates an other prder plant
described in § 1062.61.

§ 1062.9 Producer-handler.

“Producer-handler” means any person
who is both a dairy farmer and the oper-
ator of a distributing plant, and who
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meets the qualifications specified in
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section:

(a) Receipts of fluid milk products at
his plant are solely milk of his own pro-
duction, fluid milk products from pool
plants of other handlers, packaged fluid
milk produets from other order plants;
and receipts of nonfluid milk products
are used only to fortify fluid milk prod-
ucts; and

(b) The maintenance, care and man-
agement of the dairy animals and other
resources necessary to produce the milk
and the processing, packaging and dis-
tribution of the milk are the personal
enterprise and the personal risk of such
person.

§ 1062.10 Distributing plant.

“Distributing plant” means a plant
which is approved by a duly constituted
health authority for the processing or
packaging of Grade A milk and from
which during the month route disposition
is made in the marketing area.

§ 1062.11 Supply plant.

“Supply plant” means a plant which
qualifies as a pool plant pursuant to
§ 1062.12(¢) or from which fluid milk
products, acceptable to a duly consti-
tuted health authority for distribution
under a Grade A label, are shipped dur-
ing the month to and physically received
at a distributing plant.

§ 1062.12 Pool plant.

“Pool plant” means:

(a) Any distributing plant, other than
that of a producer-handler or one de-
seribed in § 1062.61, which:

(1) Disposed of through route disposi-
tion fluid milk products in an amount
equal to at least 50 percent or more dur-
ing the month of such plant’s total re-
ceipts of Grade A fluid milk products
direct from dairy farmers, supply plants
(excluding packaged fluid milk products
from other pool plants) and cooperative
associations in their capacity as a han-
dler pursuant to §1062.8(d) and has
route disposition in the marketing area
in an amount equal to 10 percent or more
of such receipts or an average of not less
than 7,000 pounds per day, whichever
is less, excluding disposition in either
case of fluid milk products in packaged
form received in such packages from
other pool plant(s) ; or

(2) Qualified as a pool plant in the
immediately preceding month on the
basis of the performance standards de-
seribed in subparagraph (1) of this
paragraph;

(b) Any supply plant from which dur-
ing the month 50 percent or more of the
Grade A milk received from dairy
farmers and cooperative associations in
their capacity as a handler pursuant to
§ 1062.8(d) is shipped to a plant(s) de-
seribed in paragraph (a) of this section.
Any supply plant which has shipped to
a plant(s) described in paragraph (a)
of this section the required percentages
of its receipts during each of the months
of September through February shall be
designated a pool plant in each of the
following months of March through
August unless the plant operator requests
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the market administrator in writing that
such plant not be a pool plant. Such
nonpool plant status shall be effective
the first month following such notice and
thereafter until the plant again qualifies
as a pool plant on the basis of shipments;
(¢c) Any plant which is operated by or
under contract to a cooperative associa-
tion, or a federation of cooperatives, if:
(1) The operator of such plant(s) re-
quests, and 50 percent or more of all the
Grade A milk from farms of the members
of such cooperative or federation is
shipped to and physically received at
pool distributing plants during either the
current month or the previous 12-month
period ending with the current month
either direct from member farms or by
transfer from such association plant(s);
(2) Such a plant does not qualify
during the month as a “pool plant”
under another market pool order issued
pursuant to the Act by making shipment
of more Grade A milk to plants which
qualify as “pool plants” under such other
order than qualifying deliveries pursuant
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph
to pool plants under this order; and
(d) Any plant which qualified as a
pool supply plant under the Ozarks or-

der during each of the months of Au-’

gust 1967 through January 1968 or under
the St. Louis order during each of the
months of September 1967 through Feb-
ruary 1968 shall be eligible to continue
as a pool supply plant under this part
through August 1968.

§ 1062.13 Nonpool plant.

“Nonpool plant” means any milk re-
ceiving, manufacturing, or processing
plant other than a pool plant. The fol-
lowing categories of nonpool plants are
further defined as follows:

(a) “Other order plant” means a plant
that is fully subject to the pricing and
pooling provisions of another order is-
sued pursuant to the Act;

(b) “Preducer-handler plant” means
a plant operated by a producer-handler
as defined in any order (including this
part) issued pursuant to the Act;

(¢) “Partially regulated distributing
plant” means a nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor a pro-
ducer-handler plant which has route
disposition of fluid milk products labeled
Grade A in consumer-type packages or
dispenser units in the marketing area
during the month; and

(d) “Unregulated supply plant’” means
a nonpool plant that is a supply plant
and is neither an other order plant nor
a producer-handler plant.

§ 1062.14 Producer milk.

“Producer milk” means milk produced
by producers and received and accounted
for as follows:

(a) By the operator of a pool plant
(including a cooperative association)
with respect to milk:

(1) Received at the pool plant directly
from producers;

(2) Diverted by the operator of the
pool plant to another pool plant or to a
nonpool plant subject to the conditions
of paragraph (c¢) of this section; and
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(3) Received at the pool plant from
a cooperative association in its capacity
as a handler pursuant to § 1062.8(d):

(b) By a cooperative association with
respect to milk:

(1) Which it receives from producers
as a handler pursuant to § 1062.8(¢) , sub-
ject to the conditions of paragraph (c)
of this section; and

(2) Which it receives from producers
as a handler pursuant to § 1062.8(d) but
which is not delivered to a pool plant of
another handler and constitutes shrink-
age pursuant to § 1062.41(b) (10) or as
Class I shrinkage; and

(¢) Diverted pursuant to the follow-
ing conditions with respect to each
producer:

(1) By the operator of a pool plant to
another pool plant(s) for not more days
of production of producer milk than is
physically received at the pool plant
from which diverted;

(2) By the operator of a pool plant or
by a cooperative association in its ca-
pacity as a handler pursuant to § 1062.-
8(c) to a nonpool plant(s) at which the
handling of milk is not fully subject to
the pricing and pooling provisions of
another order issued pursuant to the Act
on any day during each of the months
of March through August and for not
more days of production of producer milk
than is physically received at pool plants
(less the number of days production di-
verted pursuant to subparagraph (3) of
this paragraph) during each of the
months of September through February.

(3) By the operator of a pool plant or
by a cooperative association in its capac-
ity as a handler pursuant to § 1062.8(c)
as Class IT milk to a nonpool plant(s) at
which the handling of milk is fully sub-
ject to the pricing and pooling provisions
of another order issued pursuant to the
Act for not more days of production of
producer milk than is physically received
at pool plants less the number of days
production diverted pursuant fo sub-
paragraph (2) of this paragraph, if such
milk is not fully subject to the pricing
and pooling provisions of such other or=
der; .

(4) For pricing purposes, milk di-
verted pursuant to subparagraphs (2)
and (3) of this paragraph to & plant lo-
cated more than 120 miles from the city
hall in St. Louis (by the shortest high-
way distance as determined by the
market administrator using the most
current issue of the Household Carriers
Guide) or milk diverted pursuant to subl-l
paragraph (1) of this paragraph, sha
be deemed to be received by the diverting
handler at the location of the plant 10
which diverted, except that if the non-
pool plant is in Missouri and not more
than 75 miles from Springfield, Mo., the
price shall be the Zone III price; and

(5) For pricing purposes, milk :
verted pursuant to subparagraph (2) o
(3) of this paragraph to a plant locame
120 miles or less from St. Louis (Y o
shortest highway distance as determin 3
by the market administrator using 0
most current issue of the Household Ca; g
riers Guide), shall be deemed to be_fm
ceived at the location of the plant fr0
which diverted.
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§1062.15 Other source milk.
“Other source milk’” means all the
skim milk and butterfat contained in:
(a) Receipts of fluid milk products
during the month except:

(1) Fluid milk products received from

pool plants;

(2) Producer milk;

(3) Inventory of fluid milk products
on hand at the beginning of the month;
and

(b) Products, other than fluid milk
products from any source (including
those produced at the plant) which are
reprocessed or converted to another
product in the plant during the month
and any disappearance of nonfluid milk
products not otherwise accounted for.

§1062.16 Fluid milk products.

“Fluid milk produet” means milk, skim
milk, concentrated milk, buttermilk,
flavored milk, milk drinks (plain or
flavored) “modified or fortified”, includ-
ing “dietary milk products” and recon-
stituled milk or skim milk, sour cream
and sour cream mixtures labeled Grade
A, cream or any mixture in fluid form of
milk or skim milk and cream (except
frozen or aerated cream, ice cream or
frozen dessert mixes, eggnog, and steri-
lized milk and milk products hermeti-
cally sealed in metal or glass containers
and so processed either before or after
sealing so as to prevent microbial spoil-
age),

§1062.17 Route disposition.

“Route disposition” or “disposed of on
Toutes” means any delivery of a fluid
milk product from a distributing plant
to a retail or wholesale outlet (includ-
ing any delivery in packaged form to an-
other pool plant or by a vendor, or a sale
in packaged form from a plant or plant
store) except a delivery in bulk to an-
other pool plant or any delivery to a
honpool plant or to commercial food es-
fiblishments pursuant to § 1062.41(b)

).

§1062.18  Chicago butter price.

“Chicago butter price” means the
simple average of the daily wholesale
selling prices (using the midpoint of any

Price range as one price) per pound of
Grade A (92-score) bulk creamery butter
al Chicago as reported during the month
by the Department,

MARKET ADMINISTRATOR
§1062.20 Designation.
: '{110 agency for the administration of
“11s part shall be a market administrator,
abpointed by the Secretary, who shall be
entitled to such compensation as may be

determined by, and shall be subject to
Temoval by, the Secretary.

§1062.21 Powers,

thTm market administrator shall have
s ae”ff’no‘VH\g powers with respect to this

{8 To administer its terms and provi-
sions;

y (b) Ta receive, investigate, and report
0 the Secretary complaints of violations;
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(¢) To make rules and regulations to
effectuate its terms and provisions: and

(d) To recommend to the Secretary
amendments thereto.

§ 1062.22 Duties.

The market administrator shall per-
form all duties necessary to administer
the terms and provisions of this part,
including but not limited to the follow-

ing:

(a) Within 45 days following the date
upon which he enters upon his duties
execute and deliver to the Secretary a
bond, conditioned upon the faithful per-
formance of his duties, in the amount
and with surety thereon satisfactory to
the Secretary;

(b) Employ and fix the compensation
of such persons as may be necessary to
enable him to administer its terms and
provisions;

(¢) Obtain a bond in a reasonable
amount and with reasonable surety
thereon covering each employee who
handles funds entrusted to the market
administrator;

(d) Pay out of funds provided by
§ 1062.88 the cost of his bond and of the
bonds of his employees, his own compen-
sation, and all other expenses (except
those incurred under § 1062.87) neces-
sarily incurred by him in the mainte-
nance and functioning of his office and
in the performance of his duties;

(e) Keep such books and records as
will clearly reflect the transactions pro-
vided for in this part and surrender the
same to his successor or to such other
person as the Secretary may designate;

(f) Submit his books and records to
examination by the Secretary and fur-
nish such information and reports as the
Secretary may request;

(g) Verify all reports and payments
by each handler by inspection of such
handler’s records and of the records of
any other handler or person upon whose
utilization the classification of skim milk
or butterfat for such handler depends;

(h) Publicly announce at his discre-
tion, unless otherwise directed by the
Secretary, by posting in a conspicuous
place in his office and by such other
means as he deems appropriate the name
of any person who within 10 days after
the date upon which he is required to
perform such acts, has not:

(1) Made reports, pursuant to §§ 1062.-
30 through 1062.32; or

(2) Made payments pursuant to
§§ 1062.80 through 1062.88;

(i) Publicly announce by posting in a
conspicuous place in his office and by
such other means as he deems appro-
priate and mail to each handler at his
last known address the prices determined
for each month as follows:

(1) On or before the fifth day of each
month the minimum price for Class I
milk computed pursuant to § 1062.51(a)
and the Class I butterfat differential pur-
suant to § 1062.52(a), both for the cur-
rent mon*h; and the minimum price for
Class II milk computed pursuant to
§ 1062.51(b) and the Class II butterfat
differential pursuant to § 1062.52(b),
both for the previous month; and
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(2) On or before the 10th day of each
month the uniform price computed pur-
suant to § 1062.71 and the butterfat dif-
ferential computed pursuant to § 1062.81,
both for the previous month;

(j) Prepare and make available for the
benefit of producers, consumers, and
handlers such general statistics and such
information concerning the operations
hereof as are appropriate to the purpose
and functioning of this part and which
do not reveal confidential information;

(k) On or before the 10tl: day of each
month report to each cooperative asso-
ciation, which so requests, the percent-
age utilization of milk received from
producers or from a cooperative associa-
tion'in its capacity as a handler pursuant
to §1062.8(d) in each class by each
handler who in the previous month re-
ceived milk from memkers of such co-
operative association;

(1) Whenever required for purpose of
allocation of receipts from other order
plants pursuani to § 1062.46(a) (9) and
the corresponding step of § 1062.46(b),
the market administrator shall estimate
and publicly announce the utilization (to
the nearest whole percentage) in each
class during the month of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, in producer milk
of all handlers. Such estimate shall be
based upon the most current available
data and shall be final for such purpose:

(m) Report to the market adminis-
trator of the other order, as soon as
possible after the report of receipts and
utilization for the month is received from
a handler who has received fluid milk
products from an other order plant, the
classification to which such receipts are
assigned, and thereafter any change in
such classification required to correct
errors disclosed in verification of such
report. In the case of milk received from
an other order market pool plant the
classification of such milk shall be the
quantities assigned to Class I milk and
Class IT milk pursuant to § 1062.46. In
the case of milk received from an other
order handler pool plant the market
administrator shall report the alloca-
tion to classes which he determines to
reflect the value of the credit allowed to
the receiving handler pursuant to
§ 1062.84(b) (2) with respect to such
milk.

(n) Furnish to each handler operating
a pool plant who has shipped fluid milk
products to an other order plant, the
classification to which the skim milk and
butterfat in such fluid milk products
were allocated by the market administra-
tor of the other order on the basis of the
report of the receiving handler; and, as
necessary, any changes in such classifi-
cation arising in the verification of such
report.

REPORTS, RECORDS, AND FACILITIES

§ 1062.30 Reports of receipts and
utilization,

On or before the seventh day after
the end of each month; reports for such
month shall be made to the market
administrator in the detail and on forms
prescribed by the market administrator:
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(a) Each handler described in
§ 1062.8(a) shall report with respect to
each of his pool plants as follows:

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat in:

(i) Producer milk received both from
producers and from cooperative associa-
tions acting as handlers pursuant to
§ 1062.8(d) ;

(ii) Fluid milk products received from
other pool plants; and

(iii) Other source milk, with the
identity of each source;

(2) Opening inventories of fluid milk
products;

(3) The utilization or disposition of all
quantities required to be reported, in-
cluding separate statements of
quantities;

(i) Of bulk fluid milk products on hand
at the end of the month;

(ii) Of packaged fluid milk products
on hand at the end of the month; and

(iii) Of route disposition of fluid milk
products in the marketing area; and

(4) Such other information with
respect to receipts and utilization as the
market administrator may request;

(b) Each handler described in
§ 1062.8(b) shall report as required in
paragraph (a) of this section, except
that receipts of Grade A milk from
dairy farmers shall be reported in lieu of
those of producer milk; and

(¢) Each cooperative association shall
report with respect to milk for which it
is a handler pursuant to § 1062.8 (¢) and
(d), as follows:

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat in producer milk;

(2) Utilization of milk for which it is
the handler pursuant to § 1062.8(c) ;

(3) The quantities of skim milk and
butterfat delivered to each pool plant of
another handler pursuant to § 1062.8(d) ;
and

(4) Such other information as the
market administrator may require.

§ 1062.31 Payroll reports,

On or before the 20th day after the end
of the month each handler described in
§ 1062.8(a), for each of his pool plants,
and each cooperative association with
respect to milk for which it is the handler
pursuant to § 1062.8 (¢) and (d) shall
submit to the market administrator the
producer payroll and each handler mak-
ing payments pursuant to §1062.62(a)
his payroll for dairy farmers delivering
Grade A milk, which shall show for each
producer or dairy farmer:

(a) The name and address;

(b) The total pounds of milk received
and the average butterfat content
thereof;

(¢) The total pounds of milk diverted
and the location of the plant to which
diverted; and

(d) The price, amount and date of
payment with the nature and amount of
any deductions.

§ 1062.32 Other reports.
(a) Each producer-handler and each
handler exempt from regulation pur-

suant to § 1062.61 shall make reports to
the market administrator at such time
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and in such manner as the market ad-
ministrator may request; and

(b) Each handler who receives milk
from producers, payment for which is to
be made to a cooperative association
pursuant to § 1062.80(c) shall report to
such cooperative association with respect
to each such producer, on forms approved
by the market administrator, as follows:

(1) On or before the 25th of the
month, the total pounds of milk received
during the first 15 days of the month;

(2) On or before the seventh day after
the end of the month:

(i) The total pounds of milk and the
average butterfat test of milk received
from such producer during the month;

(ii) The amount or rate and nature
of any deductions; and

(iii) The amount of any payments due
such producer pursuant to § 1062.86 (¢)
and (d),

§ 1062.33 Records and facilities,

Each handler shall maintain and make
available to the market administrator or
to his representative during the usual
hours of business such accounts and
records of his operations and such fa-
cilities as are necessary for the market
administrator to verify or establish the
correct data with respect to:

(a) The receipts of producer milk and
other source milk and the utilization of
such receipts;

(b) The weights and tests for butter-
fat and other content of all milk, skim
milk, cream, and milk products handled;

(c) Payments to producers and co-
operative associations; and

(d) The pounds of skim milk and
butterfat contained in or represented by
all fluid milk products on hand at the
beginning and end of each month.

§ 1062.34 Retention of records,

All books and records required under
this part to be made available fo the
market administrator shall be retained
by the handler for a period of 3 years to
begin at the end of the month to which
such books and records pertain: Pro-
vided, That if, within such 3-year period,
the market administrator notifies the
handler in writing that the retention of
such books and records or of specified
books and records, is necessary in con-
nection with a proceeding under section
8c(15) (A) of the Act, or a court action
specified in such notice, the handler shall
retain such books and records, or speci-
fied books and records, until further
notification from the market adminis-
trator. In either case, the market admin-
istrator shall give further written noti-
fication to the handler promptly upon
the termination of the litigation or when
the records are no longer necessary in
connection therewith.

CLASSIFICATION
§ 1062.40 Skim milk and butterfat to he

classified.

All skim milk and butterfat required to
be reported pursuant to § 1062.30 shall be
classified by the market administrator
pursuant to the provisions of §§ 1062.41
through 1062.46. If any of the water con-
tained in the milk from which a product
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is made is removed before the product
is utilized or disposed of by a handler,
the pounds of skim milk used or disposed
of in such product shall be considered to
be an amount equivalent to the nonfat
milk solids contained in such product,
plus all of the water originally associated
with such solids.

§ 1062.41 Classes of utilization.

Subject to the conditions set forth in
§§ 1062.43 through 1062.46 the classes of
utilization shall be as follows:

(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall be
all skim milk and butterfat:

(1) Disposed of in the form of a fluid
milk product (including those reconsti-
tuted) except:

(i) Any fluid milk product fortified
with added solids shall be Class I milk
in an amount equal only to the weight of
an equal volume of a like unmodified
product of the same butterfat content;
and

(i) Any fluid milk product classified
pursuant to subparagraphs (2), (3), and
(4) of paragraph (b) of this-section; and

(2) In inventory of fluid milk products
in packaged form on hand at the end of
the month;

(3) Not specifically accounted for as
Class IT milk; and

(b) Class II milk. Class II milk shall be
all skim milk and butterfat:

(1) Used to produce any product other
than a fluid milk product;

(2) In fluid milk products disposed of
for livestock feed;

(3) In fluid milk products dumped
after notification to and opportunity for
verification as may be requested by the
market administrator;

(4) Disposed of in fluid milk products
in bulk form to any commercial food
processing establishment for use in food
products prepared for consumption off
the premises;

(5) Used to produce frozen cream;

(6) In inventory of bulk fluid milk
products on hand at the end of the
month;

(7) In that portion of “fortified” fluid
milk products not classified as Class I
milk pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) 1) of
this section;

(8) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, assigned at each
pool plant pursuant to § 1062.42(h) (1),
but not to exceed the following:

(i) Two percent of receipts of Pro-
ducer milk; plus y

(ii) One and a half percent of receipts
of milk in bulk tank lots from other pool
plants; plus ik

(iii) One and a half percent of m
received from a cooperative association
which is a handler for such milk Dulf‘
suant to § 1062.8(d), except that if 'vl’e
handler operating the pool plant flles
notice with the market adn'ximstra_tlor
that he is purchasing such milk on U;
basis of farm weights and butterfat tesh >
from samples taken at the farm. tr-
applicable percentage shall be two Pe
cent; plus e

(iv)p One and a half percent of receiptt;
of fluid milk products in bulk tank ‘0 of
from an other order plant, exclusneuk
the quantity for which Class II m
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utilization was requested by the operator
of such plant and the handler; plus

(v) One and a half percent of receipts
of fluid milk products in bulk tank lots
from unregulated supply plants, exclusive
of the quantity for which Class II milk
utilization was requested by the handler;
less

(vi) One and a half percent of milk
disposed of in bulk tank lots to other
milk plants, exeept, in the case of milk
diverted to a nonpool plant, if the oper-
ator of the plant to which the milk is
diverted purchases such milk on the basis
of farm weights and butterfat tests from
samples taken at the farm, the applicable
percentages shall be 2 percent;

(9) In shrinkage of skim milk and but-
terfat, respectively, assigned pursuant to
§1062.42(b) (2) ; and

(10) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, resulting from
milk for which a cooperative association
is the handler pursuant to § 1062.8 (c)
or (d) not being delivered to nonpool
plants and pool plants, but not in excess
of one-half percent of such receipts, ex-~
clusive of those for which farm weights
are used as the basis of receipt at the
plant to which delivered.

§1062.42 Assignment of shrinkage.

The market administrator shall allo-
cate shrinkage over a handler’s receipts
at each pool plant as follows:

(a) Compute the total shrinkage of
skim milk and butterfat, respectively, for
each handler at each plant; and

(b) If the pool plant has receipts of
other source milk, shrinkage shall be pro-
rated between: :

(1) Skim milk and butterfat, respec-
tively, in the receipts included in § 1062.-
41(b) (8) : and

(2) Skim milk and butterfat in other
source milk in the form of fluid milk

Products exclusive of that specified in
§1062.41(b) (8) .

§1062.43 Responsibility of handlers
and reclassification of milk.

(@) All skim milk and butterfat shall
be Class T milk unless the handler who
first receives such skim milk or butter-
fat can prove to the market administra-
tor that such skim milk or butterfat
should be classified otherwise;

(b) For the purposes of §§1062.41
through 1062.46, 8§ 1062.50 through
1062.54, and §§ 1062.70 through 1062.72,
nulk.dqhvered by a cooperative associa-
lon in its capacity as a handler pursuant
% 1062.8(d) shall be classified and allo-
tated as producer milk according to the
gse or disposition by the receiving

andler and the value thereof at class
Prices spau be included in the receiving
G'alladler S net pool obligation pursuant to
: 1062.70. For purposes of location ad-
Justment pursuant to § 1062.53 and
gdmnnstrative expense pursuant to
: 1_1(3(?2.88. such milk shall be treated as
T ucer milk of the receiving handler;

b ‘© Any skim milk or butterfat shall
gtl'ecla§slﬁed if verification by the mar-

" ladmm}strator discloses that the orig-
al classification was incorrect.
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§ 1062.44 Transfers.

Skim milk or butterfat in the form of
a fluid milk product shall be classified:

(a) At the utilization indicated by the
operators of both plants in their reports
pursuant to § 1062.30, otherwise as Class
I milk, if transferred from a pool plant
to another pool plant, subject in either
event fo the following conditions:

(1) The skim milk or butterfat so
assigned to either class shall be limited
to the amount thereof remaining in such
class in the transferee plant after com-
putations pursuant to § 1062.46(a) (9)
and the corresponding step of
§ 1062.46(b) ;

(2) If the transferor plant received
during the month other source milk to
be allocated pursuant to § 1062.46(a) (4)
and the corresponding step of § 1062.46
(b), the skim milk and butterfat so
transferred shall be classified so as to
allocate the least possible Class I utiliza-
tion to such other source milk; and

(3) If the handler transferring to the
pool plant of another handler received
during the month other source milk to
be allocated pursuant -to § 1062.46(a)
(8) and (9) and the corresponding steps
of § 1062.46(b), the skim milk and but-
terfat so transferred up to the total of
such receipts shall not be classified as
Class I milk to a greater extent than
would be applicable to a like quantity of
such other source milk received at the
transferee plant;

(b) As Class I milk, if transferred from
a pool plant to a producer-handler un-
der this or any other order or trans-
ferred or diverted to a plant exempt
pursuant to § 1062.60(b) ;

(c) As Class I milk, if transferred or
diverted to a nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor a pro-
ducer-handler plant, located more than
350 miles, by the shortest highway dis-
tance as determined by the market ad-
ministrator, from the City Hall, St.
Louis, Mo., except that cream so trans-
ferred may be classified as Class IT milk
if prior notice is given to the market
administrator and each container is la-
beled by the transferor as “non-Grade
A” cream for manufacturing only;

(d) As Class I milk, if transferred or
diverted in bulk to a nonpool plant that
is neither an other order plant nor a
producer-handler plant, located not
more than 350 miles, by the shortest
highway distance as determined by the
market administrator, from the City
Hall, St. Louis, Mo., unless the require-
ments of subparagraphs (1) and (2) of
this paragraph are met, in which case
the skim milk and butterfat so trans-
ferred or diverted shall be classified in
accordance with the assignment result-
ing from subparagraph (3) of this para-
graph:

(1) The transferring or diverting
handler claims classification pursuant to
the assignment set forth in subpara-
graph (3) of this paragraph in his re-
port submitted to the market adminis-
trator pursuant to § 1062.30 for the
month within which such transaction
occurred; ;
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(2) The operator of such nonpool
plant maintains books and records show-
ing the utilization of all skim milk and
butterfat received at such plant which
are made available if requested by the
market administrator for the purpose of
verification; and

(3) The skim milk and butterfat so
transferred or diverted shall be classi-
fied on the basis of the following assign-
ment of utilization at such nonpool plant
in excess of receipts of packaged fluid
milk produets from all pool plants and
other order plants:

(1) Any Class I milk utilization dis-
posed of on routes in the marketing area
shall be first assigned to the skim milk
and butterfat in the fluid milk products
so transferred or diverted from pool
plants, next pro rata to receipts from
other order plants and thereafter to re-
ceipts from dairy farmers who the mar-
ket administrator determines constitute
regular sources of supply of Grade A
milk for such nonpool plant;

(ii) Any Class I milk utilization dis-
posed of on routes in the marketing area
of another order issued pursuant to the
Act shall be first assigned to receipts
from plants fully regulated by such or-
der, next pro rata to receipts from pool
plants and other order plants not regu-
lated by such order, and thereafter to
receipts from dairy farmers who the
market administrator determines con-
stitute regular sources of supply for such
nonpool plant;

(iii) Class I milk utilization in excess
of that assigned pursuant to subdivi-
sions (i) and (ii) of this subparagraph
shall be assigned first to remaining re-
ceipts from dairy farmers who the mar-
ket administrator determines constitute
the regular source of supply for such
nonpool plant and Class I milk utiliza-
tion in excess of such receipts shall be
assigned pro rata to unassigned receipts
at such nonpool plant from all pool and
other order plants; and

(iv) To the extent that Class I milk
utilization is not so assigned to it, the
skim milk and butterfat so transferred
or diverted shall be classified as Class IT
milk; and

(v) If any skim milk or butterfat is
transferred to a second plant under this
paragraph the same conditions of audit,
classification, and allocation shall apply:
and

(e) As follows, if transferred or di-
verted to an other order plant in excess
of receipts from such plant in the same
category as described in subparagraph
(1), (2), or (3) of this paragraph:

(1) If transferred in packaged form,
classification shall be in the classes to
which allocated as a fluid milk product
under the other order;

(2) If transferred in bulk form, classi-
fication shall be in the classes to which
allocated as a fluid milk product under
the other order (including allocation
under conditions set forth in subpara-
graph (3) of this paragraph) ;

(3) If the operators of both the trans-
feror and transferee plants so request
in the reports of receipts and utilization
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filed with their respective market admin-
istrators, transfers or diversions in bulk
form shall be classified as Class II milk to
the extent of the Class II milk utiliza-
tion (or comparable utilization under
such other order) available for such as-
signment pursuant to the allocation pro-
visions of the transferee order;

(4) If information concerning the
classification to which allocated under
the other order is not available to the
market administrator for purposes of
establishing classification pursuant to
this paragraph, classification shall be as
Class I milk subject to adjustment when
such information is available;

(5) For purposes of this paragraph
(e), if the transferee order provides for
more than two classes of utilization,
milk allocated to a class consisting pri-
marily of fluid products shall be classified
as Class I milk, and milk allocated to
another class shall be classified as Class
II'milk; and

(6) If the form in which any fluid milk
products is transferred to an other order
plant is not defined as a fluid milk prod-
uet under such other order, classification
shall be in accordance with the provi-
sions of § 1062.41.

§ 1062.45 Computation of skim milk
and butterfat in each class.

(a) For each month the market ad-
ministrator shall correct for mathemat-
jeal and other obvious errors the reports
of receipts and utilization submitted
pursuant to § 1062.30 for each pool plant
of each handler;

(b) Compute the pounds of skim milk
and butterfat in each class:

(1) At each pool plant of each handler;

(2) In milk diverted from another
handler's plant to a nonpool plant by
a cooperative association pursuant to
§ 1062.8(¢) ; and

(3) In milk accounted for by a coop-
erative association as shrinkage of milk
handled by the association pursuant to
§ 1062.8(d) ; and

(c) In the case of the operator of more
than one plant, allocation of producer
milk to Class I and Class IT milk pursu-
ant to §1062.46 (a) and (b) shall be on
an individual plant basis unless pursuant
to such allocation fluid milk produects are
assigned pursuant to §1062:46(a) (8) or
(9), and the corresponding steps of
§ 1062.46(b), in which case allocation
pursuant to § 1062.46 shall be based upon
the combined receipts and utilization
(less transfers between pool plants) at
all plants of the handler (i.e., on a system
basis) ; and

(d) Compute for each cooperative as-
sociation reporting pursuant to § 1062.30
(¢) the total pounds of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, in producer milk
pursuant to § 1062.14(b) (1) and (2).
The amount so determined shall be those
used for computation pursuant to
§ 1062:46(c).

§ 1062.46 Allocation of skim milk and
butterfat classified.

After making the computations pur-
suant to § 1062.45, the market adminis-
trator shall determine the classification
of producer milk for each handler (or
pool plant, if applicable) as follows:
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(a) Skim milk shall be allocated in the
following manner:

(1) Subtract from the tofal pounds of
skim milk in Class II milk the pounds of
skim milk classified as Class II milk pur-
suant to § 1062.41(b) (8) ;

(2) Subtract from the remaining
pounds of skim milk in each class the
pounds of skim milk in fluid milk prod-
ucts received in packaged. form from
other order plants as follows:

(i) From Class II milk, the lesser of
the pounds remaining or 2 percent of such
receipts; and

(i) From Class I milk, the remainder
of such receipts;

(3) Except for the first month this
order is effective, subtract from the re-
maining pounds of skim milk in Class I
milk the pounds of skim milk in inven-
tory of fluid milk products in packaged
form on hand at the beginning of the
month;

(4) Subtraet in the order specified be-
low from the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in each class, in series beginning
with Class II milk, the pounds of skim
milk in each of the following:

(i) Other source milk in a form other
than that of a fluid milk product;

(ii) Receipts of fluid milk products
for which Grade A certification is not es-
tablished, or which are from unidentified
sources; and

(iii) Receipts of fluld milk products
from a producer-handler, as defined un-
der this or any other Federal order or
from a plant exempt pursuant to
§ 1062.60(b) ;

(5) Subtract, in the order specified be-
low, from the pounds of skim milk re-

maining in Class II milk but not in ex--

cess of such quantity:

(i) The pounds of skim milk in re-
ceipts of fluid milk products from an un-
regulated supply plant;

(@) For which the handler requests
Class II milk utilization; or

(b) Which are in excess of the pounds
of skim milk determined by multiplying
the pounds of skim milk remaining in
Class I milk by 1.25 and substracting the
sum of the pounds of skim milk in pro-
ducer milk, receipts from other pool
plants and receipts in bulk from other
order plants; and

(ii) Receipis of fluid milk products in
bulk from an other order plant in excess
of similar transfers to such plant, if Class
IT milk utilization was requested by the
operator of such plant and the handler;

(6) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in series be-
ginning with Class II milk, the pounds
of skim milk in inventory of bulk fluid
milk products (and for the first month
the order is effective the pounds of fluid
milk products in packaged form) on hand
at the beginning of the month;

(7) Add to the remaining pounds of

skim milk in Class II milk the pounds.

subtracted pursuant to subparagraph (1)
of this paragraph;

(8) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, pro rata to
such quantities, the pounds of skim milk
in receipts of fluid milk products from
unregulated supply plants which were
not subtracted pursuant to subpara-
graph (5) (i) of this paragraph;
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(9) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in the fol-
lowing order, the pounds of skim milk in
receipts of fluid milk produets in bulk
from an other order plant(s), in excess
in each case of similar transfers to the
same plant, which were not subtracted
pursuant to subparagraph (5) (ii) of this
paragraph:

(i) In series beginning with Class II
milk, the pounds determined by
multiplying the pounds of such receipts
by the larger of the percentage of esti-
mated Class II milk utilization of skim
milk announced for the month by the
market administrator pursuant to
§ 1062.22(1) or the percentage that Class
II milk utilization remaining is of the
total remaining utilization of skim milk
of the handler;

(ii) From Class I milk, the remaining
pounds of such receipts; and

(iii) The quantity of skim milk, if any,
subtracted pursuant to subdivision (ii)
of this subparagraph shall be assigned
pro rata to the receipts from other order
plants under market pool orders and
under handler pool orders which were
assigned pursuant to subdivisions (i) and
(ii) of this subparagraph;

(10) Subtract from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class the
pounds of skim milk received in fluid
milk products from other handlers (or
other pool plants, if applicable) accord-
ing to the classification assigned pur-
suant to § 1062.44(a); and

(11) If the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in both classes exceed the
pounds of skim milk in producer milk,
subtract such excess from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class in
series beginning with Class IT milk. Any
amount so subtracted shall be known as
“overage”;

(b) Butterfat shall be allocated in ac-
cordance with the procedure outlined for
skim milk in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion; and

(¢) Combine the amounts of skim milk
and butterfat determined pursuant 10
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section
and § 1062.45(d) for each class and de-
termine the weighted average butterfab
content of producer milk in each class.

MinmauM PRICES
§ 1062.50 Basic formula price.

The basic formula price shall be the
average price per hundredweight for
manufacturing grade milk, f.0.b. plants
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported
by the Department for the month, ad-
justed to a 3.5 percent butterfat basis
by a butterfat differential rounded 0
the nearest one-tenth cent compl{!ed at
0.12 times the Chicago butter price fof
the month. The basic formula price shall
be rounded to the nearest full cent. For
the purpose of computing Class I prices
through April 1968, the basic formula
price shall not be less than $4.05.

§ 1062.51 Class prices.

Subject to the provisions of §3 106?.32
and 1062.53, the class prices per hundred-
weight for the month shall be as folloWs-I

(a) Class I price. The price for Class
milk at plants located in Zone I shall bé
the basic formula price for the _precedmg
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month plus $1.16, and plus 20 cents
through April 1968.

(b) Class II milk price. The Class IT
price shall be the basic formula price for
the month.

§1062.52 Handler butterfat differen-
tials,

If the average butterfat test of Class I
or Class II milk as calculated pursuant
to § 1062.46 is more or less than 3.5 per-
cent, there shall be added to, or sub-
tracted from, as the case may be, the
price for such class of utilization for each
one-tenth of 1 percent that such average
butterfat test is above or below 3.5 per-
cent, a butterfat differential computed by
multiplying the Chicago butter price by
the applicable factor listed below, and
rounding to the nearest one-tenth cent;

(a) Class I milk. Multiply such price
for the preceding month by 0.12; and

(b) Class IT milkc. Multiply such price
for the current month by 0.115,

§1062.53 Loecation differentials
handlers.

For milk received from producers or
from a cooperative association pursuant
to § 1062,8(d) at a pool plant and which
is classified as Class I milk or assigned
Class I location adjustment credit pur-
suant to paragraphs (f) and (g) of this
section or for other source milk to which
a location adjustment is applicable, the
price at such pool plant located:

(@) In Zone I of the marketing area,
shall be that computed pursuant to
§1062.51(a) Y

(b) In Zone II of the marketing area,
shgll be the Zone I price plus a location
adjustment of 15 cents:

(c) In Zone III of the marketing area
Or In Texas County, Mo., shall be the
Zone I price less a location adjustment
of 25 cents;

(d) In Zone IV of the marketing area,
shall be the Zone I price less a location
adjustment of 8 cents:

(&) Outside the marketing area and
Texas County, Mo., and more than 30
Miles from the City Hall, St, Louis, Mo.,
shall be the Class T price applicable in
Zone 1, less g location adjustment of 1.5
tents for each 10 miles or fraction
thereo_f that such plant is located from
the City Hall, st. Louis, Mo. (the dis-
tance to pe by shortest hard-surfaced

lghway as determined by the market
administrator) ;

]f ) In the case of transfers between
blants, location adjustment shall apply
at the transferor plant with respect to a
?Ulf]l"-i}ty of the transfer calculated as
L? OWs: From total Class I milk utiliza-
¢ eon at the transferee plant subtract in-
at“&m? of packaged fluid milk products

‘I'-le beginning of the month, Class I
orldg 4ssigned to receipts from other
planlt plants and unregulated supply
s S, and 95 percent of the receipts

oM producers and from cooperative

; as handlers pursuant to
Clin 1 (d; and assign the remaining
Dlax;t min; to receipts from other pool
nlan{s beginning with receipts from
thenst With plus location adjustment,
cati 0 Teceipts from plants with no lo-
‘on adjustment, and then in sequence

to
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to receipts from plants at which the
smallest minus adjustments apply.

(g) For purposes of calculations pur-
suant to this section, the following as-
signments of Class I utilization to pool
plants will apply when allocation pur-
suant to §1062.46 is performed on a
system basis:

(1) Allocations to Class I pursuant to
each of the following subparagraphs of
§ 1062.45 (a) and (b), will be assigned to
the plant(s) at which any milk of the
respective category was received or was
in inventory, pro rata in each case to the
respective quantities of such milk at each
of such plants: §1062.46 (a) and (b)
(2), (3), (4, (6), (8), and (9); and

(2) If Class I utilization pursuant to
§ 1062.45(b) (1) remaining at a pool
plant after subtraction of the quantities
assigned pursuant to subparagraph (1)
of this paragraph is greater than receipts
from producers and other pool plants,
Class I utilization equal to the amount of
the excess will be assigned to the pool
plant(s) of the handler at which an
equivalent amount of producer milk is
not otherwise assigned to Class I, and at
which the rate of location adjustment
most nearly corresponds to that of the
plant with such excess Class I utilization.
The amount so assigned to another pool
plant shall be added to Class I utiliza-
tion pursuant to § 1062.45(b) (1) in com-
puting the assignment of location adjust-
ments to receipts at such plant pur-
suant to paragraph (f) of this section.

§ 1062.54 Use of equivalent prices.

If for any reason a price quotation re-
quired by this order for computing class
prices or for other purposes is.not avail-
able in the manner described, the market
administrator shall use a price deter-
mined by the Secretary to be equivalent
to the price which is required.

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS
§ 1062.60 Exemptions.

(a) Producer-handler. Sections 1062.40
through 1062.46, §$ 1062.50 through
1062.54, §§1062.61, 1062.62, 1062.70
through 1062.72, and §§ 1062.80 through
1062.89 shall not apply to a producer-
handler; and

(b) Governmental agency. None of the
provisions of this part except §§ 1062.13,
1062.44(b), and 1062.46(a) (4) (iii) shall
apply to a plant operated by a govern-
mental agency.

§ 1062.61 Plants subject to other Fed-
eral orders.

The provisions of this part shall not
apply with respect to the operation of
any plant specified in paragraph (@),
(h), or (¢) of this section except that the
operator shall, with respect to total
receipts of skim milk and butterfat at
such plant, make reports to the market
administrator at such time and in such
manner as the market administrator may
require and allow verification of such
reports by the market administrator.

(a) A distributing plant which meets
the pooling requirements of another Fed-
eral order and from which route disposi-
tion during the month in such other Fed-
eral order marketing area is greater
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than was so disposed of in this mar-
keting area, except that if such plant
was subject to all the provisions of this
part in the immediately preceding
month, it shall continue to be subject to
all of the provisions of this part until
the third consecutive month in which a
greater proportion of its Class I disposi-
tion is made in such other marketing
area unless, notwithstanding the pro-
visions of this paragraph, it is regulated
under such other order;

(b) A distributing plant which meets
the pooling requirements of another Fed-
eral order and from which route disposi-
tion during the month in this marketing
area is greater than was so disposed of in
such other Federal order marketing area
but which plant is, nevertheless, fully
regulated under such other Federal
order; and

(c) A supply plant meeting the re-
quirements of § 1062.12(b) which also
meets the pooling requirements of an-
other Federal order and from which
greater qualifying shipments are made
during the month to plants regulated
under such other order than are made to
plants regulated under this part, except
during the months of March through
August if such plant retains automatic
pooling status under this part.

§ 1062.62 Obligations of handlers op-
erating a partially regulated dis-
tributing plant.

Each handler who operates a partially
regulated distributing plant shall pay to
the market administrator for the pro-
ducer-settlement fund on or before the
25th day after the end of the month
either of the amounts (at the handler’s
election) calculated pursuant to para-
graph (a) or (b) of this section. If
the handler fails to report pursuant to
§§ 1062.30 and 1062.31 the information
necessary. to compute the amount speci-
fied in paragraph (a) of this section, he
shall pay the amount computed pur-
suant to paragraph (b) of this section:

(a) An amount computed as follows:

(1) (i) The obligation that would have
been computed pursuant to § 1062.70 at
such plant shall be determined as though
such plant were a pool plant. For pur-
poses of such computation, receipts at
such nonpool plant from a pool plant or
an other order plant shall be assigned to
the utilization at which classified at the
pool plant or other order plant and
transfers from such nonpool plant to a
pool plant or any other order plant shall
be classified as Class II milk if allocated
to such class at the pool plant or other
order plant and be valued at the uniform
price of the respective order if so allo-
cated to Class I milk. There shall be
included in the obligation so computed
& charge in the amount specified in
§ 1062.70(g) and a credit in the amount
specified in § 1062.84(b) (2) with respect
to receipts from an unregulated supply
plant, unless an obligation with respect
to such plant is computed as specified in
subdivision (ii) of this subparagraph;
and

(i) If the operator of the partially
regulated distributing plant so requests,
and provides with his reports pursuant to

-
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§§ 1062.30 and 1062.31 similar reports
with respect to the operations of any
other nonpool plant which serves as a
supply plant for such partially regulated
distributing plant by shipments to such
plant during the month equivalent to the
requirements of § 1062.12(b) with agree-
ment of the operator of such plant that
the market administrator may examine
the books and records of such plant for
purposes of verification of such reports,
there will be added the amount of the
obligation computed at such mnonpool
supply plant in the same manner and
subject to the same conditions as for
the partially regulated distributing
plant;

(2) From this obligation there will be
deducted the sum of:

(1) The gross payments niade by such
handler for Grade A milk received dur-
ing the month from dairy farmers at
such plant and like payments made by
the operator of a supply plant(s) in-
cluded in the computations pursuant to
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph; and

(ii) Any payments to the producer-
settlement fund of another order under
which such plant is also a partially regu-
lated distributing plant; and

(b) An amount computed as follows:

(1) Determine the respective amounts
of route disposition (other than to pool
plants) of skim milk and butterfat dis-
posed of in the marketing area;

(2) Deduct the respective amounts of
skim milk and butterfat received as Class
I milk at the partially regulated dis-
tributing plant from pool plants and
other order plants, except that deducted
under a similar provision of another
order issued pursuant to the Act;

(3) Combine the amounts of skim milk
and butterfat remaining into one total
and determine the weighted average but-
terfat content; and

(4) From the value of such milk at
the Class I milk price applicable at the
location of the nonpool plant, subtract
its value at the uniform price applicable
at such location (not to be less than the
Class II milk price).

DETERMINATION OF UNIFORM PRICE TO
PRODUCERS

§ 1062.70 Compultation of the net pool
obligation of each peol handler.

The net pool obligation at each pool
plant (or of each pool handler if alloca-
tion is on a system basis) and of each
cooperative association as a handler pur-
suant to § 1062.8(c) during each month
shall be a sum of money computed by
the market administrator as follows:

(a) Multiply the quantity of producer
milk in each class, as computed pursu-
ant to § 1062.46(c), by the applicable
class prices (adjusted pursuant to
§§ 1062.52 and 1062.53) ;

(b) Add the amount obtained from
multiplying the pounds of overage de-
ducted from each class pursuant to
§ 1062.46(a) (11) and the corresponding
step of § 1062.46(b) by the applicable
class prices;

(¢) Add the amount obtained by mul-
tiplying the difference between the Class
II milk price for the preceding month
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and the Class I milk price for the cur-
rent month by the hundredweight of
skim milk and butterfat subtracted from
Class I milk pursuant to § 1082.46(a) (6)
and the corresponding step of § 1062.46
b);

(d) Add an amount determined by
multiplying the difference between the
Class I price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredweight of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from
Class T pursuant to § 1062.46(a) (3) and
the corresponding step of § 1062.46(b).
If the Class I price for the current month
is less than the Class I price for the
preceding month the result shall be a
minus amount;

(e) Add an amount equal to the dif-
ference between the value at the Class I
milk price applicable at the pool plant
and the value at the Class II milk price,
with respect to skim milk and butterfat
in other source milk subtracted from
Class I pursuant.to § 1062.46¢a) (4) and
the corresponding step of § 1062.46(b) ;

(f) Add an amount equal to the value
at the Class I price adjusted for location
of the nearest nonpool plant(s) from
which an equivalent weight was re-
ceived, with respect to skim milk and
butterfat subtracted from Class I pursu-
ant to §1062.46(a) (8) and the corre-
sponding step of § 1062.46(b) ; and

(g) Add the value of the skim milk
and butterfat, respectively, in receipts
of fluid milk products from a handler
pool other order plant subtracted from
each class pursuant to § 1062.46(a) (9)
(iii), and the corresponding step of
§ 1062.46(b), at the applicable class
prices pursuant to this part adjusted
for location of the plant from which
received.

§ 1062.71 Computation of wuniform
prices,

For each month the market adminis-
trator shall compute the uniform price
per hundredweight of milk received from
producers as follows:

(a) Combine intc one total the values
computed pursuant to § 1062.70 for all
handlers who filed the reports pre-
scribed by § 1062.30 for the month and
who made the payments pursuant to
§§ 1062.80 and 1062.84 for the preceding
month;

(b) Deduct the amount of the plus
differentials and add the amount of the
minus differentials, which are applicable
pursuant to § 1062.82;

(¢) Subtract, if the average butterfat
content of the milk specified in para-
graph (e) of this section is more than
3.5 percent, or add, if such butterfat con-
tent is less than 3.5 percent, an amount
computed by multiplying the amount by
which the average butterfat content of
such milk varies from 3.5 percent by the
butterfat differential computed pursuant
to § 1062.81 and multiplying the result
by the total hundredweight of such milk;

(d) Add an amount equal to not less
than one-half of the unobligated balance
in the producer-settlement fund;

(e) Divide the resulting amount by the
sum of the following for all handlers in-
cluded in these computations:
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(1) The total hundredweight of pro-
ducer milk; and

(2) The total hundredweight for
which a value is computed pursuant to
§ 1062.70 (f) and (g).;

(f) Subtract not less than four cents
nor more than 5 cents per hundred-
weight. The result shall be the “weighted
average price”, and, except for the
mogths specified below, shall be the
“uniform price" for milk received from
producers;

(g) For the months specified in para-
graphs (h) and (i) of this section, sub-
tract from the amount resulting from
the computations pursuant to para-
graphs (a) through (d) of this section
an amount computed by multiplying the
hundredweight of milk specified in para-
graph (e)(2) of this section by the
weighted average price;

(h) From the remainder subtract dur-
ing each of the months of March and
July an amount egual to 15 cenfs per
hundredweight and during each of the
months of April, May, and June an
amount equal to 25 cents per hundred-
weight of the total amount of producer
milk included in these computations.
This amount shall be retained in the
producer-settlement fund and disbursed
according to the provisions of paragraph
(1) of this section;

(i) Add during each of the months of
September and December 20 percent and
during each of the months of October
and November 30 percent of the total
amount subtracted pursuant to para-
graph (h) of this section;

(j) Divide the resulting sum by the
total hundredweight of producer milk in-
cluded in these computations; and

(k) Subtract not less than four cents
nor more than five cents per hundred-
weight. The result shall be the “uniform
price” for milk received from producers.

§ 1062.72 Notification of handlers.

On or before the 10th day of each
month the market administrator shall
notify each handler of:

(a) The quantity and value of his
milk in each class computed pursuant t0
88 1062.46 and 1062.70 and the totals of
such quantities and values;

(b) The uniform price computed pur-
suant to § 1062.71;

(¢) The amount, if any, due such han-
dler from the producer-settlement fund;

(d) The total amounts to be paid bY
such handler pursuant to §§ 1062.80 and
1062.84; and

(e) The amount to be paid by such
handler pursuant to §§1062.87 and
1062.88.

§ 1062.73 Overdue accounts.

Any unpaid obligation of a handler
pursuant to § 1062.84, § 1062.86(a), ©F
§ 1062.88 shall be increased one-half Loh
one pereent on the first day of the mon
following after the date such obligation
is due and on the first day of 9acl} Sucss
ceeding month until such obhgatlonae
paid. Any remittance received by 1;1'
market administrator postmarked pr o
to the first of the month shall be cot_
sidered to have been received when pos
marked.
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PAYMENTS
§1062.80 Time and method of pay-

ment.

Each handler shall make payment as
follows:

(a) On or before the 17th day after
the end of the month during which the
milk was received, to each producer for
whom payment is not made pursuant to
paragraph (¢) of this section, at not less
than the applicable uniform price com-
puted pursuant to § 1062.71 for such pro-
ducer's deliveries of milk, adjusted by
the butterfat and location differentials
computed pursuant to §§ 1062.81 and
1062.82, and less the amount of the pay-
ment made pursuant to paragraph (b) of
this section. If by such date such han-
dler has not received full payment pur-
suant to § 1062.85, he may reduce his
total payments uniformly to all pro-
ducers by not more than the amount of
the reduction in payment by the market
administrator. He shall, however, com=-
plete such payments pursuant to this
paragraph not later than the date for
making such payments next following re-
ceipt of the balance from the market
administrator;

(b) On or before the last day of each
month, to each producer:

(1) To whom payment is not made
pursuant to paragraph (e¢) of this sec-
tion; and

(2) Who is still delivering Grade A
milk {o such handler, a partial payment
with respeet to milk received from him
during the first 15 days of such month
computed at not less than the Class IT
brice for 3.5 percent milk for the preced-
Ing month, without deduction for
hauling:

(c) On or before the 14th day after
the end of each month and on or before
the 25th day of each month, in lieu of
bayments pursuant to paragraphs (a)
and (b), respectively, of this section, to
4 cooperative association which so re-
Quests, for milk which is received from
members, and for which such association
Is determined by the market adminis-
trator to be authorized to collect pay-
ment, an amount equal to the sum of the
Individual payments otherwise payable to
such producers; and 5

(d) Each handler who recsives milk
for which a eooperative association is
the handler pursuant to § 1062.8(d),
shall, on or before the second day prior
t the date payments are due individual
broducers, pay such cooperative associa-
ton for such milk as follows:

(1) A partial payment for milk re-
Celved during the first 15 days of the
Month at not less than the amount pre-
scrlped in paragraph (b)(2) of this
section; and

2 In making final settlement, the
value of such milk at the applicable uni-
l"”_n price, less payment made pursuant
0 subparagraph (1) of this paragraph.
& (€} On or before the 14th day after
¢ end of each month, each handler
‘;“'f}ll Pay to each cooperative association
D?l milk the handler receives from a pool
'n“”t‘s) operated by such association,
0t less than the minimum prices for
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milk in each class, subject to the applica~
ble location and butterfat differentials.

§ 1062.81 Butterfat differentials 1o pro-
ducers.

In making payments pursuant to
§ 1062.80(a), the uniform prices per hun-
dredweight shall be adjusted by adding
or subtracting for each one-tenth of 1
percent that the average butterfat con-
tent is above or below 3.5 percent a
butterfat differential equal to the average
of the butterfat differentials determined
pursuant to §1062.52 weighted by the
pounds of butterfat in producer milk in
each class, the result being rounded to
the nearest one-tenth of a cent.

§ 1062.82 Location differentials to pro-
ducers and en nonpool milk.

(a) For producer milk received at
pool plants located outside Zone I and
more than 30 miles from St. Louis city
hall, there shall be added or deducted,
as the case may be, an adjustment for
each such plant for all milk at the rates
specified in § 1062.53 (b), (¢), (d), and
(e); and

(b) For purposes of computations
pursuant to §§ 1062.84(b) (2) and 1062.85,
the “weighted average price” shall be
adjusted at the rates set forth in § 1062.53
(h), (e), (d), and (e), applicable at the
location of the nonpool plant(s) from
which the milk was received.

§ 1062.83 Producer-settlement fund,

The market administrator shall estab-
lish and maintain a separate fund known
as the “producer-settlement fund” into
which he shall deposit all payments made
by handlers pursuant to §§ 1062.62,
1062.84, and 1062.86, and out of which
he shall make all payments to handlers
pursuant fo §§ 1062.85 and 1062.86. The
market administrator shall offset the
payment due to a handler against pay-
ments due from such handler.

§1062.84 Payments to the producer-
settlement fund.

On or before the 12th day after the
end of the month each handler shall pay
to the market administrator the amount,
if any, by which the total amounts (for
each pool plant, if applicable) specified
in paragraph (a) of this section exceed
the amounts specified in paragraph (b)
of this section:

(a) The sum of:

(1) The total of the net pool obliga-
tion computed pursuant to § 1062.70 for
such handler; and

(2) In the case of a cooperative asso-
ciation which is @ handler, the minimum
amounts due from other handlers pur-
suant to § 1062.80(d) (1) and (2); and

(b) The sum of:

(1) The value of such handler's pro-
ducer milk at the applicable uniform
prices specified in § 1062.80; and

(2) The value at the “weighted aver-
age” price(s) applicable at the location
of the plant(s) from which received (not
to be less than the value at the Class
II milk price) with respect to other
source milk for which a value ‘is com-
puted pursuant to § 1062.70 (f) and (g);
except that in the case of milk received
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from a handler pool market the value
applicable pursuant to this subparagraph
shall not exceed a value equal to the
quantities thereof classified in each class
pursuant to §1062.46(a) (9) multiplied
by the applicable class prices adjusted to
the location of the plants from which
received.

§ 1062.85 Payments out of the pro-
ducer-settlement fund.

On or before the 13th day after the
end of each month the market adminis-
trator shall pay to each handler the
amount, if any (for each pool plant, if
applicable), by which the amount com-
puted pursuant to § 1062.84(b) exceeds
the amount computed pursuant to
§ 1062.84(a) . The market administrator
shall offset any payment due any handler
against payments due from such handler,
If the balance in the producer-settlement
fund is insufficient to make all payments
pursuant to this section, the market ad-
ministrator shall reduce uniformly such
payments and shall complete such pay-
ments as soon as the necessary funds are
available.

§ 1062.86

ments,

(a) Whenever verification by the mar-
ket administrator of reports or payments
of any handler discloses error in pay-
ments to the producer-settlement fund
made pursuant to § 1062.84, the market
administrator shall promptly bill such
handler for any unpaid amount and such
handler shall within 5 days of the date
of such billing, make payment to the
market administrator of the amount so
billed;

(b) Whenever verification discloses
that payment is due from the market
administrator to any handler pursuant
to §1062.85, the market administrator
shall promptly make payment to such
handler;

(c) Whenever verification by the
market administrator of the payment by
a handler to any producer discloses pay-
ment to such producer of an amount
which is less than is required by this part,
the handler shall make up such payment
to the producer not later than the time
of making payment to producers next
following the disclosure; and

(d) Whenever verification by the
market administrator of the payment by
a handler to any producer discloses that
solely through error in computation, pay-
ment to such producer was in an amount
more than was required to be paid pur-
suant to § 1062.80, no handler shall be
deemed to be in violation of § 1062.80 if
he reduces his next payment to such
producer following discovery of such
errox;' by not more than such overpay-
ment.

§ 1062.87 Marketing services.

(a) Except as set forth in paragraph
(b) of this section, each handler shall
deduct 6 cents per hundredweight, or
such lesser amount as the Seeretary may
prescribe, from the payments made to
each producer ofther than himself pur-
suant to § 1062.80(a) with respect to all
milk of such producer received by such

Adjustment of errors in pay-
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handler during the month and shall pay
such deductions to the market adminis-
trator on or before the 15th day after
the end of such month. Such money shall
be used by the market administrator to
verify weights, samples and tests of milk
received from, and to provide market
information to such producers. The mar-
ket administrator may contract with a
cooperative association or cooperative
associations for the furnishing of fhe
whole or any part of such seryices; and

(b) In the case of producers for whom
a cooperative association is actually per-
forming, as determined by the Secretary,
the services set forth in paragraph (a)
of this section, each handler shall make
such deductions from the payments to be
made directly to producers pursuant to
§ 1062.80(a) as are authorized by such
producers, and on or before the 15th day
after the end of each month, pay over
such deductions to the association of
which such producers are members.
‘When requested by the cooperative asso-
ciation a statement shall be supplied the
cooperative association showing for each
producer for whom such deduction is
made the amount of such deduction, the
total delivery of milk, and, unless other-
wise previously provided, the butterfat
test.

§ 1062.88 Expense of administration.

As his pro rata share of the expense of
administration of the order, each handler
shall pay to the market administrator on
or before the 15th day after the end of
the month 2.5 cents per hundredweight
or such lesser amount as the Secretary
may prescribe, with respect to:

(a) Producer milk (including that
pursuant to §1062.14(a)(3) and such
handler’s own production) ;

(b) Other source milk allocated to
Class I milk pursuant to § 1062.46(a)
(4) and (8) and the corresponding steps
of §1062.46(b); and

(¢) Class I milk disposed of from par-
tially regulated distributing plants with
route disposition in the marketing area
that exceeds Class I milk received during
the month at such plant from pool plants
and other order plants.

§ 1062.89 Termination of obligation.

The provisions of this section shall
apply to any obligation under this part
for the payment of money:

(a) The obligation of any handler to
pay money required to be paid under the
terms of this part shall, except as pro-
vided in paragraphs (b) and (¢) of this
section, terminate two years after the
last day of the calendar month during
which the market administrator receives
the handler’'s utilization report on the
milk involved in such obligation, unless
within such 2-year period the market
administrator notifies the handler in
writing that such money is due and pay-
able. Service of such notice shall contain
but need not be limited to the following
information:

(1) The amount of the obligation;
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(2) The month(s) during which the
milk, with respect to which the obliga-
tion exists, was received or handled; and

(3) If the obligation is payable to one
or more producers or to an association
of producer, the name of such pro-
ducer(s) or association of producers, or
if the obligation is payable to the market
administrator, the account for which it
is to be paid;

(b) If a handler fails or refuses, with
respect to any obligation under this part,
to make available to the market adminis-
trator or his representative all books and
records required by this part to be made
available, the market administrator may,
within the 2-year period provided for in
paragraph (a) of this section, notify the
handler in writing of such failure or
refusal. If the market administrator so
notifies a handler, the said 2-year period
with respect to such obligation shall not
begin to run until the first day of the
calendar month following the month
during which all such books and records
pertaining to such obligation are made
available to the market administrator or
his representatives;

{e) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section,
a handler’s obligation under this part to
pay money shall not be terminated with
respect to any transaction involving
fraud or willful concealment of a fact,
material to the obligation, on the part of
the handler against whom the obligation
is sought to be imposed; and

(d) Any obligation on the part of the
market administrator to pay a handler
any money which such handler claims
to be due him under the terms of this
part shall terminate 2 years after the end
of the month during which the milk in-
volved in the claim was received if an un-
derpayment is claimed, or 2 years after
the end of the month during which the
payment (including deduction or offset
by the market administrator) was made
by the handler, if a refund on such pay-
ment is claimed unless such handler,
within the applicable period of time, files,
pursuant to section 8¢(15) (A) of the Act,
a petition claiming such money.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
§ 1062.90 Effective time.

The provisions of this part or any
amendment to this part, shall become ef-
fective at such time as the Secretary
may declare and shall continue in force
until suspended or terminated, pursuant
to § 1062.91.

§ 1062.91 termination,

Any or all of the provisions of this part,
or any amendment to this part, may be
suspended or terminated as to any or all
handlers after such reasonable notice as
the Secretary shall give and shall, in any
event, terminate whenever the provisions
of the Act cease to be in effect.

§ 1062.9'2 Continuing power and duty of
the market administrator.

(a) If, upon the suspension or termi-
nation of any or all provisions of this

Suspension or
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part there are any obligations arising
under this part, the final acerual or as-
certainment of which requires further
acts by any handler, by the market ad-
ministrator or by any other person, the
power and duty to perform such further
acts shall continue notwithstanding such
suspension or termination: Provided,
That any such acts required to be per-
formed by the market administrator
shall, if the Secretary so directs, be per-
formed by such other person, persons, or
agency as the Secretary may designate;

(b) The market administrator or such
other persons as the Secretary may des-
ignate, shall:

(1) Continue in such capacity until
removed;

(2) From time to time account for all
receipts and disbursement and when so
directed by the Secretary deliver all
funds on hand, together with the books
and records of the market administrator,
or such person, to such person as the
Secretary shall direct; and

(3) If so directed by the Secretary, ex-
ecute assignment or other instruments
necessary or appropriate to vest in such
person full title to all funds, property,
and claims vested in the market adminis-
trator or such person pursuant thereto.

§ 1062.93 Liquidation after suspension
or termination.

Upon the suspension or termination of
any or all provisions of the part the mar-
ket administrator, or such person as the
Secretary may designate, shall if so di-
rected by the Secretary, liquidate the
business of the market administrator’s
office and dispose of all funds and prop-
erty then in his possession or under his
control together with claims for any
funds which are unpaid or owing at the
time of such suspension or termination.
Any funds collected pursuant to the pro-
visions of this part, over and above the
amounts necessary to meet outstanding
obligations and the expenses necessarily
incurred by the market administrator or
such person in liquidating® such funds,
shall be distributed to the contributing
handlers and producers in an equitable
manner.

§1062.94 Agents.

The Secretary may by designation, in
writing, name any officer or employee of
the United States to act as his agent or
representative in connection with any of
the provisions of this part.

§ 1062.95 Separability of provisions.

If any provisions of this part, or its ap-
plication to any person or circumstances
is held invalid, the application of such
provision and of the remaining provi-
sions of this part, to other persons or cir-
cumstances shall not be affected thereby.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
18, 1968.
Joun C. BLuM,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.
[F.R. Doc, 68-3426; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968
8:48 am.]
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administrafion

[ 14 CFR Part 391
[Docket No. 8776]

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

SIAl Marchetti 5.205/22R Airplanes
Serial Nos. 213 Through 4-125

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an airworthiness directive (AD) appli-
cable fo SIAI Marchetti 8.205/22R air-
planes. An inspection of an SIATI Mar-
chetti 8.205/22R airplane disclosed that
the grommets used in the firewall and
nose wheel well were not fireproof. More-
over, spaces where electrical cable lines
pass through the firewall were not sealed.
Since this condition is likely to exist or
develop in other preducts of the same
type design, the proposed AD would re-
quire the installation of sealing plates
and fireproof sealant.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
docket number and be submitted in du-
plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Office of the General Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket, GC-24, 800 In-
dependence Avenue SW., Washington,
D.C. 20590. All communications received
on or before April 20, 1968, will be con-
sidered by the Administrator before tak-
ing action upon the proposed rule. The
broposals contained in this notice may
be changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments will be available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested persons.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 603
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
US.C.1354(a), 1421, and 1423).

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
broposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add-
ing the following new airworthiness di-
rective:

SIAT MarcupYrTL. Applies to Model S.205/22R
alrplanes, Serlal Nos. 213 through 4-125.

Compliance required as indicated.

- To avoid the possibility of flames or harm-

Ul gases passing from the engine compart-

;\em Into the cockplt or other parts of the

Plane, within the next 200 hours’ time in
‘;ef“'ice after the effective date of this AD,
S&‘l‘;“s already accomplished, incorporate
.‘Sm’:_gné’lﬂf&‘s and apply fireproof sealant
Stk gt t HT-4" or an FAA-approved equiva-
aCCOr‘d he firewall and nose wheel well, in
loti ance with SIAI-Marchetti Service Bul-

I No. 205819, dated January 18, 1968, or

later RAT-g,
. “wal-approved &
equivalent P! issue, or FAA-approved

Issued in W
12, 1968, ashington, D.C., on March

R. 8. Su1FF,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
IFR. Doc, 68-3417; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 a.m.]
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[14 CFR Part 711
[Alrspace Docket 6T-EA-64]

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITIO|
AREA {
Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending §§ 71.171 and
71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations so as to alter the Charlottes-
ville, Va., conirol zone and 700-foot
transition area.

A recent VHF/UHF DF emergency
procedure revision and a review of the
ADF and ILS instrument approach pro-
cedures requires additional airspace to
protect aircraft executing these pro-
cedures.

Interested parties may submit such
written data or views as they may desire.
Communications should be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Re-
gion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Divi-
sion, Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Bullding, John F. Kennedy Interna-
tional Airport, Jamaica, N.¥. 11430. All
communications received within 30 days
after publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. No hearing
is contemplated at this time, but ar-
rangements may be made for informal
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration officials by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Standards Branch,
Eastern Region.

Any data or views 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 official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of Regional Counsel, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Federal Building,
John F. Kennedy International Airport,
Jamaica, N.Y.

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed a review of the airspace
requirements for the terminal area of
Charlottesville, Va., proposes the airspace
action hereinafter set forth:

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the deseription of the Char-
lottesville, Va., control zone the words
“Charlottesville-Albermarle” and substi-
tute “Charlottesville-Albemarle” in lieu
thereof. Delete the phrase “021° bearing
from the Charlottesville RBN, extending
from the 4-mile radius zone to the RBN"
and substitute the following in lieu
thereof, “within 2 miles each side of the
Charlottesville-Albemarle ILS localizer
south course extending from the 4-mile
radius zone to 4.5 miles south of the
Charlottesville REN".

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete in the description of the Char-
lottesville, Va., transition area the words
“Charlottesville~-Albermarle” and substi-
tute “Charlottesville-Albemarle” in lieu
thereof. Following the coordinates “ (lati-
tude 38°08725’" N., longitude 78°27/10’’
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W." add “and within 2 miles each side
of the Charlottesville-Albemarle ILS
localizer south course extending from the
6-mile radius area to 8 miles south of the
Charlottesville RBN; within 2 miles each
side of a line bearing 045° from a point
3808’21’ N., 78°27°00* W., extending
from the 6-mile radius area to 8 miles
northeast of that point.”

This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Actof 1958 (72 Stat. 749: 49 U.S.C. 1348).

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 7,
1968.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3418; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]

[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No, 87-WE-67]

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENTS
Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amendments to Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would alter segments to VOR Federal
airway Nos. 8, 244, and 484.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket num-
ber and be submifted in triplicate to the
Director, Western Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, 5651 West Man-
chester Avenue, Post Office Box 90007,
Airport Station, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009.
All communications received within 30
days after publication of this notice in
the FeperAL REGISTER will be considered
before action is taken on the proposed
amendments. The proposals contained in
this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal
docket also will be available for examina-
tion at the office of the Regional Air
Traffic Division Chief.

The Federal Aviation Administration
proposes the following airspace actions
associated with the commissioning of a
VOR in the vicinity of Montrose, Colo.,
at lat. 38°30°13’* N., long. 107°53"41"" W,

1. Realign V-8 south alternate seg-
ment from Hanksville, Utah, to Grand
Junction, Colo., with a 1,200-foot AGL
floor via the intersection of the Hanks-
ville 087° T (072° M) and the Grand
Junction 232° T (217° M) radials.

2. Realign V-244 segment from Hanks-
ville to Gunnison, Colo., via Montrose.
The airway floors for this segment of
V-244 would be designated Hanksville
63 miles,; 1,200 feet AGL, 13 miles, 14,000
feet MSIL, 36 miles, 11,500 feet MSL,
thence 1,200 feet AGL Montrose, 1,200
feet AGL Gunnison.

3. Realign V-484 south alternate
segment from Grand Junction with a
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1,200-foot AGL floor to Gunnison via
Montrose.

These amendments are proposed under
the authority of section 307(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C.
1348).

Issued in Washington,
March 14, 1968.

D.C., on

T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3419; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]

[14 CFR Part 711
| Airspace Docket No. 68-CE-19]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion is considering amending Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations so
as to designate a transition area at
Muscatine, ITowa.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
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 Avia-
tion Administration, Federal Building,
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64106. All communications received
within 45 days after publication of this
notice in the FEperaL REGISTER Wwill be
considered before action is taken on the
proposed amendment. No public hearing
is contemplated at this time, but ar-
rangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration
officials may be made by contacting the
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief.

Any data, views, or arguments pre-
sented during such conferences must also
be submitted in writing in accordance
with this notice in order to become part
of the record for consideration. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived.

A public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, Federal Build-
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City,
Mo. 64106.

A public use instrument approach pro-
cedure has been developed to serve the
Muscatine, Iowa, Municipal Airport,
utilizing a privately owned radio beacon
located on the airport as a navigational
aid. Consequently, it is necessary to desig~
nate a 700-foot floor transition area at
Muscatine, Towa, to provide protection
for aircraft that will be executing this
approach procedure. This approach pro-
cedure will be authorized concurrently
with the designation of controlled air-
space for its protection. IFR air traffic
into and out of Muscatine will be con-
trolled by the Chicago ARTC Center
through the Moline, Iil., Flight Service
Station.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
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poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set
forth:

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow-
ing transition area is added:

MUSCATINE, JowA

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8-mile
radius of Muscatine Municipal Airport
(latitude 41°22'15”" N., longitude 91°08'45'*
W.).

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed-
eray Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C.
1348).

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on March
5, 1968.
DANIEL E. BARROW,
Acting Director, Central Region.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3421; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]

[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket 68-EA-6]

TRANSITION AREA

Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending § 71.181.of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations so
as to designate a 700- and 1,200-foot floor
transition area over White Mountain
Airport, North Conway, N.H.

A new NDB (ADF) Runway 33 instru-
ment approach procedure has been de-
veloped for White Mountain Airport,
North Conway, N.H., and will require
designation of a 700- and 1,200-foot floor
transition area to provide controlled air-
space protection for aircraft executing
the arrival and departure procedures.

Interested parties may submit such
written data or views as they may desire.
Communications should be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, John F. Kennedy Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430.
All communications received within 30
days after publication in the FEDERAL
REcisTER will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment. No
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements may be made for informal
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration officials by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Standards Branch,
Eastern Region.

Any data or views 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 official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of Regional Counsel, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Federal Building,
John F. Kennedy International Airport,
Jamaica, N.Y.

The Federal Aviation Administration
having completed a review of the air-
space requirements for the terminal area

of North Conway, N.H., proposes the air-
space action hereinafter set forth:

Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations 8o as to desig-
nate a North Conway, N.H., transition
area described as follows:

NorTH ConwAY, N.H.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center (44°01‘25°' N., 71°0645"" W.),
of White Mountain Airport, North Conway,
N.H.; within 2 miles each side of a 128° bear-
ing from the North Conway, NH, REN (44°-
01’26"" N., 71°068°69"" W.), extending from the
5-mile radius area to 8 miles southeast of
the RBN.

That alrspace extending upward from 1,200
feet above the surface within 5 miles north-
east and 8 miles southwest of a 128° bearing
from the North Conway, N.H., RBN extending
from the east edge of B-63 to the northwest
edge of the Portland, Maine, 1,200-foot floor
transition area. This transition area is effec-
tive from sunrise to sunset, daily.

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

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on March 7,
1968.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3422; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968
8:47 am.]

[14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No, 68-EA-8]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending § 71.181 of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
so as to designate a 700-foot floor transi-
tion area over Crewe Municipal Airport,
Crewe, Va.

A new NDB (ADF) instrument ap-
proach procedure has been developed
for Crewe Municipal Airport, Crewe, Va.,
and will require designation of a 700-foot
floor transition area to provide con-
trolled airspace protection for aireraft
executing the arrival and departure
procedures,

Interested persons may submit st}ch
written data or views as they may desire.
Communications should be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Reglon,
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division,
Department of Transportation, Federal
Aviation Administration, Federal Build-
ing, John F. Kennedy International Air-
port, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430. All commu-
nications received within 30 days after
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No hearing 1§
contemplated at this time, but arrange-
ments may be made for informal confer-
ences with Federal Aviation Administra-
tion officials by contacting the Chmf.
Airspace and Standards Branch, Bastern
Region. e

Any data or views presented du_rm;
such conferences must also be su'bmut.e
in writing in accordance with this noticeé
in order to become part of the record f(?ll;
consideration. The proposal contained 1
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this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of Regional Counsel, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Federal Building,
John F. Kennedy International Airport,
Jamaica, N.¥.

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed a review of the air-
space requirements for the terminal area
of Crewe, Va., proposes the airspace ac-
tion hereinafter set forth:

Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a Crewe, Va., transition area
described as follows:

CREWE, VA,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center 837°10°'55'* N., 78°05'565'* W., of
Crewe Municipal Airport, Crewe, Va. and
within 2 miles each side of the 320° bearing
from the Blackstone, Va., RBN extending
from the 5-mile radius area to 18 miles
northwest of the RBN. This transition area
shall be effective from sunrise to sunset daily.

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

Issued in Jamaica, N.¥., on March 17,
1968.

WayNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR. Doc, 68-3423; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47a.m,]

[14 CFR Parts 71, 731
[Alrspace Docket No. 68-SW-9]

RESTRICTED AREAS AND CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE

Proposed Redesignation and
Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering amendments to
Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation
(Regulations which would redesignate
Testricted areas R-5116B at White Sands
Proving Grounds, N. Mex., and R-5114
at Fort Wingate, N. Mex., and add R-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

5116B to the description of the con-
tinental control area.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket num-
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Southwest Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia~-
tion Administration, Post Office Box
1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. All com-~
munications received within 30 days after
publication of this notice in the FEpEraL
REecisTER will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
The proposal contained in this notice
may be changed in the light of comments
received.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal
docket also will be available for examina-
tion at the office of the Regional Air
Traffic Division Chief.

The U.S. Air Force has requested the
redesignation of Restricted Areas R-5114
and R-5116B for the period July 1, 1968,
through December 31, 1968, R-5114
would be used by the White Sands Mis-
sile Range (WSMR) to conduct a new
series of Ballistic Missile Target System
(BMTS) missile launches, and by the
Air Force to air launch a series of Hound
Dog missiles. R-5116B would be used for
flight of the Hound Dog missile from
positive control airspace to lower alti-
tudes prior to impact at WSMR, which
underlies R-5107B.

These restricted areas have been used
intermittently for similar projects since
1964, and the Air Force advises that they
anticipate intermittent use of the areas
for several years to come. Therefore, it
is proposed that all subsequent firing
periods for restricted areas R-5114 and
R~-5116B be designated by a rule pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

In consideration of the foregoing, the
FAA proposes the airspace actions as
hereinafter set forth:
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1. R-5114 Fort Wingate, N. Mex.,
would be redesignated as follows:

Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 35°27'00""
N., long. 108°35'00’" W.; to lat. 35°11'00"" N,,
long. 108°13°00°° W.; to lat. 35°04'40"" N.,
long. 108°24’00' W.; to lat. 35°24°00"" N.,
long. 108°38°00’° W.; to point of beginning.

Designated altitudes: Surface to unlimited.

Time of designation: July 1, 1968, through
December 31, 1968, as published in NOTAMs
issued at least 12 hours in advance. All sub-
sequent annual firing periods will be desig-
nated by a rule published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Albuquerque ARTC Center.

Using agency: Commander, Air Force Mis-
slle Development Center, Holloman AFB,
N. Mex.

2. R-5116B White Sands Proving
Grounds, N. Mex., would be designated
as follows:

Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 33°45°00'"
N, long. 106°46’10’” W.; to lat. 34°09'30’ N.,
long. 107°16”15" W.; to lat. 34°1645'' N,,
long, 107°07'50'" W.; to lat. 33°57'15"" N.,
long. 106°44°00"' W.; to the point of begin-
ning.

Designated altitudes: Surface to FL 240,
excluding the alrspace below 6,000 feet MSL
west of long, 106°52°00'" W,

Time of designation: Sunrise to sunset,
July 1, 1968, through December 31, 1968, as
published in NOTAMs issued at least 12 hours
in advance. All subsequent annual firing
periods will be designated by a rule published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Albuquerque ARTC Center,

Using agency: Commander, Air Force Mis-
sile Development Center, Holloman AFB, N.
Mex.

3. The description of the continental
control area would be altered by adding
Restricted Area R-5116B.

These amendments are proposed un-
der section 307(a) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348),

Issued in Washington, D.C.,
March 13, 1968.
T. McCORMACK,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[F\R. Doc. 68-3420; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:47 am.]

on
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
CHIEF, BRANCH OF LANDS ET AL.

Redelegation of Authority by Alaska
Land Office Manager

1. Pursuant to section 2.1, Bureau
Order No. 701 of July 23, 1964 as
amended, the following authority is
hereby delegated to the Chief, Branch
of Lands et al., of the Division of Lands
and Minerals Program Management and
Land Office.

a. Chief, Branch of Lands and Chief
Lands Adjudicator, authority to take
action for the Manager in matters listed
ir. sections 2.2 (b), (d), and (k), 2.3 (&)
and (¢), 2.5 (b) and (¢) and 2.9 of Part
II of Bureau Order No. 701, supra. The
authority in sections 2.2 (b) and (d) and
2.3 (a) and (¢) is limited to those actions
pertaining to Land Use. The authority in
section 2.2(k) is limited to the Chief,
Branch of Lands and may not be per-
formed by one acting in his temporary
absence.

b. Chief, Branch of Minerals and Chief
Minerals Adjudicator, authority to take
action for the Manager in matters listed
in sections 2.2 (b) and (d), 2.3 (a) and
(¢), and 2.6 of Part II of Bureau Order
No. 701, supra. The authority to take
action on matters in sections 2.2 (b) and
(d) and 2.3 (a) and (¢) is limited to
those actions pertaining to Minerals.

¢. Chief, Branch of Title and Records,
authority to take action for the Manager
in matters listed in sections 2.2(c), 2.3
(c), 2.4(a) (4), 2.6 and 2.9 of Part II of
Bureau Order 701, supra. The authority
to take action on matters listed in sec-
tions 2.6 and 2.9 is limited to actions on
applications, claims, offers, or notices
filed, when any or all of the following
conditions prevail: (1) The official land
title and use records reveal that the land
jinvolved is unavailable; (2) the land
description is inadequate to identify the
land, or does not meet legal requirements
of compactness, contiguity, or acreage,
or is otherwise defective; (3) the filing
is incomplete when submitted (for ex-
ample, fees not paid, information not
complete, unsigned, obsolete form); (4)
43 CFR 2023.5 applies; (5) the applicant
or offeror was not successful in a public
drawing held to establish priorities of
conflicting filings.

2.a. The Branch Chiefs may, by writ-
ten order, designate any qualified em-
ployee of his Branch to perform the
functions of the Branch Chief in his
absence.

b. Each employee who serves in such
capacity in (a) above, shall prepare a

Notices

memorandum to be kept in the Land
Office showing the date and hour of the
commencement and termination of each
period of service in that capacity.

3. The authority delegated may not
be redelegated except as provided in par-
agraph 2,

4. The redelegation of authority by
the Land Office Manager, approved July
12, 1966 (31 F.R. 9751, July 19, 1966) is
hereby canceled.

T. G. BINGHAM,
Manager, Land Office, Anchorage.

Approved: March 11, 1968.

BurTON W, SILCOCK,
State Director, Alaska.

[F.R. Doc, 68-3396; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:456 am.]

CALIFORNIA

Notice of Partial Termination of Pro-
posed Withdrawal and Reservation
of Lands

MarcH 14, 1968,
Notice of a Forest Service, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, application Sac-
ramento 927 for withdrawal and reser-
vation of lands for recreation areas was
published as F.R. Doc. 67-11847 on page

13986 of the issue for October 7, 1967.

The applicant agency has canceled its

application insofar as it affects the fol-

lowing described lands:
MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN
PLUMAS NATIONAL FOREST

T.22N,R.11E,,
Sec. 14, NY%LSELNWY
NWiis:

Sec. 15, SEY, SEY;;

Sec. 22, Lots 1 and 6, and E}4NE1;

Sec. 27, NI, NEY, NEY.

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations
contained in 43 CFR Part 2311, such
lands at 10 a.m., on April 19, 1968, will
be relieved of the segregative effect of
the above mentioned application.

JESSE H. JOHNSON,

Acting Chief,
Lands Adjudication Section.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3397; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 am.]

and SWYSEY%

[Montana 8128]
MONTANA

Order Providing for Opening of
Public Lands

MAaRrcH 13, 1968.
1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of

June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1272) , as amended
June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 43 US.C,
315g), the following lands have been re-
conveyed to the United States:
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA

T.15N.,R. 47E,,

Sec. 27, SW14SW 4.
T.10N., R. 54 E.,

Sec. 20, N15.

The area described contains 360 acres,

2. The above described lands are lo-
cated in Prairie County, 20 air miles
northwest of Terry, Mont. The lands are
presently used for grazing livestock. The
lands have rolling prairies that are
adaptable to cultivation. Rainfall is
marginal. The soils erode easily but are
fertile and of good texture.

3. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, the
provisions of the Multiple Use Classifica-
tior of August 31, 1967, and the require-
ments of applicable law, the lands are
hereby restored to the public domain
status and open to application, petition,
location, and selection. All valid applica-
tions received at or prior to April 22,
1968, shall be considered as simultane-
ously filed at that time. Those received
thereafter shall be considered in the
order of filing.

4. The mineral rights in the lands were
not exchanged. Therefore, the mineral
status of the lands are not affected by
this order.

5. Inquiries concerning the lands
should be addressed to the Land Office
Manager, Bureau of Land Management,
Billings, Mont. 59101.

EvuGeNE H. NEWELL,
Land Office Manager.

[FR. Doc. 68-3398; Filed, Mar. 20, 1965
8:45 am.]

[Serial No. N-1815]
NEVADA

Notice of Public Sale
MarcH 15, 1968,

Under the provisions of the Public
Land Sale Act of September 19, 1964 (78
Stat. 988, 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), and 43
CFR Subpart 2243, the Bureau of Land
Management will offer seventeen 2.5~
acre tracts of land at a sale to be held
at 1:30 p.m., local time, Friday, May 10
1968, at the Civic Auditorium, Carson
City, Nev.

All of the tracts are located in Sec. 23,
T. 15 N., R. 20 E. (Mount Diablo Merid-
fan, Nevada). They are more particu-
larly described below:
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NOTICES

Tract No. Legal description

Width and boundary of right-of-way
reservations

=
o
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Each tract will be offered to the high-
est bidder, but no bid will be accepted
if it is for less than the appraised value
of the tract, shown above. Costs of pub-
lication, if any, will be assessed propor-
tionately among the successful bidders.

Bids may be made by a principal or
his agent, either at the sale, or by mail.
An agent must be prepared to establish
the eligibility of his principal.

Bids sent by mail will be considered
only if received at the Bureau of Land
Management, Carson City District Office,
807 North Plaza Street, Carson City, Nev.
89701, prior to 4 p.m., Thursday, May 9,
1968. Bids made prior to the public auc-
tion must be in sealed envelopes, and ac-
companied by certified checks, postal
money orders, bank drafts, or cashier’s
checks, payable to the Bureau of Land
Management, for the full amount of the
bid. The envelopes must be marked in
the lower left-hand corner: “Public Sale
Bid, May 10, 1968, 1:30 p.m. Tract No.

officer shall publicly declare the highest
qualifying sealed bid received. Oral bids
shall then be invited in specified incre-
ments. After oral bids, if any, are re-
ceived, the authorized officer shall de-
clare the high bid. A successful oral bid-
der shall be required to pay immediately
the amount bid together with any cost of
Publication, Personal checks will be ac-
cepted from successful oral bidders. The
Tight is reserved at any time to deter-
mine that the lands should not be sold
or that any and all bids should be
rejected.

The lands will be sold subject to a
reservation to the United States of
rights-of-way for ditches and canals un-
der the Act of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat.
391; 43 U.S.C. Sec. 945) ; subject to exist-
Ing rights-of-way; and subject to the ac-
Cess and utilities rights-of-way listed
above. All minerals will be reserved to the
United States, and withdrawn from ap-
Propriation under the public land laws.
_Tracts remaining unsold after the auc-
tion of May 10, 1968, will be reoffered
at 9 a.m., on the first Wednesday of the
following month, and subsequent months,
8t the Carson City District Office, 807
gorth Plaza Street, Carson City, Nev.

9701, until either all tracts are sold or
the sale is terminated.

For further information write; Nevada
Land Office, Bureau of Land Manage-

ment, Room 3008, Federal Building, 300
Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 89502,

RoOLLA E. CHANDLER,
Chief, Division of Lands and
Minerals, Program Manage-
ment and Land Office.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3399; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 a.m.|

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OFF
TEXAS

Oil and Gas Lease Sale; Correction

In F.R. Doc. 68-3066 appearing in the
issue for Wednesday, March 13, 1968, at
page 4477, make the following changes:

1. The date in last line of the second
column should read “May 21, 1968” in-
stead of “April 16, 1968.”

2. In Map No. 5, the acreage total op~
posite Tract No. Tex. 248 should read
“5,760” instead of “57,60.”

IRVING SENZEL,
Assistant Director,
Bureau of Land Management.

MaARcH 15, 1968.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3454; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:50 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service
[Docket No. AO 226-A16]

MILK IN PUGET SOUND, WASH.,
MARKETING AREA

Referendum Order; Determination of
Representative Period; and Desig-
nation of Referendum Agent

It is hereby directed that a referendum
be conducted to determine whether the
issuance of the order amending the order
regulating the handling of milk in the
Puget Sound, Wash., marketing area,
which was attached to the decision of
the Assistant Secretary issued March 1,
1968 (33 F.R. 4191), is approved or fa-
vored by the producers, as defined under
the terms of the order, as proposed to be
amended, and who, during the repre-
sentative period, were engaged in the
production of milk for sale within the
aforesaid marketing area. :

The month of December 1967 is hereby
determined to be the representative
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period for the conduct of such referen-
dum.

Nicholas L. Keyock is hereby desig-
nated agent of the Secretary to conduct
the referendum for the Puget Sound,
Wash., marketing area in accordance
with the procedure for the conduct of
referenda to determine producer ap-
proval of milk marketing orders (7 CFR
900.300 et seq.). Such referendum shall
be completed on or before the 30th
day from the date this order is published
in the FPEDERAL REGISTER.

Signed at Washington,
March 15, 1968.

D.C., on

GEORGE L. MEHREN,
Assistant Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3429; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:48 a.m.]

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation
[Notice No. 31]

BARLEY AND WHEAT, MONTANA

Extension of Closing Date and Time
for Filing of Applications for 1968
Crop Year

Pursuant to the authority contained in
§ 401.3 of Title 7, as amended, and pur-
suant to paragraph 1 of the resolution
adopted by the Board of Directors of the
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation on
March 19, 1954, the time for filing appli-
cations for barley and wheat crop insur-
ance for the 1968 crop year in all coun-
ties in Montana where such insurance is
otherwise authorized to be offered is
hereby extended until the close of busi-
ness on April 15, 1968. Such applications -
received during this period will be ac-
cepted only after it is determined that no
adverse selectivity will result.

[sEAL] JOHN N. Lurr,
Manager,
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3448; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.|

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Maritime Administration

U.S. GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED
COMMODITIES

Voyage Charter Rate Guidelines

Effective as of March 21, 1968, notice
is hereby given that the Acting Maritime
Administrator has established the fol-
lowing voyage charter rate guidelines for
full shiploads of bulk grain from U.S.
Gulf ports to Bombay/Kandla, India, via
the Suez Canal:

(1)—$40.57 per ton of cargo carried on
an EC-2, C-1, C-2, AP-2, and AP-3 Vic-
tories, or equivalent vessels;

(2) —$38.54 per ton of cargo carried on
a EC-2J, BXT2(S), C-3, or equivalent
vessels; g

(3)—$35.04 per ton of cargo carried on
a C-4C, AP-2J, or equivalent vessels;
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(4) —$28.46 per ton of cargo carried on
BXT2(L), T-2J(S), T-2, Sabine, C-5,
Seafarer, T-2J(L), Aldina, or equivalent
vessels through 39,999 d.w.t.

Rates to other areas will be computed
in conformity with the foregoing base
rates on request of the shipper agencies
as required, pending development of rate
schedules.

Ships under 40,000 d.w.t. not listed
above will be placed in one of the above
rate categories on request of the shipper
agencies. Rates for ships of 40,000 d.w.t.
and over will require. special rate deter-
minations.

Incremental allowances including ad-
justments required by special circum-
stances such as for routing around the
Cape of Good Hope and multiple ports
of loading or discharge will be issued as
required.

The rates so determined represent fair
and reasonable voyage charter rates for
the transportation of full cargo lots of
U.S. Government-sponsored commodities
on U.S.-flag vessels and do not apply to
shipments for private account. Said rates
contain no allowance for such items as
delays due to port congestion, strikes,
and labor disputes. It is, therefore, in-
cumbent upon shipowners and operators
to protect themselves from the con-
sequences of such delays by the use of
appropriate fair and reasonable charter
terms.

Dated: March 20, 1968,

By order of the Acting Maritime
Administrator.
JouN M. O’CONNELL,
Assistant Secretary.
[F.R, Doc. 68-3549; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
11:34 am.]

Office of Foreign Direct Investments
BASE PERIOD REPORT (CANADA)
Form FDI-101

The Office of Foreign Direct Invest-
ments announced the issuance of an
Amended Form FDI-101. Amended Form
FDI-101 includes original Supplements
1, 2, and 3 (Part A) and amended Sup-
plements 3 (Part B), 4, 5, and 6. Amended
Form FDI-101 is designed to show sepa-
rately foreign investment transactions
with Canada in keeping with proposed
General Authorization No. 4 which was
published in the FepErRAL REGISTER on
March 12, 1968 (33 F.R., No. 49).

Notwithstanding the issuance of Gen-
eral Authorization No. 4 in proposed
form, subject to revision and issuance
after the public has been given the op-
portunity to furnish written comments,
it is deemed essential and in the national
interest that, following the exchange of
letters announced on March 7, 1968, be-
tween the Secretary of the Treaswry of
the United States and the Finance Min-
istry of the Commonwealth of Canada,
direct investors who have foreign invest-
ments, direct and indirect, both in Can-
ada and in other countries should report
data relating to Canada as separate en-
tries on Amended Form FDI-101. The
filing date for Amended Form FDI-101

NOTICES

shall be April 5, 1968. Best estimates, and
other instructions in section E of the
General Instructions to Form FDI-101
shall apply to the filing due on April 5,
1968. Direct investors all, or none, of
whose foreign investments are in Canada
should file the original Form FDI-101
by March 22, 1968. Any revisions of Form
FDI-101 or Amended Form FDI-101,
pursuant to section E of the General In-
structions, shall be filed not later than
May 6, 1968.

Amended Form FDI-101 and the Sup-
plements are to be submitted to the Pro-
gram Reports Division, Office of Foreign
Direct Investments, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.
Amended Form FDI-101, the Supple-
ments and related instructions may be
obtained in Room 2119, U.S. Department
of Commerce Building, Washington, D.C.,
from any of the 42 U.S. Department of
Commerce Field Offices, or from any of
the 36 Federal Reserve district and
branch banks.

In addition, the Office announced mis-
cellaneous corrections and amendments,
as set forth below, to the Instructions for
Completing the Base Period Report on
Form FDI-101.

Miscellaneous corrections and amend-
ments to the instructions to Form FDI-
101. Additions to the Instructions for
Completing the Base Period Report
are indicated by quotes; deletions by
brackets.

1. The first sentence in section G(3)
on page 4 should be corrected to read as
follows:

(3) If an affillated foreign national located
in “a Scheduled Area” [country] is not in-
corporated in “a country in that Scheduled
Area” |[that country], its earnings are not
reported as earnings in lines 1, 2, and 3, but
are reported in line 18.

2. The first sentence in section G(3)
on page 4 of the paragraph following the
first Example should read as follows:

Accordingly, earnings of a foreign corpora-
tion are computed by deducting earnings of
a branch or subpart located in another
“Scheduled Area” [country] (which is a sepa-
rate affiliated foreign national).

3. The Specific Instructions to lines 4,
5, and 6 on page 4 should read as follows:

Dividends: Enter in these lines the direct
Investor's share of dividends paid by affiliated
foreign nationals, including the direct in-
vestor's share of the dividends pald by an
affiliated foreign national received by an
intervening person, If an affillated foreign
national (upper tier subsidiary) receives a
dividend on stock owned by it in a corpo-
ration (lower tier subsidiary) which is an
affiliated foreign national of the same direct
investor, then to the extent such' dividend
“{net of foreign withholding taxes in the
country of the lower tier subsidiary)" is not
in turn distributed by the upper tier sub-
sidiary, the “net" dividend Is reported on
line 4 as a negative dividend in the Schedule
Area in which the first tier subsidiary is
located.

“Dividends received from affillated foreign
nationals within 60 days of the close of a
yvear or quarter may be entered as having
been received in the prior year, or quarter,
provided this practice is elected on the Form
FDI-101 first filed. If no such election is
made, it cannot be made subsequently with-
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out the prior approval of the Director If
such an election i1s made It must be fol-
lowed for 1964 and all subsequent years un-
less prior approval to change is given by
the Director.”

4, The last paragraph of Specific In-
structions to line 11 (Specified Trans-
fersof Capital Between Affiliated Foreign
Nationals in Different Scheduled Areas)
on page 6 should read as follows:

The sum of the entries on line 11 for the
three Scheduled Areas "and Canada" for
each year should add up to zero *“‘except in
cases of certain transfers involving first and
second tier affiliated foreign nationals where
one of such affiliated foreign nationals is
not incorporated in a country in the Sched-
uled Area in which it is located.”

5. The Specific Instructions to line 12
(Net Foreign-Borrowed Funds Expended
for Direct Investment) on page 6 should
read as follows:

This amount is to be taken from line 11,
Supplement 3, Part (B) according to the
Instructions to the Supplement. “However,
if a transfer of funds in repayment or satls-
faction of Iindebtedness, incurred before
January 1, 1968, was made by the direct
investor without reductions in the use of
funds in items 7, 8, or 9 of Supplement 3
(Part B), such transfers which constitute
transfers of capital under section 1000.312(g)
of the regulations may be entered as negative
entries on line 12 of Form FDI-101."

Nore: Copies of Amended Form FDI-10,
Supplements 1-6, and related Instructions
have been attached hereto and filed with the
Office of the Federal Register as part of the
original of the notice. The reporting require-
ments contained herein have been approved
by the Bureau of the Budget in accordance
with the Federal Reports Act of 1042.

Dated: March 20, 1968.

JOosEPH W, BARTLETT,
Acting Director, Office of
Foreign Direct Investments.

[FR. Doc. 68-3550; Filed, Mar. 20, 1868
12:05 p.m.}

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 27-40]
ATOMIC DISPOSAL CO., INC.

Notice of Issuance of Amendment [0
Byproduct and Source Material
License

Please take notice that the Atomic
Energy Commission has issued Amend-
ment No. 4 to License 12-11286-1, as set
forth below. This amendment provides
for the following: ;

1. Renewal of the license for a period
of 5 years.

2. Addition of Mr. Richard E. Haas 85
an individual authorized to conduct 0P
erations for Atomic Disposal Co., In¢.

Mr, Haas completed the Afomic Energy
Commission fellowship program at Van-
derbilt. University and Oak Ridse Ms
tional Laboratory in 1959. He has had
vears experience as radiation safety 011~
cer and assistant professor of radlolpgll
at the University of Illinois Medxca_
Center Campus, The Commission has dfo
termined that Mr, Haas is qualified U
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conduct operations for Atomic Disposal
*Co., Inc.

The Commission has determined that
prior public notice of proposed issuance
of this amendment is not required since
the amendment does not involve signifi-
cant hazard considerations different
from those previously evaluated.

Within fifteen (15) days from the date
of publication of this notice in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, any person whose interest
may be affected by the issuance of this
license amendment may file a petition
for leave to intervene. Requests for a
hearing and petitions for leave to inter-
vene shall be filed in accordance with
the provisions of the Commission’s rules
of practice (10 CFR Part 2).

If a request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene is filed within the
time prescribed in this notice, the Com-
mission will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order. Petitions to inter-
vene or requests for public hearings may
be filed with the Secretary, U.S. Atomic
Enerzgy Commission, Washington, D.C.
20545.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., March 15,
1968.

For the Atomic Energy Commission,

J. A. MCBRIDE,
Director,
Division of Materials Licensing.

Byrropucr AND SOURCE MATERIAL LICENSE
[License 12-11286-1; Amdt. 4]

The Atomic Energy Commission having
found that:

A, The applicant’s equipment, facilities,
and procedures are adequate to protect
health and minimize danger to life or
Property.

B. The applicant is qualified by training
&nd experience to conduct operations in such
manner as to protect health and minimize
danger to life or property.

C. The application for license amendment
dated December 20, 1967, and supplement
thereto dated January 27, 1968, comply with
the requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, and Title 10, Code of
Federal Regulations, Chapter I, and are for
Purposes authorized by the Act.

D. The issuance of the license amendment
Will not be inimical to the common defense
and security or to the health and safety of
the publie,

! Byproduct and Source Material License No,
2-11286-1 is amended as follows:

Condition No, 2 is amended to read:
w2' Except as specifically provided other-

ise by this license, the licensee shall receive,
&“5988, and store byproduct and source
sazrlbel:ml In accordance with the radiological
in ettg procedures and limitations contained
At ¢ application for license amendment
e ed December 20, 1967, and the supplement

€reto dated January 27, 1968.

Condition No. 8 1s amended to read:

3A110D£'mtlons shall be conducted by Lewis
d%te 0cco or Richard E, Haas. The expiration
1{;73 Of the license is changed to March 31,

Date of issuance: March 15, 1968.
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

J. A, MCBRIDE,
Director,
Division of Materials Licensing.

(FR. Doc. 68-3388: Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 am.]

No. 56—g

NOTICES

- BUREAU OF THE BUDGET

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Order Transferring Use, Possession,
and Control of Certain Lands From
Atomic Energy Commission

By virtue of the authority vested in the
President of the United States by sec-
tion 7(b) of the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority Act of 1933 (16 U.S.C. 831f(b)),
and delegated to the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget by section 1(15) of
Executive Order No. 11230 of June 28,
1965, it is ordered that the use, posses-
sion, and control of the land hereinafter
described be, and it is hereby, transferred
from the Atomic Energy Commission to
the Tennessee Valley Authority for in-
dustrial development and use, such
transfer being deemed necessary and
proper for the purposes of TVA as stated
in the Tennessee Valley Authority Act of
1933, as amended:

That certain tract of land designated on
TVA land records as tract WBR~1790, the said
land being a tract of land lying in the Second
Civil District of Roane County, State of Ten-
nessee, on the right bank of the Clinch River,
approximately 11, miles southeast of the
mouth of Poplar Creek, and more particularly
described as follows:

Beginning at a metal marker (Coordinates:
N. 555,682; E. 2,476,575) in the 750-foot con-
tour on the northeast shore of Watts Bar
Lake and on the south side of the intersection
of the Bear Creek Road with the Cane Island
Patrol Road; thence along the southeast
side of the Bear Creek Road N. 65°562" E., 410
feet, crossing the Cane Island Patrol Road
at approximately 50 feet, to a metal marker
in a cut-off road; thence continuing along
the southeast side of the Bear Creek Road
approximately 75 feet distant from the road
center line by bearings and distances as
follows:

N. 61°44’ E., 243 feet to a metal marker;
N. 41°30" E, 348 feet to a metal marker;
N. 356°26' E,; 627 feet to a metal marker;
N. 39°40’ E., 160 feet to a metal marker;
N. 45°556" E. 137 feet to a metal marker;
N. 52°38" E, 951 feet to a metal marker;
N. 52°11’ E., 686 feet to a metal marker;
N. 48°57" E, 916 feet to a metal marker;
N. 51°07" E. 318 feet to a metal marker;
N. 55°04’" E., 597 feet to a metal marker;
N. 50°66" E.,, 525 feet to a metal marker;
N. 52°20" E., 128 feet to a metal marker;

thence bearing away from the Bear Creek
Road 8. 35"12" E, 5886 feet to a metal
marker; thence S. 20°54' E., 304 feet to a
metal marker; thence S, 19°13’ E., 168 feet
to a metal marker; thence S. 1°49’ E., 186
feet to a metal marker; thence 8. 3°17" W,,
977 feet to a metal marker (Coordinates: N,

»652,907; E. 2,484,729) on the south side of the

Cane Island Patrol Road; thence 8. 3°17" W.,
approximately 414 miles to a point; thence,
original mean low water line of the Clinch
River (before inundation by Watts Bar
Lake); thence with the sald original mean
low water Iine as It meanders downstream
approximately 434 miles to a point; thence,
leaving the original mean low water line,
N. 50° E,, approximately 460 feet to the point
of beginning, and containing 12364 acres,
more or less.

Furthermore, such appurtenant right,
title, and interest as may attach to the
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title of the above described land in and
to the bed of the Clinch River.

The above described land is subject
to the following:

1. Such rights as may be vested in
the county to rights-of-way for roads.

2. Outstanding burial rights in and
access rights to and from the Hensley
Cemetery located in the southerly por-
tion of the described land.

3. Easement reservations in favor of
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission for
the following:

a, A right-of-way for an electric power
transmission line on, over, and across a
strip of land 150 feet wide, lying 75 feet
on each side of the centerline of an
existing electric power transmission line
known now or formerly as the Kingston-
Fort Loudoun Transmission Line, the
centerline of the said strip being de-
scribed as follows: Beginning at a point
in the boundary of the above described
land at or near the metal marker at the
northeast end of that course identified in
the above metes and bounds description
by a bearing and distance of N. 65°52’ E.,
410 feet; thence with the centerline of
the existing electric power transmission
line approximately S. 40° E., 2,330 feet to
an angle tower; thence approximately
S. 21° E,, 6,270 feet to an angle tower;
thence approximately S. 60° E., 1,800
feet to a point in the original mean low
waterline of the Clinch River and in the
boundary of the desecribed land.

b. A right of way for an electric power
transmission line and communication
line on, over, and across a strip of land
100 feet wide, lying 50 feet on each side
of the center line of an existing electric
power transmission line, the center line
of the said strip being described as fol-
lows: Beginning at the metal marker in
the boundary of the above described land
at the southwest end of that course
identified in the above metes and bounds
deseription by a bearing and distance of
N. 35°26’ E., 627 feet; thence with the
center line of the existing electric power
transmission line approximately S. 61°
E., 1,210 feet to an angle tower; thence
approximately N. 88° E., 5,310 feet to a
point in the boundary of the described
land.

c. Access rights to and from and the
right to operate and maintain an exist-
ing floating dock and boardwalk located
approximately S. 30° E., 480 feet from a
metal markers (Coordinates: N. 555,582;
E. 2,476,575) at an angle in the boundary
of the described land.’

The positions of corners and directions
of lines are referred to the Tennessee
Coordinate System. The contour eleva-
tion is based on MSL Datum as estab-
lished by the USC&GS Southeastern
Supplementary Adjustment of 1936.

Parrrir S. HUGHES,
Acting Director of the
-Bureau of the Budget.
MaArcH 15, 1968.

[P.R. Dor. 68-3389; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:456 a.m.]
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 19650]

WEARING APPAREL FORWARDERS
ET AL.

Notice of Proposed Approval

Application of Wearing Apparel For-
warders, Frank J. Brown et al, for ap-
proval of control and interlocking rela-
tionships pursuant to sections 408 and
409 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
as amended, Docket 19650.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
the statutory requirements of section
408(b) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that the undersigned
intends to issue the order set forth be-
low under delegated authority. Inter-
ested persons are hereby afforded a peri-
od of 15 days from the date of service
within which to file comments or request
a hearing with respect to the action pro-

posed in the order.

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 15,
1968,

[SEAL] A. M. ANDREWS,

Director,
Bureau of Operating Rights.

ORDER APPROVING CONTROL AND INTERLOCKING
RELATIONSHIPS

Issued under delegated authority.
Application of Wearing Apparel Forward-
ers, Frank J. Brown, Maynard Bernstein, and

NOTICES

Harold DeQuardo, for approval of control and
interlocking relationships pursuant to sec-
tlons 408 and 409 of the Federal Aviation

Act of 1958, as amended.

By joint application filed March 1, 1968,
Wearing Apparel Forwarders (WAF), Frank
J. Brown, Maynard Bernstein, and Harold
DeQuardo request approval, pursuant to sec-
tion 408 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1858,
as amended (the Act), of the control rela-
tionships resulting from the ownership of Mr,
Brown of 100 percent of the stock of WAF,
an applicant for domestic and international
alr freight forwarder authority, and his con-
trolling interest, in varying amounts, in the
following companies: A & B Garment Deliv-
ery (A & B); Garment Carriers Inc. (Garment
Carriers), A & B Garment Delivery of San
Francisco (A & B-SF); Randy's Delivery
Service (Randy's); California Freightways
(Freightways) and United Expressways (Ex-
pressways). All of these companies are intra-
state surface carriers by motor vehicle,
operating in the State of California and deal-
ing primarily in the delivery of wearing
apparel.

Approval is also sought, pursuant to sec-
tion 409 of the Act, for the following inter-
locking relationships:

L' WAF has applied to the California Cor-
poration’s Commissioner for authority to
issue shares of stock to Brown. Upon receipt
of a permit from the Commissioner WAF
will issue stock to Brown, and Brown will own
100 percent of the stock.

F.J. Brown

M. Bernstein H. DeQuardo

Garment Carriers.
A & B-SF
Randy's

Freightways. coeeeooaees
Expressways

Director, Vice-President, Treas-

Director, Secretary.

Dao.
Do.

Director, Secretary.

Do.
Do,

The application states that WAF's entry
into the airfreight forwarding field will in-
crease, rather than diminish, competition
in that field and will add a new element to
the rapidly growing airfreight forwarding in-
dustry. It also states that WAF will be oper-
ated independently of the other corporations
and the possibilities of any conflicts arising
are very limited.,

No comments relative to the application or
requests for a hearing have been received.

Notice of intent to dispose of the applica-
tion without a hearing has been published
in the FEperaL REGISTER and a copy of such
notice has been furnished to the Attorney
General not later than 1 day following such
publication, both in accordance with section
408(b) of the Act.

Upon consideration of the foregoing, it Is
concluded that, for the purpose of this pro-
ceeding, WAF is an air carrier, and that
A & B, Garment Carriers, A & B-SF, Randy's
Freightways, and Expressways are common
carriers within the meaning of section 408
of the Act and that their common control
by Mr. Brown is subject to that sectlon.
However, it has been further concluded that
such control relationships do not affect a
carrier directly engaged in the operation of
aircraft in alr transportation, do not result

in creating a monopoly and do not restrain
competition. Furthermore, no person dis-
closing a substantial interest in the pro-
ceeding 1s currently requesting a hearing and
it is concluded that the public interest does
not require a hearing. The control relation-
ships are similar to others that have been
approved by the Board and do not, essen-
tially, present any new substantive issues?
It, therefore, appears that approval of the
control relationships would not be incon-
slstent with the public interest.

We also find that interlocking relationships
within the scope of section 409 of the Act
will result from the holding by Messrs.
Brown, Bernstein, and DeQuardo of the posi-
tions mentioned herein. However, we have
concluded that such relationships come
within the scope of the exemption from the
provisions of section 409 afforded by § 287.2
of the Board’s economic regulations. Thus,
to the extent that the application requests
approval of such relationships, it will be
dismissed.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by
the Board in the Board's regulations, 14 CFR
885.13, and 885.3, 1t is found that the fore-
going control relationships should be ap-

2 See Order E-22451, July 19, 1965.
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proved under section 408(b) of the Act with-
out hearing, and that the application to the
extent that it requests approval of the afore-
mentioned interlocking relationships should
be dismissed,

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That the common control of WAF, and
A & B, Garment Carriers, A & B-SF, Randy’s,
Freightways and Expressways by Mr. Brown
be and it hereby is approved; and

2. That, to the extent that approval of in-
terlocking relationships is sought under sec-
tion 400 of the Act, the application be and
it hereby is dismissed,

regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may file such
petitions within 5 days after the date of serv-
ice 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 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. 68-3442; Filed, Mar. 20,
8:49 am.]

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Notice of Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission will hold
a public hearing on Wednesday, March
27, 1968. The hearing will take place in
Room 1600 of the Municipal Services
Building, 15th and Kennedy Boulevard in
Philadelphia, beginning at 2 p.n. The
subject of the hearing will be proposals
to amend the Comprehensive Plan so a8
to include therein the following projects:

1. Town of Phillipsburg. Expansion of
an existing secondary sewage treatment
plant in order to meet increased sewage
loads in the town of Phillipsburg, War-
ren County, N.J. The enlarged plant
would have a capacity of 5.6 million gal-
lons daily and effluent would discharge
to the Delaware River.

2. Borough of Phoenixville. Enlarge-
ment of an existing water filtration plant
in order to meet increasing needs in the
area served by the borough of Phoenix-
ville, Chester County, Pa. The new facil-
ity would have a capacity of 8 million
gallons daily. The borough’s allocation
of water derived from the Schuylkil
River would be increased to 7 million
gallons daily,

3. Mount Penn Borough. Enlargement
of a secondary sewage treatment plant
in order to increase capacity and treat-
ment standards in Mount Penn Borougt,
Berks County, Pa, The new facility il
have a treatment capacity of 1.2 milion
gallons daily and effiluent will discharge
to Antietam Creek. y

4, East Norriton-Plymouth ~ Joint
Sewer Authority. Enlargement of ﬂilg
Authority’s sewage treatment plant

1968;
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Montgomery County, Pa., so as to double
its capacity in order to meet increased
requirements. Facilities will be added for
the incineration of digested sludge. The
new facility will have a treatment capac-
ity of 5.5 million gallons daily.

5. Borough of Hatfield. A well water
supply project to augment existing sup-
plies in the borough of Hatfield, Moni-
gomery County, Pa, Designated as Well
No. 6, the project is expected to yield
about 200 gallons per minute.

6. Township of Harrison. A new sew-
age treatment plant to serve the Mullica
Hill section of Harrison Township,
Gloucester County, N.J. The new plant
will have a capacity of 400,000 gallons per
day. Effiuent will receive 90 percent treat-
ment prior to discharge to Raccoon
Creek.

7. Middletown Township. Construc-
tion of about 21 miles of collection sewers
to service approximately 1.5 million gal-
lons daily of waste in Middletown Town-
ship, Delaware County, Pa. Designed to
improve water quality in Chester Creek,
the project will convey sewage into the
Southwest Delaware County Sewer Au-
thority plant for secondary treatment.

8, Borough of West Chester. Construe-
tion of four earthen lagoons, each with a
capacity of 114,750 gallons, to treat waste
water emanating from the borough’s
filter plant at the Millbown Water Works
in Chester County, Pa. Practically all
suspended solids would be removed by
this treatment facility prior to discharge
fo East Branch of Chester Creek.

9. New Jersey Water Co.—Cherry Hill
Division, A well water supply project to
augment public water supplies in por-
tions of Cherry Hill and Voorhees Town-
ships, Camden County, and Mount Laurel
Township, Burlington County, N.J. Three
new wells expected to produce a com-
bined yield of 3 million gallons daily
would be added to the system. The com-
pany's overall diversion limitation for its
Cherry Hill division would be increased
from 7.5 to 13.2 million gallons daily.

10. New Jersey Wuater Co—Haddon
Division, A well water supply project to
augment public water supplies in the
townships of Haddon and Gloucester,
and several nearby boroughs, all in Cam-
den County, N.J. One new well expected
0 produce one million gallons daily
Wwould be added to the system. The com-
pany’s overall diversion limitation for its
Haddon division would be increased from
6.5 to 7.5 million gallons daily.

11. New Jersey Water Co—Laurel
Springs Division. A well water supply
Project to augment public water supplies
0 portions of the townships of Cherry
Hill, Voorhees and Gloucester, and sev-
eral nearby boroughs, all in Camden
County, N.J. Two new wells would be
added to the Magnolia Station having a
combined yield of 2 million gallons daily,
f-nd three additional new wells would be
foated at the proposed Gibbsboro Sta-

‘03 with a combined yield of 3 million
gallons daily, The company’s overall di-
Version Hmitation for its Laurel Springs

NOTICES

Division would be increased from one to
three million gallons daily for each
station. :

Documents relating to the above pro-
posed additions to the Comprehensive
Plan may be examined at the Commis-
sion's offices. All persons wishing to
testify are requested to register in ad-
vance with the Secretary to the Commis-
sion; Telephone (609) 883-9500.

W. B. WHITALL,

Secretary.
MarcH 15, 1968.
[F.R. Doc, 68-3390; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:45 a.m.)

FEDERAI. MARITIME COMMISSION

GULF/MEDITERRANEAN PORTS
CONFERENCE

Nofice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.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 agreement at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments with
reference to an agreement including a
request for hearing, if desired, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, 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
agreement as indicated hereinafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement flled for approval
by:

Mr. John T. Crook, Chairman, Gulf As-

sociated Freight Conferences, Suite 927
Whitney Building, New Orleans, La. 70130.

Agreement No. 134-32, between the
member lines of the Gulf /Mediterranean
Ports Conference, modifies the basic
agreement (1) to provide a minimum
charge of $100 per month per line, which
will be assessed without regard to the
cargo tonnage which it moves if insuf-
ficient to produce a minimum assessment
of $100 during any calendar month; (2)
to eliminate the provisions that members
failing to have a sailing for a period of 6
consecutive calendar months shall there-
after pay a minimum charge of $50 per
month for each subsequent calendar
month during which they fail to have a
sailing, and (3) to establish an initial
nonreturnable membership fee of $1,000,
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Dated: March 18, 1968.
By order of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission,
TrOMAS List,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3449; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.|

GULF/UNITED KINGDOM
CONFERENCE

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is'hereby given that the follow-

" ing agreement has been filed with the

Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1316, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.C.814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of the agreement at the
‘Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments with
reference to an agreement including a
request for hearing, if desired, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 20 days after publication
of this notice in the FEpERAL REGISTER.
A copy of any such statement should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and
the comments should indicate that this
has been done.

. Notice of agreement filed for approval
Vs
Mr, John T. Crook, Chairman, Gulf As-
sociated Freight Conferences, Suite 927
Whitney Bullding, New Orleans, La. 70130.

Agreement No. 161-24, between the
member lines of the Gulf/United King-
dom Conference, modifies the basic
agreement (1) to provide a minimum
charge of $100 per month per line, which
will be assessed without regard to the
cargo tonnage which it moves if insuf-
ficient to produce a minimum assessment,
of $100 during any calendar month; (2)
to eliminate the provision that members
failing to have a sailing for a period of
6 consecutive calendar months shall
thereafter pay a minimum charge of §50
per month for each subsequent calendar
month during which they fail to have
a sailing, and (3) to establish an initial
nonreturnable membership fee of $1,000.

Dated: March 18, 1968.

By order of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission,
THroMAS Lasr,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 68-3450; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 a.m.]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 56—THURSDAY, MARCH 21, 1968




4840

GULF/SCANDINAVIAN AND BALTIC
SEA PORTS CONFERENCE

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814),

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room 609: or may inspect agreement at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, 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 FEpERAL REGISTER. A copy of any such
statement should also be forwarded to
the party filing the agreement (as indi-
cated hereinafter) and the comments
should indicate that this has been done.
Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. John T. Crook, Chairman, Gulf Asso-

ciated Freight Conferences, Sulte 927

Whitney Building, New Orleans, La, 70130.

Agreement No. 5400-8, between the
member lines of the Gulf/Scandinavian
and Baltic Sea Ports Conference, modi-
fies the basic agreement (1) to establish
an initial non-returnable membership
fee of $1,000; (2) to provide a minimum
charge of $100 per month per line, which
will be assessed without regard to the
cargo tonnage which it moves if insuf-
ficient to produce a minimum assess-
ment of $100 during any calendar month,
and (3) to eliminate the provision that
members failing to have a sailing for a
period of 6 consecutive calendar months
shall thereafter pay a minimum charge
of $50 per month for each subsequent
calendar month during which they fail
to have a sailing.

Dated: March 18, 1968.

By order of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission,

TrOMAS LIsI,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3451; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:49 am.]

MARINA MERCANTE NICARAGUENSE,
S.A., AND SEA-LAND SERVICE, INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
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
obtain a copy of the agreement at the

NOTICES

Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreement at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, 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 FeEpERAL REGISTER. A copy of any
such statement should also be forwarded
to the party filing the agreement (as in-
dicated hereinafter) and the comments
should indicate that this has been done.
5 Notice of agreement filed for approval
y i
Mr. F. Hiljer, Jr., Commerce Manager,
Sea-Land Service, Inc., Terminal and Fleet
Streets, Post Office Box 1050, Elizabeth,
N.J. 07207.

Agreement No. 9575-2 modifies the
basic transshipment agreement to re-
state the trade covered as between ports
in Central America and those on the
West Coast of the United States with
transshipment at the port of Balboa,
Canal Zone; sets forth a specific appor-
tionment of the through rates for coffee
in bags; and restates the accrual of ac-
cessorial and port charges in accordance
with terms and conditions set forth in
the agreement,

Dated: March 18, 1968.

By order of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission.

THOMAS LiIsI,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3452; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:50 am.|

REDERIAKTIEBOLAGET RAGNE AND
AND. SMITH REDERIAKTIEBOLAG

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.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 agreement at
the offices of the District Managers,
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with
reference to an agreement including a
request for hearing, if desired, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 10 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
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

4 Notice of agreement filed for approval
y:

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 56—THURSDAY, MARCH

Mr. Thomas K. Roche, Haight, Gardner,
Poor & Havens, 80 Broad Street, New
York, N.¥. 10004.

Agreement No. 8036-2, as amended, a
joint service between Rederiaktiebolaget
Ragne and And. Smith Rederiaktiebolag,
modifies the basic agreement (1) fo
eliminate a provision that there will be
no pooling or sharing of profits or losses
between the parties, and to substitute
in lieu thereof a provision that the par-
ticipation of each party in the results of
any undertaking entered into by the
joint service with other parties will be
based on percentage allocations similar
to those specified in the basic agreement;
and (2) to appoint a new agreement
represenfative, AB Svenska Chicago
Linjen, instead of Adolf Palmquist A/B,
to act for the joint service.

Dated: March 18, 1968.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LisI,
Secretary

[F.R. Doc. 68—3453; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:50 a.m.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[812-2283]

BANGOR PUNTA INTERNATIONAL
CAPITAL CO.

Notice of Filing of Application for
Order Exempting Company

MagrcH 15, 1968.

Notice is hereby given that Bangor
Punta International Capital Co. (“Appli-
cant’”), 100 West 10th Street, Wilming-
ton, Del, has filed an application
pursuant to section 6(c) of the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) for
an order exempting it from all provisions
of the Act and the rules and regulations
thereunder. All interested persons &are
referred to the application on file with
the Commission for a statement of the
representations therein, which are sum-
marized below. .

Applicant was organized under ine
laws of the State of Delaware on Febru-
ary 16, 1968, Applicant is authorized 10
have outstanding 10,000 shares of com-
mon stock of the par value of $1 per
share. Bangor Punta Operations, I_no
(“Operations”), a New York corporation,
is the owner of all of the issued and out-
standing common stock of Applicant.
Operations is a wholly owned subsidiary
of Bangor Punta Corp. (“Bangor”), &
Delaware corporation. All the outstand-
ing stock of Applicant has been issucq to
_Operations for $100 and all the capital
stock that Applicant will have outstand-
ing in the future will be purchased bY
Operations from Applicant. Prior to the
sale of Applicant’s debentures described
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below, Operations will transfer to Appli-
cant cash and other assets, which may
include patents, having an aggregate fair
market value of not less than 20 percent
of the face amount of the debentures
issued. Such assets will be transferred in
exchange for stock of Applicant or as a
contribution to its capital. In addition,
Bangor and/or Operations may con-
tribute additional amounts to the capital
of Applicant in the future. Operations
will not dispose of any shares of capital
stock of Applicant except to Applicant,
Bangor or another wholly owned sub-
sidiary of Bangor or Operations.

Bangor is a diversified holding com-
pany with subsidiaries, including Opera-
tions, active in the consumer products,
textile, process equipment, and service
fields. The consumer products group
manufactures Smith & Wesson firearms
and law enforcement equipment, wood
and fiberglass pleasure boats, and em-
blematic jewelry. The textile group is en-
gaged in the styling and marketing of
fabrics, principally woven synthetic
blend and bonded-knitted fabrics, for
women’'s fashion apparel. The process
equipment group includes the Bangor
and Aroostook Railroad, an all-freight
line serving Maine, and Pameéco-Aire, a
wholesale distributor of refrigeration
and air-conditioning equipment. Ban-
gor's common stock and preference stock
are listed on the New York Stock
Exchange.

Applicant was organized to provide
assistance in improving the balance of
bayments position of the United States,
in compliance with the voluntary cooper-
ation program instituted by the Presi-
dent in 1965 and Executive Order 11387
of January 1, 1968, governing certain
capital transfers abroad, while at the
same fime permiftting the development
of foreign operations of Bangor and its
subsidiaries and affiliates by raising
abroad the funds necessary for such
development to the maximum extent
possible,

Applicant intends to issue and sell its
Guaranteed Convertible Debentures
("Debentures”) outside the United States.
The Debentures will be guaranteed by,
and convertible into Common Stock of
Bangor, as hereinafter described. The
?nmount of Debentures to be issued, the
¥ terest rate and maturity date thereof,

1€ price at which the Debentures will be
convertible and the time after issuance
When the Debentures will be convertible
will all depend on market conditions im-
(I;I}edlately prior to the date of issuance
& the Debentures. It is contemplated
: &t the principal amount of Debentures

0 be issued will be in the range of $15
topiion to $20 million, that the interest
2 for the Debentures will be in the
of {1 L5 to 6 percent, that the maturity

ae Debentures will be in the range

of 15 to 20 years from the date of issu-
;Iéce, that the conversion price of the
bentures will be at least 10 percent

above the market price of the Common

NOTICES

Stock of Bangor a few days prior to the
date of offer of the Debentures and that
the date when the Debentures will be-
come convertible will be not earlier than
6 months after the date of issuance of
the Debentures and not later than 1 year
after such date,

The Debentures are to be sold under
conditions which are intended to assure
that the Debentures will not be sold to
residents. nationals or citizens of the
United States, its territories or posses-
sions. Any additional debt securities of
Applicant which may be offered to the
public in the future will be sold under
similar conditions.

The Internal Revenue Service has been
requested to issue a ruling to the effect
that U.S. persons will be required to
report and pay an interest equalization
tax with respect to acquisitions of the
Debentures, except where a specific
statutory exemption is available. The
imposition of the interest equalization
tax, will discourage U.S. persons from
purchasing such debt obligations.

Bangor will irrevocably and uncondi-
tionally, guarantee to the Debenture-
holders the due payment in U.S. dollars
of the principal amount of and the
interest on the Debentures. Any addi-
tional debt securities of Applicant which
may be issued to or held by the public will
be guaranteed by Bangor in a manner
similar to the guarante¢ of the Deben-
tures.

The funds borrowed by Applicant
through the issuance of the Debentures
are expected to be advanced as long term
loans to corporations organized under
the laws of European countries and doing
business in Europe and invested in the
stock of each of such corporations. Cash
contributed by Operations will be in-
vested by Applicant in United States
corporate or governmental securities or
corporate or governmental securities of
possessions or territories of the United
States. Upon completion of its invest-
ment program at least 80 percent of the
assets of Applicant, exclusive of U.S.
Government securities and cash items,
will consist of investments in or loans to
foreign companies (or domestic com-
panies, substantially all of the business
of which is conducted outside of the
United States), and at least 90 percent
of Applicant’s assets, exclusive of U.S.
Government securities and cash items,
will consist of investments in or loans to
companies in which Bangor or Opera-
tions owns at least 10 percent of the
equity securities and any assets of Appli-
cant not invested in such companies will
only be invested in or loaned to com-
panies which are customers or suppliers
of Bangor or Operations or a subsidiary
of Banger or Operations. Any of Appli-
cant’s assets invested in or loaned to
investment companies will only be in-
vested in or loaned to investment com-
panies which are wholly owned sub-
sidiaries of Bangor or Operations.
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Applicant will proceed as expeditiously
as practicable with the investment of its
assets in the manner described above. In
addition and prior to such long term in-
vestments and from time to time there-
after in connection with changes in long
term investments, Applicant will, in an
effort to minimize costs, make interim
investments of borrowed fund. not then
otherwise invested, in the oblizations of
foreign governments or foreign financial
institutions or in foreign bank interest-
bearing deposits. Applicant will not ac-
quire the securities representing such
interim investments and loans for the
purpose of sale or distribution. Appli-
cant will not act as a dealer or trade in
securities.

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that
the Commission, by order upo:. applica-
tion, may conditionally or uncondition-
ally exempt any person, security or trans-
action from any provision or provisions
of the Act, if and to the extent that such
exemption is necessary or appropriate
in the public interest and consistent with
the protection of investors and the pur-
poses fairly intended by the policy and
provisions of the Act,

Applicant submits that it is appro-
priate in the public interest and con-
sistent with the protection of investors
and the purposes fairly intended by the
policy and provisions of the Act for the
Commission to enter an order exempting
Applicant from all the provisions of the
Act for the reasons that: (1) A significant
purpose of Applicant is to assist in im-
proving the balance of payments pro-
gram of the United States by obtaining
funds in foreign countries and from for-
eign nationals for the foreign operations
of Bangor, its subsidiaries and affiliates
and corporations engaged in foreign op-
erations in which Bangor has an interest;
(2) the Debentures will be sold only to
foreign nationals under circumstances
designed to prevent any reoffering or re-
sale in the United States, its territories
or possessions or to any citizen or na-
tional of, or person resident or normally
resident in, the United States, its terri-
tories or possessions; (3) the burden of
the interest equalizatior tax will dis-
courage purchase of the Debentures by
any U.S.resident, nationa: or citizen; (4)
Applicant will not deal or trade in secu-
rities; (5) none of the securities of Ap-
plicant, other than debt securities, will
be held by any person other than Opera-
tions or Bangor or a wholly owned sub-
sidiary of Operations or Bangor; and
(6) payment of the Debentures, which is
guaranteed L, Bangor, does not depend
solely on the operations or investment
policy of Applicant, and no other debt
securities will be issued to or held by the
public without the benefit of a similar
guarantec.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than March
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25, 1968, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the
Commission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by a
statement as to the nature of his in-
terest, the reason for such request and
the issues of fact or law proposed to be
controverted, or he may request that he
be notified if the Commission shall order
a hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (air mail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the
address stated above. Proof of such serv-
ice (by affidavit or in tase of an attorney
at law by certificate) shall be filed con-
temporaneously with the request. At any
time after said date, as provid-d by Rule
0-5 of the rules and regulations promul-
gated under the Act, an order disposing
of the application herein may be issued
by the Commission upon the basis of the
information stated in said application,
unless an crder for hearing upon said ap-
plication shall be issued upon request or
upon the Commission’s own motion. Per-
sons who request a hearing or advice as
to whether a hearing is ordered will re-
ceive notice of further developments in
this matter, including .he date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof.

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

[SEAL] OrvaL L, DuBois,

Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3400; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

[File No. 1-3421]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

MarcH 15, 1968,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per-
cent convertible subordinated deben-
tures due September 1, 1976, being
traded otherwise than on a national
securities exchange is required in the
public interest and for the protection of
investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to Section 15
(e) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period March
18, 1968, through March 27, 1968, both
dates inclusive:

By the Commission.

[sEAL] OrvAL L. DuBor1s,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3401; Filed, Mar. 20, 1068;
8:46 am.]

NOTICES

[File No, 2-14698]
CORMAC CHEMICAL CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

MarcH 15, 1968.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Cormac Chemical Corp., New
York, N.Y., being traded otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities
otherwiSe than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period March
18, 1968, through March 27, 1968, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] OrvaL L. DuBoIs,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 68-3402; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 am. |

FASTLINE, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

MarcH 15, 1968.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Fastline, Inc., New York, N.Y,,
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protection
of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section
15(¢) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
March 18, 1968, through March 27, 1968,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[sEaL] OrvaL L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3403; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

NORTH AMERICAN RESEARCH &
DEVELOPMENT CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

MarcH 15, 1968.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of North American Research &
Development Corp., 1935 South Main

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 56—THURSDAY, MARCH

Street, Salt Lake City, Utah, and all other
securities of North American Research &
Development Corp. being traded other-
wise than on a national securities ex-
change is required in the public inferest
and for the protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section
15(e) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period March
16, 1968, through March 25, 1968, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] Orvar L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[FP.R. Doc. 68-3404; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:46 am.)

[File No. 1-5212]
ROTO AMERICAN CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

MagcH 15, 1968,

The common stock, $1 par value, of
Roto American Corp., being listed and
registered on the National Stock Ex-
change pursuant to the provisions of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and
the 7 percent cumulative preferred, $10
par value, being traded otherwise than
on a national securities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and ofherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections .15
(¢)(5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the National Stock Ex-
change and otherwise than on a national
securities exchange be summarily sus-
pended, this order to be effective for the
period March 17, 1968, through March
26, 1968, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] ORrvVAL L. DuBoIS,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3405; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 a.m.}

[File No. 1-4371]
WESTEC CORP.

Order Suspending Trading
Marcy 15, 1968.

The common stock, 10 cents par valué:
of Westec Corp., being listed and regis-
tered on the American Stock Exchangé
pursuant to provisions of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 and all other s:;
curities of Westec Corp., being trad
otherwise than on & national securitles

exchange; and
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It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such exchange and otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15
(c)(5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the American Stock
Exchange and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
suspended, this order to be effective for
the period March 18, 1968, through
March 27, 1968, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

OrvaL L. DuBo1s,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 68-3408; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:46 am.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. G-2801, etc.]
GETTY OIL CO. ET AL.
Order Amending Orders

MarcH 11, 1968.

Order amending orders issuing certifi-
cates, substituting respondent, redesig-
nating proceedings, accepting agree-
ments and undertakings for filing,
requiring filing of agreements and
undertakings, accepting notices of suc-
cession and redesignation, and redesig-
nating FPC gas rate schedules.

On October 9, 1967, Getty Oil Co.
(Petitioner) filed in Docket No. G-2801
el al, a petition to amend the orders
Issuing certificates of public convenience
and necessity pursuant to section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act to Tidewater Oil
(?0. (Tidewater) by substituting Peti-
tioner in lieu of Tidewater as certificate
holder, all as more fully set forth in the
petition to amend and in the attached
tabulation.

'Eﬁcct.ive September 30, 1967, Peti-
tioner merged Tidewater and acquired
all of Tidewater's producing properties
and gas sales contracts. Petitioner pro-
Doses to continue sales of natural gas
In interstate commerce pursuant to said
tontracts in lieu of Tidewater and has
filed notices of succession to Tidewater's
FPC gas rate schedules.

The presently effective rates under
fgrtain of Tiglewater's rate schedules are

effect subject to refund, and in some

[searl

Instances increased rates were collected

by Tidewater

St for locked-in periods

ject to refund. Increased rates are

NOTICES

being collected or have been collected
for locked-in periods in each of the fol-
lowing proceedings subject to refund,
except as indicated:

Tidewater FPC

Gas Rate

Schedule No. Docket No.

G-14185, G-16259, RI60-T1,
RI61-17, RI6G1-444,

RIG4-T26.

G-14061, G-16259, RI60-70,
RI61-18, RI-61-445,

RI66-147.

RI64-762.

G-16260, RI60-70, RI61-18,
RI61-445.

G-16259, RI60-71, RI61-17,
RI61-444.

G-16260, RI60-70, RI61-18,
RI61-445,

G-162569, RIG0-71, RI61-17,
RI61-444,

RIB7-411
RIB7T-731

RIBT-323.

1 Increase in rate not made effective.

2 Champlin Petroleum Co. has filed an in-
creased rate for sales of gas from its own
interests covered by Tidewater's FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. 62.

Petitioner has submitted in each of the
above proceedings, except in Docket
Nos. RI61-17, RI61-18, and RI65-456,
agreements and undertakings to assure
the refund of all amounts collected in
excess of the amounts determined to be
just and reasonable in said proceedings.
Therefore, Petitioner will be substituted
in lieu of Tidewater as respondent in
each of Tidewater’s rate proceedings; the
proceedings will be redesignated accord-
ingly; the agreements and undertak-
ings will be accepted for filing in each
proceeding in which they have been sub-

mitted except in Docket Nos. RI6T-41,
RI67-66, and RI6T7-73; and Petitioner

will be required to file agreements and
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undertakings in Docket Nos. RI61-17 and
RI61-18.

Petitioner will be substituted in lieu
of Tidewater as applicant in Tidewater’s
pending certificate proceedings. The pe-
tition to amend requests that Petitioner
be substituted in lieu of Tidewater in
certain certificate proceedings in which
certificates have been terminated, an
application was withdrawn or docket
numbers have been cancelled. Inasmuch
as it is not necessary to take any action
with respect to these proceedings, the
petition will be dismissed as moot with
respect to Docket Nos. G-13824, G-
18577, G-19704, CI60-19, CI62-164,
CI162-263, C163-582, CI64-358, and CI65—
382.

The Commission’s staff has reviewed
the petition and recommends each ac-
tion ordered as consistent with all sub-
stantive Commission policies and re-
quired by the public convenience and
necessity.

After due notice, no petition to inter-
vene, notice of intervention or protest to
the granting of the petition to amend has
been received.

The Commission finds:

(1) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act and the public convenience
and necessity require that the orders
issuing certificates of public convenience
and necessity to Tidewater should be
amended by substituting Petitioner as
certificate holder and that Petitioner
should be substituted as applicant in each
of Tidewater's pending certificate pro-
ceedings.

(2) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that notices of succession
to Tidewater’s FPC gas rate schedules
should be accepted for filing, that the
rate schedules should be redesignated ac-
cordingly, and that Petitioner should be
substituted in lieu of Tidewater in Tide-
water’s rate proceedings.

The Commission orders:

(A) The orders issuing temporary and
permanent certificates of public conven-
ience and necessity to Tidewater Oil Co.
are amended by substituting Petitioner
as certificate holder, and in all other
respects said orders shall remain in full
force and effect.

(B) Petitioner is substituted in lieu of
Tidewater as applicant in the proceed-
ings pending in Docket Nos. CI61-1016,
C164-794, CI66-424, CI67-528, CI67-862,
and CI67-1006.

(C) The notices of succession to Tide-
water’s FPC gas rate schedules submitted
by Petitioner are accepted for filing to
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be effective as of September 30, 1967, and
the rate schedules are redesignated as
set forth in the tabulation.

(D) The notices of redesignation of its
rate schedules dated November 3, 1967,
submitted by Petitioner are accepted for
filing to be effective as of September 30,
1967: and Petitioner’s FPC Gas Rate
Schedule Nos. 1, 2, 3,4,'5, 6, 7, and 8 are
redesignated as its FPC Gas Rate
Schedule Nos. 151, 152, 153, 154," 155, 156,
157, and 158, respectively.

(E) The petition to amend is dismissed
as moot with respect to Docket Nos.
G-13824, G-18577, G-19704, CI60-19,
CI62-164, C162-263, C163-582, CI64-358,
and CI65-382.

(F) Petitioner is substituted in lieu of
Tidewater as respondent in the proceed-
ings pending in Docket Nos. G-14061,
G-14185, G-16259, G-16260, RI60-70,
RI60-71, RI61-17, RI61-18, RI61-444,
RI61-445, RI64-721, RI64-726, R164-762,
RI65-2, RI65-3, RI65-15, RI65-129,
RI65-136, RI65-344, RI65-456, RI66-103,
RI66-146, RI66-147, R1I66-223, RI6T-41,
RI67-66, RIBT-73, RI6T-184, and
RI167-323; said proceedings are redesig-
nated accordingly; and the agreements
and undertakings submitted by Peti-
tioner in each of said proceedings, except
in Docket Nos. RI61-17, RI61-18,
RI65-456, RI67-41, RI67-66, and RI6T-
73, are accepted for filing.

(G) Within 30 days from the issuance
of this order Petitioner shall execute, in
the form set out below, and shall file with
the Secretary of the Commission accept-
able agreements and undertakings in
Docket Nos. RI61-17 and RI61-18 to as-
sure the refunds of all amounts collected,
together with interest at the rate of 7
percent per amnum, in excess of the
amounts determined to be just and rea-
sonable in said proceedings. Unless noti-
fied to the contrary by the Secretary of
the Commission within 30 days from the
date of submission, such agreements and
undertakings shall be deemed to have
been accepted for filing,

(H) Petitioner shall comply with the
refunding and reporting procedure re-
quired by the Natural Gas Act and
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder,
and the agreements and undertakings
filed by Petitioner in Tidewater’'s rate
proceedings shall remain in full force
and effect until discharged by the
Commission.

By the Commission.

GORDON M, GRANT,
Secretary,

[sEaL]

* Canceled.
4 “(Operator) et al,”

NOTICES
FPC rate schedule to be accepiod
Docket No. Purchaser, field, and
and date filed Applicant Jocatica |
Deseription and date No. | Supp.
of document |
G-2801_....__.. Getty Oil Co. (Opera~ United Fuel Gas Co., Tidewater Oil Co. 20
G-11749 Z‘et al. (successor Erath, North Erath %0 mlor) et al.,
G-14778 to Tidewater Oil Co. and Erath-Shallow C GRS No, 26.
E 10-9-671 (Operator) et al.). Fields, Vermilion Supplement Nos. 1-18__. 118
Parish, Nﬁi%cgfsucoossion Sy
G-2802.. . ..o Getty Oil Co. (succes- United Fuel Gas Co., Tidewater Oil Co., 24
E 10-9-67 sor to Tidewater Ofl North Bourg Field, FPC GRS No. 24.
Co.). Lafourche and Terre- Supplement Nos. 1-18___ 2 1-18
bonne Parishes, La. Nol o! sucecession ™ |....... -
2808, . ... Getty 0Oil Co. (Opera- United Fuel Gas Co., 'I‘idcwqt(-r 0il Co. 25 ’
E 10-9-67 tor) et al. (successor Florence Field, (Operator) et al., ‘
to Tidewater Oil Co. Vermilion Parish, La, FPO GRS No. %5. [
(Operator) et al.). Supplement Nos. 1-15.. 2| 1B
hot of succession |....... <o
G-3718. oo Getty 01l Co. (succes- Natural Gas Pipeling Co. Tldewawr 01l Co,, 22 |- vnaea
E 10-9-07 sor to Tidewater Oil of America, Old Ocean FPrC GRS No. 22,
Co.). Field, Mstagorda and Supplement Nos, 1-7.... 22 I 1-7
Brazoria Counties, Tex. | N ?{,igc; g( sucoession  |oeeeooo)ooooiol
~3-07. |
(4,5 714 SN | M (" YO United Gas Pi Line Tidewater Ol Co., 2B ol
E 10-9-67 Co. h Bay FPC GRS No. 23. |
Ficld Nueoes County, | Supplement Nos. 1-12.. 2 1-12
Nﬂ . 07! suceession |oaeeeooifooiees
G-3720_ . e Y L Iro1 uols Gas Corp., Tidewater Ol Co,, s o S
E 10-9-67 Sheridan Field, FPC GRS No. 1.
Colorado Couuty, Tex. | Supplement Nos. 1-13... 1 1-13
Nutk;n of succession  |....-.-- -
11-3-67.
G3720. .. ... Getty Oil Co. (Opera- | Texas Eastern Transmis- | Tidewater Ofl Co. Bileveores
E 10-9-67 tor) et al. (suceessor sion Corp., West Cos- (()}Iwmtor) etal,
to Tidewsater Oil Co. den, et Floldq Bee, FPC GRS No. 7. =
(Operator) et al.). et al., Counties, Supplement Nos. 1-25.... 7 1-23
Notice of succession  |ceseeencfovemeen
11-3-67.
Getty Oll Co, (suceces- Texas Eastern Transmlis- | Tidewater 011 Co., 63 | eeenne
sor to Tidewater Oil sion Corp., Yoward FPC GRS No. 63. g
Co.). Field, Bee County, Supplement Nos 1-6.... (& 1-6
Tex. Notice of SUCCRSSION [cmersaesfoeemmees
11-3-67.
L€ Sy IR L S e S T E1 Paso Natural Gas Co., | Tidewater Oil Co. 17 |.-
E 10-0-67 Spraberry Field, Glass- | FPC GRS No. 17,
cock, et al., (,ounties, BupP\emem Nos. 1-17...
Tex. Not ce o( succession
G128 o feaaa ([} o RS Natural Gas Pipeline Co. Tld(-\w ntcr 01l Co.,
E 10-9-67 2 of America, East Bay FPC GRS No. 5.
City Field, Matagorda | Supplement Nos. 1-18... 5 1-13
County, Tex, Nofi ose_&l succession - i
(< im  Se e Ee D e United Gas Pipe Line Tldewamr 0il Co., O
E 10-9-67 Co., Brandt Field, FPO GRS No. %0. \ :
Goliad County, Tex. Sup{»lement Nos, 1-12... 20 \ 1-12
Ntﬁ o;suwmlon =t
G877 aoi]aeaas 7 P S AT R Transcontinental Gas Tide water Ol Co., |
E 10-9-67 Pipe Line Co%) FPC GRS No. 15.
Gloria Field, Broo! Supplement Nos. 1-22....
and Jim Wells Coun- Notice of suceession
ties, Tex. 11-3-67. -
GRS e it ) QoL NT ...| Tennesses Gas Pipeline Tirlcwutcr 01l Co., 12
E 10-9-67 Co., a division of FPC GRS No. 12. 3 1
Tommco, Ine., East Supplement Nos. 1-11... 12 1
Bernard Fleld Wharton | Notice of succession  |-------- neE %
County, Tex. 11-3-67.
THQ7. o Socrulesocs B0 s -| Transcontinental Gaos Tidewater Oil Co., L
E 10-9-67 Pipe Line Co?., Ray- FPC GRS No. 14, 118
Wilcox Field, Bee Supplement Nos. 1-13... 14
County, Tex. N m c:;-_(?l succession  |.-e---- Eeaes
G-3780........ Getty Oil Co. (Opera- | Tennessee Gas Pipeline 'I‘klow ater Oil Co. n
E 10~9 67 tor) et al, (successor Co., a division of (Operator) et al,,
to Tidewater Oil Co. Tenneco, Inc., Sublime FPC GRS No. 11 1-15
(Operator) et al.). Field, Colorado Supplement Nos. 1-15.... 1
County, Tex, Non%e .g; succession  f-------
G-3731__. .....| Getty Oil Co. (sncces- Arkansas Louislana Gas Txdowntcr 0il Co., 8
E 10-9-67 sor to Tidewsater Oil, Co., North Lansing FPC GRS No. 8. 116
Co.). Field, Harrison Bupplement Nos. 1-16... 81
County, Tex, Notme of suceession  [.e-ee-- %
§-67. :
o ¥ T S A0ueeeeaneernun-.| Natural Gas Pipeline ’I‘id(\\vnl.er 0il Co., o 2465
E 10-9-67 Co. of Americs, La FPC GRS No. 6. o 14
Gloria Field, Brooks Supplement Nos. 1-0..... s
and Jim Wells Counties, | N ouoc of succession  feeeee-ocfo
Tex. 1-3-67. 9
G-8738. . ... | [ R ARy AT Transcontinental Gas 'I‘kk\wx\wr 0il Co., 1
E 10967 Pipe Line Corp., West FPC GRS No. 19. 10 1-24
Bernard Field, Wharton Supplement Nos. 1-24... b S
County, Tex. Notlee 07! succession 3

Filingoede: A—-Initml servies.
B-—Abandonment.
C—Amendment to add acreage.

D—Amendment to delete acresge.

E—Succession.
F—Partial succession.

Bee footnotes at-end of table,
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NOTICES

Docket No.
and date filed

Applicant

Purchaser, field, and
location

FPC rate schedule to be accepted

Daseription and date
of document

No.

CI64-1476.
E 10-0-67

Cl64-1519. ...
E 10-0-67

Cro6-258
¥ 10-9-67

C165-470........
E 10-9-67

Clos-611
E 10-9-67

CIa-704. .. ...
E 10-9-67

CI65-1330_.....-
E 10-9-67

Cl166-124. ... :

E 10-9-67

E 10-9-67

C166-1310... ... ..
E 10-9-6

C167-528 *

E 10-6-67

CI67-1357 - ...
E 10-8-67

CI67-1585
E 10-9-67

(/1 B i e S

Getty Of) Co. (Opera-
tor) et al. (successor
to Tidewater Oil Co. |
(Operator) ot al.).

Getty Ofl Co. (succes-
sor to Tidewater Oil
Co.).

[ s SRS e T SR

Getty Oil Co. (Opera-
tor) ot al. (successor
to Tidewater Oil Co.
(Operator) et al.).

Gotty 01l Co. (succes-
scor ;c Tidewater Oil
20.).

El Paso Natural Gas Co.,
Dakota Field, San
Juan County, N. Mex.

Montana-Dakoeta Utili-
ties Co., Muddy Ridge
Field, Framont Cour-
ty, Wyo.

Lone Star Gas Co., East
Cruce Field, Stephens
Oounty, Okla.

El Paso Natural Gas Co,,
Roach Field, Reagan
County, Tex,

.| Natural Gas Pipeline Co.

of America, Southeast
Woodward Field, Wood-
ward County, Okia,

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe
Line Co., Kings Bayou
Field, Cameron Parish,

A,

Grand Valley Transmis-
sion Co., Horse Point
Unit, Grand County
Utah.

Trunkline Gas Co.,
South Thornwell Field,
{::*ﬂersun Davis Parish,

8.

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe
Line Co., Southwest
Lake Arthur Field,
Cameron Parish, La.

Natural Gas Pipeline Co.
of America, Indian Ba-
sin Field, Eddy Coun-
ty, N. Mex.

Northern Natural Gas
Co., Anadarko Basin
Ares, Woodward, Ellis
and Dewey Counties,
Okla,

Texas Eastern Trans-
mission Corp., South-
west Mercedes Field,
Hidalgo County, Tex.

Texas Gas Transmission
Corp., North Bosco
Field, Acadia Parish,

8.

Southern Union Gather-
ing Co., 8an Juan
Basin-Dakota Field,
Bpu Juan County,

Arkansas Lonisiana (ias
Co., Okeene Field,
Blaine County, Okla.

Tidewater Oil Co,,
FPC GRS No. 134
Supplement Nos, 1-2.__.

Notice of succession
11-3-67. /
Tidewater Oil Co.,
FPC GRS No, 135,
Supplement No. 1
Notice of succession

11-3-67.

Tidewater 01l Co.,
FPO GRS No. 136,

Supplement Nos, 1-2

Notice of suceession
11-3-67.

Tidewater Oil Co.,
FPC GRS No, 138,

Sapplement Nos, 1-2_...

Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Tidewater 0il Co.,
FPC GRS No. 139,

Sapplement Nos. 1-2

Notice of succession

11-3-67.
Tidewater Ol Co.,
FPC GRS No, 140.
Notice of succession

11-3-67.

Tidewater Ol Oo.
(Operator) at al.,
FPC GRS No. 141

Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Tidewater Oil Co.
(Operator) ot al.,
FrPC GRS No, 142

Supplement INOL It T

Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Tidewater Oil Co.,

FPC GRS No. 143.
Supplement No. 1._.....
Notice of succession
Tidewster Oil Co.,

FPC GRS No. 144,
Supplement Nos. 1-2.. .
Notilce of succession

11-3-87.

Tidewater Ol Co.
(Operator) et al.,
FPC GRS No. 145.

Supplement Nos. 1-5.._.

Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Tidewater Ol Co.,

FPC GRS No. 146,
Notice of succession

11-3-67.

Tidewater Oil Co.,
FPC GRS No, 147,

Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Tidewater Oil Co.,
FPC GRS No, 140,
Suprlemem Nos, 1-2....

Notice of succession

11-3-67.
Tidewater Oil Co.,
FPC GRS No. 150,
Supplement No. 1
Notice of succession
11-3-67.

Buggested agreement and undertaking:

BEFORE THE FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
(Name of Respondent
Docket No.

AGREEMENT AND UNDERTAKING OF (NAME OF
RESPONDENT) TO COMPLY WITH REFUNDING
AND REPORTING PROVISIONS OF SECTION
154.102 OF THE COMMISSION’S REGULATIONS
UNDER THE NATURAL GAS ACT
(Name of Respondent) hereby agrees and

undertakes to comply with the refunding and
reporting provisions of Section 154.102 of
the Commission’s Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act insofar as they are applica-
ble to the proceeding in Docket No. ...
(and has caused this agreement and under-
taking to be executed and sealed In its name
by its officers, thereupon duly authorized In
accordance with the terms of the resolution
of its board of directors, a certified copy of
which is appended hereto!) this day
of

Attest:

[F.R. Doc. 68-3256; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968
8:45 a.m.]|

[Docket No. DA-1081—California]
U.S. FOREST SERVICE
Finding and Order

MARCH 14, 1968.

Lands Withdrawn in Power Site Classi-
fication No. 425, and Project Nos. 249,
2134, 2136, and 2279.

Application (8-238) was filed by the
U.S. Forest Service (Applicant) for a
determination under section 24 of the
Federal Power Act for the purpose of
restoring to entry the following described
lands of the United States withdrawn for
POWer purposes:

MouNT DIABLO MERIDIAN,
T, 27 N, R. 12.E,,

Sec. 22, S, SWYNE!,NEYSEY,, 8%SE)
NW1, NE SEY;, N1, NE1,SWY,NEY
SEY;, NI4SWY,SEY;NEY;SEY;, N%SEY
NEYSEY,, SESEYNEYSEY, NEL
NEY SEYSE4;

Sec. 23, WL NWI,NWY,SWLEWY,.

T. 23 N, R. 13 E,,

Sec. 1, WLSWYHNWLSWY, NWHLNWH
SWYSWii;

Sec. 2, E%SEYNEY,SEY, NEYNEYLSEY
SEl;; (31.25 acres).

The lands in sees. 22 and 23 are with-
drawn pursuant to the filing on Septem-
ber 20, 1960 of an application for pre-

CALIFORNIA

liminary permit for Project No. 2279.
The application was denied on July 31,
1962. The lands in sec. 1 are withdrawn
in Power Site Classification No. 425, ap-
proved June 24, 1952, and pursuant o
the filing on May 29, 1953 of an applica-
tion for preliminary permit for Proqect
No. 2136. The application was denied.

1 Applicant also filed as successor in Docket No. G-18577, this docket was canceled b order issued June 27, 1960,
¥ 'lA;))gml(?;:;t also filed as successor in Docket No. G-10704, this docket was canceled by Commission order issued
uly 24, 1061,
e i Alz‘vgulc‘:;&t also filod as successor in Docket No. CI62-164, this docket was canceled by Commission order issued
une 2,
‘ App’limm erroneously filed in Doocket No. G-13529,
:(f plicant also filed as successor in Docket No. G-13824; however, the certificate application in sald docket was
withdrawn,
¢ Applicant also filed as successor in Docket Nos. CI84-358 and CI65-382; however, Docket No. CI64-358 was
canceled and Docket No. CI85-382 was rejected.
g T fla%liml also filed as suceessor in Docket No. CI60-19, this docket was canceled by Commission order issued
ept, :
’ Pou(iing—no permanent certificate issued. 11f a Co i
a Corporation.
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The lands in sec. 2 are withdrawn pur-
suant to the filing on September 14,
1921, of an application for preliminary
permit for Project No. 249 and also are
withdrawn for Project No. 2136. While a
preliminary permit for Project No. 249
was issued, a subsequent application for
license was denied. All of the lands in
secs. 1 and 2 are further withdrawn pur-
suant to the filing on December 22, 1959,
of an application for license for Project
No. 2134 which included the Grizzly
Valley Reservoir. The dam site of the
latter reservoir would have been located
within secs. 1 and 2. However, an appli-
cation was filed on August 14, 1964, for
amendment of the license application for
Project No. 2134 to eliminate therefrom
the Grizzly Valley Reservoir which has
since been constructed by the State of
California as a part of its California
Water Project. With the exception of
Project No. 2279 mentioned above, which
proposed a dam about 1 mile downstream
from the State’s existing Antelope Val-
ley Dam (also part of the Water Project),
no power generation at the dam sites
was proposed in connection with the
project withdrawals herein involved.
Moreover, the water supply and available
head for power development at both of
the State dams are so limited that the
power value of the reservoir and the sub-
Ject lands is negligible. !

The subject lands are part of a pro-
posed land exchange between Applicant
and the State of California involving
7367 acres of offered State lands and
3,329 acres of Forest Service lands. The
State is seeking to acquire the areas oe-
cupied by the dams forming various
reservoirs comprising part of its Cali-
fornia Water Resources’ California
Water Project. The lands offered by the
State comprise 27 miles of reservoir
shorelines and adjacent lands which are
improved with a costly road system and
camping and picnicking facilities. The
State reservoirs around which the offered
lands are situated are being used for
Tecreation and domestic water storage
Purposes only and power development is
hot anticipated.

The Commission finds: Inasmuch as
the subject lands have negligible power
value, it has no objection to the cancella-
tion or revocation by the Secretary of the
Infe.rmr of Power Site Classification No.
425 insofar as it pertains to the subject
lands;, 5

The Commission orders: The power
Withdrawals pertaining to the subject
lands pursuant to the filings of applica-
tions for Project Nos. 249, 2134, 2136,
and 2279 are hereby vacated.

By the Commission.
[sEarL]

GORDON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 68-3391; Filed, Mar, 20, 1068;
8:45 am.]

NOTICES

[Project 619]
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

Notice of Application for New License
for Constructed Project

Marcu 14, 1968.

Public notice is hereby given that ap-
plication for a new 50-year license has
been filed under the Federal Power Act
(16 U.S.C. 791a—-825r) by Pacific Gas and
Electric Co. (correspondence to: E. J.
Lage, Vice President, Pacific Gas and
Electric Co., 245 Market Street, San
Francisco, Calif. 94106) for constructed
Project No. 619, known as Bucks Creek
Project, located on Bucks, Grizzly, and
Milk Ranch Creeks and their tribu-
taries—all tributaries of the North Fork
Peather River—and on North Fork
Feather River.

The original license for the Bucks
Creek Project was issued April 14, 1926,
for a period ending December 31, 1968.

The existing Bucks Creek Project con-
sists of: (1) Bucks Lake, a 101,926 acre-
foot capacity reservoir with a surface
area of 1,827 acres at elevation 5,158.5
feet (U.S.G.S. datum) formed by a 109-
foot high, 1,220-foot long rock-fill dam
with a concrete face discharging to
Bucks Creek and thence into Lower
Bucks Lake; (2) Lower Bucks Lake, a
5,843 acre-foot capacity reservoir with
a surface area of 136 acres at elevation
5,025.5 feet (U.S.G.S. datum) formed by
a 96-foot high, 500-foot long concrete
arch dam; (3) Three Lakes, a 513 acre-
foot capacity reservoir with a surface
area of 40 acres at elevation 6,077.8 feet
(U.S.G.S. datum) formed by a 30-foot
high, 560-foot long rock fill dam with
a concrete face; (4) Grizzly Forebay, a
1,112 acre-foot capacity reservoir with
a surface area of 38 acres at elevation
4.319.5 feet (U.S.G.S. datum) formed by
an 87-foot high, 420-foot long concrete
arch dam; (5) Milk Ranch Conduit, a
42,297-foot long conduit diverting Three
Lakes water releases from Milk Ranch
Creek, and other water from 15 small
creeks en route, to Lower Bucks Lake;
(6) Lower Bucks Lake Tunnel, a 5,716-
foot long tunnel conveying the combined
Bucks Lake, Three Lakes, and Lower
Bucks Lake water releases into Grizzly
Creek which flows into the Grizzly Fore-
bay; (7) Grizzly Forebay Tunnel, a
9,575-foot long tunnel with surge cham-
ber conveying water from Grizzly
Forebay to the head of the Bucks Creek
penstocks; (8) two 4,786-foot long pen-
stocks 53 inches to 36 inches in diameter
from Grizzly Forebay Tunnel to the
powerhouse; (9) Bucks Creek Power-
house which discharges into North Fork
Feather River and which contains two
33,000 kva generators driven by two-
Pelton double overhung impulse tur-
bines, one rated at 40,000 horsepower
and the other at 35,000 horsepower; (10)
switchyard and a 1.3 mile 230 kv trans-
mission line; and (11) appurtenant
facilities.

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
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procedure of the Commission (18 CFR
1.8 or 1.10). The last day upon which
protests or petitions may be filed is
May 8, 1968. The application is on
file with the Commission for public
inspection.
GorpoN M. GRANT,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3392; Piled, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:45 am.] -

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 11683]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

MarcH 15, 1968.

The following applications are gov-
erned by Special Rule 1.247* of the Com-
mission’s general rules of practice (49
CFR, as amended) , published in the FEp-
ERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, ef~
fective May 20, 1966. These rules provide,
among other things, that a protest to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the Commission within 30 days
after date of notice of filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FEpErAL REG-
1STER. Failure seasonably to file a protest
will be construed as a waiver of opposi-
tion and participation in the proceeding.
A protest under these rules should com-
ply with §1.247(d) (3) of the rules of
practice which requires that it set forth
specifically the grounds upon which it is
made, contain a detailed statement of
protestant’s interest in the proceeding
(including a copy of the specific portions
of its authority which protestant be-
lieves to be in conflict with that sought
in the application, and describing in
detail the method—whether by joinder,
interline, or other means—by which pro-
testant would use such authority to pro-
vide all or part of the service proposed),
and shall specify with particularity the
facts, matters, and things relied upon,
but shall not include issues or allegations
phrased generally. Protests not in rea-
sonable compliance with the require-
ments of the rules may be rejected. The
original and one copy of the protest
shall be filed with the Commission, and
a copy shall be served concurrently upon
applicant’s representative, or applicant if
no representative is named, If the pro-
test includes a request for oral hearing,
such requests shall meet the require-
ments of §1.247(d)(4) of the special
rule, and shall include the certification
required therein.

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s
rules of practice further provides that
each applicant shall, if protests to its
application have been filed, and within
60 days of the date of this publication,
notify the Commission in writing (1) that

! Coples of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended)
can be obtalned by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423.
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it is ready to proceed and prosecute the
application, or (2) that it wishes to with-
draw the application, failure in which
the application will be dismissed by the
Commission.

Further processing steps (whether
modified procedure, ompl hearing, or
other procedures) will be determined
generally in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Genera] Policy Statement
Concerning Motor Carrier Licensing
Procedures, published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of May 3, 1966. This
assignment will be by Commission order
which will be served on each party of
record.

The publications hereinafter set forth
reflect the scope of the applications as
filed by applicants, and may include de-
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations
which are not in a form acceptable to
the Commission. Authority which ulti-
mately may be granted as a result of the
applications here noticed will not neces-
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth
in the application as filed, but also will
eliminate any restrictions which are not
acceptable to the Commission.

No. 11185 (Sub-No. 125), filed March 6,
1968. Applicant: J-T TRANSPORT
COMPANY, INC., 3501 Manchester Traf-
fieway, Kansas City, Mo. 64120. Appli-
cant's representative: James W. Wrape,
2111 Sterick Building, Memphis, Tenn.
38103. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) (a)
Aircrajt and aircraft parts requiring spe-
cial handling because of fragility and
(b) aircraft parts not requiring special
handling when transported with aircraft
parts requiring special handling, from
the plantsite of Beech Aireraft Corp.,
Boulder, Colo., to the plantsite of Beech
Aireraft Corp., Wichita, Kans., and (2)
airerajt parts crated when transported
with aircraft parts uncrated, from the
plantsite of Beech Aircraft Corp., Wich-
ita, Xans., to the plantsite of Beech
Aireraft Corp., Boulder, Colo., under con-
tract with Beech Aircraft Corp. NOTE:
Applicant states that in MC 11185 Sub 37
it has contract carrier authority to trans-
port “airplane parts and equipment (un-
crated)” from Wichita, Kans., to points
in the United States. The transportation
performed can be limited to contracts
with Beech Aircraft Corp. The applicant
presently has a contract with Beech Air-
craft Corp. and the granting of this ap-
plication will not increase the number of
concerns which it will serve. Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Wichita, Kans., or Kansas
City, Mo.

No. MC 13893 (Sub-No. 11), filed Feb-
ruary 19, 1968. Applicant: J. W, WARD
TRANSFER, INC., Highway 13 East,
Murphysboro, Ill. 62966. Applicant's rep-
resentative: R. W. Burgess, 8514 Mid-
land Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 63114.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Paper and paper
products, and materials, equipment, and
supplies used or useful in the manufac-
ture and distribution of these commodi-
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ties from the manufacturing and distri-
bution facilities of the West Virginia
Pulp & Paper Co. located at or near
Wickliffe, Ky., to Cairo, Ill, from the
facilities of the West Virginia Pulp &
Paper Co. located at or near Wickliffe,
Ky., to US. Highway 51, thence over
U.S. Highway 51 to Cairo, Ill., and return
over the same route, serving no inter-
mediate points. NoTe: Applicant states it
presently holds authority in Part B of its
certificate MC 13893 as follows: (1) Be-
tween Cairo, and East St. Louis, Ill., from
Cairo, over U.S. Highway 51 to the junc-
tion of U.S. Highway 460, thence over
U.S. Highway 460 to East St. Louis, and
return over the same route, serving the
intermediate points of Tamaroa, Dowell,
Elkville, Hallidayboro, and De Soto, Ill,,
and points on U.S. Highway 460 (except
Nashville, IIl1.); (2) between junction
U.S. Highway 51 and junction Illinois
Highway 3, and St. Louis, Mo.; from the
junction of U.S. Highway 51 and Illinois
Highway 3 over Illinois Highway 3 to
East St. Louis, Ill., thence over US.
Highway 50 bypass to St. Louis, Mo., and
return over the same route.

(3) Between junction Illinois High-
ways 3 and 146, and junction Illinois
Highways 3 and 149: From junction Illi-
nois Highways 3 and 146 over Illinois
Highway 146 to junction Illinois High-
way 127, thence over Illinois Highway
127 to junction Illinois Highway 149,
thence over Illinois Highway 149 to
junction Illinois Highway 3, and return
over the same route, (4) between Shaw-
neetown, Ill., and junction U.S. High-
ways 460 and 51, over Illinois Highway 13
to junetion Illinois Highway 1, thence
over Illinois Highway 1 to junction High-
way 45, thence over U.S. Highway 45 to
junection U.S. Highway 460, thence over
U.S. Highway 460 to junction U.S. High-
way 51, and return over the same route,
(5) between junction Illinois Highways
13 and 1, and McLeansboro, Ill.: From
junction Illinois Highways 13 and 1 over
Tlinois Highway 13 to junction Illinois
Highway 142, thence over Illinois High-
way 142 to McLeansboro, and return over
the same route, (8) between Brookport,
I11., and Carmi, 111, over U.S. Highway 45
to junction Illinois Highway 1, thence
over Illinois Highway 1 to Carmi, and
return over the same route, (7) between
junction U.S. Highway 460 and Illinois
Highway 37, and Mound City, Ill., from
junction U.S. Highway 460 and Illinois
Highway 37 over Illinois Highway 37 to
Mound City, and return over the same
route, (8) between Ware, Ill., and junc~
tion Illinois Highways 1 and 13, over
Tlinois Highway 146 to junction Illinois
Highway 1, thence over Illinois Highway
1 to junction Illinois Highway 13, and
return over the same route.

(9) Between junction Illinois High-
ways 146 and 34 and Benton, Ill,, from
junction Illinois Highways 146 and 34
over Illinois Highway 34 to Benton, and
return over the same route, (10) between
Harrisburg and Carbondale, Ill., over
Tllinois Highway 13 to Carbondale, and
return over the same route, (11) between

Thompsonville and Murphysboro, Il

\
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over Illinois Highway 149 to Murphys-
boro, and return over the same route,
(12) between Wittington and Belleville,
Ill., over Illinois Highway 183 to Sesser,
111, thence over unnumbered highway to
junction Illinois Highway 154, thence
over Illinois Highway 154 to Red Bud, 111,
thence over Illinois Highway 159 to Belle-
ville, and return over the same route,
(13) between Waltonville, I1l., and junc-
tion Illinois Highways 148 and 37, over
Illinois Highway 148 to junction Illinois
Highway 37, and refurn over the same
route, (14) between Eden, 11, and junc-
tion Illinois Highway 153 and U.S. High-
way 460, over Illinois Highway 153 to
junction U.S. Highway 460, and return
over the same route, (15) between Ava,
Ill., and junction Illinois Highways 151
and 3, over Illinois Highway 151 to junc-
tion Illinois Highway 3, and return over
the same route, serving in connection
with the regular-route operations above
all intermediate points, except those on
U.S. Highway 460 between junction U.S.
Highways 460 and 51 and junction US.
Highways 460 and 45, and those points
on Ilinois Highway 142 between Mc-
Leansboro, I11., and Dale, Il

(16) between Carbondale, 111, and St.
Louis, Mo., serving the intermediate
points between Carbondale, Tilden, Il
including Tilden, and those between
Carbondale and Steelville, T11., including
Steelville; the intermediate and off-route
points in the St. Louis, Mo.-East St.
Louis, Ill., commercial zone, as defined
by the Commission except St. Louis, Mo.;
and the off-route point of Cutler, Il
(17) from Carbondale over Illinois High-
way 13 through Tilden, Ill., to East St.
Louis, 11., and thence across the Missis-
sippi River to St. Louis,-and return over
the same route, (18) from Carhondale
over Illinois Highway 13 to junction Illi-
nois Highway 4, thence over Illinois
Highway 4 to Tilden, 111, and thence
over the above-specified route to St
Louis, and return over the same route.
All restricted to traffic moving from and
to St. Louis, Mo, NoTe: Applicant further
states the purpose of the instant applica-
tion is to serve the said facilities ab
Wyckliffe, Ky., without this restriction
and by tacking at Cairo, 1., to provide
a through service. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at St. Louis, Mo, Springfield, I, or
Paducah, Ky.

No. MC 20802 (Sub-No. 3), filed March
6, 1968. Applicant; WHEELER MOTOR
EXPRESS, INCORPORATED, 279 Lake
Shore Drive West, Dunkirk, N.Y. 14048.
Applicant’s representative: Kenneth T.
_Johnson, Bank of Jamestown Building
Jamestown, N.¥. 14701. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transDOl'?'
ing: Heavy machinery and general com-
modities (except those of unusual value,
and except dangerous explosives, house-
hold goods as defined in the Practices of
Motor Common Carriers of Houselhold
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, commodifies P
bulk, and those injurious or contami-
nating to other lading), serving the
plantsite of Art Metal, Inc., located 8P
proximately 6 miles west of Jamestowl:
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N.Y., in the township of Busti, Chautau-
qua County, N.Y,, as an off-route point in
conjunction with applicant’s presently
held regular route authority, set forth
in MC 20802, wherein applicant is au-
thorized to serve points in New York, New
Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 20824 (Sub-No. 25), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: COMMER-
CIAL MOTOR FREIGHT, INC. OF IN-
DIANA, 111 East McCarty Street, Indi-
anapolis, Ind. 46225. Applicant’s repre-
seniative: Ferdinand Born, 601 Chamber
of Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind.
46204. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, and except dangerous explosives,
household goods as defined in Practices
of Motor Common Carriers of Household
Goods 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment) , between Mitehell, Ind., and Louis~
ville, Ky., from Mitchell over Indiana
Hishway 60 to junction U.S. Highway
31E, thence over U.S. Highway 31E to
Louisville, and return over the same
route, serving the intermediate point of
Salem, Ind. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 250), filed
March 1, 1968. Applicant: KROBLIN
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125
Commercial, Waterloo, Towa 50704. Ap-
plicant’s representative; Truman A.

Sw_ck.ton_ Jr., The 1650 Grant Street
Building, Denver, Colo, 80202. Authority

sought to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Awnings, doors, siding, and
sash, from Albia, Towa, to Detroit, Mich.,
and Indianapolis, Ind. NoTE: If a hearing
Is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Waterloo or Des Moines, Iowa.
No. MC 33953 (Sub-No. 5) , filed March
§ 1968. Applicant: PHILIP S. ZANGHI,
doing business as RED LINE TRANS-
FER COMPANY, 2320 Monumental
Road, Baltimore, Md. 21227. Applicant’s
Tepresentative: Lawrence H. Groff (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Pineapples, in mixed truckload ship-
ments with bananas, (1) from Baltimore,
]\éd o Washington, D.C., and points in
Aryland, Virginia, Pennsylvania, and
N? York; and Camden and Bridgetown,
Ny and (2) from ports in the New York,
A Commercial zone, as defined by the
lomxm:\.slon. to Baltimore, Md.; Philadel-
{Jn_a and Easton, Pa.; Trenton, Bridge-
jo“n.fnd Camden, N.J.; and Rochester,
iq;me'\f(’wn' and Buffalo, N.Y. NoTe: Ap-
{’___'(:“W« bresently holds authority to
. lﬂdl?jrl, bananas from and to the points
f States listed in this instant applica~
oo If a hearing is deemed necessary,
o Plicant requests it to be held at Balti-
‘33& Md., or Washington, D.C.
M;\O') MC 37248 (Sub-No. 15), filed
e Ir{cl 7, 1968. Applicant: VIRGINIA-
5 OLINA FREIGHT LINES, INCOR~
V,ORATED. V-C Drive, Martinsville,
a. 24112, Applicant’s representative;
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Spencer T. Money, 411 Park Lane Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Cast iron pipe and fittings and
plastic pipe and fittings, from the plant-
sites and storage yards of Charlotte Pipe
& Foundry Co. at or near Bakers and
Charlotte, N.C., to points in Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,
Ohio, West Virginia, and points in Ken-
tucky and Tennessee on and east of U.S.
Highway 431, (2) refused, returned, or
damaged shipments of cast iron pipe and
fittings and plastic pipe and fittings on
return, and (3) plastic materials (except
in bulk in tank or hopper vehicles), from
Avon Lake, Ohio, and Louisville, Ky., to
the plantsites or storage yards of Char-
lotte Pipe & Foundry Co. at or near
Bakers and Charlotte, N.C. NoTte: Ap-
plicant states that no duplicating au-
thority is being sought. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Char-
lotte, N.C.

No. MC 41706 (Sub-No. T), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: TOSE, INC.,
64 West Fourth Street, Bridgeport, Pa.
19405. Applicant’s representatives: Mec-
Tighe, Koch, Brown, and Weiss, 11 East
Airy Street, Norristown, Pa. 19401, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Parcels and
packages, (a) from Wilmington, Del.,
Upper Darby, Pa., and points in Phila-
delphia and Montgomery Counties, Pa.,
to points in New Jersey bounded by the
Delaware River, Woodstown, Clayton,
Atco, Mount Holly, and Burlington, N.J.;
and (b) from Moorestown, N.J., and
Wilmington, Del., to points in Philadel-
phia, Montgomery, Delaware, Bucks, and
Chester Counties, Pa.; and (2) returned
shipmenis of the above commodities
from above destinations to the above
origins. Restriction: (1) No single parcel
or package to exceed 50 pounds, nor an
overall dimension of 6 cubic feet, and (2)
restricted to service from retail depart-
ment stores. NoTre: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Philadelphia, Pa., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 42963 (Sub-No. 42), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: DANIEL
HAMM DRAYAGE COMPANY, a corpo-
ration, Second and Tyler Streets, St.
Louis, Mo. 63102. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Ernest A. Brooks II, 1301 Ambas-
sador Building, St. Louis, Mo. 63101,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Cement, in
bulk, and in bags, from the plantsite of
Missouri Portland Cement Co., at St.
Louis, Mo., to points in Illinois, Towsa,
Arkansas and Kentucky. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at St. Louis, Mo.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 82), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: SCHNEIDER
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC. 817
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 543086,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
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regular routes, transporting: (1) Paper
and paper products, from Columbus,
Ind,, to points in Illinois, Kentucky, Mis-
souri, Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin
and (2) materials and supplies used in
the manufacture and distribution of
paper and paper products, and returned
and rejected shipments of the above-
described commodities on return. Nore:
Applicant states that no duplicating au-
thority is being sought. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 52574 (Sub-No. 37), filed Feb-
ruary 23, 1968. Applicant: ELIZABETH
FREIGHT FORWARDING CORP., 120
South 20th Street, Irvington, N.J, 07111.
Applicant’s representative: Edward F.
Bowes, 744 Broad Street, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Bakery
products, potato chips, popcorn (1) from
points in Pennsylvania on and east of
U.S. Highway 15 to Linden, N.J., and (2)
from Linden, N.J., to Baltimore, Md., and
Washington, D.C., under contract with
Gourmet Bakers, Inc. NoTe: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Newark, N.J.

No. MC 58973 (Sub-No. 4), filed March
11, 1968. Applicant: ABLER TRANS-
FER, INC., Post Office Box 708, South
Eighth Street, Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Ap-
plicant’s representative: J. Max Harding,
605 South 14th Street, Post Office Box
2028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Feed, animal or pouliry;
condimental or medicinal feeding ‘com-
pounds or preparations; feed supple-
ments; mineral miztures; dip, animal
or poultry; and insecticides (except in
bulk), (1) from Norfolk, Nebr., to Storm
Lake and Atlantic, Towa, and (2) from
Kansas City, Mo., to Norfolk, Nebr., and
Storm Lake and Atlantic, Towa, and pal-
lets, platforms, skids, or containers on
return movement when immediate pre-
ceding transportation was by this carrier.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Omaha
or Lincoln, Nebr.

No. MC 59150 (Sub-No. -37), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: PLOOF
TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., 1901 Hill
Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32202. Appli-
cant’s representative: Martin Sack, Jr.,
1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jacksonville, Fla.
32202. Authority sought to operate as a
common ‘earrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plywood,
from the plantsite of Panel Products Co.,
at or near Lithonia, Ga., to points in Ala-
bama, Mississippi, South Carolina, North
Carolina, and Tennessee. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Jacksonville, Fla.,
or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 179), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: THE MASON
AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., East-
man Road, Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. Ap-
plicant’s representative: W. C. Mitchell,
140 Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: Chemicals, in bulk,
from the plantsite and storage facilities
of Reichhold Chemicals, Inc., located at
Charlotte, N.C., to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii) re-
stricted to traffic originating at the site
of the plant or storage facilities of Reich-
hold Chemicals, Inc. NoTe: If a hearing
{s deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C., or
Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 103), filed
March 1, 1968. Applicant: JENKINS
TRUCK LINE, INC., 3708 Elm Street,
Bettendorf, Iowa 52722, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Donald W. Smith, 511 Fidel-
ity Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Iron and steel
articles, from points in the St. Paul-
Minneapolis, Minn., commercial zone, to
points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin, and (2) materials and supplies
used in the manufacture of iron and
steel articles, from points in Illinois,
Jowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin to points in the
St. Paul-Minneapolis, Minn., commercial
zone. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requsts it be held at Min-
neapolis, Minn., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 65802 (Sub-No. 37), filed
March 1, 1968. Applicant: LYNDEN
TRANSFER, INC. doing business as
LYNDEN TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office
Box 433, Lynden, Wash. 98264. Appli-
cant’s representative: James T. Johnson,
1610 IBM Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value), be-
tween points in Alaska north of Yakutat
Bay, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Alaska south of Yakutat Bay,
including southeastern Alaska. NOTE:
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 68694 (Sub-No. 3), filed Jan-
uary 29, 1968. Applicant: BILLY LEE
CAMPBELL and SHIRLY CAMPBELL,
a partnership, doing business as BILLY
LEE CAMPBELL, Box 1042, North
Platte, Nebr. 69101. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: R. W. Satterfield, 112 North
Dewey Street, North Platte, Nebr. 69101.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dairy products,
from North Platte, Nebr., to Denver,
Colo. Nore: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
North Platte or Lincoln, Nebr,

No. MC 73165 (Sub-No. 246), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: EAGLE
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box
1348, Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Appli-
cant’s representatives: Ocie M. Cook,
(same address as applicant), and Robert
M. Pearce, Central Building, 1033 State
Street, Bowling Green, Ky. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,

NOTICES

by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel articles, be-
tween the plant site of Tyler Pipe Indus-
tries, Tyler, Tex., and points in Alabama.
NoTE: Applicant states it intends to tack
with its present authority in MC 73165,
Subs 102, 155, 179, 183, 184, 199, 203, and
213 at points in Alabama to serve points
in Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio,
Tennessee, Virginia, and Wisconsin. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Birmingham, Ala.
No. MC 75281 (Sub-No. 5), filed Febru-
ary 27, 1968. Applicant: RIGHTER
TRUCKING COMPANY, INCORPO-
RATED, 1531 North 11th Street, St.
Louis, Mo. 63106. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Gregory M. Rebman, 314 North
Broadway, St. Louis, Mo. 63102. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual, and except dan-
gerous explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, commodities requiring special
equipment and those injurious or con-
taminating to other lading), serving
Wickliffe, Ky., and the plantsite of the
West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. near
Wickliffe, Ky., as off-route points in con-
nection with applicant’s authorized reg-
ular routes in Missouri and Illinois.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis,
Mo., Chicago, Ill.,, or Memphis, Tenn.
No. MC 176025 (Sub-No. 5) (Correc-
tion), filed February 5, 1968, published in
FepERAL REGISTER issue of February 15,
1968, and March 14, 1968, and repub-
lished as corrected this issue. Applicant:
OVERLAND EXPRESS, INC., 498 First
Street NW., New Brighton, Minn. 55112.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale,
retail, and chain grocery and food busi-
ness houses, and, in connection there-
with, equipment, materials, and supplies
used in the conduct of such business, (1)
between points in the Minneapolis-St.
Paul, Minn., commercial zone, as defined
by the Commission, on the one hand,
and, on the other, Grand Island, Lincoln,
and Norfolk, Nebr., and Huron, S. Dak.,
and (2) from points in the Minneapolis-
St. Paul, Minn., commercial zone, as de-
fined by the Commission, and Albert
Lea and New Richland, Minn., to Car-
bondale and Eldorado, Ill., under con-
tract with Nash-Finch Co,, and Land
O'Lakes Creameries, Inc. Note: The
purpose of this republication is to show
the city as being New Richland in lieu
of New Richmond in No. (2) above. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn,
No. MC 87720 (Sub-No. 78), filed
March 8, 1068. Applicant: BASS
TRANSPORTATION CO. INC., Old
Croton Road, Flemington, N.J. 08822.
Applicant’s representative: Bert Collins,
140 Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006.

Authority sought to operate as a contract
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carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Paper bags,
printed paper rolls, textile bags or bag-
ging (cotton or burlap), laminated tex-
tiles, woven paper fabric bags and bag-
ging, pastic bottles, and closures there-
for, from Seattle, Wash., to points in
Oregon, California, Idaho, Montana,
Wyoming, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, and
Arizona, (2) plastic bags and sheeting,
from Union City, Calif.,, to Seaftle,
Wash., (3) paper bags and closures
therefor, paper rolls, plastic liners, from
Vancouver, Wash., to points in Oregon,
California, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming,
Nevada, Utah, Colorado, and Arizona,
(4) plastic bags and sheeting, from
Union City, Calif., to Vancouver, Wash,,
and (5) returned shipments, from the
above-described destination territories
to Vancouver and Seattle, Wash., under
contract with Bemis Co., Inc. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C,,
or Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 92068 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: MUTUAL
TRANSPORTATION, INCORPORATED,
President and Fleet Streets, Baltimore,
Md. 21202. Applicant’s representative:
Samuel Abraham Baroody (same ad-
dress as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and commodities requiring special equip-
ment), from Washington, D.C., to the
city of Fairfax, Va., and Baltimore and
Annapolis, Md., restricted to traffic orig-
inating at the facilities of Mutual Pool
Car Agency in Washington, D.C.; and
having an immediate prior movement by
rail or truck. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Balti-
more, Md.

No. MC 92068 (Sub-No. 2), filed
Marclr 7, 1968. Applicant: MUTUAL
TRANSPORTATION, INCORPORATED,
President and Fleet Streets, Baltimore,
Md. 21202. Applicant’s representative:
Samuel Abraham Baroody (same address
as above). Authority sought, to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities (except those of unu-
sual value, classes A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and com-
modities requiring special equipment),
from Baltimore, Md., to Bel Air, Rels-
terstown, and Annapolis, Md., res.trlctf“i
to traffic originating at the facilities 0
Mutual Pool Car Agency in Baltimore
Md., and having an immediate priot
movement by rail or truck. NOTE: 'If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C,
or Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 93151 (Sub-No. 5), filed Feb-
ruary 29, 1968. Applicant: ROWE CAM-
BRIDGE, Rural Delivery No. 3, Tyrone
Pa. Applicant’s representative: V. Baker
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sSmith, 123 South Broad Street, Philadel-
phia, Pa. 19109. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Paper and paper products, from Tyrone,
Pa., to points in Vermont, under contract
with West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Philadel-
phia, Pa., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 724) , filed Feb~
ruary 19, 1968. Applicant: WATKINS
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1120 West Griffin
Road, Lakeland, Fla. 33801. Applicant's
representative: Hoyt Starr (same ad-
dress as applicant) . Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen foods, from Laredo, Weslaco,
and Hidalgo, Tex., to points in Alabama,
Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Louisiana, and Mississippi. Re-
striction: Service to points in Louisiana
and Mississippi restricted to stopoffs in
transit for partial unloading only. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Dallas or
Houston, Tex.

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 824), filed
March 5, 1968. Applicant: COASTAL
TANK LINES, INC, 501 Grantley Road,
York, Pa. 17405. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Harold G. Heraly, 711 Fourteenth
Street NW., Washington, D.C. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Plastic materials, in bulk,
from Perryville, Md., to points in Ala-
bama, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi-
gan, Mississippi, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Distriet of
Columbia. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C., or Philadelphia, Pa.

No. MC 103654 (Sub-No. 134), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: SCHIRMER
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, IN-
CORPORATED, 1145 Homer Street, St.
Paul, Minn. 55116, Applicant's represent-
alive: Va] M, Higgins, 1000 First Na-
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis, Minn,
55402. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Petro-
- Imgm, products, in bulk, from Wausau,
Wis.,, to points in Minnesota. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn.
FM_» MC 103993 (Sub-No. 322), filed

ebruary 21, 1968. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIV E-AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexing-
mllﬁvenue, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Appli-
cant’s representative: Robert G. Tessar
(same address as applicant). Authority
;o'ngnt to operate as a common carrier,
tf\ motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
L‘"&gwornng; (1) House boats, designed
io ¢ drawn by passenger automobiles,
Sll initial movements, from points in
Udl_mne County, Kans., to points in the
Hgif«d States, excluding Alaska and
dra\ﬁ:l' b(2) house boats, designed to be
S0 Y passenger automobiles, in

ondary movements, from points in
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Putnam County, Ohio, to points in the
United States, excluding Alaska and
Hawaii; and (3) special purpose trailers,
designed to be drawn by passenger
automobiles in initial movements, from
points in Merrimack County, N.H., to
points in the United States, excluding
Alaska and Hawaii. NoTe: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Cleveland, Ohio.

No. MC 104004 (Sub-No., 171), filed
March 1, 1968. Applicant: ASSOCIATED
TRANSPORT, INC., 380 Madison Ave-
nue, New York, N.Y. 10017. Applicant’s
representative: John P, Tynan, 69-20
Fresh Pond Road, New York (Ridge-
wood), N.Y. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities (except those of un-
usual value, classes A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commeodities in bulk, commodi-
ties requiring special equipment) serving
unrestricted Stuarts Draft, Va., and
points within 3 miles of the U.S. Post
Office at Stuarts Draft, Va., as off-route
points to and from applicant’s author-
jzed routes between New York, N.Y,, and
Roanoke and Covington, Va. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 106163 (Sub-No. 25), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: RED LINE
TRANSFER AND STORAGE COM-
PANY, INC., Post Office Box 7608, 2600
West Sixth Avenue, Pine Bluff, Ark.
71601. Applicant’s representative: Louis
Tarlowski, 914 Pyramid Life Building,
Little Rock, Ark. 72201. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, except those

of unusual value, classes A and B ex- -

plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment,
between Crossett, Ark., and Sterlington,
La., from Crossett, over U.S. Highway 82
to junction U.S. Highway 167, thence
over U.S. Highway 167 to junction Louisi-
ana Highway 2, thence over Louisiana
Highway 2 to junction U.S. Highway 165,
serving all intermediate points (except
El Dorado, Ark.), and subject to all pres-
ent restrictions in applicant’s certificate.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Monroe,
La., or Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 106278 (Sub-No. 27), filed
February 27, 1968. Applicant: E. B. LAW
AND SON, INC., Post Office Box 1381,
300 South Eight Street, Las Cruces,
N. Mex. 88001. Applicant's representa-
tive: William J. Lippman, 1824 R Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20009. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sulphuric acid, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from El Paso, Tex., to
points in New Mexico and Arizona in-
cluding points on the Mexican Border
in both States. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at El Paso, Tex., or Albuquerque,
N. Mex.

No. MC 107162 (Sub-No. 20) (Amend-
ment), filed February 8, 1968, published
in the FeEpERAL REGISTER issue of Febru-
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ary 29, 1968, amended and republished
as amended this issue. Applicant:
NOBLE GRAHAM, Brimley, Mich. Ap-
plicant’s representative: John T, Porter,
16 North Carroll Street, Madison, Wis.
53703. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (A)
Lumber, (1) from points in the Lower
Peninsula of Michigan, to points in Illi-
nois, Indiana, Towa, Kentucky, Ohio,
Missouri, and Wisconsin, (2) from points
in Indiana, to points in Illinois, Iowa,
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, and Wiscon-
sin, (3) from points in Michigan and
Wisconsin, to points in Kansas, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
and Tennessee, (4) from points in Min-
nesota, to points in the Lower Peninsula
of Michigan and Wisconsin, (5) from
Mellen and Goodman, Wis, Mohawk,
Mich., and the port of entry on the inter-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Georgia, Mississippi,
North Carolina, and South Carolina,
(6) from points in Ohio, to points in
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan,
Minnesota, and Wisconsin, and (7)
from points in Illinois, Iowa, Mis-
souri, Kansas, Kentucky, and Nebraska,
to points in Michigan and Wisconsin,
(8) from points in Wyoming to points
in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, and
Wisconsin; and, (B) plywood, from
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia,
Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, North
Carolina, South Carelina, and Tennessee,
to points in Michigan, Minnesota, and
Wisconsin. Note: The purpose of this
amendment is to broaden the authority
sought by adding points under 8, above
and commodities and points under (b),
above. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Lansing,
Mich., or Chicago, 11,

No. MC 107227 (Sub-No. 101), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: INSURED
TRANSPORTERS, INC., 1944 Williams
Street, San Leandro, Calif, 94577. Appli-
cant’s representative: John C. Lyons,
1418 Mills Tower, San Francisco, Calif.
94104. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
purpose wheeled amphibious motor
vehicles, in initial movements, in truck-
away service, from Chico, Calif., to points
in the United States (including Alaska
and Hawaii). Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at San Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 641), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Xeo-
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Towa 50304. Applicant’s
representative: H. L. Fabritz (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Dry fertilizer, in bulk pneumatic
equipment, from Denver, Colo., to points
in Kansas and Nebraska. NoTe: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa,
or Denver, Colo.
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No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 644), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keo~
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant’s
representative: H., L, Fabritz (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals, acids, and gases, from
points in Hennepin, Ramsey, Dakota,
Scott, Washington, and Carver Counties,
Minn., to points in Minnesota, Wisconsin,
Iowa, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Illinois, Upper Michigan, and Nebraska.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Minne-
apolis, Minn., or Des Moines, Towa.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 645), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keo-
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Towa 50304. Applicant's
representative: H. L. Fabritz (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fats, greases, and tallows, from
points in Wisconsin to points in Illinois.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Mil-
waukee, Wis,, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 646), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Keosau-~
qua Way at Third, Post Office Box 855,
Des Moines, Jowa 50304. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: H. L. Fabritz (same address
as applicant) . Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Fertilizers, herbicides, and insecticides,
and product thereof, in containers, from
Fort Madison, Burlington, and Don-
nellson, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Indi-
ana, Jowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Des Moines or Davenport, Iowa.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 604), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED TRANSPORT CO. INC, Post
Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, Ga.
30310. Applicant’s representative: B. L.
Gundlach (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier; by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
uets and meat byproducts as described in
sections A and C of appendix I to the re-
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from
Augusta, Ga., to points in Alabama, Ten-
nessee, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Flor-
ida. Note: Common conirol may be
involved, Applicant states that the above
proposed authority could be tacked with
its present authority in Sub 478, at Mont-
gomery, Ala., to serve points in Arkansas,
Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Oklahoma,
and Texas. If a hearing is deemed neces-

sary, applicant requests it be held at
Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 238), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: FROZEN
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FOOD EXPRESS, a corporation, 318
Cadiz Street, Post Office Box 5888, Dallas,
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative:
J. B. Ham (same address as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Human blood
plasma, from Houston, Tex., to points in
Illinois. Nore: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Houston or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 109478 (Sub-No. 107), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: WORSTER
MOTOR LINES, INC., Gay Road, North
East, Pa. 16428. Applicant’s representa-
tive: William W. Knox, 23 West 10th
Street, Erie, Pa. 16501. Authority sought
to operate as a common carvier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Food products from Hanson, Onset,
and Middleboro, Mass., to points in New
York on and east of New York Highway
14. Nore: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Washington, D.C., Boston, Mass., New
York or Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 35), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: OVERNITE
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor-
poration, 1100 Commerce Road, Rich-
mond, Va. 23224. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Eugene T. Liipfert, Suite 1035, 1875
Connecticut Avenue NW. Washington,
D.C. 20009. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over regular routes, transporting: Gen-
eral commodities (except those of unus-
ual value, classes A and B explosives,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and com-
modities requiring special equipment),
(1) between Chattanooga and Memphis,
Tenn., over U.S. Highway 64, serving no
intermediate points and serving Chat-
tancoga for purpose of joinder only, and
(2) between Nashville and Memphis,
Tenn., over Interstate Highway 40, serv-
ing no intermediate points and serving
Nashville for purpose of joinder only.
Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Nashville or
Chattanooga, Tenn.

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 338), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: SOUTHERN
TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 1047,
4107 Bells Lane, Louisville, Ky. 40201.
Applicant’s representative: Harris G.
Andrews (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Alcohol
and alcoholic liquors, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, between Lawrenceburg, Ind.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, St.
Louis, Mo., and Schenley, Pa. NoTe: Ap-
plicant states it could tack with its pres-
ently held authority in MC 109637 Sub
156, wherein it is authorized to conduct
operations in the States of Indiana, Illi-
nois, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania. Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111302 (Sub-No. 46), filed
February 28, 1968. Applicant: HIGH-
WAY TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office
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Box 79, Powell, Tenn. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Hoyt Starr, 1120 West Grif-
fin Road, Lakeland, Fla. 33801. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Lacquer and paint thinner,
from Kansas City, Kans., to points in
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, and
Tennessee. NoTe: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Kansas City, Kans., or Tampa, Fla,
No. MC 111383 (Sub-No. 25), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: BRASWELL
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC. 3925
Singleton Boulevard, Dallas Tex. 75208.
Applicant's representative: M. Ward
Bailey, 2412 Continental Life Building,
Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mofor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) General commodities (except
those of unusual value, classes A and B
explosives, household goods, commodi-
ties in bulk, and those requiring special
equipment), (a) from Oklahoma City,
Okla., and points in Oklahoma within
125 miles of Oklahoma City, to St. Louis,
Mo., and Chicago, 11, (b) from points in
that part of Illinois on and east of a line
beginning at Alton, Ill., and extending
along U.S. Highway 67 to Virginia, IlL,
thence along Illinois Highway 78 to Ke-
wanee, I11., thence along U.S. Highway 34
to junction Illinois Highway 88, thence
along Illinois Highway 88 to Sterling,
111, thence along Illinois Highway 2 to
Dixon, Il., and thence along Illinols
Highway 26 to the Illinois-Wisconsin
State line, and on, north and west of a
line beginning at the Illinois-Indiana
State line and extending along Illinois
Highway 9 to Gibson City, Ill., thence
along U.S. Highway 54 to junction Ili-
nois Highway 48, thence along Illinois
Highway 48 to junction U.S. Highway 66,
and thence along U.S. Highway 66 to the
Mississippi River at a point north of East
St. Louis, 111, to points in Oklahoma.
(¢) From St. Louis, Mo., to Oklahoma
City, Okla., and points in Oklahoma
within 125 miles of Oklahoma City; (2)
carbide, from Keokuk, Iowa, to points in
Oklahoma; (3) general commodities
(except those of unusual value, classes A
and B explosives, household goods, com-
modities in buik, and those requiring
special equipment), (a) from Oklahoma
City, Okla., and points in Oklahoma,
within 125 miles of Oklahoma City t0
points in the St. Louis, Mo.-East St.
Louis, IIl, commercial zone (except St.
Louis, Mo.), and to points in the Chicago,
I, commercial zone (except Chigag_&
1), (b) from points in Indiana within
the Chicago, Ill., commercial zone, to
points in Oklahoma, (¢) from points 11“
the St. Louis, Mo.~East St. Louis, II
commercial zone (except St. Louis, M0,
and except points in Ilinois in the afor el-
said zone which are located on and xmoft'l
of U.S. Highway 66), to Oklahoma Ciw,
Okla,, and points in Oklahoma within
125 miles of Oklahoms City, and 4
(4) Returned empty carbide contt}“‘t;
ers, from points in Oklahoma to Keokus:
Towa. NoTe: Applicant states that it
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Docket No. MC-F-8358 the Interstate
Commerce Commission has approved the
purchase by applicant, of the operating
rights of Warren G. Shayler, W. Thur-
man Shayler, guardian (Clarinda K.
Shayler, executrix), confirmed in No.
MC-70380 and Subs Nos. 1 and 2, which
rights were authorized to be unified with
rights otherwise confirmed in Braswell
Motor Freight Lines, Inc., and such
operating rights to be embraced in a
certificate to be Issued in its name:
Provided, however, That such operating
authority acquired from Warren G.
Shayler, W. Thurman Shayler, guardian
(Clarinda K. Shayler, executrix), shall
not be combined or joined with any other
authority presently held by applicant for
the purpose of providing single-line serv-
jce to or from points in Arizona and
California. Applicant further states that
this application is filed for the purpose
of removing the restriction against pro-
viding single-line service fo or from
points in Arizona and California so that
applicant can under its authority unified
with the acquired authority render
single-line service to and from points in
Arizona and California. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests
that it be held at Chicago, Ill., and Los
Angeles, Calif,

No. MC 111401 (Sub-No. 246), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: GROENDYKE
TRANSPORT, INC., 2510 Rock Island
Boulevard, Post Office Box 632, Enid,
Okla. 73701. Applicant’s representative:
Victor R. Comstock (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Meats, meat products, and meat by-
products, and articles distributed by
meat packinghouses, from Dodge City,
Kans., to points in Alabama, Arkansas,
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia.
Note: Applicant states that it intends
to tack at Dodge City, Kans., on meat
products moving under MC 111401 Sub
173, from Garden City, Kans.

No. MC 111401 (Sub-No. 247), filed
March 8, 1968, Applicant: GROENDYKE
TRANSPORT. INC, 2510 Rock Island
Boulevard, Post Office Box 632, Enid,
Okla. 73701. Applicant’s representative:
Victor R. Comstock (same address as
applicant) . Authority sought to operate
8 a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: An-
”Udr(jus ammonia, from Farmland In-
gt_lstnes Nitrogen Plant at or near Dodge
“}i:". Kans, to points in Colorado,
Nsommg, Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri,
Nebraska, and Towa. Nore: Applicant
;{tates it intends to tack at Dodge City,
xS+ on anhydrous ammonia author-
“d under Certificate MC 111401. If a

‘aring is deemed necessary, applicant
Tequests it be held at Kansas City, Mo.
or Denver, Colo. TS
oy, MC_ 111720 (Sub-No. D), filed
LfA'szl's 7, 1968, Applicant: RAY WIL-

MS AND ARLENE WILLIAMS, a
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partnership, doing business as WIL-
LIAMS TRUCK SERVICE, 2800 East
11th Street, Post Office Box 40, Sioux
Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: James R. Becker, 412 West
Ninth Street, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57104,
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts, dairy prod-
ucts and articles distributed by wmeat
packinghouses, as described in sections
A, B, and C of appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer-
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from
Sioux Falls and Madison, S. Dak., to
points in Ohio (except Toledo, Columbus,
Dayton, and Steubenville) , Pennsylvania
(except Pittsburgh), Michigan, Maine,
New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New York,
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of
Columbia, under contract with John
Morrell & Co. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., Minne-
apolis, Minn., or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 258), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: AMERICAN
COURIER CORPORATION, 222-17
Northern Boulevard, Bayside, N.Y. 11361,
Applicant’s representative: Russell S.
Bernhard, 1625 K Street NW., Common-
wealth Building, Washington, D.C. 20006.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: (1) Busi-
ness papers, records, and audit and
accounting media (except cash letters),
(a) between Paducah, Ky., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Alex-
ander, Franklin, Gallatin, Hamilton,
Hardin, Jackson, Jefferson, Johnson,
Massac, Perry, Pope, Pulaski, Randolph,
Saline, Union, White, and Williamson
Counties, I1l.; points in Bollinger, Butler,
Cape Girardeau, Mississippi, New Ma-
drid, Perry, Scott, Stoddard, and Wayne
Counties, Mo.; and points in Benton,
Carroll, Dyer, Gibson, Henry, Lake,
Obion, and Weakley Counties, Tenn., (h)
between Cleveland, Ohio, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Am-
herst, Appomattox, Bedford, Campbell,
Henry, Pittsylvania, and Roanoke Coun-
ties, Va., and points in Forsyth County,
N.C, and (¢) between Sandusky, Ohio,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
Bloomfield, Mich., (2) exposed and proc-
essed film and prints, complimentary re-
placement film, incidental dealer han-
dling supplies and advertising literature
moving therewith (excluding motion pic-
ture film used primarily for commercial
theater and television exhibition), be-
tween points in Fairfield County, Conn.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Worcester County, Mass.

(3) Drugs, narcotics, pharmaceuticals,
and drug products, between Cleveland,
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Amherst, Appomattox, Bed-
ford, Campbell, Henry, Pittsylvania, and
Roanoke Counties, Va.; and points in
Forsyth County, N.C., (4) vinyl coated
fabric samples between Sandusky, Ohio,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
Bloomfield, Mich.,, restricted against the
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transportation of packages or articles
weighing in the aggregate more than 90
pounds from one consignor to one con-
signee on any one day, (5) radiophar-
maceuticals, radioactive drugs, and med-
ical isotopes, between Columbus, Ohio,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Boyd, Carter, Elliott, Greenup,
Lawrence, and Lewis Counties, Ky,
points in Cabell, Jackson, Kanawha, Lin-
coln, Mason, Putnam, and Wayne Coun-
ties, W. Va.; points in Adams, Athens,

Fairfield, Fayette, Gallia, Highland,
Hocking, Jackson, Lawrence, Meigs,
Monroe, Morgan, Muskingum, Noble,

Pickaway, Pike, Ross, Scioto, Vinton, and
Washington Counties, Ohio, having an
immediately prior or subsequent move-
ment by air, and (6) payroll checks,
business papers, records, and audit and
accounting media of all kinds, between
Carlstadt (Bergen County), N.J., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, Mary-
land, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, and Washington,
D.C. Nore: Applicant holds contract car-
rier authority under Docket No. MC
112750 and subs, therefore, dual opera-
tions may be involved. Applicant indi-
cates tacking possibilities. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Cleveland, Ohio, or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 360) (Amend-
ment), filed February 1, 1968, published
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of February 15,
1968, amended March 5, 1968, and re-
published as amended this issue. Appli-
cant: MIDWEST COAST TRANSPORT,
INC. 4051, East Eighth Street, Post
Office Box 1233, Sioux Falls, S. Dak.
57101. Applicant’s representative: Don-
ald L. Stern, 630 City National Bank
Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Frozen foods, (a) from
Portland, Maine, to points in Delaware,
District of Columbia, Maryland, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Vir-
ginia, and West Virginia, (b) from
Watertown, Mass., to points in District
of Columbia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wis-
consin, and (¢) from Belfast, Maine, to
points in Delaware, District of Columbia,
Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Kentucky, Mary-
land, Michigan, Minnesota, Missourl,
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis-
consin and (2) potaio products (other
than frozen) from Presque Isle, Maine,
to points in Delaware, District of Colum-
bia, Illinois, Towa, Indiana, Kentucky,
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
Nore: The purpose of this republication
is to change the origin point in (1) (¢)
from Penobscott, Maine, to Belfast,
Maine. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Boston,
Mass., New York, N.¥Y., or Washington,
DC;

No. MC 111956 (Sub-No. 15), filed
March 5, 1968. Applicanf: SUWAK
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
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1105-15 Fayette Street, Washington, Pa.
15301, Applicant's representative: Henry
M. Wick, Jr., 2310 Grant Building, Pitts-
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over.irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Glass containers, caps, stoppers,
and covers, from points in McKean
County to points in that part of Indiana
on and north of U.S. Highway 40; the
Lower Peninsula of Michigan and that
part of Ohio, on and west of a line he-
ginning at Portsmouth, Ohio, thence over
U.8. Highway 23 to Marion, Ohio, and
~ thence over Ohio Highway 4 to Sandusky,
and (2) materials, equipment, and sup-
plies used in the manufacture, packing,
and shipping of glass containers, caps,
stoppers, and covers, on return, Nore: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.,
or Pittsburgh, Pa.

No. MC 112588 (Sub-No. 13), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: RUSSELL
TRUCKING LINE, INC., 2015 Cleveland
Road, Sandusky, Ohio 44870. Applicant’s
representative: Charles B. Myers, 611
Field Building, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Building materials,
gypsum and gypsum products, and ma-
terials and supplies used in the installa-
tion and application of such commodities,
from the plantsite of the United States

Gypsum Co., at Gypsum, Ohio, to points

in Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, Ohio,
West Virginia; points in Garrett, Alle-
gany, and Washington Counties, Md.;
points in New York in and west of Wayne,
Seneca, Schuyler, and Chemung Coun-
ties; and points in Pennsylvania in and
west of Tioga, Lycoming, Union, Snyder,
Juniata, Perry, Cumberland, and Adams
Counties, and returned shipments of the
above commodities, on return, Nore: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Chicago, Iil;
Cleveland, Ohio, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 112817 (Sub-No. 246), filed
February 27, 1968. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box
5135, Cherokee Station, Louisville, Ky.
40205. Applicant’s representative: L. A,
Jaskiewicz, 600 Madison Building, 1155
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Fertilizer and
fertilizer materials, in bulk, from points
in Daviess County, Ky., to points in Illi-
nois, Indiana, and Kentucky. NOTE: Ap-
plicant indicates tacking possibilities
with its presently held authorities. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 112801 (Sub-No. 82), filéd
March 6, 1968. Applicant;: TRANSPORT
SERVICE CO., a corporation, Post Office
Box 50272, Chicago, I1l. 60650. Appli-
cant's representative: Robert H. Levy, 29
South La Salle Street, Chicago, I11. 60603.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Fertilizer
solutions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Athens, Ill., to points in Iowa and Indi-
ana. Nortg: If a hearing is deemed neces-
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sary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, 111,

No. MC 112962 (Sub-No. 7), filed
February 26, 1968. Applicant: CRUPPER
TRANSPORT CO. INC., 2908 North
Plum, Hutchinson, Kans. Applicant’s
representative: Clyde N. Christey, 641
Harrison, Topeka, Kans. 66603. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Salt and salt prod-
ucts and products used in argiculture,
water treatment, food processing, whole-
sale groceries, and institutional supply
industries when shipped in mixed truck-
loads with salt and salt products, (1)
from the plantsites of Carey Salt Co. and
Barton Salt Co. located at Hutchinson,
Kans., to points in Missouri (except St.
Louis) and (2) from the plantsite of
Motor Salt Co. located at South Hutch-
inson, Kans., to points in Missouri (ex-
cept St. Louis). Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 145), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: ELLSWORTH
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 220 East Broad-
way, Bagle Grove, Iowa 50533. Appli-
cant’s representative: William J. Boyd,
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill.
60603. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs (except in bulk, in tank vehicles),
from the facilities of American Home
Foods, division of American Home Prod-
ucts Corp., La Porte, Ind., to points in
North Dakota and South Dakota, NOTE;
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 146), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: ELLSWORTH
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 220 East Broad-
way, Bagle Grove, Iowa 50533. Appli-
cant’s representative: William J. Boyd,
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill.
60603. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, from points in Monroe, Orleans,
and Wayne Counties, N.Y., to points in
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin, Note: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 312), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS,
INC., 770 East 51st Avenue, Denver, Colo.
80216. Applicant’s representatives:
Duane W. Acklie and Richard Peterson,
Post Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68505.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis-
tributed by meal packinghouses as de-
seribed in sections A and C of appendix
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766 (except commodities in bulk and ex-
cept hides), from the plantsite and stor-
age facilities of Blue Ribbon Beef Pack,
Inc., near Le Mars, Iowa, to points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Nebraska,
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New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, and the District of Co-
lumbia restricted to traffic originating at
the plantsite and storage facilities of
Blue Ribbon Beef Pack, Inc., near Le
Maurs, Iowa. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 185), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: MIDWEST
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60629.
Applicant’s representative: Carl L.
Steiner, 39 South La Salle Street, Chi-
cago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Building, roofing and insulating mate-
rials, and pipeline coating, from Indian-
apolis, Ind,, to points in Alabama, Arkan-
sas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kansas, KEKentucky, Louisiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Carolina, North
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Caro-
lina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas,
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicazo,
1.

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 310), filed
February 29, 1968. Applicant: TRANS-
COLD EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box
5842, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s
representative: R. L. Moore (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Malt beverages and brewery
supplies, from Newark, N.J., to points in
Louisiana and Texas, and (2) refusgd.
rejected, and empty beverage contain-
ers, from points in Louisiana and Texas
to Newark, N.J. Nore: If a hearing I8
deemed necessary, applicant requestsAxt
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114273 (Sub-No. 27), filed
February 28, 1968. Applicant: CEDAR
RAPIDS STEEL TRANSPORTATION,
INC., 3930 16th Avenue SW. Cedar
Rapids, Iowa 52408. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Robert E. Konchar, Suite 315,
Commerce Exchange Building, 2720 First
Avenue NE., Cedar Rapids, Towa 52402,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregulal
routes, transporting: Shortening, cook~
ing and salad oils, and matches, in con=
tainers, and canned goods, from ClncagO.
111., and Northlake, I, to points in onwa'.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessaly,
applicant requests it be held at Cedar
Rapids or Des Moines, Iowa, or Chicago.
1l

No. MC 114364 (Sub-No. 160), ﬁlelq
March 4, 1068. Applicant: WRIGHT
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office 303
1191, 1401 North Little Street, Cushing,
Okla. 74023. Applicant's representative:
Rodger Spahr (same address as apphi-
cant). Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, o\'ﬁ
frregular routes, transporting: Wai-
board, from points in Angelina County,
Tex., to points in Arizona, Colorado,
Utah, and Wyoming. Note: If & hemi{lé
is deemed necessary, applicant reques
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it be held at Dallas, Tex., or Denver,
Colo.

No. MC 114364 (Sub-No. 161), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: WRIGHT
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box
1191, 1401 North Little Street, Cushing,
Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representative:
Rodger Spahr (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor yehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Canned
goods and canned dog food, from Proctor
and Kansas, Okla., Siloam Springs, and
Gentry, Ark,, and the plantsite of Allen
Canning Co., located approximately 10
miles east of Siloam Springs, Ark., to
points in Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Wis-
consin, Minnesota, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Louisiana, and Texas. Note: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Little Rock, Ark.,
or Tulsa, Okla.

No. MC 114890 (Sub-No. 33), filed
March 5, 1968. Applicant: C. E. REYN-
OLDS TRANSPORT, INC., 2209 Range
Line, Joplin, Mo. 64802. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: J. David Harden, Jr., 450
American National Building, Oklahoma
City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk,
In tank vehicles, from Farmland Indus-
tries Inc.’s nitrogen plant at or near
Dodge City, Kans., to points in Colorado,
Wyoming, Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri,
Nebraska, and Towa. NoTe: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Kansas City, Mo,

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 153), filed
February 26, 1968. Applicant: WALTER
POOLE, doing business as POOLE
TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 310, Ever-
green, Ala. 36401. Applicant’s represent-
alive: Robert E. Tate, Suite 2023-2028
City Federal Building, Birmingham, Ala.
35203. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Hard-
board, paneling, and building board, from
Blountstown, Fla., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ohio,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes-
See, Texas, and West Virginia. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Tallahassee, Fla.

No. MC 115268 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 4, 1988, Applicant: DAYTON
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Post
Office Box 35, Dayton, Va. 22821. Appli-
gm?ts répresentative: Jno. C. Goddin,
: Ogt- Office Box 1636, Richmond, Va:

3213. Authority sought to operate as a
lC_c_m mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
b“'-'ﬁlllar Toutes, transporting: Angles,

ars, bases, beams., bridge steel, channels,
/(ont]s (structural), joists, piling, pipe

?““’-' iron, plate or sheet), pipe fittings,
7’1(’“" (structural), rivets, rods, sheets,
IS‘_’Z’S- wire rope, and accessories for
*tams and joists, from Troutville, Va., to
]Diomts m‘Nox_'t.h Carolina on and west of a
CorgcBinning at the Virginia-North
& S.o na State line, and extending along
i Highway 15 through Durham, San-
t;)"EdfqAf)ex‘deen. and Laurinburg, N.C., to
lina. Orth Carolina-South Carolina State

1€, boints in Tennessee on and east of
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a line beginning at the Kentucky-Ten-
nessee State line and extending along
U.S. Highway 25W through Highland
Park and Clinton, Tenn., to Knoxville,
Tenn., and on and north of a line be-
ginning at Knoxville, Tenn., and extend-
ing along U.S. Highway 25W through
Dandridge, Tenn., to Newport, Tenn.,
and thence along U.S. Highway 25
through Del Rio, Tenn., to the Tennes-
see-North Carolina State line, and points
in West Virginia on and south of a line
beginning at the Ohio-West Virginia
State line, and extending along U.S.
Highway 33 through Longdale, Ripley,
Weston, Elkins, and Franklin, W, Va., to
the West Virginia-Virginia State line.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Washing-
ton, D.C., or Richmond, Va.

No. MC 115669 (Sub-No. 86), filed Feb-
ruary 29, 1968. Applicant: HOWARD N.
DAHLSTEN, doing business as DAHL-
STEN TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 95,
Clay Center, Nebr. 68933. Applicant's
representative: Donald L. Stern, 630 City
National Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr.
68102. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Salt and
salt products, and products used in agri-
cultural, water treatment, food process-
ing, wholesale grocery, and institu-
tional supply industries, when shipped in
mixed truckloads with salt and salt
products, from Hutchinson and Lyons,
Kans., to points in Arkansas, Colorado,
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri (except St. Louis), Montana, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South
Dakota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr.,
or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 234), filed
March 5, 1968. Applicant: ROBERTSON
TANK LINES, INC., 5700 Polk Avenue,
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex.
77001. Applicant’s representative:
Thomas E. James, The 904 Lavaca Build-
ing, Austin, Tex. 78701. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Caprolactam, in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles, from Taft, La., to Spirit Lake,
Iowa, and Manchester N.H. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New Orleans, La.

No. MC 116325 (Sub-No. 54), filed
March 7, 1968, Applicant: JENNINGS
BOND, doing business as BOND ENTER-
PRISES, Post Office Box 8, Lutesville, Mo,
63762. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Wooden
pallets, pallet bins, pallet material, pal-
let racks, skids, boxes, blocking, poles,
posts, lumber and forest products, tim-
bers, crating, (1) from points in Missouri
to points in Ilinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, and Wisconsin; and, (2) from
points in Illinois to points in Indiana,
Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, Kansas,
and Tennessee. NoTe: Applicant states it
intends to tack whenever possible, If a

hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
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requests it be held at Bt. Louis or Jeffer-
son City, Mo.

No. MC 117187 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: TEXAS-
VERMONT TRANSPORT, INC., Box 13,
Route 540, San Antonio, Tex, 78209. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Dan Felts, The
904 Lavaca Building, Austin, Tex. 78701.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Granite and
granite products, from Barre, Vt., to
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten-
nessee, and Texas, under contract with
The Barre Granite Association and Rock
of Ages Corp. of Barre, Vt. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C,

No. MC 117327 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: AIR CARGO
TERMINALS, INC., Municipal Airport,
Kansas City, Mo. 64105. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Russell 8. Bernhard, 1625
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 200086.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), between Lambert-
St. Louis Municipal Airport, St. Louis,
Mo., on the one hand, and, on the other,
Mid-Continent Airport, Municipal Air-
port, and Fairfax Airport, Kansas City,
Mo.-Kans., restricted to traffic having
an immediately prior or subsequent
movement by aircraft. NoTe: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 111), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: SUBLER
TRANSFER, INC. East Main Street,
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Paper and paper products, from
Middletown, Ohio, to points in Wiscon-
sin, (2) paper and paper products, from
West Carrollton, Ohio, to peints in Illi-
nois on and north of U.S. Highway 136,
and Wisconsin and (3) paper and paper
products, foil, foil or foil wrapper backed
with paper, cellulose film, plastic coated
paper, from Dayton, Ohio, to points in
Illinois on and north of U.S. Highway
136, and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Chicago,
I,

No. MC 118101 (Sub-No. T), filed
February 27, 1968. Applicant: RAY
GILBERT, JR. Route No. 1, Box 305,
Muskogee, Okla. 74401, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Charles D. Dudley, 419
Northwest Sixth Street, Oklahoma City,
Okla. 73102. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Bananas, from Gulfport, Miss., to Smith
Center, Kans. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be,held at Oklahoma City or Tulsa, Okla.

No. MC 118263 (Sub-No, 1). filed
February 23, 1068. Applicant: COLD-
WAY CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box
38, Clarksville, Ind. 47131. Applicant’s
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representative: Paul M. Daniell, 1600
First Federal Building, Atlanta, Ga.
30303. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Dough, bread, biscuits, rolls, cakes,
cookies, pastries, and pies, unbaked,
from Louisville, Ky., and Atlanta, Ga., to
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbia, (2) biscuits, bread, cakes,
cookies, dough, pastries, pies, and rolls,
. unbaked, from Denison, Tex., to points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, Louisi-
ana, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma,
and Tennessee, (3) the commodities clas-
sified as (a) meats, meat products, and
meat byproducts in the appendix to the
report in modification of Permils—
Packinghouse Products, 48 M.C.C. 628,
from Louisville, Ky., to Boston, Mass.,
Baltimore, Md., and points in Florida,
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania,
(4) meats, meat products, and meat by~
products, from Lexington, Ky., to Miami,
Fla., Boston, Mass., Newark, N.J., New
York, N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., (5)
meats, meat products, and meat by-
products, as described in section A of
appendix I to the report in Descriptions
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766, from Lexington, Ky., to
points in Connecticut, Indiana, Mary-
land, Massachusetts (except Boston,
Mass.), New Jersey (except Newark,
N.J.), New York (except New York, N.Y.),
Pennsylvania (except Philadelphia, Pa.),
and the District of Columbia.

(8) Meats, meat products, and meat
byproducts, as described in section A
appendix I to the report in Descriptions
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766, from the plantsite of Klarer
of Kentucky, Inc., at Louisville, Ky., to
Wilmington, Del., Worcester and Salem,
Mass., and Montgomery, Ala. (7) meats,
meat products, and meat byproducls as
described in section A of appendix I to
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766,
from the plantsite of Armour & Co. at
Lexington, Ky., to Chattanooga and
Knoxville, Tenn., and points in Florida,
North Carolina, South Carolina, and
Virginia (8) jrozen joodstuffs, from the
plantsite of Pet, Inc. (formerly Pet Milk,
Inc.), at Allentown, Pa. to points in
Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Mississippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia (9) meats, meat products,
and meat byproducts, as described in
section A of appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cerlifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the
plantsite of Armour & Co. at Lexington,
Ky., to points in Maine, New Hampshire,
Vermont, and Rhode Island.

(10) Frozen foods, in mixed loads with
shipments of Pet Milk Co. originating at
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Allentown, Pa., from the plantsite and
storage facilities of the Pet Milk Co.,
Frozen Foods Division, at Chambers-
burg, Pa., and from storage facilities
utilized by the aforementioned company
at points within 25 miles of Chambers-
burg, to points, in Alabama, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia,
(11) prepared foodstuff, except in bulk,
in vehicles equipped with mechanical re-
frigeration, (a) from the plantsite and
warehouse facilities of Pillsbury Co. at
Louisville, Atlanta, and New Albany, to
Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Del-
aware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indi-
ana, Jowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne-
sota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsyl-
wania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of
Columbia, (b) from the plantsite and
warehouse facilities of Phillsbury Co. at
East Greenville to Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Montana, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, (12) bakery products, un-
baked, from Downingtown, Pa., to points
in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Maryland, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia,
West Virginia, and District of Columbia.

(13) Prepared dough, from Downing-
town, Pa., to Atlanta, Ga., and Louisville,
Ky. (14) meats, meat products, and
meat byproducts as described in section
A of appendix I to the report in Deserip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the plantsite
of Klarer of Kentucky, Inc., to points in
Alabama (except Montgomery, Ala.),
Massachusetts (except Boston, Salem,
and Worcester, Mass.), Michigan, North
Carolina, Ohio, and South Carolina, (15)
frozen prepared foods, from the plantsite
and warehouse facilities of Standard
Foods, Inc., at Clarksville, Ind., and
Louisville, Ky., to points in Alabama,
Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky, Missouri,
Ohio, Tennessee, and West Virginia, (16)
fresh meats, in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, from Union
City and Memphis, Tenn., to New York,
N.Y., and points in the New York, N.Y,,
commerecial zone, (17) frozen prepared
joods, from the plantsite of Stouffer
Foods Corp. at Quincy, I1l., to points in
Indiana, Ohio, Georgia, and Florida, (18)
vegetable oil base, cream substitules, and
half and half dairy products, in contain-
ers, in vehicles equipped with mechanical
refrigeration, from the plantsite of Oscar
Ewing, Inc., doing business as Food Spe-
cialties of Kentucky at Louisville, Ky.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota,
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Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and
‘Wisconsin.

(19) Canned citrus products, canned
juices, canned drinks, canned beverages,
and canned beverages preparations, from
the plantsite of Tropicana Products
Sales, Inc., at Bradenton, Fla., to points
in Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Michigan,
Tennessee, West Virginia, Pennsylvania,
Virginia, Maryland, and the District of
Columbia. Restriction: The authorities
stated above are restricted against tack-
ing or joinder one with the other for the
purpose of performing a through serv-
ice. Note: Applicant states (1) it is pres-
ently authorized to conduct the above
operations pursuant to permits issued in
Docket No. MC 111069 and subs thereto
under active contracts with shippers cov-
ering this authority; (2) It would sur-
render its contract carrier authority upon
approval of the instant application; (3)
The purpose of this application is fo seek
to convert the present authority of ap-
plicant from contract carrier to common
carrier. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Louisville, Ky.

No. MC 118288 (Sub-No. 29), filed
February 29, 1968. Applicant: STEPHEN
F. FROST, Post Office Box 28, Billings,
Mont. 59103. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Meats, meat products, meat byproducts,
and articles distributed by meat packing-
houses as described in sections A and C
of appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificate 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766; (2) dairy produqts,'
and (3) commodities, the transportation
of which is partially exempt, pursuant
to the provisions of section 203(b) (6) of
the Interstate Commerce Act, when mov-
ing in the same vehicle and at the same
time with the commodities in (1) and (2)
above: between points in Montana. NOTE:
Applicant states that tacking could take
place at Billings, Mont., to serve Wyo-
ming, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and
California. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Billings, Mont.

No. MC 118883 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: VAN E.
HAMLETT, Post Office Box 8009, Nash-
ville, Tenn. 37207. Applicant’s represeni-
ative: Robert H. Cowan, 500 Coutt
Square Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37201.
Authority sought to operate as a. com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 1{‘1‘55 3
ular routes, transporfing: (1) Ferf1{1~tf'
and (2) pesticides, herbicides, fungicides,
insecticides, and related advertisind 7{?‘;} 7
terials, when moving in mixed loads Wit
fertilizer, from points in Davidson
County, Tenn., to points in Alabamé
Kentucky, and Virginia. Nore: Appli-
cant holds contract carrier authont§
under MC 116204 and subs thereundets
therefore dual operations may be i
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessa’ ;v_,
applicant requests it be held at Nast
ville, Tenn. 4

No. MC 119268 (Sub-No. 1), fg%
March' 4, 1968. Applicant: OSBORN
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INC.,, 125 Milton Avenue SE, Atlanta,
Ga., 30315. Applicant’s representative:
John P. Carlfon, 325-29 Frank Nelson
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper and paper
products; products produced or distrib-
uted by manufacturers and converters
of paper and paper products; materials,
equipment, and supplies used in the
manufacture and distribution of the
above described commodities; other than
commodities in bulk, in tank trucks, and
those requiring special equipment be-
cause of size or weight, between points
in Wisconsin on the one hand, and, on
the other points in Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, and Tennessee. NoTe: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicaht re-
quests it be held at Chicago, Iil., or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 119619 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: DISTRIBU-
TORS SERVICE CO., a corporation, 2000
West 43 Street, Chicago, Ill. Applicant's
representative: Arthur J. Piken, 160-16
Jamaica Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Meat, meat
products and meat byproducts and ar-
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses
as described in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766, from points in Brown County, Wis.,
to points in Connecticut, Delaware, In-
diana, Kansas, Kentucky, the Lower
Peninsula of Michigan, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Missouri, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia. NoTe: If a hearing
Is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C.

No.' MC 119702 (Sub-No. 32), filed
March 4, 1968, Applicant: STAHLY
CARTAGE CO. a corporation, Post
Office Box 486, 130A Hillshoro Avenue,
Edwardsville, T11. 62025. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Wendell Wohlford (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
Lo operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Anhydrous ammonia in bulk, from
Selma (Jefferson County), Mo., to points
in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Kan-
5as, and Kentucky. Note: If a hearing is
deemeqd necessary, applicant requests it
be held at St. Louis, Mo., or Chicago, Til.
FNO. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 100), filed

ebruary 27, 1968. Applicant: LIGON
SPECIALIZED HAULER, INC., Post
Office Box L, Madisonville, Ky. 42431,
gbbhcant’s representative; Fred F.
Krﬂdley. 213 8t. Clair Street, Frankfort,

¥. 40601. Authority sought to operate as

? tommon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Ttregular routes, transporting: Iron and
Steel and iron and steel articles, from
Points in Union County, Miss., to points
;“d{\labama, Arkansas, Georgia, Illinois,
diana, Louisiana, Kansas, Kentucky,
N’SSO}IH. Ohio, Tennessee, and Texas.
a&T}B' Applicant holds contract carrier
lority in MC 126970 Sub 1, therefore

ual operations may be involved. If a

faring is deemed necessary, applicant

NOTICES

requests it be held at Louisville, Ky., or
Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 120634 (Sub-No. 16), filed
February 16, 1968. Applicant: JOE
HODGES TRANSPORTATION COR-
PORATION, Post Office Box 82397, Okla~
homa City, Okla. Applicant's representa-
tive: Leroy Hallman, 4555 First National
Bank Building, ‘Dallas, Tex. 75202. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as described by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), (1) between Dallas,
Tex., and Terral, Okla., from Dallas over
Texas Highway 114 fo junction combined
U.S. Highways 287 and 81, thence over
U.S. Highways 287 and 81 to Terral, and
return over the same route serving the
junction of Texas Highway 114 and U.S.
Highways 81 and 287 as a point of joinder
only, and (2) between Dallas and Wich-
ita Falls, Tex., from Dallas over Dallas-
Fort Worth Turnpike to Fort Worth,
thence over combined U.S. Highways
287 and 81 to Wichita Falls, and return
over the same route, serving Fort Worth,
Tex., as an intermediate point, and the
junction of U.S. Highways 287 and 81
and Texas Highway 114 as a point of
joinder only, and serving Wichita Falls
as a point of joinder with carrier’s pres-
ent authority only, restricted in (1) and
(2) above against the handling of traffic
moving to, from, or through Memphis,
Childress, Quanah, and/or Vernon, Tex.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Okla-
homa City, Okla., and Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 123054 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: R. & H.
CORPORATION, 295 Grand Avenue,
Clarion, Pa. 16214, Applicant's represent-
ative: V. Baker Smith, 123 South Broad
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19109. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Glass and
plastic containers, closures, and fiber-
board or pulpboard boxes, from Bridge-
ton, N.J., to points in New York (excepf
Sullivan, Ulster, Dutchess, Putnam,
Westchester, Orange, Rockland, New
York, Nassau, and Suffolk Counties), and
points in Pennsylvania on and west of
U.S. Highway 15, (2) malerials and sup-
plies (except in bulk) used in the manu-~
facture of glass containers between
Clarion, Pa., on the one hand, and, on
the other, Brockport, N.¥Y., and (3) glass
containers and fiberboard boxes from
Brockport, N.Y., to Schenley, Pa. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C

No. MC 123245 (Sub-No. 4), filed
February 28, 1968. Applicant: LEESER &
STAUFFER TRUCK SERVICE, INC.,
Taylor, Mo. 63471. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 1155 15th
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dry animal and
poultry feed, and jeed ingredients, from
points in the Kansas City, Mo.-Kans.,
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commercial zone, as defined by the Com-
mission, and Hutchinson, Kans., to points
in Illinois, Towa, Missouri, and Wisconsin,
Note: Applicant is also authorized to
conduct operations as a contract carrier
in Permit No. 113865 and Subs 8 and 9,
therefor, dual operations may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Kansas
City, Mo., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 36), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. 2424 Minnehaha
Avenue, Minneapolis, Minn, 55404. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Alan Foss, 502
First National Bank Building, Fargo, N.
Dak. 58102. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Con-
duit and pipe (other than iron and steel),
attachmendts, parts, and fittings, from the
plantsite of Orangeburg Manufacturing
Co. in Rootstown Township, Portage
County, Ohio, to points in Illinois, Iowa,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Missouri, and the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan. Note: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn,

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 37), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC. 2424 Minnehaha
Avenue, Minneapolis, Minn. Applicant’s
representative: Alan Foss, 502 First
National Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak.
58102. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Paneling, wallboard, pulpboard, hard-
board, insulation, and insulation ma-
terials, and materials and accessories
used in the installation of wallboard,
pulpboard, hardboard, insulation, and
insulation materials, and padding and
cushioning materials, and building ma-
terials, from Bemidji, Cloquet, Duluth,
Floodwood, and Virginia, Minn., to points
in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and
Pennsylvania, and (2) mulch, firewood,
and mnonwoven fabrics, from Cloquet,
Minn,, to Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Ohio, and Pennsylvania. Note: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 123778 (Sub-No. 11), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: JOSEPH
BAIO, doing business as UNITED NEWS-
PAPER DELIVERY SERVICE, 75 Cut-
ters Lane, Woodbridge, N.J. Applicant's
representative: Morton E. Kiel, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Magazines, maga-
zine racks, and advertising wmatier
shipped with magazines, from New York,
N.Y., to points in Connecticut, New
Jersey, that part of Pennsylvania on and
east of U.S. Highway 15, and that part
of New York on and south of New York
Highway 5 between Syracuse and Sche-
nectady and New York Highway 17
between Schenectady and the New
York-Vermont State Line, and on and
east of U.S. Highway 11 between Syra-
cuse and the New York-Pgnnsylvania
State line, and Wilmington, Del., under
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contract with U.S. News & World Report.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 124032 (Sub-No. 7), filed Feb-
ruary 28, 1968. Applicant: REED’S FUEL
COMPANY, a corporation, 138 Fifth
Street, Springfield, Oreg. 97477. Appli-
cant's representative: Henry J. Camarot,
655 North A Street, Springfield, Oreg.
97477. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber
mill products, with no exceptions, from
points in Douglas, Benton, Lane, and Linn
Counties, Oreg., to Yaquina Bay, Coos
Bay, Florence, and Portland, Oreg., and
Vancouver, Wash. Norte: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Eugene, Salem, or Portland,
Oreg.

No. MC 124032 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: REED'S FUEL
COMPANY, a corporation, 138 Fifth
Street, Springfield, Oreg. 97477. Appli-
cant’s representative: Henry J. Camarot,
655 North A Street, Springfield, Oreg.
97477. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber
mill products, with no exceptions, be-
tween points in Lane, Linn, Douglas,
Marion, Polk, Benton, Clackamas, Yam-
hill, and Lincoln Counties, Oreg., and
Astoria, Oreg. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Eugene, Salem, or Portland,
Oreg.

No. MC 124175 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: ALBERT DE
LOTTO AND JOHN PETERSON, doing
business as PLAZA TRUCKING CO.,
26 Grant Street, East Paterson,
N.J. 07407, Applicant’s representative:
George A, Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue,
Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Athletic goods, oils, greases, adver-
tising materials, supplies used in the
business and sale of athletic goods (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), (1) between
points in the New York, N.Y., commer-
cial zone, as defined by the Commission,
on the one hand, and, on the other, the
plantsite of Kingfisher Corp., at Tolland,
Conn., and (2) between the plantsite and
warehouse of the Garcia Corp., in Tea-
neck, N.J., on the one hand, and, on the
other, the plantsite of Kingfisher Corp.,
at Tolland, Conn. Note: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 124303 (Sub-No. 3, filed
February 27, 1968. Applicant: OTTO
RUTZER, doing business as RUTZER
TRANSPORT, Post Office Box 13, Nah-
cotta, Wash. Applicant’s representative:
Lawrence V. Smart, Jr.,, 419 Northwest
23d Avenue, Portland, Oreg, 97210.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Boats, between
points in Washington, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Oregon.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, -

applicant requests it be held at Portland,
Oreg.

NOTICES

No. MC 124770 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 4, 1968, Applicant: TELLERI
TRUCKING CO. a corporation, 301
Allen Street, Elizabeth, N.J. 07202. Appli-
cant’s representative: Bert Collins, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Au-~
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meaft and meat
products, in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, (1) between
Linden and Newark, N.J., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Philadelphia,
Pa., Baltimore and Landover, Md., and
Washington, D.C., and (2) between
Newark, N.J., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Nassau, Suffolk, and
Westchester Counties, N.Y., Kingston,
Albany, and Troy, N.Y., points in Fair-
field County, Conn., New Haven, and
Hartford, Conn., and Boston, Mass.,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Food Fair Stores, Inc., and its sub-
sidiaries Allen Packing Co., and Mid-
town Veal & Mutton Co., Inc. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 124774 (Sub-No. 72), filed Feb-
ruary 29, 1968. Applicant: CARAVELLE
EXPRESS, INC. Post Office Box 384,
Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Duane W. Acklie, 1201 J
Street, Post Office Box 806, Lincoln,
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Articles distribuled by meat packing-
houses, as described in section C of ap-
pendix 1 to the report in Descriptions
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766, from points in Nebraska on
and west of U.S. Highway 77 (except
Scottsbluff), to points in South Dakota,
North Dakota, Kansas, and Oklahoma,
(2) dairy products, as described in sec-
tion B of appendix 1 to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from Nor-
folk, Nebr.,, to points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, and the District of Columbia,
(3) meats, meat products, meat byprod-
ucts, dairy products, and articles distrib-
uted by meat packinghouses, as de-
scribed in sections A, B, and C of ap-
pendix 1 to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
and 766, from Norfolk, Nebr., to points
in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, Montana; and
Maryville and St. Joseph, Mo., and (4)
meats, meat products, meat byproducts,
dairy products and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as deseribed in
sections A, B, and C of appendix 1 to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from
points in Nebraska on and east of U.S.
Highway 81 and on and north of U.S.
Highway 77 (except Dakota City and
West Point, Nebr.), to points in Iowa.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
apglicant requests it be held at Lincoln,
Nebr.

No. MC 125194 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: STATE LINE
DAIRY, INC. 1015 State Line Road,
Niles, Mich. 49120. Applicant’s represen-
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tative: Maurice A. Nelson, 311 East Main
Street, Niles, Mich. 49120. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Dairy products and diet
dairy products, from the plantsite of
Hawthorn Mellody Dairy Farms, Inc., at
or near South Bend, Ind., to points in
Berrien, Cass, Van Buren, EKalamazoo,
Kent, St. Joseph, Branch, Allegan, and
Calhoun Counties, Mich., and reiurned
products, including outdated products,
on return, under confract with Haw-
thorn Mellody Dairy Farms, Inc. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Lansing,
Mich., or Chicago, IIL

No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 28), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: USHER
TRANSPORT, INC., 1415 South Third
Street, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Applicant’s
representative: George M. Catletf, 703-
706 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky.
40601. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Mali bev-
erages, in containers, from Detroif,
Mich., to points in Christian, Daviess,
and MecCracken Counties, Ky. and
Montgomery County, Tenn. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Louisville, Ky.

No. MC 127099 (Sub-No. 57, filed Feb-
ruary 29, 1968. Applicant: ROBERT
NEFF & SONS, INC., 132 Shawnee Ave-
nue, Post Office Box 2015, Zanesville,
Ohio 43701. Applicant’s representative:
James Muldoon, 50 West Broad Street,
Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor

vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Corrugated cardboard, (1) from the
plantsite of The Greif Bros. Cooperage

Corp., Zanesville, Ohio; to Indiana;
Kentucky; that portion of Michigan
lying on and south of Michigan Highway
46; that portion of Pennsylvania Iying
on and west of U.S. Highway 219; and
West Virginia; and (2) from Dunkirk
and Richmond, Ind.; points in Eaton and
Monroe Counties, Mich,; Washington,
Pa.; Paden City, Parkersburg, Wellsburg,
and Weston, W. Va.; to Zanesville a_nd
Coshocton, Ohio, under contract 'wlth
The Greif Bros. Cooperage Corp. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Columbus,
Ohio. !

No. MC 127215 (Sub-No. 39), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: KENDRICK
CARTAGE CO., a corporation, Post Of-
fice Box 63, Salem, 111, 62881. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by’ motor vehicle, over irregular routes
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, n
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Seneca, Til.
to points in Illinois, Missouri, Towa, Wis-
consin, Indiana, Michigan, and Ken-
tucky. Nore: If a hearing is deemed M’_C'_
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, Ill,, or St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 127401 (Sub-No. 2), ﬁle(;
March 4, 1968. Applicant: F P & D
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1439 'R(?U‘e
5, South Windsor, Conn. Applicant’s 191{:
resentative: Reubin , 410 Asy
lum Street, Hartford, Conn. 06103. Au‘z
thority sought to operate as a conitrac
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carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Brick, cubed or on
pallets, and flues, on pallets, to be loaded
and unloaded by mechanical loading and
unloading devices, from the plantsite of
Kelsey-Ferguson Brick Co. at South
Windsor, Conn., to points in Massachu-
setts, Rhode Island, and New York, under
contract with Kelsey-Ferguson Brick Co.
Nore: Common control and dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Hartford, Conn., or New York,
NY.

No. MC 127551 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 4, 1968. Applicant: GEORGE F,
DAVIS, JR., doing business as GEORGE
DAVIS TRUCKING COMPANY, 429
East Waterloo Street, Rapid City, S. Dak.
57701, Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, and meat byproducts,
dairy products and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as deseribed in
sections A, B, and C of appendix I to the
report in Descriptigns in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in tank ve-
hicles), from Sioux Falls, S. Dak. to
points in Boyd, Brown, Cherry, Dawes,
Holt, Keya Paha, Rock, Sheridan, and
Stoux Counties, Nebr., under contract
with John Morrell & Co., Sioux Falls,
S. Dak. Note: If a hearing is deemed
hecessary, applicant requests it be held
at Sloux Falls or Rapid City, S. Dak.

No. MC 127605 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: ELMER E.
LAIRD, doing business as ELMER E.

LAIRD & SON, 3135 West North Temple,

Post Office Box 1343, Salt Lake City,
Ut.at‘x 84100. Applicant’s representative:
Wmlgm S. Richards, 1610 Walker Bank
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111,
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Sporting
aooqs, fire alarms, vacuum cleaners,
sewing machines, sewing machine cases
and tables, electric blenders, photo al-
bums, fioor sanding, waxring and clean-
ing machines, cameras, projectors, lawn
mowers, encyclopedias, cookware, dish-
ware, melmae products, can openers,
coffee makers, luggage, watches, power
tools, radios, toothbrushes, grass
catchers, picnic jugs, cutlery, and adver-
tising material, (1)" from Los Angeles,
gallf.. and points in the Los Angeles
Harbor commereial zone, to Portland,
Oreg,, and Seattle, Everett, and Spokane,
Vash., and .2) from Portland, Oreg., and
ﬁame. Everett, and Spokane, Wash., to
i SuAngles, Calif., and points in the Los
cnoeles Harbor commercial zone, under
oxltrf"»ct with National Housewares, Inc.
a;?;ﬁéqllfta hearing is deemed necessary,
! ant requ i
City, Uiat quests it be held at Salt Lake
MNo. MC 127684 (Sub-No. 3), filed
& ;rcc)h 5, 1968. Applicant: SAMARDICK
OmalMAHA' INC,, 410 South 18th Street,
o 18, Nebr. 68102. Authority sought
i _mlérate as a contract carrier, by motor
o icle, over irregular routes, trans-

rting; Currency and coin, from

Omahg, Nebr., to Glenwood, Red Oak,

No, 56—11
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Villisca, Corning, Creston, Lenox, Bed-
ford, Clarinda, Shenandoah, and Far-
ragut, Iowa, under contract with the
Federal Reserve Bank .of Chicago,
Omaha, and their member banks. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Omaha or
Lincoln, Nebr.

No. MC 127804 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 11, 1968. Applicant: WILLIAM R.
WEINRICH, doing business as WEIN-
RICH TRUCK LINES, Hinton, Iowa
51024. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank, 610 Hubbell Building,
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals, fertilizer, and feed urea,
from points in Woodbury County, Iowa,
and Dakota County, Nebr., to points in
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Kan-
sas, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. NoTe: Appli-
cant states that this application dupli-
cates the authority presently held in MC
127804, and that it will request revoca-
tion of that certificate if subject appli-
cation is granted. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Sioux City, Iowa, or Omaha, Nebr.

No., MC 128217 (Sub-No. 2) (Clarifica-
tion), filed February 14, 1968, published
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of February 29,
1968, and republished as clarified, this
issue. Applicant: REINHART MAYER,
doing business as MAYER TRUCK
LINE, 1203 South Riverside, Jamestown,
N. Dak. 58401, Applicant’s representa-
tive: Gene P. Johnson, 502 First National
Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Posts and
poles, from Kalispell, Mont., and the
plantsites and storage facilities of
Bouma Post Yards and Black Foot
Treating at or near Lincoln, Mont., to
points in North Dakota, under contract
with Le Fevre Sales, Inc. NoTe: Appli-
cant holds common carrier authority
under MC 120978 (Sub-No. 1), therefore
dual operations may be involved, The
purpose of this republication is to clarify
the location of the plantsites and origin
point above. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Fargo or Bismarck, N, Dak.

No. MC 128608 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: M.D.{.
TRUCKING CORP., 228 Oliver Building,
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222, Applicant's repre-
sentative: Arthur J. Diskin, 806 Frick

Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Author-_

ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Formed metal
building products; metals; and equip-
ment, materials, and supplies used in the
manufacture, processing, or distribution
of said commodities, between the plant-
site of Plasteel Products Corp., subsidiary
of Rosewall Industries, located in Wash-
ington, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Maine, Vermont, New
Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, New York, Ohio, Mary-

land, Delaware, Michigan, West Virginia,
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Indiana, Illinois, District of Columbia,
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis-
souri, Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla-
homa, Texas, Mississippi, Wisconsin, and
New Jersey, under continuing contract
with Plasteel Products Corp., subsidiary
of Rosewall Industries. Note: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Washington, D.C., or
Pittsburgh, Pa.

No. MC 128707 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: LLOYD W.
PORSBORG, doing business as PORS-
BORG TRUCK LINE, 1405 Sixth Ave-
nue NW., Great Falls, Mont. 59401, Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Malt beverages, in
containers, between Vancouver, Wash.,
and Lewistown, Mont., under contract
with General Brewing Corp. NoTe: Ap-
plicant holds common carrier authority
under MC 126432, therefore dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Great Falls or Billings, Mont,.

No. MC’ 128778 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: BETTER
BRANDS INCORPORATED OF
DOTHAN, Post Office Box 757, 300 South
Alice, Dothan, Ala. Applicant's represent-
ative: John W. Cooper, 1301 City Federal
Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sojt drinks, in cans,
from the plantsite of Pepsi Cola Bottling
Co. of Dothan, Inc., at or near Dothan,
Ala., to points in Alabama, and Georgia
on or south of U.S. Highway 78 and
points in Florida on and north of U.S.
Highway 92 and U.S. Highway 192 from
Tampa to Melbourne, Fla. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Dothan or Mont-
gomery, Ala.

No. MC 128916 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: WILMA F.
GEHRON, doing business as FROSTY'S
DELIVERY SERVICE, 114 West Leona
Street, Celina, Ohio 45822, Authority
sought o operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Farm tractors: farm
tractor parts; agricultural implements
other than hand, and Agricultural imple-
ments parts other than hand, from
Coldwater, Ohio, to points in Illinois,
Indiana, Towa, Kentucky, Michigan, Mis-
souri, New York, Pennsylvania, Ten-
nessee, Wisconsin, and Ohio, (2) mate-
rials, equipment, and supplies including
tools, utensils, containers, jarm tractor
parts, other than hand; machinery or
parts used in the manufacture, sale,
or distribution of commodities shown
in (1) above, from points in Illinois, In-
diana, Towa, Kentucky, Michigan, Mis-
souri, New York, Pennsylvania, Tennes-
see, Wisconsin, and Ohio, to Coldwater,
Ohio, (3) machine parts arnd materials
used or useful in the manufacture or re-
pair of construction equipment, between
Lima, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Indiana, Ohio, Illinois,
Kentucky, Pennsylvania, West Virginia,
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New York, Wisconsin, Missouri, and
Michigan, (4) bicycles, lawnmowers, and
parts thereof, from Celina and Dayton,
Ohio, to points in Ohio, Michigan, Ken-
tucky, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Il-
linois, (5) parts and materials used or
useful in the manujacture of bicycles and
lawnmowers, between Celina and Day-
ton, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Ohio, Michigan, Ken-
tucky, Pennsylvenia, Indiana, and
Illinois.

(6) Parts and materials used in the
manufacture or repair of air presses,
hydraulic presses, and riveting equip-
ment, between St. Marys, Ohio, on the
one hand, and, en the other, points in
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Ken-
tucky, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, and Mis-
sourl, (7) conveyor equipment and parts
and materials used in the manufacture
or repair thereof; feed systems for
poultry houses and component parts
{thereof and materials and supplies used
in the manufacture or repair thereof,
between Celina, Ohio, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Ohio, Indi-
ana, Kentucky, Wisconsin, Illinois,
Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Missouri,
restricted to the transportation of ship-
ments having a prior or subsequent
movement by aircraft, (8) parts or
materials used or useful in the manu-
jacture or repair or maintenance of con-
struction equipment, between Celina,
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Ohio, Michigan, Ken-~
tucky, Indiana, Illinois, and Pennsyl-
vania, and (9) parts and materials used
or usejul in the manufacture or repair of
presses, between Minster, Ohio, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Ohio, Michigan, Kentucky, Indiana, Illi-
nois, Pennsylvania, New York, Wiscon-
sin, and Missouri. Restriction: (a) To
apply only when the total weight tend-
ered for shipment to one consignee is
not more than 8,000 pounds, and (b)
To movements in express service. NOTE:
Applicant holds contract carrier author-
ity under MC 128606 and Subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be
jinvolved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Columbus, Ohio, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 129366 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb-
ruary 27, 1968. Applicant: MINNEAP-
OLIS INDUSTRIAL RAILWAY COM-

PANY, a corporation, 400 West Madison,

Chicago, Ill. 60606. Applicant’s repre-
gentative: Stuart F. Gassner (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, between
Watertown, Winsted, Silver Lake, Hutch-
inson, Cedar Mills, Corvuso, Cosmos,
Thorpe, Lake Lillian, Blomkest, Rose-
land, Prinsburg, Clara City, Gluek
(Westota), Clarkfield, Wood Lake, Echo,
Belview, Redwood Falls, Morton, Frank-
lin, Fairfax, Gibbon, Winthrop, Gaylord,
Norwood, Chaska, Shakopee, Savage,
Minneapolis, and St. Paul, Minn. NoTE:
Applicant states the authority sought
herein is restricted to shipments origi-
nating or terminating at States of the
Minneapolis Industrial Railway Co.,
moving on rails bills of lading and hav-
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ing a prior or subsequent out-of-State
movement. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at St.
Paul or Minneapolis, Minn.

No. MC 129547, filed March 4, 1968, Ap-
plicant: REGIONAL DISTRIBUTORS
INC., 1301 South Clark Street, Chicago,
I1l. 60605. Applicant’s representatives:
Ray G. Brown, 8 East Long Streetf,
Columbus, Ohio 43215, and William V.
Blake, 123 Glencoe Road, Columbus,
Ohio 43214. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Such
commodities as are sold, used, and dealt

in by variety or department stores, from '

warehouse located in Chicago, Il., to
stores owned and/or operated and/or
affiliated with the S. S. Kresge Co. at
points in Cook and Du Page Counties,
Ill., in Kane and Kendall Counties, Ill.,
on and east of Illinois Highway 47; in
Grundy County, Ill., on and east of Illi-
nois Highway 47 and on and north of
U.S. Highway 6; in Will County, Ill., on
and north and east of U.S. Highway 6
to its junction with U.S. Highway 52,
thence over U.S. Highway 52 to the south
borderline of Will County; in Lake
County, Ind., on and north of U.S. High-
way 30, under contract with the S. S.
Kresge Co., its subsidiaries and affiliates
only. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 129578 (Amendment), filed
December 7, 1967, published FEDERAL
RecisTER issue of December 28, 1987,
amended March 7, 1968, and republished
as amended this issue. Applicant: OR-
LANDO CARTAGE, INC., 1700 Glendale
Road, Orlando, Fla. 32808. Applicant’s
representative: Richard J. Brooks, Post
Office Box 1531, Tallahassee, Fla. 32302.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commod-
ities (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment), restricted
to traffic moving in freight forwarder
service from Orlando, Fla., to points in
Orange, Lake, Marion, Volusia, Brevard,
Seminole, Osceola, and Polk Counties,
Fla. Note: Common control may be in-
volved. The purpose of this republication
is to change the restriction. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Orlando, Fla.

No. MC 129585 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb-~
Tuary 14, 1968. Applicant: JIMMY VES-
SELL, Route No. 2, Muldrow, Okla.
74948. Applicant’s representative: W. 8.
Agent, 113 North Oak Street, Sallisaw,
Okla. 74955. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Ani-
mals and poultry feeds in sack and in
bulk (except liquid), and sanitation and
health commodities as used in the raising
of animals and pouliry, between Fort
Smith, Ark., and points in Sequoyah,
Le Flore, Adair, Haskell, Muskogee,
Cherokee, and Latimer Counties, Okla.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Tulsa,
Okla., or Little Rock, Ark.
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No. MC 129690 (Sub-No. 1) (Correc-
tion), filed February 8, 1968, published
in FEDpERAL REGISTER issue of February
21, 1968, corrected March 6, 1968, and
republished as corrected this issue. Ap-
plicant: DESERT OIL COMPANY, doing
business as DESERT MUD TRUCKING
CO., 845 Elk Street, Rock Springs, Wyo.
82901. Applicant’s representative: Ward
A. White, Post Office Box 568, Cheyenne,
‘Wyo. 82001. The purpose of this republi-
cation is to show carriers name as “Desert
Oil Company, doing business as Desert
Mud Trucking Co.” in lieu of Desert
Oil Company, doing business as Des-
ert “Mid” Trucking Co. as previously
published.

No. MC 129730, filed February 26, 1968.
Applicant: DEPENDABLE CONTAINER
SERVICE, INC. 2427 Spruce Street,
Seaford, N.Y. 11783. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author~
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, in containers, between piers in New
York, N.Y,, harbor zone, as defined by
the Commission, on the one hand, and,
on the other, Boston, Mass., Baltimore,
Md., Philadelphia, Pa., and points in New
Jersey, New York, and Connecticut, un-
der contract with Moore-McCormack
Lines, restricted to shipments having &
prior or subsequent movement via water
carrier. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 129739, filed February 29, 1968.
Applicant: D. MAZZA & SON, INC., Main
Street, Dividing Creek, N.J. Applicant’s
representative: Matthew Aaron, 204
Feinstein Building, Bridgeton, N.J. 08302.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Clams and
clam products, namely clam juice,
minced clams, whole clams, clam by-
produects, in cans, from points in Com-
mercial and Maurice River Townships in
Cumberland County, and Cape May, At~
lantic, and Ocean Counties, N.J. to Buf-
falo, Syracuse, Rome, Utica, Schenec-
tady, Albany, Binghamton, Watertown,
Rochester, Elmira, Mount Cisco, Water-
ford, New Rochelle, Ithaca, Cortland,
Liverpool, Endicott, Oswego, Auburn,
NY.: Harrisburg, Pittsburgh, Pa;
Bridgeport, New Haven, Hartford,
Conn.; Springfield, Pittsfield, Mass;
Cleveland, Ohio; Atlanta, Ga.; and
Miami, Hialeah, Fort Lauderdale, Jack-
sonville, Tampa, Lakeland, Ocala, and
Orlando, Fla, (2) chemicals, dry o
liquid in drums, from Solvay, N.Y. %0
Vineland, N.J., (3) packinghouse M-
chinery, not requiring special equipment.
from Gasport and Lockport, N.Y. 10
Hammonton, N.J., (4) fertilizer in bag or
bulk from Baltimore, Md. and Philadel-
phia, Pa. to Cedarville, Landisville, and
Shiloh, N.J., (5) lime and limestone, in
bags or in bulk from Conshohocken, Pah-'
to Cedarville, Landisville, and smlod,
N.J., (6) canned goods, namely canne
vegetables, from points in Maurice River

Township, Cumberland County, N.J- to
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Buffalo, Syracuse, Rome, Utica, Schenec-
tady, Albany, Biughamton, Watertown,
Rochester, Elmira, Mount Cisco, Water-
ford, New Rochelle, Ithaca, Cortland,
Liverpool, Endicott, Oswego, Auburn,
NY.; Harrisburg, Pittsburgh, Pa.;
Bridgeport, New Haven, Hartford,
Conn.; Springfield, Pittsfield, Mass.;
Cleveland, Ohio; Atlanta, Ga.; Miami,
Hialeah, Fort Lauderdale, Jacksonville,
Tampa, Lakeland, Ocala, Orlando, Fla.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Philadel-
phia, Pa., or Trenton, N.J..

No. MC 129741, filed March 4, 1968. Ap-
plicant: GEORGE C. POWELL, doing
business as POWELL'S GARAGE, Route
1, Box 65, Rustberg, Va. 24588. Appli-
cant's representative: Edward J. Morri-
son, 3608 Campbell Avenue, Post Office
Box 1132, Lynchburg, Va. 24505. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehiele, over irregular
routes, transporting: Wrecked and
stranded or disabled trucks, tractors and
trailers (other than those designed to be
drawn by passenger vehicles), and re-
placement vehicles for the commodities
specified above, all by means of wrecker
equipment, between points in Virginia,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Alabama, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, District of Columbia, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Mississippi, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Vermont, West Virginia, New
Hampshire, and Maine. Note: If a hear-
Ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
qQuests it be held at Washington, D.C., or
Richmond, va.

No. MC 129744, filed March 6, 1968.
Applicam: KENNETH ENSMINGER,
doing business as ENSMINGER MOTOR
LINES, 300 Franklin, Frankfort, Il
60423. Applicant’s representative: Rob-
et H. Levy, 29 South La Salle Street,
Chicago, 111, 60603. Authority sought to
Oberate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Plastic products and polystyrene
foam plastic trays, from Frankfort, Iil.,
10 points in Wisconsin, Michigan, Indi-
8na, and Ohio. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at, Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 129748, filed March 6, 1968.
{"Dnhcax_xt: PONY EXPRESS, a corpora-
gon. 2059 Belgrave Avenue, Huntington

ark, Calif, 90255. Applicant’s represent-
ative: DeWitt M. Manning, Suite 302,
2435 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles,
aiﬂlf. 90048. Authority sought to operate

§ & contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
g" € irregular routes, transporting:

utomobile parts, components, and ac-
irmor ies, between points in Los Angeles,

éntura, Santa Barbara, Orange, San

Diego, Riverside, and San Bernardino-

g‘é‘;m:les, Calif,, under contract with
meni; all Motors Corp., restricted to ship-
ment b’a"lpg prior or subsequent move-
ites v air, rail or motor velicles in
a helstate or foreign commerce. Nore: If
> faring is deemed necessary, applicant
€quests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif.
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No. MC 129749, filed March 6, 1968.
Applicant: PET-CHEM TANK LINES,
INC,, 11 South Third Street, Hammon-
ton, N.J. Applicant's representative:
Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar Street, New
York, N.¥Y. 10006. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Sand, gravel, and sand and foundry
products, from points in Winslow Town-
ship, Camden County, N.J., and points in
Bunea Vista Township, Atlantic County,
NJ., to points in Pennsylvania, New
York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massa-
chusetts, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
and the District of Columbia, under con-
tract with Brimfield Co. and Holly City
Corp. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
New York, N.Y.

No. MC 129751, filed March 7, 1968.
Applicant: MICHAEL K. COALE, Post
Office Box 98, Darlington, Md. 21034. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Norman T.
Petow, 43 North Duke Street, York, Pa.
17401. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Stone,
from points in Harford County, Md., to
points in New Castle, Kent, and Sussex
Counties, Del. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Baltimore, Md., or Wilming-
ton, Del.

No. MC 129752, filed March 6, 1968.
Applicant: ROAD BUILDERS TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, INC., 718 Murfrees-
boro Road, Nashville, Tenn. 37202. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Robert I. Boles,
Wall Avenue, Algood, Tenn. 38502. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liguid asphalt in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Algood,
Tenn., to points in Kentucky as con-
tracts and sales from time to time in the
future may require delivery of above
commodity during the months beginning
in March of each year through October
of each year with little or no movement
during November, December, January,
and February under contract with Mid-
State Materials Co., Inc., Cookeville,
Tenn. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Nashville, Tenn,

MoOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 121518 (Sub-No. 1), filed
February 20, 1968. Applicant: TUALA-
TIN VALLEY BUSES, INC. 10706
Southwest Capitol Highway, Portland,
Oreg. 97219. Applicant’s representative:
Robert R. Hollis, 1121 Commonwealth
Building, Portland, Oreg. 97204. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage and of express, mail, and
newspapers, in the same vehicle with
passengers, (1) between Portland and
Forest Grove, Oreg., over Oregon High-
way 8, serving all intermediate points,
and (2) between Portland and McMinn-
ville, Oreg., from Portland over U.S.
Highway 99W to junction Oregon High-
way 18, thence over Oregon Highway 18
to McMinnville, Oreg., and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
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points. Nore: Applicant states that the
purpose of the instant application is to
seek to convert its presently held cer-
tificate of registration in MC 121518, to
that of a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 123916 (Sub-No. 12), filed
March 7, 1968. Applicant: GROVE CITY
BUS LINES, INC., Rural Delivery No. 4,
Grove City, Pa. 16127. Applicant’s repre-
sentative; John A, Vuono, 2310 Grant
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, in the same vehicle with
passengers, in special operations, in
round-trip sightseeing and pleasure
tours, beginning and ending at points in
Armstrong, Beaver, Butler, Cambria,
Clarion, Crawford, Erie, Forest, Indiana,
Jefferson, Lawrence, Mercer, and Ve-
nango Counties, Pa., and Carroll, Colum-
bia, Cuyahoga, Jefferson, Mahoning,
Portage, Stark, Summit, Trumbull, and
Tuscarawas Counties, Ohio, and extend-
ing to points in the United States (ex-
cluding Alaska and Hawaii). NoTe: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Pittsburgh, Pa.,
and Cleveland, Ohio,

APPLICATIONS IN WHIcH HANDLING WITH-
ouT ORAL HEARING HAS BEEN REQUESTED

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No, 196), filed
March 8, 1968. Applicant: ERICKSON
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Box
3180, Glenstone Station, 706 West Tampa
Street, Springfield, Mo. 65804. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Beverage base, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from Cicero, Il., to Reed-
ley, Calif.

No. MC 129745 (Sub-No, 1), filed
March 6, 1968. Applicant: B & R
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Box 128,
Altenburg, Mo. 63732. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Charles H. Trayford, 137 East
36th Street, New York, N.Y. 10016,
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Wood chips,
loose or in bulk, from Altenburg, Mo., to
Alton, Ill,, Calvert City, Ky., and Wick-
liffe, Ky.; and, (2) waste wood, on pal-
lets on open trucks, from Pinckneyville,
I, to Altenburg, Mo., under contract
with National Distillers Products Co.,
Division of National Distillers & Chemi-
cal Corp., 99 Park Avenue, New York,
N.Y. F

By the Commission.

[sEAL] H. NEeIL GARSON,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 68-3349; Filed, Mar, 20, 1968;
8:45 am.]

JOHN V. LAWRENCE

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

Pursuant to subsection 302(¢c), Part
III, Executive Order 10647 (20 F.R. 8769)
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“Providing for the Appointment of Cer-
tain Persons under the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950, as amended,” I hereby
furnish for filing with the Office of the
Federal Register for publication in the
FEpERAL REGISTER the following informa-

tion showing any changes in my financial
interests and business connections as
heretofore reported and published (26
F.R. 8958, 27 F.R. 3829, 9545, 28 F.R. 4117,
10468, 29 F.R. 5579, 14977, 30 F.R. 8982,
12309, 31 F.R. 4824, 13369, 32 F.R. 4295,
13432) during the 6 months’ period ended
March 14, 1968.

Unchanged.

NOTICES

Dated: March 11, 1968.
JoHN V. LAWRENCE.

[F.R. Doc. 68-3437; Filed, Mar. 20, 1968;
8:48 am.]

ALEXANDER W. WUERKER

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

Pursuant to subsection 302(c), Part
11, Executive Order 10647 (20 F.R. 8769)
“providing for the Appointment of Cer-
tain Persons under the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950, as amended,” I hereby
furnish for filing with the Office of the

Federal Register for publication in the
FepeErAL REGISTER the following informa.
tion showing any changes in my financial
interests and business connections as
heretofore reported and published (26
F.R. 8958, 27 F.R. 3829, 9469, 28 F.R. 4269,
10468, 29 F.R. 5579, 12992, 30 F.R. 5888,
12310, 31 F.R. 4857, 13268, 32 F.R. 4295,
13361) during the 6 months’ period ended
March 14, 1968.

No change.
Dated: March 14, 1968.
A, W. WUERKER.
[F.R. Doc. 68-3438; Filed, Mar, 20, 1068
8:48 am.]
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