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Presidential Documents

Title 3—THE PRESIDENT

Proclamation 3902
NATIONAL MARITIME DAY, 1969
By the President of the United States of America
A Proclamation

The American Merchant Marine must project the Nation’s economic
strength thronghout the world in peacetime and give mobility to our
national defense in times of emergency. Its vessels must enable us to
compete effectively in international trade and to transport and sapply
our Armed Forces in defense of freedom.

Through the cooperation of business, labor, and Government, and
with prudent use of advancing technology, the American Merchant
Marine must become capable of providing modern, productive service
to the Nation's commerce as an integral part of transportation.

A strong and profitable merchant fleet is vital to America’s eco-
nomic welfare and defense capability. The American flag on merchant
vessels on the high seas and in foreign ports is a symbol of our Nation’s
dedication to peaceful trade throughout the world.

To remind Americans of the important role the Merchant Marine
plays in our national life, the Congress in 1933 designated the anniver-
sary of the first transatlantic voyage by a steamship, the SS Savannah,
on May 22, 1819, as National Maritime Day, and requested the Presi-
dent to issue a proclamation annually in observance of that day.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, RICHARD NIXON, President of the
United States of America, do hereby urge the people of the United
States to honor our American Merchant Marine on May 22, 1969, by
displaying the flag of the United States at their homes and other
suitable places, and I request that all ships sailing under the American
flag dress ship on that day in tribute to the American Merchant
Marine.

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

b~ H st

[F.R, Doc, 60-3455; Filed, Mar. 19, 1969 ; 4:21 p.m.]
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart-
ment of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

[Amdt. 2]
PART 722—COTTON

Subpart—1968 and 1969 Upland
Cotton Program Regulations

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

The regulations governing the Upland
Cotton Program for the 1968 and 1969
crops of cotton, 33 F.R. 6701 and 34 F.R.
1225 are hereby further amended as
follows:

§722,804 [Amended]

1. Section 722.804(¢c) (2) is amended by
changing the last sentence thereof to
read as follows: “For purposes of the
foregoing sentence, the following shall
apply for 1969: (1) Any person who places
land in a trust the beneficiary of which is
such person’s parent, brother, sister,
spouse, child, or grandehild shall be con-
sidered a producer with an interest in
the trust land for purposes of this sub-
paragraph if he acts as the trustee or
trust officer for the trust or in any other
way retaing management responsibility
for the trust land even though he does
not receive any share of the crops or pro-
ceeds thereof from the trust land; b
when the State committee, or the county
committee with the approval of the State
committee, determines that a corpora-
tion or trust was formed, modified, or
used for the purpose of circumventing the
provisions of this subparagraph, the cor-
poration and any stockholder of the cor-
poration, or the trust and any beneficlary
of the trust, shall be considered as the
same producer and fully responsible for
the actions of the corporation or trust or
oI any stockholder or beneficiary of the
corporation or trust; (iii) different cor-
porations or trusts or estates having com-
mon stockholders or beneficiaries with a
combined majority interest shall be con-
sidered as the same producer.” .
5722812 [Amended]

‘-'- Schon 722.812(e) is amended by
thanging the first sentence thereof to
read as follows: “The operator may,
upon approval of the county committee,
withdraw Form 378 by filing a written
hotice of withdrawal of the form with
the county committee, except that the
form may not be withdrawn after the
Operator certifies to program acreage on
the farm which is found by measurement
10 be erroneous by an amount exceeding
the tolerance, if any, authorized under

provisions of Parts 718 and 791 of this
chapter, as amended.”
3. Section 722825 is amended by

changing paragraph (d) to read as
follows:
§ 722,825 Changes effective for 1969.

(d) Advance payment, The total ad-
vance payment to be made on a farm
pursuant to the provisions of §722.813
shall be one-half the total small farm
payment. Each producer’'s share of the
advance payment for the farm shall be
obtained by multiplying his percentage
share of the small farm payment by the
total advance payment for the farm.
(Sec. 103(d), 70 Stat. 1104, 7 US.C. 1444(d);
sec. 346(e), 79 Stat, 1102; 7 US.C. 1346(e) )

Effective date: Date of filing with the
Director, Office of the Federal Register.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March
17, 1969.

CARROLL BRUNTHAVER,
Acting Adminigtrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
sérvation Service.

|[F.R. Doc. 69-3401; Flled, Mar. 20, 1069;
B:48 am.|

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

[|Orange Reg. 62, Amdt, 4]

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT,
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS
GROWN IN FLORIDA

Limitation of Shipments

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market-
ing agreement, as amended, and Order
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905),
regulating the handling of oranges,
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos
grown in Florida, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C, 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
committees established under the afore-
sald amended marketing agreement and
order, and upon other available infor-
mation, it is hereby found that the
limitation of shipments of Murcott
Honey oranges, as hereinafter provided,
will tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the
public Interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
amendment until 30 days after publica-
tion in the Feoeran Recister (5 U.S.C.
553) because the time intervening be-
tween the date when information upon
which this ameéndment is based became

available and the time when this amend-
ment must become effective in order to
effectuate the declared policy of the act
is Insufficient; and this amendment re-
lieves restrictions on the handling of
Murcott Honey oranges grown in Florida.

Order. In § 905.512 Orange Reg. 62; 33
F.R. 18227; 34 F.R. 2486, 925, 5374), the
provisions of paragraph (a)(2)(vi) are
amended to read as follows:

§ 905.512 Orange Regulation 62.

(n) L

(2) e ®

(vi) Any Murcott Honey oranges,
grown in the production area, which do
not grade at least U.S. No. 1 Russet;

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

Dated, March 18, 1969, to become ef-
fective March 21, 1969.

PAauL A. NICHOLSON,
Depuly Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.

|P.R. Doc. €9-3380; Filed, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:47 am.)

[680.107, Amdt. 1]

PART 980—VEGETABLES; IMPORT
REGULATIONS

Onions

a. Findings. Notice of rule making re-
garding a proposed amendment to § 980.-
107 Onion import regulation (33 F.R,
11642), was published in the March 11,
1969, issue of the FepErAL ReGISTER (34
F.R. 5077). This regulation is effective
under section 8e-1 of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1037, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to file data, views, or argu-
ments in regard to the proposed amend-
ment not later than 5 days after publica-
tion. None was filed.

After consideration of all relevant mat-
ters, including the proposal set forth In
the aforesaid notice, it is hereby found
that the proposal as published in the
notice should be issued as hereinafter set
forth. This regulation is subject to fur-
ther amendment as domestic regulations
are changed.

It is hereby further found that good
cause exists for not postponing the effec-~
tive date of this section beyond the time
specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) the
requirements established by the section
are mandatory under section 8e-1 of the
act; (2) all known onion importers were
notified of the proposed regulation; (3)
notice hereof was published In the
March 11, 1969, FEperAL REGISTER (34
F.R. 5077), and such notice is determined
to be reasonable.

b. In § 980.107 Onion import regula-
tion (33 F.R. 11642), delete the introduc-
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tory paragraph and paragraphs (a) and
(h) and substitute the following new
introductory paragraph and new para-
graphs (a), (h), and (1), with paragraph
(b) republished for information:

§ 980.107 Onion import regulation.

Pursuant to section 608e-1 of the Act
(7 U.S.C. 608e-1) and except as otherwise
provided herein, during the period begin-
ning March 24, 1969, and continuing
through June 15, 1969, the importation
of onions is prohibited unless such onions
are inspected and meet the requirements
of this section.

{(a) Minimum grade and size require-
ments: (1) Grade. Not to exceed 20 per-
cent defects of US. No. 1 grade. In
percentage grade lots, tolerances for seri-
ous damage shall not exceed 10 percent
including not more than 2 percent decay.
Double the lot tolerance shall be per-
mitted in individual packages in percent-
age grade lots. Applications of tolerances
in US. Grade Standards shall apply to
In-grade lots.

(2) Size. White onions—1 inch mini-
mum diameter; all other varieties of
onfons—134 inches minimum diameter.

(b) Condition: Due consideration shall
be given to the time required for trans-
portation and entry of onions into the
United States. Onions with transit time
from country of origin to entry into the
United States of 10 or more days may be
entered if they meet an average tolerance
for decay of not more than 5 percent,
provided they also meet the requirements
of this section.

(h) It is hereby determined that im-
ports of onions, during the effective time
of this section, are in most direct compe-
tition with onlons grown in South Texas.
The requirements set forth in this sec-
tion are the same as those applicable to
grade, size, quality and maturity effective
for onions grown in South Texas.

(1) Definitions: For the purpose of this
section, “Onions” means all (except red)
varieties of Alllum cepa marketed dry,
except dehydrated, canned and frozen
onjons, onion sets, green onlons, and
pickling onlons. Onions commonly re-
ferred to as “braided,” that is, with tops,
may be imported if they meet the grade
and size requirements except for top
length. The term “U.S. No, 1" shall have
the same meaning as set forth in the
United States Standards for Grades of
Bermuda-Granex-Grano Type Onions
(§§ 51.3195-51.3209 of this title), United
States Standards for Grades of Creole
Onions (§§ 51.3955-51.3970 of this title)
or in the United States Standards for
Grades of Onions Other Than Bermuda-
Granex-Grano and Creole Types
($§ 51.2830-51.2854 of this title), which-
ever is applicable to the particular vari-
ety. Tolerances for size shall be those in
the applicable US, Standards. The re-
quirements of Canada No. 1 grade are
deemed comparable to the requirements
of U.S. No. 1 grade. *Tmportation™ means
release from custody of the U.S. Bureau
of Customs.

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

FEDERAL

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Dated March 18, 1969, to become effec-
tive March 24, 1969,

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

[FR, Doc. 69-3420; Filed, Mar. 20, 1060;
8:40 am.]

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

PART 1071—MILK IN NEOSHO
VALLEY MARKETING AREA

PART 1106—MILK IN OKLAHOMA
METROPOLITAN MARKETING AREA

Order Amending Order

Findings and determinations. The
findings and determinations hereinafter
set forth are supplementary and in ad-
dition to the findings and determinations
previously made in connection with the
issuance of the aforesaid orders and of
the previously issued amendments there-
to; and all of the said previous findings
and determinations are hereby ratified
and affirmed, except insofar as such
findings and determinations may be in
conflict with the findings and determina-
tions set forth herein. The following
findings and determinations are hereby
made with respect to each of the afore-
said orders.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
US.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure govern-
ing the formulation of marketing agree-
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR
Part 900), a public hearing was held
upon certain proposed amendments to
the tentative marketing agreement and
to the order regulating the handling of
milk in the above designated marketing
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in-
troduced at such hearing and the rec-
ord thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order as hereby amended,
and all of the terms and conditions
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the Act;

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act,
are not reasonable in view of the price of
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and
other economic conditions which affect
market supply and demand for milk in
the sald marketing area, and the mini-
mum prices specified in the order as
hereby amended, are such prices as will
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a
sufficient quantity of pure and wholesome
milk, and be In the public interest; and

(3) The said order as hereby amended,
regulates the handling of milk in the
same manner as, and is applicable only
to persons in the respective classes of In-
dustrial or commercial activity specified
in, & marketing agreement upon which a
hearing has been held.

(b) Additional findings. It is neces-
sary in the public interest to make this

order amending the order effective not
later than April 1, 1969. Any delay be-
yond that date would tend to disrupt the
orderly marketing of milk in the market-
ing area.

The provisions of the sald order are
known to handlers. The recommended
decision of the Deputy Administrator
was issued February 10, 1869, and the
decision of the Under Secretary contain-
ing all amendment provisions of this or-
der was issued March 7, 1969. The
changes effected by this order will not
require extensive preparation or sub-
stantial alteration in method of opera-
tion for handlers. In view of the fore-
going, it is hereby found and determined
that good cause exists for making this
order amending the order effective
April 1, 1069, and that it would be con-
trary to the public interest to delay the
effective date of this amendment for 30
days after its publication in the Froerat
RecisTeEr. (5 US.C. 553(d) (1866))

(¢) Determinations. It is hereby deter-
mined that:

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers
(excluding cooperative associations spec-
ified in section 8¢c(9) of the Act) of more
than 50 percent of the milk which is
marketed within the marketing area, to
gign a proposed marketing agreement,
tends to prevent the effectuation of the
declared policy of the Act;

(2) The issuance of this order, amend-
ing the order, is the only practical means
pursuant to the declared policy of the
Act of advancing the interests of pro-
ducers as defined in the order as hereby
amended; and

(3) The issuance of the order amend-
ing the order is approved or favored by
at least two-thirds of the producers who
during the determined representative
period were engaged In the production of
milk for sale in the marketing area.

Order relative to handling. It Is there-
fore ordered, that on and after the effec-
tive date hereof, the handling of milk in
the Neosho Valley and Oklahoma Metro-
politan marketing areas ghall be In con-
formity to and in compliance with the
terms and conditions of the aforesaid
orders, as amended, and as hereby fur-
ther amended as follows:

1. In § 1106.7, paragraph (¢) is revised
to read as follows:

£ 1106.7 Distributing plant.

- - - - -

(¢) Which receives milk from dairy
farmers who would be producers if such
plant qualified as a pool plant, or Grade
A milk in bulk from other pool plants,
and disposes of fluid milk products on
routes in the marketing area.

2. Section 1106.8 is revised to read 4s
follows:

§ 1106.8 Supply plant.

“Supply plant” means a plant that re-
ceives milk from dairy farmers who
would be producers if such plant qusli-
fied as & pool plant and from which fluld
milk products are shipped to a distribut-
ing plant.

3. In § 1106.9, paragraphs (a) and (b)
are revised to read as follows:
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£1106.9 Pool plant.

. . - - .

(a) A distributing plant (other than
that of a producer-handler or one which
fs exempt pursuant to § 1106.61) from
which the following percentages of the
receipts described in § 1106.7(c) are dis-
posed of during the month as follows:

(1) 50 percent as Class I milk in the
form of fluid milk products; and

(2) 5 percent as fluid milk products on
routes in the marketing area.

(b) A supply plant from which an
amount equal to 50 percent of the re-
ceipts described in § 1106.8 is shipped
during the month as fluid milk products
to a plant described in paragraph (a) of
this section. Any supply plant that
qualifies as a pool plant during each of
the months of September through
December shall be a pool plant for the
following months of January through
August except that, if the operator of
such plant s0 requests the market ad-
ministrator in writing, its pool plant
status shall be terminated the first day
of the month following receipt of such
notification.

4 In §1106.51(b), the introductory
text preceding the proviso therein is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 1106.51 Class prices.

(b) Class II price. The Class II price
shall be the average price for milk for
manufacturing purposes, f.o.b. plants,
United States as reported by the De-
partment on a preliminary basis for the
month, adjusted to 3.5 percent butter-
fat by the Class IT butterfat differential
specified in §1106.52(b): * * *

5. A new § 1106.63 is added to read as
{ollows:

§1106.63 Governmental agencies.

A plant owned and operated by & gov-
emmental agency or establishment
which processes or packages milk dis-
tributed in the marketing area, shall be
exempt from all provisions of this part.
Fluld milk products received at a pool
plant from such agencies shall be treated
on the same basis as though received
from & producer-handler. Fluld milk
products (including diverted milk) dis-
pozed of by a handler to such agencies
shall be classified as Class I milk.

In § 107151, paragraph (b) is revised
Lo read as follows:

§ 107151  Class prices.

(b) Class II price. The Class II price

ghall be the basic formula price for the
month,

(Seca. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81 as amended; 7 U.S.C.
001-874)

Effective date: April 1, 1969,

Signed at W
18, 1969 ashington, D.C., on March

Ricuarp E. LyYNG,
Assistant Secretary.

[PR. Doc. €0-3381; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969:
8:47 am.)

"o Bi=—h FEDERAL

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of
Defense

SUBCHAPTER M-—MISCELLANEQUS

PART 195a—CONFIGURATION MAN-
AGEMENT IMPLEMENTATION
GUIDANCE

Configuration Identification

The following amendment to Part
195a was approved January 29, 1969:
§ 195a.4(a) and footnotes 1, 2, and 3
have been revised as follows:

§ 195a.4 Configuration identification.

(a) Functional Configuration Identi-
fication (FCI). This identification, once
established, shall serve throughout a CI's
life cycle as a description of its required
functional characteristics. These char-
acteristics shall be consistent with the
program approved for the CI and the
Technical Development Plan (DoD In-
struction 3200.6, *Reporting of Research,
Development and Engineering Program
Information,” June 7, 1962)° or DD Form

1634 (DoD Instruction 7720.16, “Research
and Development Planning Summary
(DD Form 1634) for Research and De-
velopment Program Planning Review,”
December 10, 1968) ' upon which the ap-
proval is based. The FCI shall be docu-
mented by a performance oriented spec-
ification, prepared in accordance with
MIL-STD-490, *“Specification Praec-
tices”” This specification may call out
product configuration identification doc-
umentation for selected items, such as a
privately developed item, or-an i{tem al-
ready in the inventory, when they will
be part of the CI.
- . » - -

! Filed as part of original. Coples avallable
from Naval Publications and Forms Center,
5801 Tabor Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 18120,

* Avallable from Naval Publications and
Forms Center, 5801 Tabor Avenue, Philadel-
phia, Pa. 10120,

% Avallable from Naval Publications and
Formas Center, 5801 Tabor Avenue, Philadel-
phia, Pa. 10120,

Mavrice W. RocHuE,
Director, Correspondence and

Directives Division, OASD
(Administration).
[F.R, Doo. 69-3358; Filed, Mar. 20, 1960;
8:45 an.)

Chapter V—Department of the Army
SUBCHAPTER B—CLAIMS AND ACCOUNTS
PART 536—CLAIMS AGAINST THE
UNITED STATES

Claims Arising From Activities of Mil-
itary or Civilian Personnel or Inci-
dent to Noncombat Activities

1. In § 536.14(¢c), subparagraph (2) is
revised; § 536.15 is revised; and § 536,16
(a) isrevised, as follows:

§ 536.14 Claims payable,
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(¢) Property. * * *

(2) Personal property balled to the
Government under an agreement, ex-
press or implied, uniess the owner has
expressly assumed the risk of damage
or loss., All claims for loss of personal
property while such property was balled
to a US. Army Quartermaster laundry
are within the scope of, and will be
settled under, §§ 536.12-536.24b.

§536.15 Claims not payable,

A claim s not allowable under
§§ 536.12-536.24b which—

(a) Results directly or indirectly from
action by the enemy, or by U.S. Armed
Forces engaged in armed conflict, or in
immediate preparation for impending
armed conflict;

(b) Is for personal injury or death of
a member of the Armed Forces of the
United States or a civilian employee in-
curred incident to his service;

(¢) Falls under—

(1) The Federal Employees’ Compen-~
sation Act (5 U.S.C, 8101-8150) which
is an exclusive remedy against the United
States; or

(2) The Longshoremen's and Harbor
Workers' Compensation Act (44 Stat.
1424, 33 US.C, 901), or other workmen's
compensation laws or regulations, in-
cluding local law or custom, in cases
where contribution is made or insurance
premiums paid directly or indirectly by
the United States on behalf of the in-
jured employee. If, in the opinion of an
approving or settlement authority, the
claim should be consldered payable, e.g.,
the injuries did not result from a normal
risk of employment or adequate com-
pensation is not payable under work-
men's compensation laws, the file will
be forwarded with recommendations
through claims channels to the Chief,
U.S. Army Claims Service, who may au-
thorize payment of an appropriate
award. The Chief, US. Army Claims
Service, also may specify that all or any
part of any compensation received by the
claimant from workmen'’s compensation
sources as above will be deducted from
the award to claimant. The claim of an
insurance carrier subrogee who has re-
ceived premiums paid directly or in-
directly by the United States on behalf
of the injured employee, however, is not
allowable.

(d) Arises in a foreign country and
was presented by the claimant to the
authorities of a foreign country and final
action taken thereon under Article VIII
of the NATO Status of Forces Agree-
ment, Article XVIII of the Japanese Ad-
ministrative Agreement, or other similar
treaty or agreement;

(e) Is purely contractual in nature;

(f) Arises from private as distin-
guished from Government transactions;

(g) Is based solely on compassionate
grounds;

(hy Is for
infringement;

(i) Is for war trophies, and articles
intended directly or indirectly for per-
sons other than the claimant or mem-
bers of his immediate famlly, such as
articles acquired to be disposed of as

patent or copyright
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gifts or by sale or other commercial
transaction to another, voluntarily bailed
to agencies of the Department of the

Army. The preceding sentence Is not ap--

plicable to claims involving registered
or insured mail. No allowance will be
made for any item when evidence indl-
cates that the acquisition, possession, or
transportation thereof was in violation of
Department of the Army or command
directives;

(§) Is for precious jewels and other
articles of extraordinary value, volun-
tarily bailed to agencies of the Depart-
ment of the Army. This paragraph is not
applicable to claims involving registered
or insured mail;

(k) Arises from the operations of a
nonappropriated fund activity, unless
generated by military personnel perform-
ing assigned duties (see sec, ITI, AR 27~
20, and AR 230-8).

(1) Is based upon an act or omission
of military personnel or a civilian em-
ployee, exercising due care, in the exe-
cution of a statute or regulation, whether
or not such statute or regulation is valid,
or in the exercise or performance of, or
the failure to exercise or perform, a dis-
cretionary function or duty, whether or
not the discretion is abused;

(m) Is cognizable under the Sults in
Admiralty Act (41 Stat. 525-528, 46
U.S.C. 741-752), or the Public Vessels
Act (43 Stat. 1112, 1113, 46 US.C. 781~
790) ;

(n) Arisesout of assauit, battery, false
imprisonment, false arrest, malicious
prosecution, abuse of process, libel, slan-
der, misrepresentation, deceit, or inter-
ference with contract rights;

(o) Is for rent, damage, or other pay-
ments involving the acquisition, use,
possession, or disposition of real property
or interests therein by and for the De-
partment of the Army, except as au-
thorized by §536.14(¢c) (1). Real estate
claims founded upon contracts are proc-
essed under the provisions of §552.16
of this chapter.

(p) Is for taking of private property
by trespass as by a taking Implied under
local law resulting from the flight of air-
craft (see § 552.16(b) (3) of this chapter).
Actual physical damage is required.
Claims for technical trespass, overflight
of aireraft, or a taking of a type contem-
plated by the Fifth Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution are not payable under
£8 536.12-536.24b;

(q) Is for damages caused by the fis-
cal operations of the Department of the
Treasury or by the regulation of the
monetary system;

(r) Is for damages caused by the im-
position or establishment of a quarantine
by the United States;

(s) Is not in the best interests of the
United States, is contrary to public pol-
icy, or otherwise contrary to basic intent
of the governing statute (10 U.S.C 2733) ;
eg.. claims by Inhabitants of unfriendly
foreign countries or by individuals con-
sidered to be unfriendly to the United
States. When a claim is considered to
be not payable for the reasons stated in
this paragraph, it will be forwarded for
appropriate action to the Chief, US.
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Army Claims Service, together with the
recommendations of the settiement
authority;

(t) Is for damage caused from or by
floods or flood waters. See the Act of
7W0k) 15, 1928 (45 Stat. 535, 33 US.C.

§536.16 Claims under other laws and
regulations.

(a) Claims within the scope of
$§ 536.12-536.24b which are also cogni-
zable under § 536.26, § 536,27, § 536.29, or
§ 536.45 will be considered initially un-
der the latter sections.

2. Sections 536.21 (a) and (b), 536.23,
and 536.24a(b) (1) are revised to read
as follows:

§ 536.21 Law applicable,

(a) As to claims arising in the United
States, its territories, commonwealths,
and possessions, the law of the place
where the act or omission occurred will
be applied in determining liability and
the effect of contributary negligence on
claimant's right to recover damages. The
prineiple of absolute liability is not ap-
plicable to claims cognizable under this
statute and §§ 536.12-536.24b even
though prescribed by local law.

(b) In claims arising in a foreign
country, liability normally will be de-
termined in accordance with general
prineiples of American law as stated in
standard legal publications, except as
it applies to absolute liability. The law
of the place where the act or omission
occurred will be applied in defermining
the effect of claimant’s negligence on his
right to recover damages. Where appli-
cable, rules of the road and similar
locally prescribed standards of care will
be followed in determining fault.

§536.23 Delegation of authority,

(a) Settlement authority., (1) Sub-
ject to appeal to the Secretary of the
Army, The Judge Advocate General, and
The Assistant Judge Advocate General
are delegated authority to pay up to
$5,000 in settlement of claims, and is dis-
approve claims regardless of amount
claimed.

(2) Subject to appeal to the Secretary
of the Army as to claims in excess of
$2.500 or to The Judge Advocate General
or The Assistant Judge Advocate General
as to claims of $2,500 or less, and subject
to such limitations as may be imposed
by The Judge Advocate General, the
Chief, U.S. Army Claims Service, and all
officers of The Judge Advocate General's
Corps assigned to the U.S. Army Claims
Service, subject to such limitations as
may be imposed by the Chief of that
Service, are delegated authority to pay
up to $2,500 in settlement of claims, and
to disapprove claims regardless of the
amount claimed.

(3) Subject to such limitations as may
be imposed by The Judge Advocate Gen-
eral and appeal to the Chief, U.S. Army
Claims Service, the commander or the
staff judge advocate of each of the com-
mands listed in subdivisions (1)-(ix) of

this subparagraph Is delegated authority
to approve and pay in full, or In part, or
disapprove, claims presented for £2.500
or less; and to pay claims regardless of
the amount claimed provided an award
of $2,500 or less is accepted by claimant
in full satisfaction and final settlement
of the clalm,

(1) Each of the numbered armies
within the continental United States

(i) Military District of Washington,
U.S. Army.

(iif) U.8. Army Forces Southern Com-
mand.

(iv) U.S. Army, Alaska.

(v) U.8. Ammy, Pacific.

(vi) US. Army, Europe,

(vil) U.S. Army, Vietnam.

(viil) U.8. Army, Ryukyu Islands.

(ix) Eighth US.Army, Korea,

(4) Subject to appeal to the Chlef,
U.S. Army Claims Service, and such
limitations as may be imposed by the
staff judge advocate of the command, the
chief of a command clalms service is
delegated authority to approve and pay
in full, or in part, or disapprove, claims
presented for $2,5600 or less; and to pay
claims regardiess of the amount claimed
provided an award of $2,500 or less s
accepted by claimant in full satisfaction
and final settlement of the claim.

(b) Approving authority. (1) Each of
the following is delegated authority to:

(1) Approve and pay in full, or in part,
claims presented for $2,500 or less.

(ii) Pay claims regardless of the
amount clatmed provided an award of
$2,500 or less is accepted by claimant in
full satisfaction and final settlement of
the claim.

(@) The commander or stafl Jjudge
advocate of any command suthorized
to exercise general courts-martial

urisdiction

§ 4

(b) An officer of the Judge Advocale
General’s Corps assigned to & maneuver
claims service or a disaster clalms office
when designated by the Chief, US. Army
Claims Service, or the commander of &
command listed in § 536.4a, subject (o
such lmitations as the designating
authority may preseribe.

(c) Officers of the Judge Advocate
General’'s Corps assigned to the US.
Claims Office, France, subject to such
limitations as the Commanding Officer,
US. Claims Office, Prance, may

prescribe.

(d) Officers of the Judge Advocuie
General's Corps assigned to the US.
Army Claims Service, Europe, subjcct 10
such limitations as the Chief, U.S. Army
Claims Service, Europe, may preseribe.

(e) OMcers of the Judge Advocate
General's Corps assigned to the US.
Armed Forces Claims Service, Kored,
subject to limitations as the Chlef, US.
Armed Forces Claims Service, Kored,
may preseribe. 3

(f) The claims judge advocate of a0Y
command authorized to exercise gen-
eral courts-martial jurisdiction, subject
to.such restrictions as may be imposed
by the command staff judge advocate. ¢

(2) Subject to appeal to the Chicl.
US. Army Claims Service, each of the
following is delegated authority to:
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(i) Approve and pay in full, or in part,
claims presented for $1,000 or less, and

(i) Pay claims regardless of the
amount claimed, provided an award of
$1,000 or less is accepted by claimant in
full satisfaction and final settlement of
the claim.

(a) The commanding officer of a com=-
mand not authorized to exercise general
courts-martial jurisdiction, but having
a Judge advocate assigned to his staff, or
his judge advocate.

(b) A district or division engineer,
Corps of Engineers, or the Chief of
Engineers.

(¢) Special delegation of authority.
The Judge Advocate General may dele-
gate claims settlement authority, para-
graph (a) of this section, or claims ap-
proving authority, paragraph (b) of this
section, to other authorities where the
need for such authority can be demon-
strated. Requests for delegation of au-
thority will be forwarded through com-
mand channels to The Judge Advocate
General, Attention: Chief, US. Army

“laims Service, Fort Holabird, Md. 21219,
with justification and recommendations.

§536.24a Settlement procedures.

(b) Action by a settlement author-
ity—(1) Disapproval of a claim. The
disapproval of a claim, in whole or in
part, is final unless the claimant appeals
in writing. If the claim is in excess of
$2,500, the appeal is to the Secretary of
the Army. Claims of $2,500 or less which
are disapproved at the U.S. Army Claims
Bervice will be appealed to The Judge
Advocate General or The Assistant
Judge Advocate General. Claims of
§2,500 or less which are disapproved by
field settlement authorities will be ap-
pealed to the Chief, US. Army Claims
Service, Upon disapproval of a claim,
In whole or in part, the/ settlement au-
thority will notify the cl t In writ-
ing of the action taken and reason
therefor., The letter of notification will
inform the claimant that—

(1) He may appeal and it will indi-
cate the authority to whom the appeal
should be addressed.

(i) No form is prescribed for an
appeal but it must be forwarded
tllh'vuzb the authority disapproving the
claim,

(1if) The ground for appeal should be
set forth fully,

v) The appeal must be submitted
within 30 days of receipt by the claimant
of notice of action on his claim. An appeal
Will be considered timely if postmarked
within 30 days after receipt by the claim-
ant of such notification. For good cause
shown, the Chief, US. Army Claims
Service, may extend the time for appeal.

- » - - -
l{m 27-21, Jan, 27, 1069) (Secs, 3012, 2733,
70A Stat, 157, 153; 10 US.C. 3012, 2733)
For the Adjutant General.

HAROLD SHARON,
Chief, Legislative and Prece-
dent Branch, Office of the
Comptroller, TAGO.
IFR. Doc. 85-3357; Filed, Mar, 20, 1969;
8:45am,]
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Title 16—COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission
|Docket No, C-1404]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Elgin National Watch Co.

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-
leadingly: § 13.155 Prices: 13.155-40
Exaggerated as regular and customary;
13.155-60 List or catalog as regular sell-
ing. Subpart—Furnishing means and in-
strumentalities of misrepresentation or
deception: §13.1055 Furnishing means
and instrumentalities of misrepresenta-~
tion or deception: 13.10565-50 Preticket-
ing merchandise misleadingly. Subpart—
Misbranding or mislabeling: § 13.1280
Price, Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself
and goods—Prices: §13.18056 Ezag-
gerated as regular and customary;
§ 13.1811 Fictitious preticketing.

(8ec. 6, 38 Stat. 7T21; 15 US.C. 46, Interprets
or applies sec. §, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 16
US.C. 45) |Cease and desist order, Elgin Na-
tional Watch Co,, Elgin, Il Docket C-1494,
Feb, 20, 1060 ]

Consent order requiring a watch man-
ufacturer in Elgin, Ill,, to cease making
fictitious pricing claims in the sale of its
products,

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

It is ordered, That respondent Elgin
National Watch Co., a corporation, trad-
ing as Helbros Watches or under any
other trade name or names, and its of-
ficers, and respondent’s agents, repre-
sentatives, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the advertising, of-
fering for sale, sale or distribution of
watches or any other products, in com-
merce, as “commerce” {5 defined in the
Federal Trade Commission Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from:

1. Representing, by preticketing, list
price schedules, catalog inserts or in any
other manner, that any amount is the
retail selling price of any product, unless
sald amount is respondent’s good faith
estimate of the said product’s actual re-
tail selling price and said amount does
not appreciably exceed the highest price
at which substantial sales of said product
are made in respondent’s trade area.

2. Misrepresenting, in any manner, the
prices at which respondent’s products are
sold at retail,

3. Placing in the hands of catalog
houses, retallers, dealers, or others, the
means or instrumentalities by or through
which they may mislead or deceive the
purchasing public in the manner or as to
the things hereinabove prohibited.

It is further ordered, That the respond-
ent corporation shall forthwith distrib-
ute & copy of this order to each of its
operating divisions.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon it of this order,
file with the Commission a report, in
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writing, setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which it has complied
with this order.
Issued: February 20, 1969,
By the Commisison.
[sEAL]) JoserH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-3371; Filed, Mar. 20, 1069;
8:46 am,)

[Docket No. C-1483]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Federal Construction Co., Inc., and
H. Harold Becko

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: § 13.15 Business status, ad-
vantages, or connections: 13,15-30 Con-
nections or arrangements with others;
§ 13.70 Fictitious or misleading guaran-
tees; §13,155 Prices: 13.155-10 Bait;
13.155-33 Demonstration reduction;
13.155-70 Percentage savings; 13,155-
100 Usual as reduced, special, etc.;
$13.170 Qualities or properties of prod-
uct or service: 13.170-30 Durability or
permanence; § 13,240 Special or lmnited
offers. Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself
and goods—Business Status, Advantages
or Connections: § 13.1395 Connections
and arrangements with others; Misrep-
resenting oneself and goods—Goods:
§ 13.1647 Guaraniees; § 13.1663, Indi-
vidual's special selection or situation;
§ 13.1710 Qualities or properties;
$ 13.1747 Special or limited offers; Mis-
representing oneself and goods—Prices:
§ 13,1779 Bait; §13.1800 Demonstra-
tion reductions; § 13,1817 Reductions
Jor prospect referrals; § 13.1825 Usual as
reduced or to be increased. Subpart—Ne-
glecting, unfairly or deceptively, to make
material disclosure: § 13.1905 Terms
and conditions, Subpart—Securing or-
ders by deception: §13.2175 Securing
orders by deception.
(Sec. 8, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. Interprets
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat, 710, as amended;
156 US.C. 46) [Cense and desist order, Fed-
eral Construction Co, Ine., et al, Tulsa,
Okln., Docket O-1493, Feb, 20, 1069

Consent order requiring a Tulsa, Okla.,
home improvement company to cease
using balt advertising, false pricing and
savings claims, deceptive guarantees,
falsely alleging connection with manu-
facturers, failing to disclose all terms of
its sales contracts, and other deceptive
sales practices,

The order to cease and desist, including
further order requiring report of complii-
ance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Federal
Construction Co., Ine., & corporation, and
its officers, and H. Harold Becko, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corporation,
trading under said corporate name or
under any trade name or names, and re-
spondents’ agents, representatives, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with
the advertising, offering for sale, sale,
distribution or installation of residential
siding materials or other home improve-
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ment products or services or other prod-
ucts, in commerce, as “commerce” is de-
fined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from:

1. Using, In any manner, a sales plan,
scheme or device wherein false, mislead-
ing or deceptive statements or represen-
tations are made in order to obtain leads
or prospects for the sale of any merchan-
dise or services.

2. Making representations purporting
to offer merchandise for sale when the
purpose of the representation is not to
sell the offered merchandise but to ob-
tain Jeads or prospects for the sale of
other merchandise at higher prices.

3. Discouraging the purchase of or dis-
paraging any merchandise or services
which are advertised or offered for sale,
either before or after a contract has been
slgned for the purchase of such mer-
chandise or services.

4. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that any merchandise or services
are offered for sale when such offer is not
a bona fide offer to sell such merchandise
or services.

5. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that respondents’ offer of prod-
ucts is limited as to time, or is limited in
any other manner: Provided, however,
That it shall be a defense in any enforce-
ment proceeding Instituted hereunder for
respondents to establish that any repre-
sented limitation as to time or other
represented restrictions is actually im-
posed and in good faith adhered to by
respondents.

6. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that any price for respondents’
products Is a special or reduced price,
unless such price constitutes a signifi-
cant reduction from an established sell-
ing price at which such products have
been sold in substantial quantities by
respondents in the recent regular course
of their business; or misrepresenting, in
any manner, that any savings or a stated
amount of savings are available to
purchasers. .

7. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that purchasers of respondents’
residential siding materials will realize
a 30 percent savings or any other per-
centage or amount of savings in their
air-conditioning or heating bills: Pro-
vided, however, That it shall be a defense
in any enforcement proceeding instituted
hereunder for respondents to establish
that each such purchaser In fact realized
the represented savings,

8. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that residential siding materials
sold by respondents will never require
painting or repairing: or misrepresent-
ing, In any manner, the durability, per-
formance or quality of respondents’
products,

9. Representing, directly or by Impli-
cation, that any of respondents’ products
or installations are guaranteed unless the
nature, extent, and duration of the guar-
antee, the identity of the guarantor and
the manner in which the guarantor will
perform thereunder are clearly and con-
spicuously disclosed.

10. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that the home of any of respond-
ents’ customers or prospective customers
has been specially selected as a model
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home to be used or will be used as a
model home, or otherwise, for advertis-
ing, demonstration or sales purposes.

11. Representing, directly or by im-
plication, that any allowance, discount
or commission is granted by respondents
to purchasers In return for permitting
the premises on which respondents'
products are installed to be used for
model homes or demonstration purposes.

12. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that purchasers are able to obtain
respondents’ products at little or no cost
as a result of the receipt of commissions
or compensation from referrals.

13. Falsely representing that pur-
chasers will receive referral commissions
or misrepresenting In any manner the
amount of referral commissions that
purchasers will receive.

14. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that respondents are connected or
affiliated with EKaiser Aluminum and
Chemical Corp. or U.S. Steel Corp., or
misrepresenting, In any manner, the
identity of the manufacturer or the
source of any of respondents’ products or
the respondents’ business connections or
affiliations.

15. Indueing or causing purchasers or
prospective purchasers of respondents’
merchandise to sign blank or partially
completed sale contracts, or any other
instruments.

16, Falling or refusing to disclose the
exact amount of the tofal purchase price
of merchandise, including all interests,
credit or service charges, at the time the
contract for the sale of such merchan-
dise is executed by the purchaser or
purchasers.

17. Falling to deliver a copy of this
order to cease and desist to all present
and future salesmen or other persons
engaged in the sale of respondents’ prod-
ucts or services, and failing to secure
from each such salesman or other per-
son a signed statement acknowledging
receipt of sald order.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent corporation shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each of
its operating divisions.

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

complied with this order,
Issued: February 20, 1969,
By the Commission.

[sEAL] Josgra W. SHEA,
Secretary.
|F.R. Doc. 69-3372; Filed, Mar, 20, 1069;

8:46 am.]

[Docket No. C-1402)

. PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES
Weatherhead Co.
Subpart—Discriminating in price un-
der section 2, Clayton Act—Price Dis-
crimination under 2(a): § 13.700 Arbi-
trary or improper functional discounts:
§ 13.770 Quantity rebates or discounts.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 16 U.S.C. 46, Interpreta
or applles seo. 2, 40 Stat. 1526; 156 US.C, 13)
[Cease and desist order, The Weatherhead
Co., Cleveland, Ohlo, Docket C-1482, Feb. 20,
1969

Consent order requiring a Cleveland,
Ohio, manufacturer of industrial fittings
and regulators of fluid power products to
cease discriminating in price between
competing resellers and distributors of
certain of its products,

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

It is ordered, That the respondent, The
Weatherhead Co., a corporation, and its
officers, representatives, agents, and em-
ployees, directly or through any corporats
or other device, in or in connection with
the sale and distribution of brass In-
verted, Compression, S.A.E,, Mini-Barb,
Pipe, Self-Align, Knurl-On, Sermeto and
Alr Brake Pittings; Auto and Industrial
valves; steel and stainless steel Ermeto,
JIC. and Pipe fittings, Reusable Hose
Ends, Swivel Adapters, Swage Ends, Bulk
Hose and other Industrial fittings or
products having the same or similar ap-
plication or use, in commerce, as “com-
merce” is defined in the amended Clayton
Act do forthwith cease and desist from
discriminating, directly or indirectly, in
the price of such products of like grade
and quality by selling to some purchasers
at net prices higher than net prices
charged any other purchaser who, in fact,
competes In the resale and distribution
of such products with the purchasers
paying the higher net prices: Provided,
however, That nothing herein shall be
construed to prohibit the respondent
from selling to industrial distributors on
uniform terms and conditions of sale dis-
closed and made available to all such
distributors, who in fact compete in the
resale and distribution thereof, products
not regularly maintained by such distrib-
utors in inventory if such products are
custom made, custom fabricated or cus-
tom assembled from components to sub-
stantially conform to the specifications
or requirements of the user-purchaser.

It is further ordered, That if respond-
ent at any time after the effective date
of this order utilizes a discount program
in connection with its sale of industrial
fittings or products having the same or
similar application or use it shall af-
firmatively notify all purchasers engaged
in the resale and distribution of those
products in writing of the detalls, in-
cluding available discounts, of any such
discount program.

It is further ordered, That the respond-
ent corporation shall forthwith distrib-
ufe a copy of this order to each of its
operating divisions.

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

Issued: February 20, 1969.
By the Commission.

[sEAL] Joserr W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc, 69-3373; Piled, Mar. 20, 19069

8:46 am.]
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND SPACE

Chapter |—Federal Aviation Administration, Department of Transportation

SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES
[Reg. Docket No. 9488; Amat. 641]

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES
Miscellaneous Amendments

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

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

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

1. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

STANDARD INSTRUMERT Arrnoscn Prockoune—Tyre LFR

Bearings, headi courses and mlh.lsmm:ﬁnulc. Elovations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Cellings are 1 foot above alrport elovation. Distances sre in nautical miles
unless otherwise nl&od excopt visibilities which are in statute

I{an instrument pro.chpmc«lmo(momm ummﬁummmm iubul!bolnmduueowuh the following Instrument approach procedure
unless :n l;f .l:ooudueud n sccordance with .y?l”wetmt procedurs for such alrport authorized by the Administrator. Initial approachoes shall be mado omnpodnod
mum hnh “below.

routes, M udes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particulsr uu or a8 sot
Transition Celling and vistbility minimums
2-engine or less More than
Courso and Minlmum 2-ongine,
From— To— distance altitude Condition 05 knots More  more than
(foot) or loss than 85 65 knots
knots
Anotn VHE. IR aeaans Gustavas LFR. ... ... .. Direct............. 300-1 300-1 200-14
700-2 T00-2 700-2
7002 700-2 700-2
600-2 6002 000-2
NA NA NA

Bhuttle descent Lo 300" In 1-minute holding gu«n , right tams, 256° Ontbnd, 106* Inbnd. Bhuttle descent bolow 3600° n6t autherized, procedure tum roquired,

Frocedure turn W side of ers 258* Outbad, 100° Inbnd, 2700 within 10 miles. Beyond 10 milea not suthorized,

Mintmum sititude over facility on Anal mgrou:h ors, Yoo £

Crs and distance, facility to y 106°=2.3 miles,

_ If visunl contact not establish pon descent to sutharized landing mintmums or If lsnding not accomplished within 2.3 miles witer passing GBT LF R, climb to 45007 on

8E ey, G&T LF R within 20 miles, or when direeted by ATC, turn ht, cllmb to 3000" on N'W crs, 08’1‘ Ll’ll within 10 miles,

\rl TR k‘-;stl umu‘s“k remote altimetes, no control tone, weather observations not available.,

*Tum right after 00T,

#Descent to 8007 authorized after GAV RBn, Mamuvuln;Nlhr h B of t not suthorized, terrain to 3000° 48 miles NE of uirport, 4000° 6.1 miles NE of
apps vw:mmds.’lpnksNW LFR. mumm ongt il

MBA within 25 miles of facllity: N E—7000'; SE—W SW—W NW—W

Clty, Gustavus; State, Alaska; Alrport name, Gustayus; Elev., 38'; Pac. “I:'“i’l IS’B‘?"A;} adonl GST; Procedure No, LFR 1, Amdlt, 12; EfI. date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup, Amdt,
0. o

Homer VO R o e et e e vty TR B b R R SOt e VU T Direct.....

>EFLLE 2700 Tdf.oee.oeeeonn 400-1 400-1 4001
Cdn®. e 500-1 500-1 500-134
A~On® S0l B0O-2 800-2 8002

Procedurs tumn 8 side W ors, 241* Omlmd 051* lnbnd W within 10 miles.

Minimum altitude over facility on final

Crs and distuncs, faeility missed o polnt, M‘—l

1f visunl contact not established o desomnt to nuummcd Inndlng minimums or if landing not accomplishiod within 4 miles after passing HIT LF R, tarn right, climb to
W o W ors (M1° Outhnd) within

mlles.
Oavriox: Terraln within 1 mfle N and W rising to 1000’ and continning to rise to 1500° within 4 miles. All mancuvers 16 be conducted SE of alrport. Tum right after takeott
Runway 3, turn left after takeoff Runway 21.

Sk :"n";l fl\;'t;uo‘l ::!a_n not effeetive/altimeter not avallable the following spplies: (A) Use Kenal altimetor setting, (B) Ceilitg mintmums ralsed to 800, (C) Alternate mini-
izms nod authorix

City, Homer; State, Alssks; Alrport nanse, Homoe Municipal; Elov., 78 Poﬁ‘ C::,”szgd% 1dent.,, HH; Procedure No. LFR 1, Amdt. 15; Efl. date, 10 Apr. @; Sup. Amdt,
ov.

300-1 300-1 300-1
£00-1 S00-1 H00-144
NA NA NA
900-2 900-2 900-2

Procedure tum E side of ers, 127° Outbnd, 37* Inbnd, 2100' within 10 miles.

Minlmum altitude over facility on final crs, 1600
: s sod distance, facility to a 1, 142°—0.7 mile, mile
i 1' - b“f.:]‘ﬁ?,m?lf, cstablit upon t to authorfred Moding minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 of MHM LFR, tarn loft, olimb to 100" on 8B
=, 17 Wi within

\““1" This procedure not autharized for ADF spproach.

Lo Ly a B control zone not effoctive/altimeter not available the following spplies: (A) Use McGrath altimeter sotting. (B) Celling and visibility mintmums, all alroraft raised
“0-2, (C) Alternate minimums not suthorised,

", Minchumina; State, Alasks; Alrport name, Minchuming; Elev., 084'; Fae. Class, BMRL; Ideat., MIM; Procedure No. LFR 1, Amdt; 6; E. date, 10 Apr, 0%
Sup. Amdt. No. & Dited, 38 Joly
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5488 RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTROMEST Arrnoacn Procsoous—Trrs LFR-—Continusd

Transition Celling and visibility minimums
2engine or loss M b
Minimum Hioee than
From— To— Cgureeand | “sititade |  Condition e Segtne,
(feet) 0 ore '
or less 65 knots | O knots
T {0 ) et SRR L BRSNS R L S R ) I e oo 4 it b € Sosr Diteet..o e e eeee 300-1 300-1 200-14
001 P00-1 §0- 115
NA NA NA
Proceod outbnd on E ers not below 2700 for 5 miles before starth dure tam sltitud
Procedure turn 8§ side of E ery, Wl)utbud.w nmel'Ww ln I&mllu
Minimum altitude on final 2, & | distely alter completion of procedure turn.
Crs and distance, facility to air 2.6 miles.
1f wisual contact not establishe deamnl to 014, turn Jeft, otimb to 500U on E ors of the MO LFR within 16 miles, VFR flight mqulmd from missed approach point

o -t?on.
ores (1) ADF spproach not asuthorized, (2) I-‘lnn! approach from holding pattern st MO LF R not authorized. Pr
CAvrtoN: Tormain 1708, 3 miles NW, and 075, 2.2 miles W rising to 13007, 3 miles W of MO LF R. No umnouvmnx wlhoﬁwl V mnou:h SW of MO LFR.

*No cantrol zooe, Westhor obssryations not avaliable, use Nome Au\?#am sellings.

MSA within 25 miles of fecflity: NE—4000/; SR -W SW--3200; 1
City, Moses Point; State, Alaska; Alrport name, Moses Paolnt; Elev, A:::'J l?ae Cluss,, BM RLZ. Meul MO; Procedure No. LFR-1, Amdt, 10; Eff. date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup.

No. % Dnud
300-1 300-1 200-1
1000-3 1000-3 1000-3
NA NA NA
NA NA NA

Procednre turm 8 side BW ers, 214° Outbind, 034" Inbnd, 1500° within 10 miles W Cape Suckiing Int,

Minimum altitude over facility on final npproueb ‘Ionu Minimum altitude over Cape Suckling Int Inbnd on final approach, 1500,

Crs and distanoce, fucility to toﬂ. 146—~0.3 mile.

11 visual contaet not estabiish dnscrm 10 authorized Innding minlnmms or if landing not acoamplished within 6 miles after pussing Cape Suckling Int, turn right,

kb to 15007 on the BW ors (214%) to ( ape Suckling Int, Hold 5W of (‘lp. Sucilhx; 04° Inbnd, J-minate right turns,

X\on.l. (1) VFR flight roquired lrom missed ppprooch point to alrport. () No numouvednl spproved NW through E of alrport. (3) Use Yakutat altimeter, no control
rone, weather obsarvations not available.

Cavrrox: High mountain mnge N through NE to EBB of alrport. Terrain 2255°, 3 miles B of airport.

*Initial approoch to Yakataga LF R not aathorizod. In wmeh authortzod to Cape Suckling Int nt MEA.

MSEA within 25 miles of facility: N~13,0000; E—10,000; 5§~

Clty, Yakatagn: Btate, Alsska; Alrport name, Yakntagn; Elev., 127; Foe, Clmeb!'l‘.:!dl'!% m&aCYT. Prooodure No, LFR 1, Amdt, 11; Eff, date, 10 Apr, 00, Sup, Amdt, No. 10
4 »

SrTaxpaun INSTRUMENT AprRoscn Procenone—Tyre NDB

Bcuinu,lmdlw,mmmdmmh h.!hvmmsmdanuudamlnmusb.Cdnwmlnbunbovodrpoﬂchvumnmumwlnmwmuu
unless otherwise fndicated, except visibilities are In statute miles,
HmlnmummxupmmmmmoMolmhmmumnbohmaﬂm umumwmmmlmw
unless an o ) {3 conducted fn accordancs with a different procedure for such airport au u:odmlb) tho Administrator. Initial api hes shall bo made over
routes. m altitodes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the wum}nmwumlwthbdov
Transition Celling and visihiity mintmums
I-on(inoclea More than
Course nnd Songine,
From— To— distance altitude Condition More  moro than
(foot) lui than 65 60 knota
knots
300-1 300-1 200- 4
G00-1 0001 o0-14

Procodure turn *8 side of ers, 120" Ontbngd, 300° Inbnd, 2500° within 10 miles,
Minimum altitude over facility on final nmlmh’ ers, 00,
4 m

(‘n and dhuuwo bdmy to nlmort 090' hos,
upon ¢ to suthorised landing minimums or if landing not sccomplished within 0 mile of ANI RBN, turn left, cimb to 2320 0a

1f visual ot ‘not
bearing 210° within 10 miles,
Nores:
#Loft turn required on takeoff Runw.
*All turns to be made on 8 side of ‘{llgh

SoDeparture; Northesstbound, elimb on uw 210° bouing of the ANT RBN within 15 miles, to crces the RBN at or above 3500, Terrain 1000, 2 miles N of ANT RBN.
T et ettt 'wm‘;Nm’«'}“N fnl for all alrcraft ratsed alternate mintmums thorized,
an oon ve, minimums to 1000
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000"-000"—45007; 000" -150°—4700"; w—n%'—m ww—no'fr“ 2 T TR e

City, Aniak; State, Alasks; Alrport name, Anlak; Elev,, 80°; Foe. Class., BHZ; lde:;tactlg. Procedure No. ADF 1, Amdt. 2; Ef. dato, 10 Apr. 60; Sup, Amdt, No, I; Dated,
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5489

Sraxvand INsrRomExr Arieocscn Poaoczpoas—OIyre NDB-—Continned
ng, headings, mmmwwxummmmmuammuu Cellings are in foot above alrport elovation. Distances are in nautical miles

Beart:
otharwie Indluud. cxcept vidbitities in statato miles,
T an et Yot careofthe sbove (ypets condocted s the'blow named airport, it shal b i asonndenen with the following instruraent appeoach procedure
mhauu 1s conductod tnmdmmwl\h:ﬂﬂmlm m-:wwmmm inl approsches b-ubom-hmlpoan'd
Toutes, altitudon shall correspond with ﬂmmhmhcdhmmommmm&mw-mmm
Transition Oeling and visibility mictnnrms
2-engins or less More than
Course snd Minimum Sengine,
From— To— distance altitude Confiition 6 'knots More  more than
(feet) or less thon'@S 65 knots
Tnots
300-1 200~
o1 B00-1
B0-2 $00-2

Shuttle 1o 2000 on ers, 031° Outhind, 211* Inbind.
Procedure turn N sido of ors, (31° Oulbnd 211" Inbnd, wmmromna.
Minimum sltitude over faciiity on final smmeh oS,
Crs and distance, facility to n. 211°—0.7 mlde.
1 visual contuct not establish x{:ndmlhMﬂMnguﬂWnWMb?mhmmnonm vlirdh o 2000" on
e, 211" from FTO RBo within 20 m
( JAUTION: Antenna 484° MSL locuted on alrport,
Nore: Avold flight below 300 feet above terraln botwoen 4500" uid 35007 froan ond of Ruarrway 21,
*When control zons not effective/altimeter not avallable the following wpplies: (A) Uso Patrbiorks altimotar sotting. T8) Colling aud visftiltty minfmooms, sll atrernft ritsed
10 1100-2, (C) Alternate minimums not authorized.

City, Fort Yukon; State, Alaskn; Alrport name, Fort Yukon Municipal; Elov., 481% Fac. Class., H, rm mmmnon DF)-1, Amilt, 1; BiL, dxte, 10 Ape.
x e i o, Sup, Amdt, No, ADF 1, on...nmd. Ao e

STANDARD INSTRUMENT AProacn Procenunes—Tyes NDB

. Bearings, hoadings, cotrses and radials are Elovattons and altitudes are in feet ML, Celllngs arein foet above afrpaort elevation, Distances sre'in moution] mifles
U:"ﬁglwﬁﬁmmlm&ouwg&m% lhobalovmmdurpm um.nwumommm approsch procedure,
mnummm

unkss an approach is conducted in accordance with .W ebuman authorized Ly the Adminigtrator, Tritlal approsches slall be mafe over specified

Toutes. Mhsmnm altitudes shall eorregpond with those humoptm ‘tho purticulur area or us set Sorth below.
Transition ‘Oeiling andl vidfbility mintmums

Fengine or loos More than

Course and Mintmum 2-angine,

TFrom— To— distanoce altftudo Condition 5 knota More  more than

(foet) or less than 65 03 knots

r-'«. utthe d t Lo 3000 In L-minuts holding ﬁ"m' right turns. 286‘ Datbind, 100° Tubadl. Shuttle descent holow 3000 not authorized, procedure turn required.
Procodure turn W side of are, 288° Outbnd, 100° Tubud, 2700" within l-.Boyo 10 miles not authorized.
Miaimum altitade over GAV RBn on final, J100; aver GST x.m, by
Crs nnd distance, facility to , 100°--3.9 miles.
I visunl contact not establish poudwn to sutborized lan mintmums or IManding not accomplished withiln 3.0 wmlles ulter pasting GAV REBn, dllmh to £500° on
U n u!m-{ GAY KRBy vlmmmmlh-,or when directed by ATC, \rl mumumn:m p-ulnu GAV RBn. turn right, elib to 30" on NW crs GST LFR within 10 miles.
Junoau woather o

N tar, no 1 zone,
o’ :w.x afler takoodl,
. ‘I ori-ruﬂ-r:ng 1uuou¢h E of alrport not suthorized, terraln to 3000, 4.8 miles N'E of alrport, 40007, 6.1 miles NE of appronch ors, and 8.7 miles NW LFR. Xountalnous
rraivall quadean
MEA within 25 miles af fuolllty: 000°-000"—T800"; 000"-180"—5000°; 180™-270"0H0’; 270360 000",

City, Gustavus; State, Alaska; Afrport nume, Gustaves; Elev,, 30%; Fue. m.,m.gw,gw. Procodure No. ADF 1, Amdt, 7; RfI. dato, 10 Apr. 8; Sup. Amds. No. &

BrANDARD INSTUUMERT ATrRoACH PrOCEODUNE—TYrE NDB (ADF)

Bearings, headings, coursos and radiols sra m:'utk. Elovations md altitudes are In foot MSL. Collings are {n foot abave airport elovation, Distances are fn nautical mufles
unless otheswise indicatod, except visibititles which are In statute mi
Ifany hwtmmcnz - pproach procedure of the abave type is oooducmd at the below numed alrport, it :!m!lboln acvordance with the followlng Instrumant approach procolurs,

unles nn nd ed In sccordanes with a different prooodure for such alr authorized by the Administrator, Initial stiall bomads over
routes, Mlnmum altitudes shall carrespond with those whrmmuopmlom the pnmmhrnma-mbnhbdo' o N
Transition Celling and visibility minimunes
2-ongine or less Mare than
Courss and
From— To— w Condition 185 knots More  amors thon
(feet) than 65 €5 knots
knots
Rochellu fnt Direct...... 300-1 300-1 200-
}, Ll VOR... Direet. 8001 5001 B0-1
D VOR Direct._ . 201 W01 00-1
selveders Int. Direet... 800-2 B00-2 8002

Malts Ing_ .
Creston Int

3

R
RFD VOR.

L"!‘l‘l“":‘l'l: :ﬂrl‘l‘u \(}'ﬂvldn of hcc? ‘m' %ultlmd o tl,u\md 2000 within 10 miles,
SN over Proad L, 20007,
Cre and distance, fucllity to e tl‘:n"'w llcc:’

< lr‘ ;1 sual contaot not estal vpon dnaam to authorfzed landing minimums or If lnding not neeomplluhed within 4.1 miles after passing LOM, make left-clmblng turn
= ’,“'1 Droceed direet to RFD R or, when dirocted by ATC, make left-climbing turn 1o 2000” direct to LOM,

after R¥D VOR, R
MEA within 28y of faeflity? 000%-000"—2300/; 000°-150°—2500'; 180°-270°—2300'; 270°-360"—2600",

City, Rockford; State, I1L.; Atrport name, Grester Rockford; Elev., m Fue. Class., LOM; 1dent., R¥; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 36, Amdt. 9; EfI. dato, 10 Apr. 60;
up. Amdt. No. 8; Dated, 27 May 07 s
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PrOCROURE—TYPE NDB (ADF)—Continued

Radar avallable.

Proocedure turn W side of ers, 342° Onlbnd 10 lndbod am within 10 miles,

Minimum altitude over facility on final _gf

Crs and distance, facllity to 2 miles.

If visual contact not mmmmu uoou destent to aulhotlud landing minimums of if landing not sccomplished 5.2 miles alter passing LOM, miake a right-climbing turn,
proceed direct to LOM and continue dm\m to 2000’ fn & 1-minute bol pattern N of the LOM (right turns, 342°Outbnd, 162°Inbnd), or when suthorized by ATC, elimb
o 2000° on 162° bearing hom Loveo LOM 329° radlal of SAC vomouwsac VOB

'Reduouonl ool nn

All circling &lhmd W ol Runn&?mm due to MCC AFB mme.

MBA within 25 mﬂu of LO —4100"; 270°-360°~3200",

City, Sacramento; Stata, Calif; Alrport name, Saceamento Metropolitan; Elov., 28 Poe. Class,, LOM; ldont. SM Procedure No. NDB(ADF) Runway 16, Amdt. 1; Efl. date,
10 Apr, 69; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 27 Oct.

200-}4
S0-14
-1
8002

« Direct. .
Direct.

§§§§§§§

g

lm rial Int. oceee e SASESRAES
Mo{l'hds Int

-
s

Prooedu.re turn N side of cnI 207° Outbnd, 117° Inbnd, 2000” within 10 miles.
Minimum sititude over fsctlity on final approach crs 20007,

Crs and distance, facility to , 11 3 miles.
11 visual contact not establish pon dnocnt 1o suthorized Janding mintmums or if landing not accomplished within 5.3 mnn after passing LM LOM, proceed to MT3

VORTAC via Cudlm\l Int eltmbing to 2400’ or, when directed by ATC, proceed to toople (8T) LOM via Cardinal Int climbing to 1000°,

CavTioN: (1) Vehicular traffic crossing perpendicular to approach ors and axtending nbove ALS 900’ from threshold Rumny lzR (2) Trees mately 3300 from
lpptgscb and .o:d unrgny 12R, on runway centerline, to an elovation of 649" MSL may obscure portions of approach iight system during final appr

o not suthorized.
000 —2100"; OR0P-180°-—-2700"; 180°-270"—2200"; 270°-360°— 2200,
City, Sl Lonls. State, Mo.; Alrport name, Lambert-St. Louls Munlclpal; Eley., 571"; Fae, Class,, LOM; ldont. LM: Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 12R, Amdt. 3; B
dnte, Am w. Sup Amdt. No. 2; Dux«l Dee. 67

200-14

Pmdum turn N side of ors, 088* Outbnd, 238° Inbnd, 1900 within 10 miles of Steeple (8T) LOM,
Minimum altituds over facility on final -ppmu-h ors, 1500°,

Crs and distance, facllity to 4 238°—4.2 miles,
1f visual contact not estublis ducmt to atithorized landing mintmums or if Inding not ascomplished within 4.2 miles after passing LOM, climb to 2400° an e of

h upan
'm' o Lake Int or, when dlmeted by ATC, make right (N) twrn, climb to 2400° direct to STL VORTAC,
000°-000°—1000"; 090"-270°—2700°; 270°-340°~

CI(}',B! Loull Btate, Mo Alrport name, Lambert-St, Louh Munlcl ; Elev., §71%; Fao, Class,, LOM; ldem BT; Procedure No, NDB (ADF) Runway M, Amds,
date, 10 Apr, 00; p Amdt, No. ADF1, Amdt. 24. , A7 Sopl.

Prooodare turn 8 side otcnshzll' Outbnd, 031* Inbod, ZSW within 10 miles,
Mintmum altitods over facility on final IWI o, 1
Foellity on alrport. T
It ﬂsx:nl mf;(l’mt‘g:l established upon descent to authorized landing mintmums o¢ if landing not ac Hsbied within 0 mile of TKA NDB, turn Jeft, climb to 2300° on M
bearing within 10 m!
Cwﬂov (1) 570 terrain, 1.1 miles 8 of 2 \(mmmu runge NE through Sl! within 2 to 4 miles dwpoﬂ risen to 1400,
MSA within 25 miles of faclity: 068"~145"— 3 1057~ 235° 3500 ; 235'-325 —~T100"; 325°-055" 5200,

City, Talkootna: State, Alssks; Atrport name, Talkeotna; Elev., 308 Fac. Cl\ass;ﬂliluliqu TKA Procedure No, NDB (ADF)-1, Amat. 9 Ef1, date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup. A dt.
NO, O an.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5491

BTANDAND INSIRUREXT APFAOACH Purocsbius—Tyres VOR

Bearings, beadings, courses and radisls are mxw.n.amam«mmuusummmmmmmlmmmmm
unlus otharwise indicated, excapt vistbhilities which are in statute miles.
Innlnnmmnnl npnmuhpmced uro of tho Mux»&mmluaodwm\lbrmod alrport, 1t shall bodu aecardance with the folldwing instrument Wum
unloss an &m 1s conduated In md-nuwllh:dwmtmmdm suoh alrport MudbylhoAdmlnLnnwr Tnltial spproaches sball be made over
outes. Mindmam altitudes shall correspond with thos catablished for snroute operation In the particularnres or ssset forth below,
Transition Celling and visibility minkmoms
3 2-ongine or leas More than
From— To— cdm.n::d altitude Condition 63 knots Moaro .i.‘;.“." z?::n
(oot) or leas than 65  65knots
) g N0 Y . SRR SRS S SN AN AU RAN FYU VOR. Direct ... 2001 300-1 m;z’
Bo0-1 00-1 :
S0c-1 BOO-1
BOG-2 B2
Procedure turn SE gide of ors, 183* Outhnd, 0s* Inbnd. lw within 10 miles,
Minimum sititude over facility on final appeosch ors, 900,
T acllity on airport,
Cre mnd distance, bmkoﬂpﬂntwlpprondxmddnun-nyt.ao'
1f visual contact not ost bk lnndmmlnhnnmlorulmdlngnolwcompmhedwmnnomh turn right, olisud to 2000" ann R 048" within 20

silles.

Cavmox: Restricted area. Avold fight bolow 300" shove terrain between 4500" and 585007 from end of Runway 21,

*Wbon cantrol zone not efective/altlineter not available the lollowing applies: (A) Use Falrbanks altimseter setting. (B) Cefling and visibility minkmums, all sircralt, stealght-
o and circling radsed to 1100-2. (C) Alterniate minlmums not suthorized.

r, Fort Yukon; State, Alaska; Alrport nume, Fort Y%mzlﬁ;:‘.l.fhv‘ﬁ:ﬂ b?tn. Clsss, H-BVOR; !dnnt.. PYU TProcedure No, VOR-8, Amdt, 2; Ef. date, 10 Apr. 9%
No

R-3, Amdt, 1; Duted, 31 A

 y 1S e L s A Q1L ) REESSINSTERI Co A S . SRR B00-1 001 m—’h
s0-1 500-1 001
w01 -1 BO0-1
B0-2 S-2 S00-2

Procodure turn N side of ors, 45° Outbnd, 225° Inbnd, 1500° within 10 miles.
Minimuwm wititude over twun on mm 8 amh ots, V00,
Facllity on alrport, Crs and nt to approsch end of Runwsy 21, 210°—1 mile.

. If vietal coetaet not Wm -nmt sutherized hnﬂnmlﬂmmuuhmﬂmnotmlmadwnmomlwnlaﬂ.cﬂmbtonnl.B’lumnm
lem,

t\\tl( TION: {z;uhl«ln:e:.ﬂAvotd flight below 300/ above l«nln bet woen %nwm% (rolr'n end of Runn:ga sebiinig. (B) " e & -
bens conteol zome ective/ulitmuter not wvailabie ¢ eo!lon'ln:n ) Use Fulrbanks Celling and visibl minlmums, all alrer
raty bl and otroling rodsed to 1100-2. (C) Alteruate mintmums n o y

City, Poct Yukon; State, Alaka; Afrport nume, Fort Yukon Manielpal; Elov 431%; Pae, Class,,FH-BYOR; Ident., wu Procedure No. VOR-21, Amdt. 2; E{, date, 10 Apr.
% Bup. Amdt, No. Ter VOK-21, Amdt. 1; Dated, 31 Ang. 63

MO LR R, o 0] 4 §0d LSRR S AR Ry 220 S —— 200 T-dnde....... - -1 00-1 m—sl
C-dn*. S00-1 001 900-1
NA NA NA

Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 070° Outbnd, 250* Inbnd, W within 10 milles.
:‘u Ix lm.m nlntll:ude over fuctiity on finnl approach crs, U14',
anliity on

port,
il It b - ﬂ\lull«,‘m(m not cetablished upon descent to suthorized landing minimuxms or Wlanding not seoomplished within 0 mile of MOS VOR, turn loft, climb to 3000 on R 070°
hin 15 miles,

*Nocontrol zone. Weather observations not avallable, use Nome .Iumdc
MSA within 25 miles of Bacility: 000*-000°—23KY; (00°~180°~—20007; -‘i-‘;'?“mw-w

Ciy, Moses Polnt; Stats, Alaska; Afrport name, Moses Point; Elov,, 14'; r-c. Clasa,, xquvlon !dmle HOS, Procedure No. VOR-1, Amilt. 2 BRI, date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup,
Amdt, No. I;

M d Helghta VORTAD oo s oo BTLVORTAC. oo s ivvassaasss DI s oves W0 T-An ..., 300-1 300-1 200-
R 227, BTL VORTAO OW- oot i srae R 815° s'n, von'uc..-...__.._.. Vi Faniles DME 2600 G 7 T00-1 F00-1 700-1
R R ) Arc, C-u 7002 700-2 700-2
R 057*, STL VORTAC CCW +eeeeee B 3157, STL VORTAC.............. Via 7-mils DNE 00 7001 700-1 300-1
- - Are. 121, 700-2 m 700-2
tulls DME PIx, ROM e oo e STL VORTAC (NOPTY. e Dirwebio il M00 A-dn......... $00-2 500-2
Mintmuos with DME or Duvonm
CMiieannn 500-1 wo-1 WO-134
840120 uen 5001 &0-1 %01

———

Radar v 'c.“lnﬁﬂ
rocedure tury W sdde of ern, $15° Outbnd, 135* Inbnd, 2600° within 10 miles.
mum altitude over facility on nnm npw(nlcn:i oS, 400, over $-mile DME Fix or Levee Iut, 1271

(l s and distance, facdlity to o Pon.
{ visnal contars not astabi t to .umorlmd landing mintmums or if Ianding not -mnplmml \v!lhla 8.5 miles alter passing STL VORTAC make right
0 400" direet to Loke lnt o, whm directed by ATC, make left turn, ellmb to 1900 direet to Steeple (3T) LOM,

Surn, ellmb ¢

$I5.A" Goge 000 —2100; 000"-180°— 200" 160"~ 270°—21007; 270 00" 2200,
\m: Radar ldmhﬁuuon of Leveo Int authorized,

Ft. Louls; State, Mo.; Atrport name, Lambert-St. Loais Nunlelp-léﬂn wc. Class,, I-BVORTAC; Ident., STL Procedure No. VOR Runway 12L, Amdt. %
B, date, 10 Apr. 6, Sup. Amdt No S VOR 2, A, 1; Dated, 17 Sept. 0
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5492 RULES AND REGULATIONS

STANDARD INSTRUMENT Areroscu Procrovnar—Tyre VOR—Continued

Maryland Helghts VORTAO. .. .- STL VORTAGO. .. ........ by, TR 2400 T-dn... 300-1 300-1 200
R.&', BTL VORTAC CW... .- B 315°, BTL VORTAC.. Vl:‘l-mlle DME 400 C-d.. 000-1 500-1 51t
re. C-n,. 000-2 BO0-2 -2
R OS5, 8TL VORTAC COW. . envernnnnnnn R 38, STL VORTAC....ccceaaenee Vis Tmile DME M40 S-d-12R* 000-1 800-1 gnj-_n 1
& L Are, S-n-12R* 2 H0-2 2 5002
vmile DME Fix, R3E e iiininiinannnns STL VORTAC (NOPT)..neerernnnn DIrSCt e cvaveren 26000 A-dn §00-2 §00-2 800-2
Minimums with DME or Dual VO R recelvers
S-dn-12R"...... 400-1 400-1 $00-1

Radar vectoring.

Procedure turn W side of ers, 318° Outbnd, 138° Intind, 2400" within 10 miles.

Mintmum altitude over facility on final approsch crs, 24007; over 4-mile DME Fix or 81, Charles Int, 1071,

Crs and distanoce, facility to t, 185°—8 miles 81, Charles Int to alrport, 135" —4 miles,

1 visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if hndlmalnoz aecomplishod within 8 miles after passing STL VORTAC, mako right
turn, climb to 24007 direct to Lake Int or, when dirocted by ATC, make loft turn, eliml to 1900° direct to Bteeple (87) LOM,

; nl;:ulvnox.' Troes approximately 38007 from approach end of Runway 12R, on runway centerline, to an elevation of ¢4%° MSL may obscure portions of approach light system
on final spproach,

Nore: Radar Identification of 8¢, Charles Int authorized,
* Reduction below 1 mile not anthoeized.
MS A 000" 000" —2100'; 100°-180°—2700°; 180°-270"—21007; 270" J60"—2200",

Clty, 8t. Louls; State, Mo,; Afrport namo, Lambert-St. Louls Manicipal; Elov., 571%; Foe. Class., H-BVORTAC; Ident., ST1; Procedure No. VOR Runway 12R, Amdt. 11
EfI, date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup, Amdt. No, VOR 1, Amdt. 10; Dated, 17 Sept, 06

3000 300-1 300-1 20-34
3600 500-1 B600-1 600-144
3000 400-1 400-1 400-1
Redwood 2000 5002 $00-2 #0-2
8BTS YOR.. 3000

Procedum turn W aide of crs, 136° Outbnd, 3168° Inbhnd, 2600° within 10 miles of Monros INT/FM.

Minimum altituds over Monroe INT/FM ou final approach crx, 2000°; over facility, 525°,

1f visual contaet not established upon descent to suthorized landing minfmums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile after passing 8T8 VOR, turn left, climb to
8000’ on 8T8 VOR, R 168° within 16 miles.

* Altarnate mintmums not sutharized when control zone not effective except o tors with .p&oved weather reporting servioe,

GLIF R departures all runways: Climb vis R 165" within 15 miles to recross STS VOR st tho following MCAs: Northwestbound, V464, 3000°; northeastbound, V=301, 40}
costhound, V-494, 2600"; direct Napa VOR, 2600°; southbound, V-301 on ers climb authorlzed,

#FWhen control 2one not affective: (1) 700 colling required: (2) use Hamilton AFB altimeter nw.

MSA within 256 miles of facility: 000"-000"—5400"; 000°-150"—-3700; 180" ~270"—3700; 270°-360°—

City, Santa Ross; State, Calll; Afrport uame, Sonoma County; Elev., 128 Fae, Class., LVOR; Ident,, 8T§; Procedure No. VOR~32, Amdt, 2; EfY, date, 10 Ape, 0% Sa),
Amdt. No. 1; Dated, 13 Fob, 68

T RA N B o asrsieanarrtsbnnasvonebores son TEANOR o soccdesviriviver s Direct..ccceianiaa 200 TA.....ccoeee — 300-1 300-1 200-14
O-4d.... - 600-1 0600-1 @114
At - 2 500-2 $00-2

Prooedare turn W gide of ors, 156* Outbud, 334° Inbnd, 2300° within 10 miles,
Mintmuam altituds over faellity on finsl lp?mu:h ors, W',
Crs and distance, facility to airport, 346°—1.1 miles, o
B .’,s'*'“"':m} eoguc‘t le:“ establishod upon deacent to autborized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0 mile of TKA VOR, turn Jft, climb to 2300’ «a
156° within 10 m
CavTiox: (1) 57 terraln, 1.1 miles 8 of nlr%, (2) Mountain NE through SE within 2 to 4 miles of alrport rises to 1400'
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 065°-145"— + 145°-235"—350 ; 235°-328"—T100; 3250555200,

Clty, Talkeotss; State, Alasks; Alrport name, Talkeotna; Elov,, 335 Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., TKA: Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt, 3; Eff. date, 10 Apr. 0; 5up. Amat
No. 2; Dated, 27 Jan, 68 :

2. By amending §97.11 of Subpart B to delete low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

Portland, Malne—Municipal, NDB (ADF) Runway 11, Amdt. 6, 19 Aug. 1067 (established under Subpart C).

Ashland, Ky.—Ashland Boyd Co., VOR 1, Orig., 15 Jan. 1966 (established under Subpart O).

Calverton, N.Y.—Peconio River Plant (Grumman), VOR 1, Amdt, 8, 4 July 1064 (established under Subpart C.)

La Grange, Ga.—Callaway, VOR 1, Amdt. 6, 3 Apr. 1965 (established under Subpart C).

Sanford, Maine—Municipal, VOR 1, Amdt, 4, 23 July 1066 (established under Subpart ©).

Twin Falls, Idaho—Twin Falls Municipal (Joslin Pleld), VOR-25, Amdt. 7, 1 Oct. 1966 (established under Subpart C).

3. By amending § 97.11 of Subpart B to cancel low or medium frequency range (L/MF), automatic direction finding
(ADF) and very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures as follows:

8t. Louls, Mo.—Lambert-St. Louis Municipal, ADF 2, Amdt. 10, 17 Sept. 1966,
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5493
4. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to amend Instrument landing system (TLS) procedures as follows:

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APFROACH ProcEoUuRE—Tyre ILS

ummmmmmmmmmm:aMummumucmmmmmnmmmvmmmmmm
oxeep! nro

lnstrinent ure of the ahove t enmwndudnbhvnmwd , 3¢ ahiall be In secordance with the following Instriment approach procod:
nndg.:u nfm-d: ::mm"“’:‘:’m wm.i zgﬂmut procedure for such -lrport“-rs?‘hamd by the Administrator, gcw spproacties ghall be mado over lpocm

routes. Mi m&mmWndwuhmmMWbcmmuWn the particular area or as ot forth
Transition Calling and visibility minimums
2-engine or less More than
From— To~ e | kot Ot Wi o e
o on
(foet) or les than 85 65 knots
nots
Lakewood Int. ..., O A o Via OBK, R 72* 200 T-Qod oo . ... 300-1 300-1 200-4
d NW Cdn. ... 500-1 2001 500-154
B-dn-1R% . 200-%4 mo—? 200-34
ORD VOR.. P00 A iooeven 000-2 000~ 000-2
Warren Int. 2500
2500
300
2000
200
Radar avallable,
Prosedure turn W side of ers, 318 Outhnd, 155° lnbnd. 2500" withiin 10 mfles,
Minimumn altitude ot glide slope lnumplﬁm Inbnd, 220",
Altitude of glide slope aod distance to appeonch ond o runway at OM, 2040°—-5.3 miles; at MM, 881%0.5 mile,
11 visual contact not establishod upon descent to authorized landing minimums or i hnnding not sccarnplished within umnnm;-uu LOM, turn rigit to s beading of
&% and cibmb 40 1569, then make a %umm turn Lo 36500° and proceed to DEA VOR via R (85° ar, whien direeted by ATC, turu right to heading of 186" snd climb to
, thon make ﬂxht-eﬂmbln( tumn to and to Elgin lnt \Il ORD R 201°,

Cavniox: When conducting a pamlilel uppr 1, Paralls) 1 & L procedure must be used,
Norns: (I} Hunwey MR LOM n MEO' (2) Baok - nn
Cavniox: Takoolls on Runway m. vnwn woather is Delow 1000-3, ciimb to 2000 MSL on runway hesding prior to making left turn,

G- { roquired when glides not utilizad and authorized with operative ALS, exoopt for 4-enugloo turbojets,
*RVE mao Jor 4-m¢h.-”turbo ta; 1800° for all o!buﬁt l"

FRVER 20" suthorized Runwan r M Land R 32 L and R, md 7R.

MBA within 25 miles of O R LOM W-OW'—.‘X!Y 000 150° —3000°; 180"-300" 28007,

City, Chicago; 8 1. Atrport name, Ohicago O'Hare lnlemnuond Klev,, 607; Fae. Class,, TLE; Ment I-ORD; Procedure No, ILS Runway MR, Amdt, 15 B, da!
= Ape. 03; Sup. Amdt. No. 14; Dated, 20 Dec. €8 18 te,

2400 T-dn'W........ 300-1 2001
20 O-dn.....oeunen 400-1 8001 800-1
2500 S-An-30"%. 200~ 200-54 200-34
2600 00~ 00-2 00-2
2400
2400
2000

8 wx.n lx 2000

Hodor avaliable,

Procodure turn E side of cra, 125" Outhud, 308° Inbud. 2400 within 10 miles,

Minimum altitude at glide slope Interception Inbnd, 2600°

Altitude of glide slope and distanco to approsch end of rnnway at QM 2’43 nns:AT MM, 1153"—0.5 mile.

If visnal contact not establishiod upon descent to atithorized landing ruintmums or hmuu not asccomplished within 4.3 miles after Mnf,{)‘ M, ollm to W 3085°
bearing fram LOM, tuen Joft, proceed direet to DSM VOR, or whoen dicscted brA'l‘C cllmb to 10 Grrtmes Int vis 305° from LOM and D \' R R =*,
foa 1( ;lfl;»"n\:hﬂ‘zl“#dl‘%\'& &znulul\NEo(A(rMnotviﬁm»tho MNW it 1o 2100" om 306° heading, sud to NE climb to 2100" on 080 hioud-

¢ before turning townr Wer,

**400-A required vbm lide slope not utilized; 400-3¢ authorized with np“m ALS exoopt for éengine tarbojets.

fRVE 2 Descont below ll:a?‘rnoc authorized unlees ALS is visibie

#RV R 200 nuthorized Runway 30,

M5A within 23 miles of tacility: &v-our-—m 00071507 —2300"; 180°-270°~2400°; 270°-0" 200,

. Des Molnes; State, Tows: Alrport name, Des Molnes llunlclpd. Elov,, 457; Fae. Class., n.s. Ident,, I-DSM; Procedure No. ILS Runway 30, Amdt. 11; B, dade, 10 Apr.
Sup. Amadt. No. 10; Dated, 30 Jan. (0

Rocislle Xob. ..o o : . ,D s v

1"-‘...‘\"((”& — {18:‘_‘_0 b froot, P T-dn' "eees m—x m g—l
FD VORI = ] ST e

Beivedars Inf oot T L e A gm— ______ E-do-Sois ol
IYLYOR. - Lo Direct.- - ooooioins N D i B < o

Bulta Int,

§ ¥ Egdunmy

Cry oo QOM, o o oot nnns muiiir ettt Direct. ..
stost Iy .o s no g Rl S S Bonm ers L8 (AnAD) .. on oo oo e e Vis R 180*
e 5 RFD-VOR.
DVOR, R MY OOW. e coiascrancinnsnsees REDVOR, BRI ooociiininse Via 15mile DME
Waulle DME Fix RFD VOR, R 128" e LOM (final).... DR e
I'rmdmmwudndm. 182 O 002* Inbind, 2000" within 10 miles,
Minimum sltitude st glide tlope ln lnh: i, 2000

;\'.‘v liugf &';n'tl::g:x. ?mu -Mndd y land .:n;.ou.mm—c ll:nl;l;“ e m_“nhwlthh 4.1 miles after LOM, make loft-clt
10! or not lmo!'nmod mi o m tum
10 25007, proceod direct to RFD Bor dlnch ATL 1) elimb to 2500° on N ors of ILS 10 B000r
Cue ‘."N b .'"nV. o A'}ISL i 8 by y ) on miles; (2) ake mm turn direct to LO
£400-2¢ required when ﬁ)ule slope not ttillsed.

200" after ing RFD VOR, R 000, ¥
”R\ }: ‘alﬁ;a:xlhwlud Runway 30,
MSA within 26 miles of RF LOM: 000°-000" 2300 ; 000*-180°—2800"; 180°-270" 2300 ; 270"-300"—20600",

4, Rocklord; Stata, I11; Atrport name, Greater Rockford; Elev., 788'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-R¥D; Procedure No. TLE Runway 36, Amdt. 10; EA. date, 10 A
Sup. Amdt. Ne. ; Dated, 8 July 67 o o or. &%

C
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5494 RULES AND REGULATIONS

BTANXDARD INSTRUMEST ArFRoACH ProcEouRs—Tyre ILS—Continued

Transdtion Colling and vistbility minimums
Do or Jess More thas
% Course and Minimum s '!-ongh:vl,
From— To— distance altitude Condition 05 knota More  more than
(feet) or less than 65 65 knots
knots
I TR s 3 43 s o b e e S b eborns ILA, R 065° 2000 T-A0%eeeaennca 00-1 300-1
MYV VOR.. . S 2000 Cdn®......... & 5001 -1
Newesstle Int.. 3000 S-dn-1068..... < 200-34 a—%‘

SAC VOR. 2000
Haorter Int 2000
Tudor Int 1600

Radar avallable.

Procedure turn W side of ers, 342° Outbnd, 162° Inbnd, 2000” within 10 miles.

Minimumn altitade ot ghide Al Intercoption Inbnd, 16007,

Altitude of giide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 1491°'—6.2 miles; at MM, 214°—0.5 mile

1f visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or f landing not sccomplished 4.7 miles after passing OM, climb straight abead to 3237, turn
rsiﬁlg t‘g(;.awmg 300°, continue cllmb to 2000 and proceed to Yolo Int via BAC R 32" or, w authorized by ATC, olimb to 2000" on the S ors of the localizer and R 320" to

Nores: (1) When authorized by AT'C, DME may be used at 28 miles from the SBAC VOR at 3000 botweon R 329" and R 036° CW to position alrcraft on SMF loeslicer N
en for su%m sppeoach with elimination of oominro turn. (2) Glide unusable (nsldoe MM,

RVR | 4-ongine turbojet snd RV E 1800°, othor alreraft. Descent below 223" not suthorized unless approsch Hghts are visible,

9% RV R 2000 authorized Runway 16 for 4-engine turbojet; RVR 1500° suthorized other alroraft.

required when glide s{mo not utilized, Reductions not authorized.
*All ciroling must be aooom od W of Runways 1634 due to MCC AFB traflie,
MEA within 25 miles of LOM: 000°-180"4000"; 1807-270° —4100"; 270°-360°—3200".

City, Sacramento; State, Calif; Alrpoct name, Sacramento Metropolitan; Elov., 23;. Fae. Class,, TLS; Ident , I-8MF; Procedurs No. ILS Runway 16, Amdt, 1; E{I date, 10 Ape.

&, Sup. Amdt, No, Orig.; Dated, 27 Oct, 67
e )i Ve ke e S Lake Int (NOPT) e ureeeeeeecarenvacs 241 S, 300-1 $00-1 200-45
N R Y T e BRI T R SR A I TG P ST D A TS S Direct.cecucacass. - 500-1 500-1 80-134
500-1 £00-1 8001
800-2 s0-2 #0-2

Radar vectoring.

Procedure turn 8 side of crs, 238° Outbnd, 068° Inbnd, M0 within 10 miles of Lake Int,

Altitode over Lake Int, 2200/, Distance from Lake Int to Runway 6, §.3 miles,

1f visual contact not established upon descent to authorized tng minimums or f landing not ascomplished within 5.3 miles after passing Lake Int, climb to 1900° 03
NE crs 1ILS to Steeple (8T) LOM, or when directed by ATC, make left (N) turn, climb to direct to STL VORTAC.

FFRV R 2400" aat! Runway 24

@3500-3{ suthorized with operative SALS or HIRL exoept for 4-engine turbojets, Reduction below 3{ mils not authorized.

City, 8t. Louls; Stats, Mo.; Afrport name, Lambart-8¢, Louls )luuldrl: Bl-rs.. 5171'- ¥so, Olass., ILS; Ident., I-STL; Procedure No. LOC (BO) Runway 0, Amdt, 18; EL
1 0.

date, 10 Apr. £9; Sup. Amdt. 18-85, Amdt. 17 (back crs); Dated, 17 Sept. 06
L6 e U OIS SRS N0 A S SRR T Limostons (LM LOM. .. .0ooureneees Dirsct__ 2000 T-dnff. e 300-1 $00-1 20034
L B Limestone (LM) LOM (NOPT)....... Via STL, R 277* 2400 C-dn. 5 500-1 H00-1 500114
und NW crs 8-dn- v 400-1 400-1 400-1
LMBR ILS A0 e 0002 000-2 00-2
S8TL VORTAC Limestone (L 2400
LakeInt. . ... Limestone (LM 2400
Bteeple (8T) LOM Limestone (LM) LO 2400
8 ton 1ot Limestone (LM) LOM, 2000
Barraeks Int, ..o Limestone (LM 2000
Maryland Helghts VORTAC. .. _27700 Limestone (LM) LOM 2400
Imperial Int. . oo e e ot il.&l 200
p T | AR e DI T IR A Limestone (LM) LOM. 2400

Radar veetoring.

Procedurs tur:‘N aide of ers, 207° Outbnd, 117* Inbod, 2400" within 10 mileo.

Minimum altitude at gitde slops Interception Inbnd, 2400,

Altitude of glide and distance to approach end of runway st OM, 2300'—5.3 miles.

If visusl contact not established upon descent to suthorized Imdln& mintmums or if landing not .mmslh!nd within 5.3 miles after LM LOM, proceed to MTS
VORTACQ via Cardinal Int, climbing to 2400 or, when direeted by ATC, prooeed to Bm‘gloo (8 stu via Cardinal Inthcumhlnl to 19007,

C;ms:%VWMcmmhww ¥ h crs and extendl ve ALS 900" from threshold Runway 12R. (2) Trees approxiniately 300" from 89
wm:'hnu‘;u‘ilol nway 12R, %\m On1 to 50 elovation of 4% MSL may obseurs portions of approsch light system during final spproach.
2400 authorized Runwasy

& Reduction not suthorized.
MSA within 25 miles of LM LOM: 000*-000°—2100"; 000°-180"~2700'; 180"-270"—2200'; 270°-300"—2200/,
Nore: Glids slope Inoparative minimums, 400-1 required when glide slops not utilized.

City, Bt. Louis: State, Mo.; Alrport name, Lambert-8t. Louls Municipal: Elev., 571 Fae, Class., ILS; Idant., I-LMR; Procedare No. ILS Runway 12R, Amdt. 5; ET. dats,
= 10 Aot Gb; Bup. Amde. No. 4 Dited, § Doc. 67 _—

Bt, Louls VORTAC Staople (ST 1900 T-dn#......... 01 01
W Int... gmpw ﬁ 2000 C-dn.... 500-1 500-1 - 7,
e In Steople 2000 B-dn-243 radl §
Cora Int... Stesplo (8T 1900 A-dno........... %’3‘ 000-2 600-3
Btounton Int.......cccvuearnren .. Steeple (8T 1900
Maryland Helghts VORTAC... 5 .. Stoeple (ST 2000
Imperial Inb. _ ... .ocivitivien Sese .. Steeplo (8T 2000
Pralrie Int___ ... v Steeplo (37T 2000
OB InB. o i cviisnsssernshsrressssassven Bloeple (8T A0
Radar veduln&
Procodure turn N side of ors, 088* Outbnd, 238 Inbud, 1900” within 10 miles.
Minimum altitudes at gud%lnmmion Inbnd, 1000,
* Altitude of glide slope and ce to spproach ond of runway nt OM, 18582'—4.2 miles; st MM, 750/—0.6 miles. aWent
1f visua) contact not established upon desesnt to authorkead landing mintmums or f landing not sccomphished within 4.2 milesafter passing 8T LOM, climb o 2400"0n
of ILS to Lake Int w,MMATC. rsmNmm. elimb to 240" direct to STL VORTAC,
FRVR 2400, Descent below 771" not suthorized ui approsch Hghts are visible,

PRV R 2400 authorized Runway 24,
@400-3{ (RVR 4000°) Roquired when glide slope not utllized and 400-14 (RV R 2400°) suthorized with operative ALS, except for 4-engine turbojets:

City, St. Louls; State, Mo.: Alrport name, Lambert-St. Loals Municipal; Elev., 571" Fae. Class.,, ILS; 1dent., I-STL; Procedurs No. ILS Runway 24, Amdt. 30; BA. &t
10 Apr. 00; Sup. Amdt, No, ILS-24, Amdt, 20; Dated, 17 Sept. 68
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEODURE—TYPE ILS—Continued

Transition Celling and visibility minimums

2-engine or lesm More than

Course and Minimum no,
Frotn— To— distance altitnde Condition 05 knots More than

(feot) or Jess than 65 65 knots

knots
TOX VO R A o s soesrrsant e v PP e sd Candinal Int (NOPT) . oovvvnernrnnns ViaTOY, R 280%, 2000 TdnM......... 3001 300-1 200~

and SE ey Cdan. . . ooree 5001 001 800-1

LMRILS, S-dn-3018. ... 500-1 8001 500-1

O e S S00-2 S00-2 S00-2

Frocedure turn not suthorized. Rader required. Final approach crs, 207" Inbod,

Minimumn altitude over Oardinal Int on final ap; h crs, 20007,

Cry and distance, Cardinal Int to alrport, 207°—8 miles.

1t visual contact not establishod upon descent to authorized landing minimume or if landing not sccomplished within & miles after passing Cardinal Int, elimb to 2000"
d n-;“l to Limestono (LM) LOM and hold on 27* bearing from Limestons (LM) LOM or when directed by ATC, make right turn, climb to 1900/, proceed to Eteeple (ST)
LOM,

Nore: Radar identifieation of Cardinal Tnt authorized,

# Reduction not autborized.

MRV R 00" puthorized Runwiy M.

Clty, 8t. Louls; State, Mo,; Alrport name, Lambert-8t. Louls Municipal; Elov., 571'; Fae, Olass,, 1LS; Ident,, I-LMR; Procedure No. LOC (BC) Runway 30L, Amdt, %
EfL. date, 10 Apr, 00; Sup, Amdt. No, ILS-30L, Amdt. 1 (back ers); Dated, % Nov. 68
5. By amending § 97.17 of Subpart B to delete instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:

Calverton, N.Y.~—Peconic River Plant (Grumman), ILS-5, Amdt. 4, 1 May 1065 (establiished under Subpart C).
Portland, Malne—Municipal, ILS Runway 11, Amdt, 7, 19 Aug. 1967 (established under Subpart C),

6. By amending § 97.19 of Subpart B to amend radar procedures as follows:
BETANDARD INSTRUMENT AFrrroAcn ProcroURE—TYFrE Rapam

Dearings, bendings, courses and radlals are otie. Elovations and altitudes are ln foot M8L, Cellings nre {n feot above ulrport elovution. Distatices are In nsutheal miles
unless otherwise Indicated, except visibilities which sre in statute miles, .

11 & rchar fnstrament appronch s conducted at the bolow named airport, It shall be tn sccordanscs with the following instrument procedure, unless an approsch is conducted
tn sccordunce with a different procedure authortzed for such alrport by the Administrator. Inftinl spproaches shall be made over specified routes, Minimum altitudo(s) shall
ourrespond with thoss established for an route operation in the particular aren or as sot forth below. Pasitive identification must be established with the radar controller. From

initial contaet with radar to final authorized landing mini the Instructions of the radar controller are mandatory excopt when (A) visusl contact is establistiod on final
sppronch at or before descent to the suthorized lan: minimums, or (B) at pilot’s discretion if it np&ut desirable to discontinue the ap, Exoept when the radar con-
troller may direct otherwise prior to final spproach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) communication on final approach is lost for more than &

weonds during s preciston approach, or for mare than 30 seconds during s surveillancs approach; (B) directed by controlier; (C) visual contact 1s pot established upon de-
seent to anthorized landing fnlnhnunn: or (D) if landing Is not mmﬁzmm -

Transition Celling and visibility minimums
: 2-ongline or less More than
Courso and Mintmam 2-engine,
From— To— distance altitude Condition 65 knots Mare  more than
(feet) or losa than 65 65 knots
knots
Survelllance npproach
2000 ~ 00-1 300-1 200-14
2400 Bo0-1 600-1 M0-134
2600 S00-1 500-1 B0-1
500-1 BO0-1 00114
400-1 400-1 400-1
8002 §00-2 $00-2

Rador terminnl urea transition altitudes: All beartngs and distances are from the radar site.
If visual contact not established upon desoent to suthorized landing mintmumy or if lnndl% not sccomplished climb to 200", proceed direct to STL VORTAC or, when
dizicted by ATO, elimb to 2400° direct to Lake Int or climb to 1900 direct to Steeple (8T) LOM,

- NotEs: @5-dn-6 and 35--500-4( authortzod with operative SALS or HIRL, um&;ﬁw 4ongine turbojets. Reduotion below 3{ mile not authorized. 8-dn-WR, ML, 12R,

“'r 3 «mdx:)‘o_uﬁﬁ')’.ﬁm below 1 milo not authorized, 3-dn-26—500-4{ (RV R 4000) suthorized with operative HIRL, 500-14 (RV R 2400) suthorized with operative ALS, exospt

ot 4-engine

dur ‘r‘ }Xm"m'r"« approxtmately 3500 from approach end of Ruaway 12R, on runway centerling, to an elevation of 49" MSL may obscure portiona of approach Hght system
#RV R (2400) nuthorkzod Runway 24, S

Oity, Bt Louls; State, Mo,; Alrport name, Latbert-8t. Louis Municipal; Elev., 571; Facllity, 8t. Louls Radar; Procedure No, Radar 1, Amdt, 18; BT date, 10 Apr. 6% Sup.
Amdt, No, 12; Dated, 4 July 68 y
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5496 RULES AND REGULATIONS

7. By amending § 87.21 of Subpart C to amend low or medium frequency range (L/MF) procedures as follows:
SraNpARD INSTRUMENT ArrFnoacn Procepune—Tyre LFR

Bearings, headl oourses nnd mdials are Elovations nltitndes nre In foot M HAT, HAA, and R.
Distances are in -ﬂhunlnaommmw& tvmbmuuwhlcbmmmnummm e VR.LW“MMMMWHH
- u:bwumm:l?omo@ ot ure of the abova t mduuduwohb\vwnulm lt:sh‘annmwdmemlmmoblw {nstrumont procadare,
approach accordanos authorizod infstrator, Init proach shall correspon:
mhtmmblmdhrmmuopenmnmlbow-muumm‘m Ao oo e -

Terminal routes Missed npproach
Minimoum o
From— To— Via ut‘l:xga MAP: 2.4 miles after possing AC L¥R
(

1500 Cllmblolﬁm'hnmdlncUoA(‘Hh
00 charting  Informatior
ndntnnunmlns l.lmﬂmzm k. 1

way 6, Antonnn 225, 0.0 mille W Ranway

13, TV antonus 458", 1.5 miles NE 1.u-

way M,
Procedure turn W slde of ors, 183° Outhnd, 008" Inbod, 1500° within 10 miles of AC LFR,
FAY, AC LFR. Fioal lmoach I8, 3!5' Distance FAF to MAP, 2.4 miles.
Minimum aititude over
e N(lxc)— ey 4 Tx?h”a.;'l‘n m-mpl with published Ancborage SID'
OYES! ures muost comply 5
% RV R 24 authorized Runway 00, oy
DAY AND Nronr MiNimoms =.
A B o D
Cond. —
MDA VIis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
[ o B OO ACUO0 &0 1 L) 680 1 o0 S0 14 o 500 2 (e}
e e S AT AT Standurd. T 2ong. or kas—Standard. % T over 2eng-~Standard. %

City, Anchorage; State, Alasks; Alrport name, Ankomge Intarnational; Em.l. 3'.3 Mllty. AC; Procedure No. LFR-1, Amdt, 11; Efl. dato, 10 Ape. 0%; Sup. Amdt, No. ¢

8. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to establish very h!ah trequenw omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-
distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows:
STANDARD INSTRUMENT AFPROACH PROCEDURE—TYFE VOR
Bearings, headings, courses and radials mnmwlle. Elovations and altitudes arolux: foot met l.lA‘l‘ ma“u&dvRA Cellings aro 1n foot sbove alrport elovatlon.

Distances are In eal miles uoless oth-rwh cated, exoopt vistbilitles which R.

I an Instrument approach uro of the above type 1s conduoted at the below named airport, § be In sccordance with the following Instramon! W 'ur]
unless an approach ts cond tn necordance with a differont procedure for such aathorized bymaAdmlnuuuot Injtial approach x:fnxmum shall corTespon
with thoso cstabisbed for en route operation In the particular area or os set forth

Terminal routes Missod appronch
Minlmuom
From-— To~ Via nnllud)u MAF: 0 miles after passing Groenup Iat.
3000 mglentnmlom)’dlmi\}k
00 VOR and hold; or, when dirocted by
200 ATO mhtdhnblng turn to 2000 on

direct HT LOM. Hodd W, 1

mi.nula right turmns, 114° Inbad,
Bupp nu:ry charting 1nbmmnnr Hod
\f ute, right tums, 18° Inbnd
cn lnwu ®s Ruanway

‘?0‘1‘“-'
w'u'. T \YJ&"("!.’:"

Procedure turn 8 side of ors, 208° Outbad, 118° Inbnd, W within 10 miles of YRK YOR,
FAF, Greenup Int. Final approach ers, ers, 115%, Distanco FAF to MAP, 6 mils.
Minlmum dmndn over Y RK VOR, 30007; over Groenup [ul mf
BA; 000F-000° 2400 ; 000"~ 1200’ 150" NP =2000 ; 200°- B0 —2000.
Non Use Huntington altimeter setting.
Cavnos: Tranamission line towers of varying helghts to 1028° MSL within 2 miles NW of alrport crossing final approach crs:

Day axp Nigur MINIMUMS

A B o D
Cond.
MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT vis
F-90. o coneressoosonsummnrraces 10 1 ™ 1340 1 T 1540 134 ™ NA
MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VIs HAA
U et A 1340 1 ™ B 1% ™ 1350 144 s34 NA
A mrer s onossisesasssescannay Not suthorized. T 2-eng. or Joss—Standand. T over 2-eng.~Standard.

Olty, Ashiland; 8tute, Ky.; Atrpart name, Ashland-Boyd County; Rlov uo' PadmybY m;. Prooodm No. VOR Runway 10, Amdt. 1; Eff. date, 10 Apr. @; Sup. A“’ it. No.
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STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURE—TYIE VOR—Continued

Terminal routes Missed approach
Minimuom
From— To— Via n!:z:gm MAP: 4.8 miles aftor passing RVH VOR,

Climbing Jeft turn to 1800 direct to RVH
VOR nnd hold.

Bupplementary charting informnation: Hold
%, 1 minute, right turns, 270° Inbnd, 640°
tower, 6.2 miles SW RVH VOR. 500"
tower, 4 milkks NW RVH VOR, s’
tower, L7 miles SE RVH VOR. 227
tower, 15 miles NNE Paconle Control
Tower,

Procedurs turn N side of e, 270' Onlbnd 000° Inbnd, 1500 within 10 miles of RVH YO R.

FAF, RVE VOR, mmnn‘? . Distance FAF to MAP, 4.6 miles,
Minimum altitude over R H IW
MEA: 000000 —1700'; 000 B00; 18"-270°—1700"; 270°-300° 2100,

Notx: Procodare mmorluu! only dnnnz bours of afrport operstion 0800-1630 local Monday through Friday.

DAY axp NiGur MiNiMuMs

o A B C D
Col

MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA VI8 HAA
(RIS Brromr i 540 1 405 50 1 465 &40 14 465 40 2 505
) WRS—— Standard. T 2-ong. or less—~Standard, T over 2-eng.—Btandard,

Clty, Calverton; State, N.Y.; Alrport name, Peconle River Plant (Grumman); Elev,, 78’; Faellity, RVIH; Procedurs No, VO R-1, Amdt. 4; B, date, 10 Apr. 69; Sup. Amdt.
No. VOR 1, "Amdt.3; Dated, 4 July 64

Terminal routes Missed approach
Mini
From— To— Via al:}lm;n MAP: 6.8 miles after passing LGC VOR.
et

2400 Climbing right turn to 2600" direct to LGC
2400 GVO‘R " luryk’hnﬂd Inf lon: Hold
upplemen ¢l ng Information: Hol
g& l m!uuta right tums, 045* Inbnd.
h ers to runway threshold,
%a.,:’bo 230AND FEE,. TDZ clovation,

Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 280° Outbind, 100* Inbnd, 2400” within 10 miles of LGCVOR.
FAY, LGC VOR. Fina) mroachcn m‘ Distance FAFtoMAP 0.8 miles.
Minlsnum altitude over LGC VOR

MSA: (90"-150"—3400"; 180" m' 270°-000"— 3600,

Noves: (1) Use C8G APC ulume!« nuln: (2) No weather reporting.
"Night operation not authorized Runways 2/20, 7/25,

DAY AxD NiGuT MiNmuss

Cend. A B C : D
MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT vis
L S e 1280 1 o 1280 1 004 1250 1 , 004 NA
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
1340 1 o7 1340 1 A7 1340 134 U7 NA
et NOA suthorized. T 2-eng, or less—Standard.* T over 2-ong.~Standard.*

City, Ln Grange; State, Gy Afrport name, Callaway; Elev., 068'; Pudlltyd x.gc15 l(’md;us No. VOR Runway 13, Amdt, 7; Ef, date, 10 Apr, 69; Sup. Amdt. No. VOR 1,
L pr. 66
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

STaNDARD INSTHUMENT APPnoacy Procepvne—Tyre VOR—Continued
Missed approach
Minimuom “TAKCW mfles aftor passing AGO V UI

To— altitudes
(foot)

Terminal routes

Mnko n ht-dlmMn turn to 3000 direct
VORTAQO and hold,
Bu .plnmen(nry charting information: Held
, 1 miloute, right turns, 118° Inbnd.

Procedure tum B side of ers, 268* Outbnd, 118° Inhnd, 3000" within 10 miles of AGC VORTAC.
FAF, AGCVORTAC, I-'hm.lvj?mwh m, 115°, Distanco FAF to MAP, 10 miles,

Mintmtm altitude over AGC RTAC, 30xy
MSA: 000 "-000"—J100; 000"~ 180" —J1007; LGI)'-TO 2 S 310,
NortEs: (1) Radar vectoring, (2) Use All:-glwny County altimetor sotting,
DAY AXD NiGut MiXIMuUMa

B c
Vis

HAA

NA

o0 1900
T ovor 2-ang.—Not authorized.

Not nuthorized. T 2-eng. or less—Btandard.

City, Monongahela; State, Pa.; Alrport name, Rostraver; Elev., 12307 Facllity, AQGC; Prooesdure No. VOR-1, Amdt, Orlg.; EfX date, 10 Apr. @
Missed appeoach

Minimum MAP: 4.2 miles alter passing ENE ‘.uh
dmm;u TAC.

Terminnl routes

To—

Make left-elimbing turn to 1800 direct
ENE VORTAC snd hok!.
Supmemmmry charting ln!orm:\nm Hoald
ENE VORTAC, 1 minute
turns, 263° Inbnd. Final AP pros

lnl nway oconterline extends “
(‘":meu-ly 300 frotn threshold,

Procedure turu B side of ers, 083° Oulbod .'63‘ Intnd, 1800/ within 10 miles of ENE VORTAC,
FAY, ENE VOKTAL Final o 263°, Distunco FAF to MAP, 4.2 miles,

m altitude over ENE V ORTAC
MSA: 000"-000"~-3800'; 090°~180"—1400'; l‘ﬂ"--: 25 ; 27030030007,

Nores: (1) Use Portland altimeter setting. (2) Night operations Runways 14/32 anly.
DAY AND NiGEy MIxmMuss

n

HAT MDA
wn
HAA
134 “r
T over 2-eng.~Standard,

1 b 620 1
MDA vis HAA MDA VIS
o 1 w7 740 1
Not authorized, T 2-eng, or lesy—Standard.

ty, ENE; Procedure No. VOR Ru
det.‘ Dated, 23 July &6

City, Sanford; State, Maloe; Atrport name, Municipal; Blov., 2437 Faclll nway 28, Amde. 5 Bl date, 10 Apr. 02; Sup. Amdt. No, VOR L,
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Braxpind INsSTRUMENT ArrRoscH Procroure—Trrs VOR—Continued

Terminal routes Missod approach
] Mindmum
From— To— Via u:m MAP: TWEF VOR.
BYI VORTAC BYI m:mo DME (NOPT)..oeoeeees BYL, R296%, oo .. = 500 Ciimbing right turn to 6000' TWF VOR
¥V Direct. 8000 R 20" withis 10 miles; or, when directed
Wooddn Shoo Int. ¥ VOR. K000 A'I‘C duubh gt turn to 000
1-mile DME BYI, R 286° e TWF VOR (NOPT).. 44 R, R 060° within 10 miles,

s“fﬁ'&’c‘i’“‘f{z’:, 135, "oz elevation,

Procedure turn N side of ers, 068° Outbnd, 245° Inbnd, 5700' within 10 miles of TWF VOR.
Finnl spproach crs, 245°,
MEA: 000°-000F—7600"; 000P-180°—9100"; 180°-270°—5400"; 270°-300°— 00007,
Nore: Sliding scale not authorized.
*Uso Burley, Idabo, nlithmeter séiting when eouuol 2000 not cﬂwuvn. Clrcllnx and strafght-in MDA Increased 140 and alternate minlmums not suthorized when control
3000 not offectivo except oparators with approved wea! mg:ﬂhf
%IFR departure procodures: Cllmb on R 000’ TWP v uin 10 mues 10 cross TWF VOR southeastbound on V-253 at or above 5000°,

Daxy Axp NiGur MixiMuds

A B C D
Cond.
MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS BAT MDA vis HAT
1 472 4620 1 472 4620 1 472 4420 1 o2
vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
1 532 4650 1 532 4080 14 532 740 2 502
T 2-ong. or less—Standard. % T over 2-eng.~Standard. %

Clty, Twin Falls; State, [dabo; Alrport name, Twia ¥alls Musicipal (Toslio Fiekd); Elov., 414K Facility, TWY; Procedure No. VOR Ranway 26, Amdt. §; EAL. date, 10 Apr. 0
¢ Bap ATadr No VO Ti-55 Amat 5 Dated’] O6t 08 ¥

9. By amending § 97.23 of Subpart C to amend very high frequency omnirange (VOR) and very high frequency-
distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures as follows:

STANDARD INSTRUMENT ArFROACH ProCEDURE—TIPR VOR

‘ua.rhm, courses and radials are tic. Elovations and altitudes are In feet MBL, ox HAT, HAA, and RA. Collings are in feet above alrpor ation.
e e T L T T G e i
an e ure we L W port, it sl ¢ trument
urless an wpproach is cond wllh a mnl pmmum for such airport suthorised by the Administrator. Inftial spprosch altd shall
With those established for en route operation in the particular area or s set forth bcm L i =
Terminal routes Missod appronch
Minfmum MAP: 8.3 miles after ABY VOR-
Frome— To— Via altitudes TAC, panie
(feet)
Broowood Bk, oon oo o S Direct...... Climb to 2000’ on R 157° withia 15 miles,
ABY, R 027° COW... Informat
ABY, R 202° OW.... . ”‘*B"“.’f:‘"&"m 19¢, -
Inlle Age., s e e
Procedure turn W side of ers, 324° Outhod, 1«' Inbm! 2000 within 10 miles of ABY VORTAC.
FAF, ABY VORTAC. Final appronch ers, °, Distanco FAF to MAP, 83 miles.
\hmmnm aititude over ABY VORTAC, m over 4-mils DME Fix, 736'
A: 000°-270°—1000"; 270°-300° 28X,
\ ou ABR.
DAY AND Nigur Mpimuss
A
Cond. e 2 >
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
555 750 1 585 780 1 585 750 13 &85
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA
584 70 1 84 750 134 884 920 2 ™
HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
465 0 1 405 060 1 405 “o 1 405
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
461 000 1 404 0 1% 464 20 2 T4
T 2-e0g. or loss—Btandard. T over 2¢ng.~Standard.

Ot
It¥, Albeny; State, Ga. Alrport name, Albany Municipal; Elev., 19¢'; Facllity, ABY; Pr:gwdum No. VOR Runwsy 16, Amdt, 15; Eff, date, 10 Apr. 60; Sup. Amdt. No, 14
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5500 RULES AND REGULATIONS
Sraxvany InsTeoMExT Arrroacn Procmnoze—Tyre VOR—Continued

Terminal routes Missed spproach
Mintom
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: 535 miles after passing ANC
(fout) YORTAO.
ANC YORTAD...ccciiisrnrseannnnnn DI et s cort o st ansn 1200 Climblng rght tuwm to 150" direct (o
v ANOVORTAC. ....cccvvvunnnnes DR e et e e L 1500 ANOC VORTAC or, when directed by
R 234, ANC VORTAC (NOPT).... 10anlle Arc ANC, R 24° 1800  ATO, cllmbing right tam to 150" on 8
Toad Tad crs of AQ LF R within 15 miles,

R254°% ANOVORTAC (NOPT).... 10-mile Are ANC, R 24° 1500 Supplemontary  charting  Informastlon;

Jood radlal, inal approach  crs Intercepts rur

centerline extended st 3000, R
antenns 38", 1.1 miles SW Runway 4
Antenna '.".’b’. 0.9 mile W Ruanway 13,
"\!"V antenns 455°, 1.6 miles NE Runwuy

Procedure turn 8B side of ers, 234° Cuthad, 054° Inbnd, 1500 within 10 miles of ANC VORTAC.
FAF, ANC VO R, Final approach crs, 054°, Distance FAF to MAP, 5.5 miles,
Mistmum altitude over ANO VORTAC, 1300/, -
MEA: 000 0R0F~S0007 ; 000°-180° 81007 ; 180°-270°—15007; 200" -300° —54007,
Nores: (1) ABR. () IFR departures must comply with published Anchorage SID's.
SRV R 24 suthorized Runway 06

Day AxD Nrowr Mixinoss

i A B o D
e MDA VIS8 HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA VIR HAT
B R 40 3y 519 40 i 519 o % 619 40 1 8o
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VI8 HAA
| PSRN e e 60 1 5% 650 1 273 500 1% om 800 2 ()
AR T IIEI Standard. T 2-¢08. or less—Btandard % T over 3-eng.—Standand. %

City, Ancharage; Stato, Alaskn; Afrport name, Anchorsge International; Blev,, 121°; Pucility, ANO; Procedure No, VOR Runway 6, Amdt, 4; Ef, date, 10 Apr. 00; Sup.
. Amdt, No. 3; Dated, 18 Apr, 88

Terminal routes Missod approsch
Mintmum
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: OCF VORTAC.
(foet)
OOR R I CW o o oo ssssasans OCF, R1T0%, (NOPT) e ccicaannnan Sl APO. . oeeciciciainas 1700 Left turn, climb to 2000’ on the OCF
OCF, R 212%, CCW,, o~ OCF, R170° (NOPT).... wes S-mlle Are. e > 1700 R 300* within 10 miles, return to OCF
T O I S S EMERARSE iy DM I R AN s e e @0 _VORTAC and hold.
Sxx%&mmp% charting gftmvznlm:
s mun? er
2400 frnn‘r;\ threshold. Hold 8, 350" Intnd,
1 minute, Jeft tums. LRCO, 121,
TDZ clavation, 81%
Procedars turn W side of ers, 170° Outbnd, 360* Inbnd, 1700 within 10 miles of OCF VORTAC.
Finn approsch ers, $50°, »
Mintmum altituds over 4-mile DME Fix, 600,
MSA: (00"-270"-14007; 270°-300" 1000/,
;‘ rﬁ:mytr “t:n“‘m-n{f g«ﬁlﬁm mu“t“' tary with approved wonth pervicn,
A minimams axcopt operntars o wonther S
*Stralght-in MDA reduction of 120" approved when authorized weather mm
DAY AXD Nyant MiNtwuss
A B C D
Cond.
MDA Vis HAT MDA via HAT MDA Vis HAT vis
BRI s caacaracsmonvacrrases. o, 600 1 519 o0 1 519 o0 1 519 NA
MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis TIAA MDA vis HAA
O e vo sascdiarnrnpscasmTvTo oY o0 1 o o0 1 510 o 14 810 NA
YOR/DME Minimums:
MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA Vi3 HAT
B30 < osesonsarsosssersesnn 0 1 o w0 1 tn oo 1 470 NA
MDA vis HAA MDA vVis HAA MDA Yis HAA
G svensvossssssssssossssscsne =0 1 490 580 1 400 &80 1Y 400 NA
j TSR S R S RS Not sathorized # T 2<ng. or Jess—Standurd, T over 2-eng.~Standard.

City, Ocals; State, Fia.; Alr name, Ocala Munied 1m Taylor Fiold); Elov., 9; Facllity, OCF; Procedure No. VOR Runwny 33, Amdt, §; EfI. date, 10 Apr, &; Bap.
X . s - e o No. & Dated, 18 Feb, 69 :
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5501

STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH Procxoune—Tyrs VOR—Continued

Terminal routes Misssd appronch
Minfmam
From— To— Via altitudes MAP: At PSP VOR.
(feet)

TRM VO R i st il s Shawonase Yo ncmois R R N R S SRS Diroct PSP, RII?‘MM!AL 4200 Wt-cllmblnc tarn to 5000 heading 000*
Canes Int. ... ~dndloInt. . ... .. e Diroct. (L] t and clu.nb vin TRM.nﬁ 902*
Indio Int. .. . Palms Int (NOPT). L ’ 200 to 'l‘mh
P8P VOR... PalmsInt ... . .. T g 420
Speing Int ) L FE N SR TR R e e o « 7000

P r-xsvdum lum 8 ddi’o( crs, 108* Oulbnd 265 Inbnd, 300" within 10 miles of Palms Int.
Fionl ag

\lnumum Almudo ov« Palms lnl uoo'
MEA: 000" 000" 6000 ; 000* R0’ 180" 270" —12,000; 270" -300" 13,0007,
Norz: Use TRM dumeu:r uluu when control zone not effective, excopt operators with spproved weather reporting seey
1¥ R departure procodures: Runway 30, right turn after takeolf to head 060", Runway 12, left turn after takeofl to bmdin( 000%, Intercept snd climb via the TRM,

R 32 to Thermal, If pot ot mintmum cmalnx titude for direction of flight ut T RM, eltmb in hol pattern SE of 'rnu on R 107°%,
*Clreling MDA raised 105" when eontrol zone not effective, except oporators with lppmved weather reporting service,
# Alternate mintmums not suthorized when control zone not effoctive, except operntors with approved weathor rvportlncmim.

287" Inbnd, rtuht turns, 1 minute,

Day axD Niour MiNnums

A B (&) D
Cond.
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
3 (A S B P 3 12 2220 34 1772 20 34 172 20 N 2
SRR S s L S s 2000-5.4 T 2-ong. or less—Runway 12, 1800-3; Runway 30, 400-1.% T over Z-eng.—Runway 12, 1800-3; Runway 30, 400-1,%

City, Palm Epeings; Stato, Calif.; Alrport name, Palm Springs Munielpal; Elov. Pldllty. P8P; Procedure No. VOR-1, Amdt, 4; EfI. date, 10 Apr, 09; Bup. Amdt, No. %
L'husd. Nov. 68

Terminal routes Missed approach
From— To— Via W MAP: 9,6 miles after passing ENA VOR.
8 ) A A NOR o e R (O avey S e e TN e T ““"‘“‘ it ity
suppln?;n‘ lnlormulon' oy
0.3 mile

Procedure turn W side of e, 000° Oulbnd 186° Inbnd, 1700° within 10 miles of ENA VOR:
FAV, ENA VOR, Final nﬁwweh ors, R 126°, Distance FA¥ o MAF, 9.6 miles
Minimum altitode over ENA V LU
\lm\ O00° ~000° 2000 ; 000°- H)'—W 180°-200°—13007; 270°-380° 15007,
Notes: (1) Use Koual altimoter mmuu, no eontrol 2one, weathor observations not avallable. (2) All manouvering for clrcling approach to bo conducted N of alrport,
\“ hen departing Runway 07 turmn left after takeofl; departing Runwsy 25 turn right alter

DAY Axp Nyonr MixinusMs

A B o )
Cond, -
MDA VIS HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA
O s e Y 1 673 50 1 o ™ 4 673 540 2 7%
A eeeeeseaee.. Not suthorized; T 2<ng. or less—Btandand. 9% T over 2-eng.—Standard.%

Oity, Baldotna; State, Alaska; Alrport natme, Saldotna; Elov., 107%; Facility, !.\leA j:x’ro:dm No. VOR-1, Amdt; ; EfL date, 10 Apr: 00; Sup: Amat: Nos Origss Dated,
y
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5502 RULES AND REGULATIONS

10. By amending § 97.25 of Subpart C to establish localizer (LOC) and localizer-type directional aid (LDA) procedures

as follows:
Staxpaup INSTRUMENT ArreoacH Procspuvss—Tyes LOC

Bearings, hoadings, courses and radisls are tie. Elovstions and altitudes are In feet MSL, axu&t HAT HAA and RA Calllngs are In foot above sirport elevation.
Dlshmm are In noutical miles unkes otherwise , except visibilities which nre in mlule miles of foct RV
If an instrument spproag “gmordmoﬂhn above type Is conducted st the below named atrport, 1t nhnllbe in aecordance wmx the lollowinc lnunxmmtuﬂrwh prooedase,
unless an approoch 3 conduc! asocordunce with a different procedure for such ¢ nulboﬂwi Administrator. Initial spperosch shall correspond
with those established for en route in the particular area or as set forth
Terminal routes Missed appronch
Mintmom MAP 4 miles aftor passing $anile Ko l.r
From— To—~ Via nm“gsa Fix.

Cl&gfo 2000 direct to LUK NDB an!
Su PW information
&old NE, 1 minute, right turns,
Inby 060" antonna and tank, 39
S420'51", 967" an! 3

Antenns, [ :
35", 108Y tower, 16 miles 8 of atrpost.
TDZ clevation, 451°,

Proesdure turn not sutbhorized, Approach crs (profile) starts st 41nils Radar Fix,

FAY, ¢-mils Radar Fix, Final approach ors, 021%, Distance FAF to MAP, ¢ miles,

Minimum altitude over 4mile Radar Fix, 2000°

Norsa: (1) Radar required. (2) LOC besk ecs u-uob.ymd 0 mibes.

% IF R departure procodures: Ruaway 2R, climb on N erns LUK LOOC Lluomh 1000" boforo proceeding as deared: Runway 6, dlimbd via direet LUK NDB throogh 10007
worepgmmlue s cleared; Runway 20L, citmib on 8 ers LUK LOC through 11007 bafore proceeding 85 cleared, This departure requires o mintmum rate of el of 310/
per nou m

DAY axp Niomnr Mixiuums

A B C D
o MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT
1 DO S TN LF S 1300 1 819 1300 13§ 819 1300 134 §10 1300 13 $10
MDA VIS HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA
ol am ol S T e 1300 1 812 1340 1 852 1340 14 852 1340 2 852
B it wea st 0002, T 2e0g. of lno—sumdml Ruuvnyu 2R, 6; Runway T ovu' 2eng —Standard Ronways 2R, 6; Ranway 20,
20L, 400-1; ol others, 000 1; all others, 000-1.%

City, Clnelnnati; State, Oltle; Alrport name, Cinelnnntl Munieipal-Lunkin }ﬁd&‘iﬂ" c&;". Focllity I-LUK; Procedure No, LOC (BC) Runway 2R, Amdt, Orig.; EM
pe.

11. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to establish nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) pro-

cedures as follows:
STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH Procroune-—TyYre NDB (ADP)

B ~ coursoes and radials are fe. Elovations and altitudes are in feet MS! t HAT, loa.
Dhlfm lpwm% m& at (ham o e It:::%.%dvn'mm u:nl:t::::’“ m:::un'
unlese 8 sppronch b canduc Mﬂm uxmhu“&mnzzmw-mmmmbymnmm Initial approsch altitudes shall correspond

Terminal routes Missod approach !
From— To— Vis ﬁu‘""ﬁ? MAP: 51 miles alter passing FW LOM.

turn lo 2000 direct
oty

harting information: ITold
%’L 112° Inbnd, 1 mimule,
ld\ tams. TDZ olevation, 7¢.

Procedure Nuaoocm,'m-ombnd 112* Inbnd, 2200 within 10 miles of PW LOM.
FAF, PW LOM. Final .p&md. %r Distance FAF to MAP, &1 miles.

Mintmum aititode ov«
MBA: 000000 —B100'; 09018015003 180°-270"—2700'; 270°-300"— 300,
NOTE: Approach from'n holding paucm not authorized; prooedure turn required,

* Reduction not sut
DAY AND Niogy MiNimuss

Fany A B [ D
MDA VIS HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT
[ 2 S oSO, s e’ 100 & ) 00 % 40 00 % 8 200 1 420
MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA vis 1AL
O S —- 880 1 506 580 1 00 =0 154 500 740 2 Lo
A Standard. T 2-e0g. or les—Standard, T over 2-ang.—Standard:

City, Portiand; Btate, Malne; Atrport name, Munielpal; Elev,, 74/; Facllity, PW; Proel%dxm N;;. NDB (ADF) Runway 11, Amdt. 7; E{L. dats, 10 Ape. 03; Sup. Amdt. No. &
Dated, 19 Aug. .
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5503

12. By amending § 97.27 of Subpart C to amend nondirectional beacon (automatic direction finder) (NDB/ADF) pro-

cedures as follows:
Branxpanp INSsTRUMENT ArrRoacH PRocpure—Tryre NDB (ADF)

Boarings, headlngs, courses and radials ase mmmma-mhuuusuwlur uu.mduc«mmmmuwonmmonmm

Distances are {n nantical mikes unless otherwise exoopt visitilities which are in statute miles or bundreds of feet RV R,
ummmmuwwel:smo«!undmlbm 15 conducted at the below named mumummmmmum proach Mun

unluss an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such m“ tsed Ly the Adminl i nmmdgi
with those established for ens route operation in the particular area or as set forth
Terminal roates Missad approach
Miokoom
From— To— Via all({::dm MAF: 4.4 miles alter passing AN LOM.

(feet)
U0 ) e i Al LN S L ST N T e vreees AN ), T N U TR s 1600 Climbing right turn to 1500° direct to AN
D I I T e A\ LOM (NOFPT)eeuerrenervnnnen I e e o S e 1600 LOM or, when directed by ATC, right-
olmbing turn to 100" on 8 ors AC LYR

within 156 miles.
Supplementary chuﬂn: Information; Ha-
ar antenns :k?& L1 miles SW Ranwn;
6. Antonsa 5, 0.9 mils W Ruonwsy 1
TV antorn 458°, 1.5 miles NE Ruuway

-

Procedure turn 8 side of crs, 244° Outbnd, 064 lﬂbnd 1500 within 10 miles of AN LOM.
FAF, AN LOM. l-lxuu:ltmach“s 004°, Distanes FAF (o MAP, 4.4 mikes,

Minimum altitesde m‘m‘ A l.(»\l l&!l’

MSA: 000°-000" 800K, 000 0075 TROP-220° —3000"; T20°-300" — 3400

Nores: (1) ASR, () IFR dapnnuno must comply with published Ancbam SiD’s,

% RVE M nuthorized Runway 00.

DAY AXD NionT Mixiqonms

A B C D
Cand.
MDA vis* HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VIS HAT
o SRS oS s S0 RVR @ [+ 080 RVRE @ a0 (0] RVR & 559 680 RVR 50 559
MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
1 850 680 1 59 800 1% 679 800 2 679
T 2-eng. or Jess—Standard % T over 2-eng. —Standard %,

City, Anchorage; State, Alaska; Afrport name, Anchorage International; Elov., 121 Facllity, AN; Procedure No. NDB (ADF) Runway 6, Amdt, 20; Eff. date, 10 Apr. 69;
Sop. Amds, No. 19' XNJOM..G

Terminal routes Mised spproach
Minlmum
From— To— Via d:}:.ugu MAP: 3.7 miles after pussing GLU NDB,

Augusta VORTAC Clhnh straight ahead on (42 bearing to
LOM Make right-climbing htotﬁ-u to 3000’

3000
3000
3000 diroalolﬂ..b NDB
3500

Portland

reepart Int,
H.mm Int.. 812 glem-nlaq chartis ln!omunuon Hold
NDB lnbnd. l minute,
left tarus. TDZ elavation, 271
AT GLUNDY. Final ers, 043" ¥
" NDB. Fina , Distanco FAF to MAP, 3.7 miles,
Migimum altitude over uip ND uoo'

8 AL 0000003500 ; 000" -150"—, 3 180°-270°~30007; 270°-300" 30007,
“ ""4 (1) Use Partind nitimeter sotting. (2) Ap(rooeh from s holding pattern not suthorized. Procedure turn required. (3) Focllity must bo monftored surally durfng

DAY AXD Nionr Mixmuss

ot A B ( D
MDA VIS HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA VIS HAT vis
g SOV 0 T 1 00 %0 1 700 w0 1 0 NA
MDA vis IAA MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA
e... w0 1 = 1020 1 ™ 1020 14 73 NA
A Not suthorized. T 2-eng. or less—300-1 days; 400-1 night.. T over 2-eng.—300-1 days; $00-1 night.

Oity, Auburn; Stats, Mattw; Alrport name, Auburn-Lewiston llnnlcspd.m“ A lhgm. L&Pg«dm No. NDB (ADF) Runway 4, Amdt. 2; EfI. date, 10 Apr. 69;

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 34, NO, 55—FRIDAY, MARCH 21, 1969
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13. By amending § 87.29 of Subpart C to establish instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:
STANDARD INSTRUMENT Arrsoacu PrRocspuns—Tryre ILS

Toarings, boadings, courses and radials are tie. Elovations and altitudes nre in feet MSL, except HAT, HAA, lnd RA. Cellings above airport elovatlo
Distatoes aro in naotical miles unless otherwise indicoted, oxcept visibilities which are in statute miles or of bot At e 3
Nttt oy ibnac m'f:ddm:t‘:g"émm el bk By the Adm ial Sovecech ma o creapond
unless an app n Ance s s Administrator, 0
with thase establisbed for en routs operation In the pnnlcnlu area or u set forth s g . uu Ly
Terminal routes Missed approoch
Minimum MAP: lLlel’m'LOC‘I.ﬁmﬂuuk
From— To— Via altitudes  passing PIC ND 2
(foet)
Riverhead VORTAC. ..o mian I N R e ereniatas RISV e s 2800 Cllmb lo mw' climbing Joft turn to 2800
© NDB and hoid.

Sn lemwurychm information: Hol
J‘& 1 m.tn:t;. m;?lu? 0‘7’ lublhl

Procedure turn 8 side of ers, 207° Oulbnd 047° Inbnd, 2500° within 10 miles of PIC NDB,
FAF, PIC NDB. Final approach ers, 047, Distance FAF to MAF, 7.2
Mlnlmum glide slope Interception altitude, %(IY Glide altitude ot PIC NDB, 2454'; nt OM, 172; at MM, 30,
Distance to runway threshold at P10 NDB, 7.2'miles; at OM, 5 miles; st MM, 0.6 wifle,
N om: Proosure uthorised anly disriag hours of lrport operation s00-1600 Jotal Mondsy theough Frids
NOTK: ure author! urs 0] ) sy A\
* Alternate minimums sut only uring hours of t openuan 0800-1630 local Non::‘y’utgmwh )K'khy.
#lnoperative companents table does not apply to HIRLs Runway 5.

Day axp Nignr Mixivuss

A B C D

DH VI8 HAT DH vis HAT DH vis HAT DH Vis HAT

o O R AR IR R AR e 7<) N 2280 2 M 0 an % =0 2 £ 20

LOC: MDA vVis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT

e Bt e e S e 820 1 48 £20 1 0 §20 4178 s £20 14 78

LOOC: MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA Vis HAA

[ o S Er LRI I SRR 820 1 K 820 1 74 80 14 74 £20 2 (L

¥ S A B S 800-2.* T 2<ng. or less—Standard, T over 200g.—Standard,
City, Calverton; State, N.Y.; Alrport name, Peconle River Phnt Gramman); Elov, Facllity, I Ptoeodun No. ILS Runwsy 5, Amdt, & Efl. date, 10 Ape, 08
il ) Sup. Amdt. No. xi,s-o.lund’ gvm’a.x
Terminal rotutes Missed approach
Mintmum MAP: IL8 DH, m LOC 5.1 milks after
From— To— Via nltitades passing PW LOM
(feot)
Hiram Int. ..o ooooainn 3500 Make right-climbiog turn to 22007 direct
Kennobunk T 700 PW I.0)| lnd hold of, when directed
Lim Int 2200 by , t-climbing turm
Konnebunk VORTAC 00 rect VORTAC and
Buxton Int .......... - 1800 hom Hold W, 1 m!nuto, Joft turns, 001°
) o 3 S TR N S NS AN rw 2200  TInbnd,
Wm charting Information: Hold
of PW LOM, 113 bnd 1 minute,
Joft turns. TDZ obvulan v,
Procedure N side of ore, 202° Ontbnd, 112° Tnhnd, 2200° within 10 tnnu of PW LOM.

FAF, 'W L()M Final spproach crs, 112° . Distance FAF o MAP, 51

Mlulmum glide slops Interception dumda. 1800, Gilide llopn altitade at OM, 1773; at MM, 200",
Istanos Lo runwsy threshold at OM, 6.1 miles; at MM, 0.6 milo.

SN 00" OR300 00~ 180°— 1500’} 180°- P 0 S0P 63000,

Norte: A from n boldm( pattern not suthorized; procedure turn required.
'Redz (o‘: “gaytm«i
uction not aa!
DAY AND NiGsr MisiMuss

A B c D -
Ooes: DI vis HAT DH VI3 HAT DI VI8 HAT v Vis HAT
I AR e e e s 330 3 250 330 X 25 430 L1 266 290 Y 256
LOC: MDA VI8 HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA VI8 HAT
X 386 460 K 384 40 5§ 380 400 X 386
V18 HAA MDA via HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA
1 506 5 1 e 0 1% 506 740 2 L
T Zeng. or kss—Standard. T over 2eng.—Standard,

City, Portiand; State, Maine; Alrport name, Munielpal; Elev., 74'; Facility, l-mn{ot/:ro«dm No. 1LS Runway 11, Amdt, 8; Eff. date, 10 Apr. 69; Bup. Amdt. No. A
D ug. 67
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 5505
14. By amending § 97.29 of Subpart C to amend Instrument landing system (ILS) procedures as follows:

STANDARD INSTRUMENT ArPrRoacH ProcEpune—TYre ILS

Denrlngs, courses nnd radials are petie. Elovations and altitudes are fn fect MSL, exoe| und RA.C aro In foot above t elovation:
Distances are fn nax mﬂ- unless othwwho , exoopt visibilitles which sre in statute miles or undr«ﬁ of fou o A
e ach & nducus' mdg‘r&'ﬂ&h e; “?;:(I)gcd “ms.ilgch t lborhodu.mudghw h‘l"t‘rglm‘ h ngubu nlu:u uhmwrnspn
unhss an o n ure ou or. Initinl spprooch minimum
:;tbmmwwm”muwnmmwuanmmumm m
Terminal routes Missad approach
Mintmtm MAP: ILS DH 321, LOC 4 miles alter
From— To— Via altitudes passing AN LOM.
(feet)
[OQ R 4 Kb xS0 CSSS Sl e SRR AR T S e cavpelibrbonsiie ), -, OOOCES TP T 1500  Climbd straight ahead to 8, turmn right,
Deolts hhnd ) SR SRS AN DR AN LOM (INOPTY .. o iaes KE LFR \' cn md W 1500 elimbing to 1500 on the S ors of the AG
e ANC L LFR within 18 miles or, when dlrnru -1
ARG VO R o o TR ) D eI o W AT e o T AR EENN L - 1800 by AT(‘ cllmh bt ahead to S0
tam iroct 10 the AN

prooesd
TOM v the BW of the ANC LOC,
:l%mbm 20 1500° within 18 niiles of AN
Su charting  Information:
sulenns 365°, 1.1 miles 8W Run-
wiy 6. Autenna 275, 0.9 mile W Runway
13, TV -nunmﬂ!" L6 mils NE Run-

way 24,
Procedure turn 8 side of erx, m' Outbind, 094° Inbnd, 1500° within 10 miles of AN LOM.
FAF¥, AN LOM. Final ap crd, 04®, Dlunwol’&?loll.\l’ 4 m
Mintmum glide slope m!emslkm nuuude 1490, Glide alope altittide at OM 14907, nt MM, 53¢/,
Distance to ranway threaliold at OM, 4.4 miles; st MM, 0,6 mile,
MSA: 000P-090°~S0K; 0N AT~ ; 150720 GO ; ZT0°-D 54
Nores: (1) ASB.é IFR depmnms must comply with pablished Anehonga SID's.
*700-2 Cat and D,
TRVR 4 lutbadud Runwasy 00,
DAY AND Niaur MoaMoMs
A B o D
Cond.
DH vis HAT DI Vis HAT . DH vis HAT DI vis HAT
g SRR e it i RVR M 200 21 RVR 24 200 321 RVRE 24 00 ko1 g RVRE M 200
LOC: MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA VIS HAT MDA vis HAT
B i e s e 4“0 RVR M 319 440 BRVR M 310 “o RVR 2¢ 319 440 RVR © 3
MDA VIS HAA MDA VIS HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
| IPRRSRE S0 0.0 i e 650 1 (2] 680 1 a9 800 134 o 800 2 o
RO R e o o e e Stindnadnc.uugm T 2-eng. or less—Standard. %% T over 2-eng.—Standard. %
Clty, Anchorngo; State, Aluska; Alrport naime, Anchorage International; Elev., 121'; Faellity, I-ANC; Procedure No. TLS Runway 6, Amdt. 17; BT, dato, 10 Ape. 62; Sup
Amdt. No. 16; Dated, § Aug. 63
Termingl rontes Missad approach
Minimam MAF: ILS l)“ um' LOC 5.2 milns after
From— To— Via altitudes passing AT
(foet)
ATL NDB. S DR 2000 Chimb to 30KV, Jeft tarn diroct to Tucker
ATL VORTA D 70 Int vis ATL VORTAC nm'.odmm
Harrison Int. 3000 8ll Informatio
Clinttahooctiee Int. 0 unusah o, NE, lelt mrns.
m' lnbud. ulRLﬂ Rusiways 91/27 R,
TDZ clevation, 1024
Provedure turn 8 side of ey, 269° Outbind, 069° Tnbud, 2700° wllhtu 10 miles of Lakeside LOM.
,I:’AP Lakesido LOM. Pinal approach cry, 080°, Distance FAF to MAY, 5.2 miles.
ll:lmmnlz)m llogyx- Inummkm nllitutzle, W Oudo uopo altitude st OM, 2060°; at MM, 1230".
MEA: OO~ 3100; ORP 150t 230 -z:o'—zm’. T 00" 2.
; RV R 24 authorized Runways 0L, 33,
RV R 15 suthorized uon“yoniu-cmamu B, and C.
% RY Il ﬁ) suthorixed Runway 9R for Category D
DAY AXD Nigur Mixiiuss
Cond. A B C D
o DX VIS HAT DH Vvis HAT DH VI8 HAT DH Vis HAT
200 1224 RVR M 200 124 RVR 24 00 1224 RVRE 24 200
HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT MDA vis HAT
30 1400 RVR @0 3 1400 RVR & 370 1400 RVR 0 376
HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA vis HAA
470 1500 1 470 100 134 470 1550 2 558
T 2-eng. or Jess—Standard. 5% T over 2ong.—Standard. 5

C::)-,Au.mu; State, Ga.; Alrport name, Atianta; Elov., 1024; Facility, I-Al'l:’li: Pn;:dm No. IL8 Runway 9L, Amdt. 23; E{I. date, 10 Apr. 09; Bup. Amdt, No, 32; Dated,
an.
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

BrANOARD INSTRUMENT Arrroscn Proceoune—Trre ILS—Continued

Terminal routes Missed approach

MAP: DR-—llA DH 12¢; LOC 5 miles
To-— oter passing AL LOM. 9L—ILS DiI
L.?)‘A'i LOC 52 miles after passing AT

OR—Cllmbu riam turn to 000" direct to
ATLVORTAC hold.

Db—v(,lunb toamo' mu D, direet, Tockes
Int vis ATLV R m° and hold,

Bu‘;‘)pltumntnry clumm Information: 9R

B, 1 minute, right torns, 354

Inbnd. 9L—Hold NE, it turus, ¥
Inbnd, 9Ir—llack ers unusable, HIR L3
LR, OR/GL, and 1583, TDZ/CL
}lunvmy 9R. Tli?. ulrvaﬂon. OR-1016
SL—1024',

Rudar vector to lnwugl final spproach crs at established vectoring altitudes,
Procedure turn not suthoriz
FAF, AL or AT LOM. Final nmu-onch ors, 089°, Distance FAF to MAP, 9R—5 miles; 01—5.2 miles.
Altitisdes ns advised by radar controller,
Minimum ghide slope lnwms:lon altitude, DR—2500% 9L—3500".* Glide slope altitude at OM, 0R—2430"; OL—2600; at MM, OR--1227"; OL—1234",
Distance to runway threahold at OM, DR——\S milos; 9L—5,2 miles; at \ﬂl 9R~0.6 mllo; 9105 mile,
DA 000 —B50: 000°~190°— 2300 ; 150° 2270 — 270 ; 270°-360° — 2000’
No7E: Radar re(
*Or s directed by Radar Controller,
SRV R M authorized Runways 9L, 33,
Y R\' R 18 suthorized Runway R for C ntcxoﬂrsDA B,and C.

SRV R 20 suthorized Runway 9R for Category
DAY AND N1out MINIMUMS

A B C D
DH Vis DH Vis HAT DI vis

1210 RVR 18 1210 RVR 18 200 1216 RVR 20
& RVR 24 200 124 200 2 RVR M 00 1224 RVR 24

MDA vis HAA MDA ; VI8 HAA MDA vis
1 6 1500 1% e 1550 2
T 2-ong, or less—Standard. T over 2-eng.~—Standard .55

City, Atlants; State, Oo.; Alrport nume, Atlants; Elev., 10047 Facllity, I-ALR, I-ATL; Procedurs No. Dual ILS Runways 9 L and R, Amdt. 10; EM, date, 10 Ape. ©0;
Sap. Amdt, No. 9; Dated, 9 Jau, 00

Terminal routes Missed approach

Minimum MAP: IL8 DH, 272 LOO 2.2 miles after
passing PH LOM.

From—

apa Chinrles VORTAC Direct Clmb to 400/, left turn climb to 1600
hoffolk\!()RTAC - 000  direct to W[llhmabutg Int via ORF
Franklin VORTAC mere Int___ . . Direct VOWI‘AC R 322° and hold.
Rushmere Int e . PHF LOO ors 085" monwydxmlmm(ormannu ¥

R 3@8°-0RF VORTAC 000 1 minute, mht turng, 322 Inbod
212" stack 1 mile 8 of Runway % T1Z
elovation, 39,

2

Procedure turn N side of ers, 245* Outbnd, 06° Inbod, 10007 within 10 mlln of PH LOM.
nv PH LOM. Final approach crs, 006°, Distancs FAF to MAP, 2.2 miles
Minirmum glide slopo intercoption nlmude. 100, Glide slapo alul.ude st OM 979, st MM, 272",
Distance to runway thresholid at OM, 2.7 miles; at MM, 0.5 mi
MSA: 000P-00F —1400"; 000°P-270F - 2100°; 270°-360"—
Nores: (1) Rudar voetoring. (2) Localizer unusable from MM Inbnd.

DAY AND Niaur MiNimuss

A B o D

Vis HAT vis HAT vis pPH vis

RVR M 23 o] RVR 2% =3 m RVR 24 m RVR M
MDA Vis HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA vis MDA vis
RVE 4 sa1 400 RVE M 361 0o RVE 24 400 RVE 40
Vis HAA MDA vis HAA MDA VI8 HAA VI8 HAA
1 4 0 1 oo 20 134 e 000 2 550

T Z-ong. or less—RV R M4', Runway & Standard all other T over 2«1( —RVR 24, Runwoy 6 Standard all other
TUnWOYs, TUnWA,

HAT
¥

City, Newport News; State, Va.; Alrport name, Patrick Henry; Elev., 41% Pm{uy‘-‘,ﬂ I;‘Il: Prgc\dm No. ILS Runway 6, Amdt. 17; Eff. date, 10 Apr. 69; Sup. Amdt. No. 10
Nov
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15. By amending § 87.31 of Subpart C to amend precision approach radar (PAR) and airport surveillance radar (ASR)

procedures as follows:
Sraxpand INSTRUMENT ArrrosacH ProcroUne—TYrs Rapan
Benrings, b cotirses and radials are ns and altitudes are in feet M2 pt HAT, HAA, and R are in feot above clovation:
Digtances aro In mmmummm wkuuu«wm@hmmuuuu wldeM ’R e - pEa
1{ a rdar Instrument approach is conducted st the alrport, It be i nooordmce with the followling lostrumont peocedur, unlua nn appeoach Is conducted
1 secordanco with s dlﬂmt prooadure suthorized for meh Mnm by the A\dml % Wm&h minimum altitudels) shall correspond with thoss established for on
v.u:oap«u.lm n hnpuumhrmaumtnhbm denuﬂnnuonmnaba with the mdar controtler. l'mmlnlunloonuawﬂhmhrwmm\wthor-
{204 Janding minimums, the instrisctions of mhtconunmtmmnndnwy lm(A)vlmAlcommumubuMon nal appeonch ot or before descent to the mthot-
{z0d h\ndln‘ mlnlmums. o (ll) at Pllot’s discrotion if it o) gmrl - (A) dlmlnm the apwmdx. mpt when the radar controlier may diroct otherwiso prior to fix
low w

ypproach, -mlmhpg::c Mbom&odnmﬂd«l mmlcuimmnn appronch is lou!armumn ﬂ.mcmuhd ng a procision approach, or lut
more than 30 s ng o survelllance spproach; (B) directed by radar controller; (C) visual s not d upon o t to authocized landing minimars; or
D) i landing 15 not sccomplished.
Radar tarminal dres mansgvering sectors and altitudes (soctors and ak 1 fromy rsdar sntenna) Nk
O

From— To— Distunce Altitode Distance Altitnde Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude

IFR departures must comply with published Ane

chorage 81D's,
R Supplnmen".‘gv l{lﬂlnmmnotn Radar antenna
' es SW Runway & Antenna 2%, 0.9

mile W Runway 13. TV antenna 458, 1.5 miles
NE Runway 24

MW Prooeed direct to the ANC VO RTAC ellmbing to 1500 within 10 miles util the buowing tums: Ronway 31—turn left; Runway 13, 6—turm right;
or, a2 d b C, direet 1o the AN LOM, climbing to 1500° within 10 miles utilistog following twrns: Runway 31—turn hﬂﬁRun'ly 13, 6—turn right or,

¥ ATC, proceod
proceed direet to the 8 ors of the AC LFR climbing to 1500 utilizing the following tums: Runwsy S1—turn loft; Runway 13—straight unwoy G—turn right.
SRV R M nuthorized Runwny 06.
DAY axp Nigar Moxivuss

A B ¥ D
Cond.
MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA VI8 HAT MDA vis HAT
(L] 1 9 w0 1 0 0o 1 470 000 1 Lo
o 1 b1 50O 1 0 500 1 1 H00 1 kol
610 M 519 o4 i3 519 040 M e 040 1 519
MDA VI8 HAA MDA VI8 HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA vis HAA
O e e e i s 1 50 =0 1 554 $00 14 o £00 2 o
P OIS . - s Standard. T 2-eng. of less—Standard. T over 2eng.~Standard. %

Clty, Anchornge; State; Alsaka; Alrport name, Anchorage International; l!l«: gl"l;_ ?ncﬂltyl. "{i,""’"" Radar; Procodure No, Radar-1, Amdt, 3; Eff, date, 10 Apr, @; Sups
¥o. 2; Dated

Radar terminal area muaneuvering sectoes and altitudes (sectors and dlstan ed [rom rvdar ant ) 5
Notes
From-—- To— Distanco Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude Distance Altitude
0
00 o eeee 25° 15 I AN Y 3 e S A S SO R L 1 g P Con C o it LS S A V0 1. For all runways: Descend afreraft to MDA after
. [ 10 o > wee  FAF 5 miles from threahold.
o 3())‘ 20 « 2 Components inoperntive table does not apply to
HIRL and REIL Ronwoys 10R and 3SR,

(.p' P Ao . i L L L D L L L L T T
snd inelading lbo mb&ﬁng l'm’eloctwho (0 235" from the Columbas Radar within 12 miles of Lockbourne A F B mini- Snpplmm\nury chanl } Information: TDZ elovae
mur nl'ltudn 2000¢, Raddar control will provide 1000’ vertical clearance within 3-mile radius of 1165° tower, 3 miles 8§ and  tions: Runwa: 1, IOR 81075 l. 19, 23. =R,
1357 tower, O miles SW. 8129101, :sL au Hold C minute,

right turns, 276° Inbnd. Foid OB LoM W 5 |

minute, rﬁiﬂ turns, 066° Inbind.

Missod approach:
Runways 10R, loL 1,5, 13, and 19—~Climb to 2700” direct to CM LOM and hold.
Runways 25L, 25 R, 23, and 31—Climb to 2500 direct to CB LOM and hold.

DAY axp Nigur MiNimusms

A B o D
MDA vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA Vis HAT MDA vis HAT

Cond.

B4A 1300 RVR 40 540 1360 RVR &0 o 1300 RVE 8 s
58 1360 1 545 1360 e 1360 1 48
400 1300 1 400 1300 400 1300 1} 400
Ll 1300 RVR ¥ 455 1300 RVRE W 450 1300 RVE & 480
608 1420 1 Ll NA NA
488 1500 1 458 NA NA
s 1330 1 ] NA NA
631 1340 1 51 NA NA
HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA MDA Vis HAA
0 1420 1 @4 1“0 14 004 1420 2 ool

T 2-oug. or ess—RVR 2¢, Runways 38L and 10L; Stand- T over 2ong.~RVR ', Runwaya 28L and 10L; Standard
ard all other rusways, oll other runways.

Clty, Columbus; State, Ohlo; Atrport name, Port Colambus International; Elov slo' Fodmy. Columbus Radar; Procodure No, Radar-1, Amdt, §; Eff, date, 10 Apr, 00;
Bup. Amdt, bf Dated, 6 June 63

These procedures shall become effective on the dates specmed therein.
(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 40 U.S.C. 1348(0), 1354(n), 1421; 72 Stat. 740, 752, T75)

Issued In Washington, D.C., on March 5, 1969.

ameEs F. Ruporrm,

Director, Fught Standards Service.
[F.R. Doc. 69-2052; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969; 8:45 a.m.]
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Title 18—CONSERVATION OF
POWER AND WATER RESOURCES

Chopter V—Federal Water Pollution
Control Administration, Department
of the Interior

PART 620—WATER QUALITY
STANDARDS

Adoption, Identification and Avail-
ability of State Standards; Cor-
rection

1, The document containing water
quality standards established by New
Hampshire and added to § 620.10 of Part
620 of Title 18 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, published in the Feperav
RecisTErR on September 26, 1968, at 33
F.R. 14456 is corrected by adding at the
end thereof the phrase “and except for
the Androscoggin River.”

2. The document containing water
quality standards established by Hawail
and added to § 620.10 of Part 620 of Title

RULES AND REGULATIONS

18 of the Code of Federal Regulations on
July 10, 1968, at 33 F.R. 9878 is corrected
by deleting the last phrase thereof, “in-
cluding Chapter 37-A of the Public
Health Regulations containing the wa-
ter quality criteria, as amended,” and by
substituting therefor the following: "and
which were revised on December 26,
1967, by revisions of Chapters 37 and
37-A of the Public Health Regulations,
and as otherwise amended.”

3. The document containing water
quality standards established by Mon-
tana and added to § 620.10 of Part 620
of Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations on July 10, 1968, at 33 F.R. 9878,
is corrected by deleting the last phrase,
“as amended by ‘Water Quality Stand-
ards For The Surface Waters of Mon-
tana, September 27, 1967' " and by sub-
stituting therefor the following: “as
amended on September 22, 1967, by ‘Wa-
ter Quality Standards For The Subsur-
face Waters of Montana.' "

4. The document containing water
quality standards established by South
Dakota and added to § 620.10 of Part
620 of Title 18 of the Code of Federal

Regulations, published In the Feogaarn
RecisTer on July 10, 1968, at 33 F.R.
9879 is corrected by deleting therefrom
the final phrase “as amended”’.

5. The document containing water
quality standards established by Wash-
ington and added to § 620.10 of Part 620
of Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations, published In the FepEraL Recis-
TER on July 10, 1968, at 33 F.R. 9879 is
corrected by deleting therefrom the final
phrase “as amended".

6. The document contalning water
quality standards established by Arkan-
sas and added to § 620.10 of Part 620 of
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, published in the FepErAL REGIsTER
on July 10, 1968, at 33 F.R. 9877 is cor-
rected by changing the reference therein
from section “VI" to section “IV".
(Sec, 1, 70 Stat. 506, as amended; 33 USC
4861)

Dated: March 17, 1969.

RusseLr E. Traix,
Under Secretary of the Interior,

[F.R. Doc. 69-3365; Filed, Mar. 20, 1069;
8:45 am.]
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization
Service

[8 CFR Parts 100, 242, 2991

RELEASE FROM CUSTODY BY SPECIAL
INQUIRY OFFICER

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Pursuant to section 553 of title 5 of the
United States Code, notice is hereby
given of the proposed issuance of the
following rules which would authorize
determinations regarding custody or
bond following the denial of an applica-
tion for release from custody, or release
under bond, or for reduction of the
amount thereof, to be made by a special
inquiry officer sepgrate and apart from
any deportation hearing or proceeding
under Part 242 of Title 8 of the Code of
Federal Regulations, and to set forth the
places where the special inquiry officers
are stationed. In accordance with section
553, Interested persons may submit to
the Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization, Room 757, 119 D Street
NE., Washington, D.C. 20536, written
data, views, or arguments (in duplicate)
relative to these proposed rules. Such
representations may not be presented
orally in any manner. All relevant ma-
terial received within 20 days following
the date of publication of this notice will
be considered.

PART 100—STATEMENT OF
ORGANIZATION

1. Section 1004 is amended by adding
paragraph (e) to read as follows:

§100.4  Field service.

. - . - .

(e) Special inquiry officers. Special
inquiry officers are stationed at the fol-
lowing district headquarters: Districts
2,3,4,6,8,9,12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, and 25.

PART 242—PROCEEDINGS TO DETER-
MINE DEPORTABILITY OF ALIENS IN
THE UNITED STATES: APPREHEN-
SION, CUSTODY, HEARING, AND
APPEAL

2. Paragraphs (b) and (c) of §2422
are amended to read as follows:

§2422 Apprchension, custody, and
detention.
- - » - -

‘b) Authorized oficer. A district di-
rector, acting district director, or deputy
Uistrict director may exercise the author-
Ity contained in section 242 of the Act to
continue or detain an alien in, or release
him from, custody, to determine whether
“n alien shall be released under bond,
fnd the amount thereof, if any, and shall

FEDERAL

promptly notify the alien in writing of
any determination made in his case, No
appeal shall lie from such determination.
Denial of an application for release from
custody, or release under bond, or for
reduction in the amount thereof, shall
be without prejudice to the renewal of
the application or request before any
available special inquiry officer who is
stationed in the region having adminis-
trative jurisdiction over the residence of
the alien and whose official station in
such reglon is nearest to such residence.
The special inquiry officer may exercise
the authority contained in section 242 of
the Act to continue or detain a respond-
ent in, or release him from, custody, and
to determine whether a respondent shall
be released under bond, and the amount
thereof, if any. The special inquiry officer
shall promptly notify the respondent and
the Service of such determination. Con-
sideration under this paragraph by the
special Inquiry officer of an application
or request of an alien regarding custody
or bond shall be separate and apart from
any deportation hearing or proceeding
under this part, and shall form no part of
such hearing or proceeding or of the
record thereof. The determination of the
special inquiry officer as to custody status
or bond may be based upon any available
information or which is presented to him
by the alien or the Service. The alien and
the Service may appeal to the Board of
Immigration Appeals from any such de-
termination. Such appesal shall be taken
by flling a notice of appeal with the dis-
trict director within 5 days after the
date when written notification of the
defermination is delivered in person or
mailed to the alien and the Service.
Upon the filing of such a notice of appeal,
the district director shall immediately
transmit to the Board of Immigration
Appeals all records and information per-
faining to the determination of the spe-
cial inquiry officer. The filing of such an
appeal shall not operate to disturb the
custody of the alien or to stay the ad-
ministrative proceedings or deportation.
The foregoing provisions concerning
notice, reporting, and appeal shall not
apply when the Service notifies the alien
that it is ready to execute the order of
deportation and takes him into custody
for that purpose. The determination of
the special inquiry officer in respect to
custody status or bond shall be entered
on Form I-342 at time such determi-
nation is made and be accompanied
by a memorandum by the special inquiry
officer as to the reasons for his deter-
mination.

(¢) Revocation, When an allen who,
having been arrested and taken into cus-
tody, has been released, such relesse may

be revoked at any time in the discretion
of the district director, acting district
director, or deputy district director, in
which event the alien may be taken into

physical custody and detained. If de-
tained, unless a breach has occurred, any
outstanding bond shall be revoked and
canceled. Such revocation of release shall
be without prejudice to an application
for release from custody, or release under
bond, to a special inquiry officer in ac-
cordance with and subject to all the pro-
visions of paragraph (b) of this section,
including an appeal to the Board of Im-
migration Appeals from the determina-
tion by the special Inquiry officer in
connection therewith,

PART 299—IMMIGRATION FORMS
§299.1 [Amended]

3. The Ust of forms in §299.1 Pre-
scribed forms is amended by adding the
following form and reference thereto in
numerical sequence;

Form
No. Title and description
I-342 Determination of the Special Inquiry
Officer with Respect to Custody.

(See. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.8.C. 1103)
Dated: March 19, 1969,

RaymonND F. FARRELL,
Commissioner of
Immigration and Naturalization,

[F.R. Doc. 80-3430; Flled, Mar. 20, 1060;
8:40 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

[7 CFR Part 10641
[Docket No, AO-23-A37]

MILK IN GREATER KANSAS CITY
MARKETING AREA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreement
and to Order

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
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 re-
spect LW proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreement and or-
der regulating the handling of milk in
the Greater Kansas City marketing area.
Interested parties may file written ex-
ceptions to this decision with the Hearing
Clerk, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washingtion, D.C. 20250, by the Tth day
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after publication of this decision in the
FeoeraL RecisTer. 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
1.2%9(b)),

Preliminary statement. The hearing on
the record of which the proposed amend-
ments, as hereinafter set forth, to the
tentative marketing agreement and to
the order as amended, were formulated,
was conducted at Kansas City, Mo, on
February 4, 1969, pursuant to notice
thereof which was issued January 14,
1969 (34 F.R. 868).

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

1. Location adjustments; and

2. Diverted milk,

Findings and conclusions, The follow-
ing findings and conclusions on the ma-
terial issues are based on evidence pre-
sented at the hearing and the record
thereof:

1. Location adjustments. The location
adjustment provisions of the order should
be amended by deleting paragraph (a) in
§ 1064.53. This will eliminate the 10-cent
lower Class I and blend prices at plants
located In St. Joseph, Mo., and Sabetha,
Kans., as compared to plants located in
Kansas City, Mo, and in Kansas City and
Topeka, Kans. It will also eliminate the
10-cent adjustment as it now applies to
other source milk classified as Class I.

Presently, the order provides that milk
received from producers at plants located
in the Kansas counties of Brown, Doni-
phan, or Nemaha or in the Missouri
counties of Andrew, Atchison, Buchanan,
Clinton, Daviess, De Kalb, Gentry, Holt,
Nodaway, or Worth is priced 10 cents
lower than milk recelved at plants located
in the remainder of the marketing area.
The only plants to which this provision
applies are one plant located at Sabetha,
Kans, and three plants located at St.
Joseph, Mo, )

Three cooperative associations of pro-
ducers (Mid-America Dairymen, St.
Joseph Milk Producers, and Sunflower
Dalry) proposed the deletion of the 10-
cent location adjustment at plants in
8t. Joseph, Mo., and Sabetha, Kans.
Another cooperative and two handlers
who operate pool plants in Kansas City
supported the producers’ proposal.

The three handlers who operate plants
located in St. Joseph, Mo., opposed the
deletion of the 10-cent location adjust-
ment. They contended that a 10-cent
lower Class I price has always existed
under the order at St. Joseph in relation
to Kansas City and that the present price
level has resulted in an adequate supply
of milk for St. Joseph handlers.

The Greater Kansas City marketing
area and its supply area almost com-
pletely overlap., Three-fourths of the
producer milk supply for the market in
November 1968 came from counties with-
in the marketing area. There were 13
counties from which producer milk de-
liveries to the market in November
totaled more than 2 millfon pounds,
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Twelve of these counties are in the mar-
keting area.

The metropolitan area surrounding
Kansas City, Kans,, and Kansas City,
Mo., is the largest population center in
the marketing area, but other important
population centers are Topeka and
Salina, Kans,, and St. Joseph, Mo, The
counties with the largest milk deliveries
to plants regulated by the Kansas City
order (except Nemaha County, Kans.)
are adjacent to Topeka, Kansas City, and
St. Joseph.

Since producers’ farms are located
relatively close to distributing plants,
nearly all producer milk is hauled directly
from the farms to distributing plants
without being first received at a supply
plant. There is one supply-balancing
plant from which supplemental milk is
shipped to distributing plants, This sup-
ply-balancing plant is located at Sa-
betha, Kans,, 50 miles from both Topeka
and St. Joseph and 100 miles from
Kansas City,

The plant is operated by Mid-America
Dalrymen, Inc., a cooperative which also
supplies most of the milk direct-shipped
from farms to distributing plants regu-
lated by the Kansas City order. The co-
operative also ships milk from the Sa-
betha plant to distributing plants in
Topeka, Kansas City, and St. Joseph
when such plants request additional
supplies to supplement their regular
producer receipts,

Although the order permits a 10-cent
lower Class I price at the Sabetha plant,
the cooperative collects the higher Class
I price applicable at Kansas City and
Topeka, even on shipments to plants in
St. Joseph where the 10-cent lower price
is applicable under the order, Buyers also
pay transportation costs from Sabetha
to the point of delivery.

In paying producer-members, the co-
operative also uses the same rate for
members delivering to the Sabetha plant
as that pald members delivering to To-
peka and Kansas City plants. The co-
operative takes the position that all of
its member-producers delivering to the
Kansas City market are so situated that
they may deliver to all plants with about
the same delivery costs.

The cooperative has eliminated the
location adjustment at the Sabetha plant
by charging the same Class I price at that
plant as is applicable at Kansas City
plants. As of April 1, 1969, this same co-
operative will market the milk of pro-
ducers now delivering milk to the three
distributing plants located at St. Joseph.
The cooperative proposes to supply such

handlers on the same price basis as it

supplies other handlers in the Greater
Kansas City area, Le., at the Class I price
without location adjustment. The new
members also would receive the same
price f,0.b. St. Joseph plants as producers
receive at plants in Kansas City and
Topeka.

Since producers’ farms within the mar-
keting area are so located near the prin-
cipal cities where the plants they serve
are located, there is no basis for desig-
nating part of the area for a location ad-
Justment because plants therein provide

& market for producers at a generally
lower delivery cost.

Although St. Joseph is located about
50 miles north of Kansas City, it is only
slightly further from avallable alterna-
tive milk supplies in Northeast Iows,
Minnesota, and Wisconsin., This is be-
cause milk coming to either Kansas City
or St. Joseph from Iowa, Minnesota, or
Wisconsin would be routed through
Cameron, Mo., which is only about 18
miles closer to St. Joseph than it is to
Kansas City. This small difference in
mileage is not sufficlent to justify a lower
price at St. Joseph,

The area between Kansas City and St,
Joseph is growing rapidly in population.
Sales of fluld milk products are ex-
pected to increase in this segment of the
area. By establishing the same Class I
and blend prices at St. Joseph and
Kansas City, handlers in both cities will
be on a comparable basls in acquiring
additional milk supplies to serve this
expanding area.

Handlers opposing the elimination of
the 10-cent location adjustment stated
that they have obtained in times past an
adequate supply at the lower price level
There is no evidence that handlers in
St. Joseph can obtain a milk supply un-
der present conditions at a price level
less than herein proposed.

The hearing notice contained a pro-
posal to make St. Joseph a basing point
from which to calculate location adjust-
ments for plants located outside the
marketing area. This proposal was not
supported at the hearing. Hence, no basis
exists for making this change.

2. Diverted milk. The order now pro-
vides that only milk of a producer who
delivers 6 days' production during the
month to a pool plant may be considered
producer milk on days it is diverted o
a nonpool plant, Each day's delivery nor-
mally includes 2 days' production, thus
the present 6 days' production require-
ment represents three deliveries. This
provision should be changed to require
delivery to a pool plant on only 1 day
per month for diversion eligibility.

The present delivery requirement has
made it necessary at times to move miik
to Kansas City plants from farms near
Council Grove, Kans., and El Dorado
Springs, Mo., when, on the same day,
milk on farms nearer to Kansas City Is
diverted to plants in Council Grove and
El Dorado Springs. The proposec change
will permit the cooperative to direct the
delivery of milk more efficiently to sup-
ply the market at the lowest delivery
cost.

The requirement that milk be delivered
to & pool plant from each producers
farm on at least 1 day during the month
will be sufficient to establish that such
producer's milk continues to be available
to this market for fluid use. e

Rulings on proposed findings and cor-
clusions. Briefs and proposed ﬂndlm:«:(»
and conclusions were filed on behalf (1
certain interested parties. These brier.(.i.
proposed findings and conclusions, an
the evidence in the record were consid-
ered in making the findings and conclu;
sions set forth above. To the extent thnr
the suggested findings and conclusions
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filed by interested parties are inconsist-
ent with the findings and conclusions set
forth herein, the requests to make such
findings or reach such conclusions are
denied for the reasons previously stated
in this decision.

A ruling of the Hearing Examiner to
which an objection was taken in the
brief has been reviewed. An objection was
raised to the ruling which excluded testi-
mony concerning hauling rates on the
basis that it was hearsay evidence and
was not of the sort upon which responsi-
ble persons are accustomed to rely.

The motion was supported by an offer
of proof under § 800.8(d) (6) of the rules
of practice (7 CFR Part 900). In com-
pliance with §900.9(b) of the rules of
practice, a brief was filed by the inter-
ested party which requested review of
the ruling made by the Hearing Exami-
ner, It was contended that although the
testimony was hearsay evidence, such
fact should go to the weight of the evi-
dence rather than require its complete
exclusion from the record.

The offer of proof and brief and the
ruling of the Hearing Examiner on this
motion have been reviewed. The ruling of
the Hearing Examiner is hereby affirmed.

General findings. The findings and
determinations hereinafter set forth are
supplementary and In addition to the
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findings and determinations previously
made in connection with the issuance
of the aforesaid order and of the previ-
ously Issued amendments thereto; and
all of said previous findings and determi-
nations are hereby ratified and aflirmed,
except insofar as such findings and de-
terminations may be in confiict with the
flindings and determinations set forth
herein.

(a) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parity prices of milk as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the
Act are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds,
and other economic conditions which
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the pro-
posed marketing agreement and the
order, as hereby proposed to be amended,
are such prices as will reflect the afore-
said factors, insure a sufficient quantity
of pure and wholesome milk, and be in
the public interest; and

(¢) The tentative marketing agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the han-
dling of milk in the same manner as,
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and will be applicable only to persons in
the respective classes of industrial and
commercial activity specified in, a mar-
keting agreement upon which a hearing
has been held.

Recommended marketing agreement
and order amending the order. The fol-
lowing order amending the order as
amended regulating the handling of milk
in the Greater Kansas City marketing
area is recommended as the detailed and
appropriate means by which the fore~
going conclusions may be carried out.
The recommended marketing agreement
is not included in this decision because
the regulatory provisions thereof would
be the same as those contained in the

order, as hereby proposed to be
amended:
1. In paragraphs (a) and (b) of

§ 1064.15 the language “for at least 6
days' production” is deleted and the
language “for at least 1 days' delivery"
is substituted therefor.

2. In § 106453 paragraph (a) is re-
voked.

Signed at Washington, D.C,
March 18, 1969.

on

Jonx C, Bruom,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.

[P.R. Doc, 60-3402; Filed, Mar, 20, 1969;
8:48 am.)
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Office of the Secretary

|Public Notice 303; Delegation of Authority
94-1]

LEGAL ADVISER AND DEPUTY
LEGAL ADVISERS

Delegation of Authority To Perform
Functions Under Fishermen's Pro-
fective Act

Pursuant to the authority vested in me
by section 4 of the Act of May 26, 19849,
as amended (63 Stat, 111, 70 Stat, 563;
22 U.S.C. 2658), I hereby delegate to the
Legal Adviser and to the Deputy Legal
Advisers authority to perform all func-
tions conferred upon the Secretary of
State by sections 3 and £ of the Fisher-
men’s Protective Act, as amended (68
Stat. 883, 82 Stat. 729; 22 US.C. 1973,
1975), relating to the seizure of vessels
of the United States by forelgn countries
on or after August 12, 1968.

Any reference in this Delegation of
Authority to any Act shall be deemed &
reference to such Act as amended from
time to time.

Notwithstanding any provision of this
Delegation of Authority, the Secretary of
State may at any time exercise any func-
tion hereby delegated.

This Delegation of Authority super-
sedes Delegation of Authority No. 94
dated October 4, 1957, with respect to
claims based upon seizures occurring on
or after August 12, 1968.

[sEAL] WirtiaM P. ROGERS,
Secretary of State.
MarcH 6, 1969.

[FR, ‘Dac, 69-3367; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969;

8:46 am.)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[Utah 6594; Utah 7548)

UTAH

Order Opening Lands to Application,
Entry and Patenting

Marcn 14, 1069,

1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended
(43 U.S.C, 315g), the following described
lands have been reconveyed to the United
States:

Sarr Laxe MEniniAx

T.388,R.3W,,
Sec, 17, N1 SW, NWSEY;
Sec. 18, NE1,SE1}.
T.395,.R.3W,,
Sec. 16, all,

Notices

The areas described aggregate 800
acres.

2. The lands are located in K=ane
County about 10 miles southwest of Can-
nonville, Utah. They are semiarid in
character and not suitable for farming.
The lands have values for watershed,
grazing, wildlife, and recreation, which
can best be managed under principles of
multiple use.

3. The United States did not acquire
any mineral rights with the lands.

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
lands will at 10 am. on May 1, 1969, be
opened to application, petition and selec-
tion. All valid applications received at or
prior to 10 a.m. on May 1, 1069, shall be
considered as simultaneously filed at
that time. Those received thereafter shall
be considered in the order of filing.

5. Inquiries concerning the Ilands
should be addressed to the Bureau of
Land Management, Post Office Box
11505, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111,

R. D. N1zLsoxN,
State Director.

[F.R. Doec, 60-8363; Piled, Mar. 20, 1909;
8:45 am.]

[Utah 7680)
UTAH

Order Opening Lands to Application,
Entry and Patenting

MancH 14, 1969.

1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of the Act
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as
amended (43 U.S.C. 315g), the following
described lands have been reconveyed to
the United States:

SaLT Laxe MERIDIAN

T.1IN, R.1TW,
Sec. 13, all.

The area described contains 640 acres,

2. The lands are located in Box Elder
County about 8 miles southeast of Grouse
Creek, Utah. They are semiarid in char-
acter and not suitable for farming. The
lands have values for watershed, grazing,
wildlife, and recreation, which can best
be managed under principles of multiple
use.
3, The United States did not acquire
any mineral rights with the lands.

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
lands will at 10 a.m. on April 25, 1969,
be opened to application, petition, and
selection.

The lands have been classified for
multiple-use management pursuant to
the Act of September 19, 1964 (78 Stat.
986; 43 U.S.C. 1411-18) by classification

No. U-7041, which segregates the lands
from applications under the agricultural
land laws (43 US.C., Parts 7 and 9;
25 U.S.C 334) and applications for public
sale under section 2455 of the Revisad
Statutes (43 US.C. 1171), All other valid
applications received at or prior to 10
a.m. on April 25, 1969, shall be considered
as simultaneously filed at that time,
Those received thereafter shall be con-
sidered in the order of filing,

5. Inquiries concerning the lands
should be addressed to the to the Bureau
of Land Management, Post Office Box
11505, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111.

R.D. N1eLsox,
State Director,

[F.R. Doc, 60-3384; Filed, Mar. 20,
8:45 am.)

1069;

National Park Service
[Order 1)

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER, AMIS-
TAD RECREATION AREA, TEX.

Delegation of Authority Regarding
Execution of Contracts for Supplies,
Equipment or Services
The Administrative Officer may exe-

oute, approve, and administer contracts
not in excess of $1,000 for supplies, equip-
ment, or services in conformity with ap-
plicable regulations and statutory
authority and subject to availability of
appropriations.

(National Park Service Order No, 84 (31 P.R.
4255); 89 Stat, 535; 16 US.C, sec, 2. Soutl-
west Region Order No, 4 (31 PR, 8134))

Dated: February 26, 1969.

CorLeman C. NEWMAN,
Superintendent,
Amistad Recreation Areca.

[FR. Doc. 69-3366; Filed, Mar. 20, 1969
8:45 nun.)

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

CHIEF, FRESH PRODUCTS STAND-
ARDIZATION AND INSPECTION
BRANCH

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 FR.

10760, 10752) delegated to the Director,

Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumvi
and Marketing Service, the delegation 0%

authority to the Chief of the Fresh Prod-
ucts Standardization and Inspection
Branch of the Fruit and Vegetable Divi-
slon appearing at 19 F.R. 147 is hereby
superseded and the following is substi-
tuted therefor:
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1. Under the direction and supervision
of the Director or Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, the Chief of the
Fresh Products Standardization and In-
spection Branch is hereby delegated the
authority to perform all the duties and to
exercise all the powers and functions
(including the power of redelegation)
which the Director is, or may hereafter
be, authorized to perform as set forth in
§§ 51.1 to 51.61, inclusive, of Title 7 of the
Code of Federal Regulations: Provided,
however, No authority is delegated here-
under to enter info contracts pursuant to
§ 5142 of the aforesaid regulations,

2. No delegation or authorization pre-
scribed herein shall preclude the Director
or Deputy Director from exercising any
of the powers or functions or from per-
forming any of the duties conferred
herein, and any such delegation or au-
thorization is subject at all times to with-
drawal or amendment by the Director,

Issued at Washington, D.C,, this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969.

Frovp F. Hepruxo,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division.

[FR, Doc. 69-3382; Flled, Mar. 20, 1069;
8:47 am.)

CHIEF, PROCESSED PRODUCTS
STANDARDIZATION AND INSPEC-
TION BRANCH

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 F.R.
10750, 10762) delegated to the Director,
Frult and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service, the delegation of
authority to the Chief of the Processed
Products Standardization and Inspec-
tion Branch of the Fruit and Vegetable
Divislon appearing at 19 F.R. 147 is
hereby superseded and the following Is
substituted therefor:

1. Under the direction and supervision
of the Director or Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, the Chief of the
Processed Products Standardization and
Inspection Branch is hereby delegated
the authority to perform all of the duties
&nd to exercise all the powers and func-
tions (including the power of redelega-
tion) which the Director is, or may here-
after be, authorized to perform as set
forth in §§52.1 to 52.87, inclusive, of
Title 7 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tlons: Provided, however, No authority is
delegated hereunder to enter into con-
tracts with applicants to perform con-
llr_mous inspection service pursuant to
#5252 of the aforesaid regulations.

2 No delegation or authorization pre-
Scribed herein shall preclude the Direc-
‘r or Deputy Director from exercising
any of the powers or functions or from
performing any of the dutles conferred
ferein, and any such delegation or au-
thorization is subject at all times to

withdrawal or amendment by the Di-
rector,

NOTICES

Issued at Washington, D.C,, this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969.

Froyp F. HeoLuND,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division,

[F.R, Doc, 00-3383; Filed, Mar, 20, 1969;
8:47 am.]

CHIEF, FRUIT BRANCH

Termination of Delegation of
Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 F.R.
10750, 10752) delegated to the Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service, the delegation of
authority to the Chief of the Fruit
Branch appearing at 23 F.R. 601 is here-
by terminated.

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 14th
day of March 1969 to become effective
March 21, 1969.

Froyp F. HenLunNp,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division,

[FR. Doc. 69-3384: Filed, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:47 am.|

CHIEF, FRUIT BRANCH, ET AL,
Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 F.R.
10750, 10752) delegated to the Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service the delegation
appearing at 25 F.R. 6932 is hereby
amended by deleting the words “, and
to the various Marketing Speclalists of
the Fruit and Vegetable Division,” in
paragraph 1 and by deleting paragraph
1(c) and the delegation appearing at 25
F.R. 7656 is amended by deleting the
words “and c¢." The following delegation
is hereby made:

1. Under the direction and supervision
of the Director or Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, the Chief, Fruit
Branch; Chief, Vegetable Branch; and
Chief, Specialty Crops Branch, are here-
by delegated the authority to perform all
the dutles and to exercise all the powers
and functions (including the power
of redelegation) with respect to the com-
modities assigned to the respective
Branches, which the Director is, or may
hereafter be authorized to perform as set
forth in §§900.1 to 900.71 inclusive,
§5900.200 to 900.211 inclusive, and
§§ 900.400 to 900.516 inclusive of Title 7
of the Code of Federal Regulations: Pro-
vided, however, No authority is delegated
hereunder to issue rules or regulations
or notice of rule making of such rules
or regulations.

2. Under the direction and super-
vision of the Director or Deputy Director
of the Fruit and Vegetable Division, the
Chief, Fruit Branch; Chief, Vegetable
Branch; Chief, Specialty Crops Branch
shall mail, or cause to be mailed, a true
copy of the notice of hearing concern-

ing a proposed marketing order or the
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amendment of & marketing order with
respect to the commodities assigned to
their respective Branches, to each of the
persons, known to be interested in such
hearing, as required by the General
Regulations in § 900.4(b) (1) (i) (7 CFR
Part 900), and execute or cause to be
executed, the determination as therein
prescribed: Provided, however, If for any
reason the Chief, Fruit Branch; Chief,
Vegetable Branch; Chief, Specialty Crops
Branch, or his designee, finds it Imprac-
tical or impossible to give the notice in-
volved with respect to any hearing, he
shall immediately notify the Director of
such facts with the reasons for his so
finding in order that a decision may be
made as to the need for & determination
being filed in the proceeding as pre-
scribed in § 900.4(c) of said regulations
(7 CFR Part 900),

3. No delegation or authorization pre-
scribed herein shall preclude the Director
or Deputy Director from exercising any
of the powers or functions or from per-
forming any of the duties conferred
herein, and any such delegation or au-
thorization is subject at all times to
withdrawal or amendment by the
Director,

Issued at Washington, D.C,, this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969.

Froyp F, HEDLUKD,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division,

[F.R. Doc, 69-3385; Plled, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:47 am,.)

CHIEF, REGULATORY BRANCH
Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 F.R.
10750, 10752) delegated to the Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service, the delegation of
authority to the Chief of the Regulatory
Branch of the Fruit and Vegetable Divi-
sion, appearing at 23 F.R. 3748 is hereby
superseded and the following is substi-
tuted therefor:

1. Under the direction and supervision
of the Director or Deputy Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Division, the Chief of the
Regulatory Branch is hereby delegated
the authority to perform all the duties
and to exercise all the functions and
powers (including the power of redele-
gation) which the Director is, or may
hereafter be authorized to perform or
exercise In the administration of the
Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act,
1930 (7 U.S.C. 499a et seq.) and Produce
Agency Act (7T US.C. 401-497) : Provided,
however, No authority is delegated here~
under to sign a moving paper (7 CFR
47.2(r)), approve the Issuance of consent
orders (7 CFR 47.26(b)) or to issue no-
tices of suspension for failure to produce
records (7T US.C. 499m(a)).’

2. No delegation or authorization pre-
scribed herein shall preclude the Director
or Deputy Director from exercising any
of the functions or powers or from per-
forming any of the duties conferred

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 55—FRIDAY, MARCH 21, 1969




5514

herein, and any such delegation or au-
thorization is subject at all times to with-
drawal or amendment by the Director.

Issued at Washington, D.C. this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969,

Froyn ¥. HEDLUND,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division.

[FR. Doc, 69-3386; Filed, Mar. 20, 1089;
8:47 am.}

DEPUTY DIRECTORS

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 F.R,
10750, 10752) delegated to the Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service, the delegation of
authority to the Deputy Directors of the
Fruit and Vegetable Division, appearing
at 28 F.R. 3748 Is hereby superseded and
the following is substituted therefor:

1. Under the direction and supervision
of the Director, the Deputy Directors of
the Fruit and Vegetable Division are
hereby delegated the authority, severally,
to perform all the duties and to exercise
all the functions and powers which are
now, or which may hereafter be, vested
in the Director.

2. No delegation or authorization pre-
scribed herein shall preclude the Director
from exercising any of the functions or
powers or from performing any of the
duties conferred herein, and any such
delegation or authorization is subject at
all times to withdrawal or amendment
by the Director.

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969.

Froyp F. HEbLUND,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetabie Division.

[P.R. Doc. 69-3387; Piled, Mar. 20, 1060;
8:47 am.]

DEPUTY DIRECTORS ET AL.

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to the authority (33 FR.
10750, 10752) delegated to the Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Consumer
and Marketing Service, the following
delegation of authority is made:

1. The following officials of this Divi-
slon are hereby designated as representa-
tives of the Secretary with authority to
execute, in the name of the U.S, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, contracts, agree-
ments, or other documents within the
scope of any docket herctofore or here-
alter approved by the Secretary of Agri-
culture (or his designee) in connection
with commodity programs pursuant to
section 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935,
or section 6 of the National School Lunch
Act pursuant to which such authority
was or is conferred (with power to re-
delegate) upon the Director of the Fruit
and Vegetable Divislon:

NOTICES

Deputy Directors,

Chief, Frult Branch.

Chief, Specialty Crops Branch,
Chief, Vegetable Branch.

Head, Marketing Programs Sections,

Provided, however, No authority is dele-
gated hereunder to redelegate any of the
authority here conferred: Provided fur-
ther, The authority herein conferred may
be exercised by any person who is serving
in an acting capacity in any of the posi-
tions named above except Head, Market-
ing Programs Sections.

2, No delegation or authorization pre-
scribed herein shall preclude the Director
from exercising any of the powers or
functions or from performing any of the
duties conferred herein, and any such
delegation or authorization is subject at
all times to withdrawal or amendment by
the Director. This delegation of authority
replaces all previous delegations of au-
thority to Representatives of the Secre-
tary for section 6 and section 32 Com-
modity Programs which have been issued
by the Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division.

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 14th
day of March 1969, to become effective
March 21, 1969,

Froyp F. HeoLuxp,
Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division,

[F.R. Doc. 05-3388; Filed, Mar. 20, 10669;
B8:48 aum.]

[Marketing Agreement 146)
1968 CROP PEANUTS

Indemnification
Correction

In F.R. Doc, 69-3153 appearing at page
5308 of the issue for Saturday, March 15,
1969, in the fifth paragraph, line 9, the
word “my” should read “by". ~

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
HAZLETON LABORATORIES, INC.

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food
Additives -

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 US.C.
348(b) (577, notice is given that a petition
(FAP 0B2397) has been filed by Hazleton
Laboratories, Inec., Post Office Box 30,
Falls Church, Va, 22046, proposing that
§ 121.25627 Antistatic and/or antifog-
ging agents in jood-packaging materials
(21 CFR 121.2527) be amended in para-
graph (b), list of substances, to change
the present item “N N-Bis(2-hydroxy-
ethyl) alkylamine, where the alkyl groups
(C;Cy) are derived from tallow” to read
“N,N-Bis(2-hydroxyethyl) alkylamine,

where the alkyl groups (C.—C.) are de-
rived from tallow or cocoamine.”

Dated: March 13, 1968,

R, E. DuGGaN,
Acting Associate Commissioner
jor Compliance.

[FR. Doc. 69-3362; Piled, Mar, 20, 1960;
8:45 am.|

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[CGFR 60-12]

EQUIPMENT, INSTALLATIONS, OR
MATERIALS

Approval Notice
Correction

In FP.R. Doc. 69-3166 appearing at page
5307 of the issue for Saturday, March 15,
1969, in column 1, page 5308, in the first
line of the third paragraph under the
center heading “Buoyant Cushions, Ka-
pok or Fibrous Glass,” the reference to
“251" should read *250" and the word
“group” should read 'special”,

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No, 50-336]

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER
CO. ET AL.

Notice of Receipt of Application for
Construction Permit and Facilily
License

The Connecticut Light and Power Co.,
Selden Street, Berlin, Conn.; The Hart-
ford Electric Light Co., 176 Cumberland
Avenue, Wethersfield, Conn.; Western
Massachusetts Electric Co., 174 Brush
Hill Avenue, West Springfield, Mass.; and
The Millstone Point Co., 176 Cumberland
Avenue, Wethersfield, Conn. (the appli-
cants), pursuant to section 104(b) of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, have filed an application, dated
February 27, 1969, for a construction per-
mit and facility license to asuthorize the
construction and operation of a pressur-
ized wafer muclear reactor at the Mill-
stone Nuclear Power Statlon, an approx-
fmately 500-acre site on Long Island
Sound In the town of Waterford, Conn.,
approximately 40 miles southeast of
Hartford and 3.2 miles west southwest
of New London, Conn.

The proposed reactor, designated by
the applicants as WMillstone Nuclear
Power Station Unit 2, will be locmr‘d
adjacent to and just north of the Mill-
stone Unit 1 boiling water nuclear re-
actor which is now under construction.
Millstone Unit 2 is designed for initial
operation at approximately 2560 thermal
megawatts with a net electrical output
of approximately 828 megawatts. The
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proposed facility will be owned and
financed by The Connecticut Light and

Power Co., The Hartford Electric Light

Co. and Western Massachusetts Electric
Co. as tenants in common, The Millstone
Point Co. will act as representative of
the owners with respect to design, con-
struction and operation of the facility,

A copy of the application is available
for public Inspection in the Commission's
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C.

Dated at Bethesda, Md,, this 14th day
of March 1969,

For the Atomic Energy Commission,

Perer A. MORRIS,
Director,
Division of Reactor Licensing.

[PR. Doc. 69-3360; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:46 am.)

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

LAND-FILL PROJECTS
Notice of Public Hearing

Notice {5 hereby given that the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission will
hold a public hearing on Wednesday,
March 26, 1969, beginning at 2 p.m. The
hearing will be held in Room 603, City
Hall Annex, Juniper and Filbert Streets
in Philadelphia. The hearing will be on
the following matters:

I. A proposal to amend the Commis-
sion's rules of practice and procedure
80 as to exempt from review any land-
fill project not having a substantial effect
on water resources of the basin, This
would be accomplished by amending sec-
tion 2-35(a) of the Commission’s rules
by adding thereto n new item (14) to
read as follows:

(14) Land-fill projects limited to disposal
of solld inert wnstes such as earth, rock,
gravel, concrete, aspbalt paving fragments,
glass, plaster, plaster board, rubber products,
steel mill mag, clay, clay products, plastics,
asbestos shingles, and similar materials,

II. Docket No. D-89-11: A proposed
sanitary land-fill project to be developed
by Morris County Landfill, Inc., Mount
Olive Township, Morris County, N.J. The
project will be located off Gold Mine
Road and will be operated by the area
fill method.

III, Docket No. D-69-32: A pro
sanitary land-fill project to be developed
by DeLorenzo Paper Stock, Inc,, Hamil-
ton Township, Mercer County, N.J. The
10-acre site will be used for the disposal
?! solid industrial wastes and will be
‘ocated in the area known as Duck Tsland.

The project will be operated by the
trench method.

All persons wishing to testify are re-
fuested to register in advance with the

NOTICES

Secretary to the Commission (Telephone
(609) 883-9500).

W. BrINTON WHITALL,
Secretary.

MarcH 14, 1969,

[FR. Doc, 60-3370; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:40 aum.|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Report 431]

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES
INFORMATION *

Domestic Public Radio Services Ap-
plications Accepted for Filing *

Marcx 17, 1969.
Pursuant to §§1.227(b) (3) and 21.26
(b) of the Commission’s rules, an appli-
cation, in order to be considered with
any domestic public radio services appli-

1 All applications listed in the appendix are
subject to further consideration and review
and may be returned and/or dismissed if not
found to be in accordance with the Commis-
sion’s rules, regulations, and other require-
ments,

#The above alternative cutoff rules apply
to those applications listed in the appendix
as having been accepted in Domestic Public
Land Mobile Radlo, Rural Radio, Polnt-to-
Point Microwave Radlio, and Local Television
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules).
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cation appearing on the attached list,
must be substantially complete and ten-
dered for filing by whichever date is
earlier: (a) The close of business 1 busi-
ness day preceding the day on which the
Commission takes action on the previ-
ously filed application; or (b) within 60
days after the date of the public notlce
listing the first prior filled application
(with which subsequent applications are
in confiict) as having been accepted for
filing. An application which is subse-
quently amended by a major change will
be considered to be a newly filed appli-
cation. It is to be noted that the cutoff
dates are set forth in the alternative—
applications will be entitled to considera-
tion with those listed in the appendix if
filed by the end of the 60-day period,
only if the Commission has not acted
upon the application by that time pursu-
ant to the first alternative earlier date.
The mutual exclusivity rights of a new
application are governed by the earliest
action with respect to any one of the
earller filed conflicting applications.

The attention of any party in interest
desiring to flle pleadings pursuant to
section 309 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, concerning any
domestic public radio services applica-
tlon accepted for filing, is directed to
§ 21.27 of the Commission’s rules for pro-
visions governing the time for filing and
other requirements relating to such
pleadings.
FepERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
Bex F. WarLE,

Secretary.

[sEAL]

APPENDIX

APPFLICATIONS AcCCEPTED For Frninag

DOMESTIC FUDLIC LAND MODILE RADIO SERVICE

File No., appliocant, call sign, and nature of application

5258~-C2-MP~60—Page Call, Inc.; (KEC035); Modification of C.P, to relocate facilities at lo-
oation No. 3 from 280 Prospect Avenue, Hackensack, N.J., to: Hackensack Hospital, 22
Hospital Place, Hackensack, N.J., operating on frequency 85.22 MHzx.

5260-C2-P-60—Francls R. Real doing business as Assoclsted Telephone Answering Services:
(New): C.P. for a new l1-way-signaling station. Frequency: 15870 MHz. Location: Atrisco
Grant, 7.5 miles west of Albuquerque, N. Mex,

5287-C2-P-60—Abe Schonfeld;

(EIMB06); Modification of OP. to replace transmitter

operating on base frequency 454.0256 MHz at location No. 2 also correct address of location
No. 2 to read: 300 Bay View Drive, North Miami Beach, Fia,

5288-C2-P-09—Cherokee Mobllphone Co.; (New); CP, for a new 2-way station. Base fre-
quency: 152.00 MHz, Location: Crocketts Ridge, %o mile northwest of Morristown Coun-

try Club, Morristown, Tenn.

5205-C1/C2-AL~(6) -69—Lone Star State Telephone Co.; Consent to assignment of license
from Lone Star Telephone Co., Assignor to Texas Telephone & Telegraph Co., Assignee,
Stations: KLB517 Crockett, Tex.; KKT5687 Rogebud, Tex.

5206-C2-AL~00—Wllson County Telephone Company, Inc.; (KLB763): Consent to assign-
ment of lcense from Wilson County Telephone Co., Inc,, Assignor to Texas Telephone &
Telegraph Co., Assignee. (2-way) Station at Floresville, Tex.

5207-C2-P-690—Lewis M. Kelley, doing business as Seattle Radiotelephone Servicoe; (Now):
CP. for a new 2-way station, Frequency: 454.10 MHz Location: Forest Park School,

Everett, Wash,

5200-C2-P-69—GCeneral Telephone Co. of Illinols; (New); C.P. for a new l-way-signaling
station. Frequency: 152.84 MHz, Location: 214 West Monroe Street, Carbondale, Il

5300-C2-P-09—Empire Dispateh, Ine; (New): CP. for a new l-way-signaling station to
be located at Buckhorm Mountain, 155 miles west-northwest of Fort Collins, Colo., to
operate on base frequency 152.24 MHz, with a control station at a site to be tdentified

as location No. 2:
454.35 MHz,

2100 South 23d Avenue, Greeley, Colo. to operate on frequency
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DOMESTIC PUNILIO LAND MOBILX RADID SERVICR—oontinued

5301-02-P-(3)-60—Richard O. Deaderick and Clara Lockett, doing business us R, O.
Deorderick Co.; (New); C.P. for a now 2-way station to be Jocsted ut 1% miles northwest of
Morristown, Tenn., to aperate on base frequency 152,00 MHz, with repeater facllities on
45020 MHz and u control station at a site to be identified ns location No. 2: 423 Depot
Street, Knoxville, Tenn,, to operate on frequency 454.20 MHz.

5302-C2-P-80—Southern Bell Telephone & Telograph Co.; (KI1G288); C.P, to change antenna
system operating on test frequencies 157.80, 167.95, and 158,07 MHz at its test station
located 115 Northeast Third Avenue, Fort Lauderdale, Fla.

2006-C2-R-09—Bell Telephone Co, of Nevadn; (KD9271); Renewal of Developmental sta-
tion Mcense explring Apr, 27, 1960, Term Apr. 27, 1060 to Apr. 27, 1970,

5306-C2-P-80—QGulf States-United Telephone Co.; (New); CF. for a now 2-way station.
Base froquency: 15254 MHz Location: 1318 Caddo Street, Commerce, Tex.

$322-C2-P-69—James D. and Lawrence D. Garvey, doing business as Radlofone; (KKO348);
C.P. to install an additional base channel to operate on frequency 454325 MHz at its
station located at Corner O'Keefe and Howard Streets, New Orleans, La.

5323-C2-P-(4)-09—Charles E. Sackermann trading as Tra-Mar Radio Communications;
(KEJS88); CP. to install additional channels to operate on base frequency 454.825 MHz
at Location No. 1: E. H. Armstrong Fleld Laboratory, Route No. 6W, Alpine, N.J. and
8t location No. 2: 26 Journal Square, Jersey City, N.J., also add a new site to be identified
as location No. 3: Stone Hedge House, 8200 Boulevard East, North Bergen, N.J., to operate
on base frequencies 45430 and 454.325 MHz. /

5324-C2-P-89—Liberty Communications, Inc; (KCC485); CP. to relocats the 152,03 MHz
facilities from location No. 2: Booth Hill, Trumbull, Conn, to a new site to be
identified ns looation No. 3: Long HIN, approximately 314 miles north-northeast of
Bridgepart, Conn.

5325-C2-P-60—The Township Co. of Chaumont, NY.; (New): OP. for & new
2-way station to be locsted on Brownville Road, 125 miles north of Brownville, NYX., to
operate on base frequency 152.21 MHz,

5345-C2-AL-80—Charles E. Sackermann, trading as Tra-Mar Radio Communications;
(KEJ888): Consent to mssignment of llcense fram Charles E. Sackerman, trading as
Tra-Mar Radlo Communications, Assignor to Tra-Mar Communications, Inc, Assignee.
2-way station at Unlon City, N.J.

B350-02-(4) -69—Southwestern Bell Telephone Co; (KKC262); CP, to add two channels,
15254 nnd 15275 MHz, replnce transmitters operating on 15251 and 152.63 MHz and
add test station to operate on 167.77, 157.80, 157.89, and 158.01 MHz and change antenna
pystem st its station located 105 Auditorium Circle, San Antonlo, Tex,

Correction

5107-C2-P-60—Mobilfons of Kansas; (New); Correct entry to read CP. for a new 2-way
station to be located st 1.5 miles west of city limits, Topeka, Eans., to operate on
frequency 454.025 MHz,

5079-C2-P-(2)-69—South Central Bell Telephone Co.; (KEMS580); Correct entry to read
C.P. to add a second channel to operate on frequency 152.54 MHz, all other particulars
remain the sume as reported on public notice dated Mar. 10, 1969, Report No. 430.

Renewinls of licenses expiring April 1, 1060, ILLINOIS
Term: April 1, 1069, to April 1, 1974, Call
CALIFORNTA 1dconzee e
Call North Shore Radio-Telephone, KSA250
Licensee sign Ine,
Auto-Phone OO v ooeeomeneee  KMMB26
Cleariake Radiotelephone....... KEMMS92 s T
Communications Engineering Co. KMA742 South Shore Radlo-Telephone, KSBS01
Delta Moblle Radio Service..... EMJ221 Inc.
Ukiah Answering Servio€. ... KEMME57 J. B. Wathen ITL_ . XSCBTO
FLONIDA KANSAS
Radio Telephone Communica~ KIR200 Rodar Paging Servict....------- KLP$T0
tons, Inc.
O TR . - KIY726 MASSACHUSETTS
Do KIY455
Electrooom Corp.cmmmmemmmewee -= EKOCI1207
unlcations Service. KEIY448
e KIvi4s  Pitchburg Auto-Phone Co..--... KCAT4S
TDATO MICHIGAN
v o v e PR A T e L KLF400 Instant Communications, Ino_.. KEQAS3S
0 S e e EUA224 Do - ot KQD3203

MINNESOTA
Liconsee
Juy-En, Inc.
Page Boy, InC.. e ce e vcencana
MISSOURI

MONTANA
Able Answering Service. e
NEW JENSET
Mueiler Electronics, InC. e eo

NEW MEXICO

Radio Dispateh Service. . c-a.-.
Western Mobllphone, Ino.. . e oo

Messages
Telephone Answering
of Hempstoad, Ine,

Exchange

Alreall Co.
DO .-
ANSerphone e cccccccnacaea —
of Durham. ..
Anserphone of High Point.

Communication Specialists Co..

Raleigh Radio Paging Service,
Ine.

Two-Way Radio of Carolina, Inc.

omo

PUERTO RICO

San Juan Radio Telephone Corp.
San Junn Radio Call. e eeeeee

Telephone and Radio
Service Co,, Inc.

wering

UTAH

AMobile Radio Telephono Service,
Inec.
D oo

VIRGIN ISLANDS
Electronics Unlimited COMpweeme
WASIHINGTON

Coronet Enterprises, InC...--—e-
Telephone Message Exchange..-
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Call

&ign
KFJo01
KAA285
KADO2S

KAF240

EOP307

KECT14
KEC746

KKX716
KREMb82

KEA200
KEA256

KIYT78
EIY77S

KIGadt
KIY754
EK¥FLo31
KIY740
KIY400

KIT441

KLF508

KQKT11
KQK733
KEGC223

WWAs1L
WWA335

KKG409
KEKO34
KEKJ454

KLB716
KEG561

KOA272

KOR252

WWA33S

KOA2T!
KNG0T
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5518 NOTICES

POINT-TO-POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SEAVICE (TELEPHONE CARRIERS) —continued

5330-C1-P-60—American Telephone & Telegraph Co.; (KPM77); CP. to sdd 4100 MH=z
toward Mormon Mesa, Nev, and toward Arden, Nev, and change antenna system at
station located 124 miles southwest of Moapa, Nev.

5340-C1-P-89—American Telephone & Telegraph Co,; (EPM78); C.P. to add frequency 4108
MHz toward Arrow Canyon and Beer Bottle, Nev, and change antenna system at its
station located 9.3 miles east of Sloan, Nev.

5341-C1-P-69—American Telephone & Telegraph Co.; (KPM79); CP. to add frequency 4190
MHz toward Arden, Nev.,, and toward Cima, Calif, and change antenns system at its
station located 10.4 miles southeast of Jean, Nev,

5342-C1-P-69—American Telephone & Telegraph Co; (KNBS54): CP. to add frequency 4108
MHz toward Beer Bottle, Nev., and change antenna system at station located 4.5 mlles
east of Cima, Callf.

5343-C1-P-60—Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph Co,; (KIB25); CP. to add frequency
10,095 MHz toward Stone Mountain, Ga., at station located 51 Ivy Street NE., Atlanta, Ga.

5344-C1-P-60—Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph Co.; (New); CP. for a new fixed
station. Frequency: 11,445 MHz. Location: 1.5 miles east of Stone Mountain, Ga.

Point-to-Point Microwave Radio Service (Nontelephone)

5257-C1-P-80—Teleprompter Transmission of Kansas, Inc; (KPHB6); CP. to change fre-
quencies 6250.5 MHz and 63605 MHz to 62195 MHz and 6203.6 MHz toward Great Falls,
Mont,, and change frequency 62596 MHz to 06203.6 MHz toward Little Rockies, Mont,
Station location: Highwoods Peak, Mont,

5306-C1-AL—(3) -69—Northern Microwave, Inc.; Consent to assignment of license from
Northern Microwave Service, Inc., Assignor, to Malne Microwave, Inc,, Assignee. Stations:
KCKS58, Bear Mountain, Malne; KCK50, Quoggy Joe Mountain, Maine; KCK60, Caribou,
Malne.,

5205-01/02-Al~(5)-60—Lone Star State Telephone Co.; Consent to assignment of license
from Lone Star State Telephone Co., Asslgnor, to Texas Telephone & Telegraph Co.,
Assignee. Stations: KKK58, Dodge, Tex., and KLR40, Crockett, Tex.

Mafor Amendment

3561-C1-P-80—Western Microwave, Inc.; (New); Application amended to change fre-
quency 6887.6 MHz to 11,085H MHz toward Nelson Peak, Utah, on azimuth of 237°38°.
3502-01-P-69—Western Microwave, Inc; (New); Application amended to change fre-

quency 70625 MHz to 11,485 MHz toward Salt Lake City (KUED-TV), Utah, on azimuth
of 57°38'. Other particulars same as reported in public notice dated Dec. 23, 1968,

[ ¥R, Doc. 60-3394; Filed, Mar, 20, 1969; 8:48 am.]

[FOC 66-235)

CERTAIN GUARD BAND APPLICA-
TIONS ON PUBLIC NOTICE

Temporary Modification of
Processing Priorities

MarcH 14, 1969,

On February 20, 1969, the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Second Circuit denled
a petition for review of Commission ac-
tion amending the rules to provide two
new frequencies in the 150.8-162 Mc/s
band for use by wireline and nonwire-
line companies for one-way paging
service. Applications for these frequen-
cies are therefore now ready for proc-
essing. Only two Guard Band frequencies
are available to each class of carrier
(wireline and nonwireline), and there is
great interest in being able to provide the
service. Hence, a large number of appli-
cations have been filed and many of them
are apparently mutually exclusive with
other applications because of electrical
interference or alleged economic com-
petitive injury.

Standard procedure would require
that applications be considered in
chronological order. Under normal cir-
cumstances, this procedure is desirable
in the interest of fair treatment to all
applicants. However, thé Commission is
here confronted with extraordinary cir-
cumstances presented by the large vol-
ume of applications filed In response to
our amended rules, Thus, we have found
it necessary to depart from our custom-
ary processing procedures with respect to

the Guard Band applications on public
notice between May 13, 1968, when the
Commission released {ts report and order
allocating such frequencies, and Febru-
ary 20, 1869, when the Court denied the
petition for review. Adherence to the
normal procedure would cause extended
delay in processing those applications
with no conflict or impediment and
covering areas of the country either not
served or underserved, while considera-
tion is afforded the multiple competitive
applications filed for a single community
with all the accompanying complex prob-
lems. Further, it is important that the
Guard Band applications not be proc-
essed at the expense of the normal proc-
essing of applications filed in other
services for common carrier radio facil-
ities. Rather, both types of applications
will be processed in parallel as rapidly
as possible.

In view of these considerations, the
Commission is persuaded that the public
interest will best be served if its proc-
essing priorities are temporarily modified
as to the Guard Band applications on
public notice between May 13, 1968 and
February 20, 1969, as follows:

States will be reviewed in alphabetical
order to determine where nonconflicting
applications appear to have been filed.
If the application is without impediment
or protest, a grant will be made. Similarly,
where wireline and nonwireline applica-
tlons are pending for the same com-
munity and neither is protested, both
will be afforded immediate consideration,
Following this selective approach, ap-

plications which can be resolved will he
spun off without delay. Applications
which on initial review indicate a con-
flict not readily subject to resolution,
will receive appropriate consideration
after such Initial spinning off process Is
completed. A major amendment of any
application under this cut-off umbrella
will cause removal of the application
from immediate consideration consistent
with the cut-off rule. Since it is obviously
not possible to anticipate every situation
which may be encountered during the
processing phase, the exercise of discre-
tion and judgment will be reserved for
ad hoc situations as they arise. Deter-
minations will be made in the best inter.
est of the public.

Action by the Commission March 13,
1969.*

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

CoMMISSION,
[seaLl BN F. WaPLE,
Secretary.
[FPR, Doc. 69-3395; Filed, Mar. 20, 1609
8:48 am.]

[Dockets Nos. 18482, 18483; FCC 69-220]

BUCKEYE COMMUNICATIONS CO.
AND MICHIGAN BELL TELEPHONE
CO.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Designating Applications for Con-
solidated Hearing on Stated Issues

In re applications of Buckeye Com-
munications Co. for a Public Class III-B
Coast Station at Toledo, Ohio, Docket
No. 18482, File No. 4631-M-P-28; Michi-
gan Bell Telephone Co. for renewal of
Station KQB666 at Detroit, Mich., Docket
No. 18483, File No. 5805-M-RL~29.

1. On February 20, 1968, an applica-
tion was filed by Buckeye Communica-
tions Co. for a Public Class III-B (VHF)
Coast Station to be located at Toledo,
Ohlo. Buckeye's application requested
the use of the frequencies 161.9 (work-
ing) and 156.8 Mc/s (calling and dis-
tress), Public Class ITI-B Coast stations
provide ship-shore radiotelephone com-
mon carrier (public correspondence
service, primarily of a local characler,
on VHF channels.

2. On April 30, 1968, a petition to deny
the application of Buckeye was filed by
Lorain Electronics Corp. One of Lorain's
public coast stations is located at Lorain,
Ohio (WMI), and operates on f{requen-
cies in the band 2-9 Mc/s and in the
VHF band on the frequencies 1619,
162.0, and 156.8 Mc/s employing the
same primary working frequency 161.9
Mc/s as proposed by Buckeye. WMI
and Buckeye's proposed station would
be approximately 70 miles apart. OB
August 12, 1968, a petition W den‘)’
the application of Buckeye was file
by Michigan Bell Telephone Co. Michi-
gan Bell is the licensee of a public coast
station located at Detroit, Mich, (KQB~
666), operating on frequencies in the =

3 Commissioners Hyde (Chalrman), Bﬂm;%-
Robert E, Lee, Cox, Wadsworth, Johnston &
H. Rex Lee,
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Mc/s band and also on 161.9 and 156.8
Mo/s in the VHF band. Station KBQ-668
{s approximately 53 miles from the sta-
tion prdposed by Buckeye.

3. Lorain alleges that substantial in-
terference between its station WMI and
Buckeye's proposed station would occur
if Buckeye were to construct and operate
such station as proposed because of the
proximity of the two statlons and the
use of the same transmitting and recelv-
ing frequencies. Lorain states that it has
received interference from stations oper-
ating on the same frequencies from dis-
tances greater than that which would
separate station WMI and Buckeye's pro-
posed station. Lorain also alleges that
overiap would occur between the two sta-
tions and this would reduce its effective
service area and cause a reduction in
revenues, Lorain further alleges that its
statlon “ecan serve nearly all of the
Toledo harbor area which Buckeye's pro-
posed station ecould serve.” In connection
with this petition to deny, other respon-
sive pleadings were filed by both the Pe-
titloner and Buckeye. In these pleadings
& question of whether the presentation by
petitioner of engineering data in its reply
to the opposition was consistent with
f 1.45(b) of the rules was raised because
the reply was allegedly not limited to
matters ralsed in the opposition. Buckeye
responded to this reply. Both these plead-
ings contained useful information and
li;avcl been considered in the action taken

erein,

4. Michigan Bell's objection is directed
essentially to the antleipated Interfer-
ence. Michigan Bell makes no claim to
be able to serve the Toledo harbor ade-
quately from Detroit; however, it states
that calls have been completed within
the Toledo harbor area during periods
of unusually good propagation to ships
with antennas above average height
above lake level, Michigan Bell indicates
that it would interpose no objection if
another frequency were selected by the
applicant. It is noted that other fre-
Quencies are available, including one of
the primary frequencies 162.0 Mc/s.
However, Michigan Bell's petition to deny
s not supported by an affidavit as re-
Quired by section 309(d) (1) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended.
The petition, therefore, is defective and
will be . The objections of

ently has on file

Nowal of an application for re-

Statlon KQB666 at Detroit,
Mich. Inasmuch as
based its objection
?ctmlt statlon, it is appropriate that
his application be included in the pro-
;eggxl!;m s:uthat it may be considered on
Par; ve ba.sds
Posed by Buckeye, il
5. An analysis of the pleadings filed in
ti\}s matter does not establish conclu-
:S vely whether, or to what extent, there
of é\lzw an unfilled need for VHF public
mar] communications service
Tacilities to serve the local boating com-
munity at Toledo, Ohlo; what the eco-
ntomic impact, if any, of the proposed
Eation will be on existing stations; the
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extent, if any, to which the service area
of the proposed station would overlap
with the service areas of petitioner's sta-
tions; and whether operation of the pro-
posed station on 161.9 Mc/s would cause
mutaally harmful interference to exist-
ing stations. Additionally, there is a fun-
damental question of whether a boating
community such as Toledo, Ohlo, with a
population in a metropolitan area of
nearly one-half million people, should
be entitled to local service notwithstand-
ing the fact that it may be within an
area in which satisfactory communica-
tions can ordinarily be exchanged with a
public coast station established to serve
another local area. Accordingly, in view
of these substantial and material ques-
tions of fact the Commission is unable
to make a determination that it would
be in the public interest to grant the
application; therefore, an evidentiary
hearing is necessary to resolve the ques-
tions of fact and to determine if the
public Interest would be served by a grant
of the subject application. Except for the
issues specified herein, the applicant is
otherwise qualified.

6. On July 15, 1968, the Lake Carriers’
Association filed a petition to intervene
and stay this proceeding pending the
outcome of a study and review of future
radiotelephone communications needs on
the Great Lakes. The Association as-
serted that its purposes included con-
sideration and action on all general ques-
tions relating to navigation and business
on the Great Lakes and that vessels of
its members transport about 90 percent
of the total commerce of the Great Lakes
which moves in American flag vessels,
On July 23, 1968, the applicant filed an
Opposition and asserted, in effect, that
the Association had not made a showing
that the studies related specifically to
the local needs of the Toledo, Ohio area,
and that its general showing is insuffi-
clent to establish a standing to contest
or delay action on the pending applica-
tion. We believe that the Lake Carriers’
Association by the very nature and pur-
poses of its activity and in view of the
composition of its membership is a party
in Interest and entitled to participate in
a proceeding involving radio communica-
tion services or facilities available for
use by its members and to this extent
its Petition will be granted and the As-
sociation will be designated a party. With
respect to Its request to stay the proceed-
ings, we do not consider such action ap-
propriate. The petitioner indicated that
the study would be completed in 3 months
but to date no material has been sub-
mitted. The applicant and the local boat-
ing community involved are entitled to
action as promptly as possible on the
pending application. Purthermore, the
petition filed by the Great Lakes Car-
riers' Association does not sufficiently
show, as asserted by the applicant, how
the study would directly and specifically
relate to the local needs at Toledo, Ohio.
Accordingly, the request to stay this pro-
ceeding will be denled.

7. In view of the foregoing: It is or-
dered, That the above-entitled applica-
slons are hereby designated for hearing
in a consolidated proceeding at a time
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and place to be specified in a subsequent
order on the following issues:

(a) To determine the extent of need
in the local Toledo, Ohfo area for pub-
lic maritime radio communications
service.

(b) To determine the extent, if any,
to which the need for such services is
not being satisfactorily met by existing
public coast stations.

(¢) To determine whether a VHF pub-
lic coast station to provide service pri-
marily of & local character should be es-
tablished at Toledo, Ohlo, even if To-
ledo lies within an area In which satis-
factory maritime radio communications
can ordinarily be exchanged with public
coast stations established to provide
service primarily to other localities.

(d) To determine the nature, amount
and source of VHF traffic now handled
by Station WMT and the amount of such
traflic, if any, that would be lost if the
proposed station is established, and the
economic impact on WMI as a result of
any such loss In traffic.

(e) To determine the VHF area In
which Station WMI can exchange sat-
isfactory communications with vessels
and the extent, if any, to which such area
overlaps with that of the proposed
station.

(f) To determine the nature, amount
and source of VHF traffic now handled
by Station KQB666 and the amount of
such traflic, if any, that would be lost
if the proposed station is established,
and the economic impact on KQB666 as
a result of any such loss in traffic.

(g) To determine the area in which
Station KQB6G66 can satisfactorily ex-
change communications with vessels, and
the extent, if any, to which such area
overlaps with that of the proposed
station.

(h) To determine the nature and ex-
tent of cochannel interference, if any,
that would arise from operation of the
facility proposed by Buckeye on 161.9
Mc/s and whether such interference
would be tolerable or mutually harmful
to Stations WMI and KQB666.

(1) If it is determined that there Is
no need for additional service, to deter-
mine on a comparative basis which appli-
cant would provide the public with bet-
ter public coast station service based on
the following considerations:

(1) Coverage area and its relationship
to the greatest number of potential users;

(2) Hours of operation;

(3) Ratesand charges;

(4) Personnel available to operate the
station and thelr experience In marine
communieation; and

(5) Interconnection with landline
facilities,

(}) To determine, in the light of the
evidence adduced on all the foregoing
issues, whether the public interest, con-
venience and necessity will be served by
a grant of any or all of the subject
applications,

8. It is further ordered, That the bur-
den of proceeding with the introduction
of evidence on issues (a), (b), (¢), and
(h) is placed upon Buckeye Communica-
tions Co. and on issues (d) and (e) upon
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Lorain Electronics and on issues (f) and
(g) upon Michigan Bell,

9. It is further ordered, That the cov-
erage area will be computed on the basis
of the information contained in Appen-
dix P, “The Propagation Characteristics
of the Frequency Band 152-162 Mo
Which is Available for Marine Radio
Communications,” to the report entitled
“Study of a Reliable Short Range Radio-
telephone System,” dated February 21,
1956, prepared by Special Committee No.
19 of the Radio Technical Commission
for Marine Services (RTCM), or such
other standards as may be agreed upon
by all the parties.

10. It is further ordered, That the pe-
tition to deny, filed herein by Michigan
Bell Telephone Co. is dismissed, and, con-
sidered as an informal objection.

11. It is further ordered, That the peti-
tion filed herein by the Lake Carriers’ As-
sociation is granted to the extent indi-
cated herein and is otherwise denied.

12. It is further ordered, That to avall
themselves of an opportunity to be heard,
Buckeye Communications Co., Michigan
Bell Telephone Co., Lorain Electronies,
Inc., and the Lake Carriers’ Assoclation,
pursuant to § 1.221(¢c) of the Commis-
sion’s rules, in person, or by attorney,
shall within twenty (20) days of the
mailing of this order file with the Com-
mission in triplicate, a written appear-
ance stating an intention to appear on
the date set for hearing and present evi-

dence on the issues specified in this order,
Adopted: March 12, 1969,
Released: March 17, 1969.

FroeralL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSIONER,"
Ben F. WarLe,
Secretary,

[F.R. Doc. 69-3396; Filed, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:48 am,.|

[sEAL]

{Docket No. 17174; FCC 69-218)
SIOUX EMPIRE BROADCASTING CO.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Enlarging Issuves

In re application of Eider C. Stangland
and Wallace L. Stangland, doing busi-
ness as Sloux Empire Broadeasting Co.,
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., Docket No. 17174,
File No. BP-15191; for construction
permit,

1. Involved in this proceeding is the
application of Eider C. Stangland and
Wallace L. Stangland, doing business as
Sioux Empire Broadcasting Co., for a
construction permit for a new standard
broadcast station to operate on the fre-
quency 1520 kHz 500 w, daytime only,

! Chalrman Hyde absent,
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at Sioux Falls, S. Dak.! The application
was designated for hearing by our Or-
der, 6 FCC 2d 707, released February 16,
19677 The ultimate issues in hearing con-
cerning Sioux Empire’s application were
to determine: (a) The efforts made by
Sioux Empire to ascertain the program-
ing needs and interests of the area to be
served and the manner in which Sioux
Empire proposes to meet such needs and
interests: and (b) whether, in light of
the evidence adduced pursuant to the
foregoing issue, a grant of the application
would serve the public interest, conven-
ience and necessity.”

2. KISD, Inc., which was made & party
to this proceeding, in its application for
review requests the Commission to grant
review of the Board's decision affirming
the Hearing Examiner's grant of a con-
struction permit to Sioux Empire. KISD
focuses on two major issues: (a)
Whether an experienced local broad-
caster is nonetheless obligated to make
a meaningful effort to ascertain the
needs and interests of his local com-
munity and to propose programing de-
signed to serve its needs and interests
under the standards enunciated in Min-
shall Broadcasting Company, Inc,, 11
FCC 2d 796 (1968); and (b) whether
the Commission erred in determining,
without evidentiary hearing, that Sioux
Empire's proposed 1.0 mv/m contour
would not overlap the 1.0 mv/m con-
tour of KIWA, Sheldon, Towsa, in contra-
vention of § 73.35(a) of the Commission's
rules.

3. In the designation order, we refused
to specify a § 73.35(a) duopoly issue, find-
{ng that the 1.0 mv/m contour of KIWA,
Sheldon, Iowa, and the projected 1.0
mv/m contour of Sioux Empire's pro-

* Before us are the following mattors: (a)
The Initial Declsion of Hearing Examiner
Forest L. McClenning (FCC 68D-2, 12 FCC
24 582) released on Jan. 19, 1968; (b) the
Decislon (FCC 68R-385, 14 FCC 24 638)
herein released by the Review Board on
Sept. 17, 1968; (c) the appllcation for review
filed on Oct. 17, 1868, by KISD, Inc, (KISD):
(d) the opposition filed Oct, 20, 1068, by
Sioux Empire Broadcasting Co.; (e) the op-
position filed on Nov. 1, 1968, by the Chlef,
Broadoast Bureau; and (f) the reply filed
Nov, 14, 1068, by KISD.

3 By memorandum opinion and order (FCCO
67-916, 9 FCC 2d 683) released Aug. 10, 1067,
the application of John L. Breece for a per-
mit to construct a new standard broadcast
station on 1000 kHz, with 10 kilowatts of
power, daytime only at Sioux Falls, S. Dak.,
was consolidated for hearing in this proceed-
ing. On Apr. 19, 1968, the Review Board re-
leased its decislon (12 FCC 2d 579) severing
and granting the unopposed Breece applica-
tion, In so doing, the Board examined and
adopted all of the Hearing Examiner's find-
Ings and conclusions relating to the Breece
application,

"We also designated an issue concerning
the adequacy of revenues to support more
than three commercial broadcast stations
in the aren to be served. However, during
the hearing KISD stated that it was no
longer pressing this economic issue, There-
fore, no proposed findings of fact and conclu=
slons of law pertinent to that issue were filed
by the parties.

posed station at Sioux Falls would be
tangent, Accordingly no violation of
§ 73.35(a) of the rules was Indicated.
KISD objected to this conclusion in an
exception to the initial decision, The
Review Board considered KISD's posi-
tion to be erroneous, based in part on
KISD's failure to submit new data. Sioux
Empire and the Broadcast Bureau argue
that KISD is now precluded from seek-
ing review of the duopoly question be-
cause KISD did not immediately seek
reconsideration of the designation order

4. We agree with KISD that {ts excep-
tion to the resolution of the duopoly
question is properly before us in this
application for review. Section 1.111 of
the rules specifies the circumstances per-
mitting reconsideration of a designa-
tion order. Pursuant to this section, re-
consideration is permissible only where
the petition relates to an adverse ruling
with respect to the petitioner’s participa-
tion or where the applicant asserts that
his application should have been granted
without hearing. Neither the Broadcast
Bureau nor Sioux Empire argues that
KISD's request for a duopoly issue falls
within the scope of either of these provi-
sions. Therefore, where the objector pre- -
serves his exception pursuant to §1.277
of the rules, as here, review is appropri-
ate in an application for review and
KISD’s exception to our fallure to in-
clude the duopoly issue in the designa-
tion order is properly before us.

5. Having established KISD's right to
seek review of the overlap question, we
shall now consider the validity of Its
contentions, Section 73.35(a) of the rules
specifically provides that no license for
an AM station shall be granted to any
party if that party has one AM station
and if grant of the license will result in
any overlap of the predicted or measured
1.0 mv/m contours of the existing and
proposed stations. KISD claims that
Sioux Empire’'s proposed 1.0 mv/m con-
tour will overlap the 1.0 my/m contour of
Station KIWA, of which Eider Stang-
land, one of the partners in the present
application, is the individual lcensce.
KISD also urges that the designation
order failed to set forth the criteria and
method used in refusing to specify &
duopoly issue. Although this matier was
considered previously, KISD's continu-
ing assertion that the 1.0 mv/m con-
tours will overlap has persuaded us that
a further analysis of the data would be
appropriate,

6. On the basis of the measurement
data submitted by KISD and Sioux Em-
pire prior to this hearing, we have now
determined, consistent with Jeanneti®
Broadcasting Co., that the KIwWA 10
mv/m contour, in the direction of Sioux
Empire’s proposed station, extends & @{é
ficient distance to result in an indicatt
overlap with the 1.0 myv/m contour oi the
proposed station. Thus KISD may be COY&
rect that Sioux Empire's proposal woul
violate §73.35(a) of the rules. Under
these circumstances, we are convinced
that KISD has raised a question of fact
concerning Sioux Empire’s compliance
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with §73.35¢(a) and that the present
Decision in this proceeding cannot be
sustained. For these reasons, we have
concluded that this record should be re-
opened, that the issues should be en-
Jarged, and that a further hearing should
be held so that the duopoly question can
be resolved on the basis of a full eviden-
tiary showing by all of the parties.

7. KISD's second question concerns the
sufficlency of Sioux Empire’s showing
under the Suburban Broadcasters pro-
graming issue. The Review Board, in
evaluating this showing, concluded that
the ecriteria enunciated In Minshall
Broadeasting Company, Inc., 11 FCC 2d
796 (1968), were inapplicable to the in-
stant proceeding, since the record in this
proceeding was closed 4 months prior to
Minshall, The Board therefore relied on
Stangland’s knowledge of local commu-
nity needs based upon his long residence
as well as his broadcast and other activ-
ities in the community. This knowledge
of community needs, the Board con-
cluded, enabled Stangland to utilize his
prefiling interviews even though those
persons were not told that Stangland
proposed a new broadcast service for the
community. Stangland’s expertise was
also ndequate, in the Board’s opinion, to
override any inherent detriment indi-
cated by the submission in this proceed-
Ing of a program proposal identical with

that proposed for Stangland’s AM station .

in Sheldon, Iowa. In light of the appli-
cant’s own statements indicating that his
local contacts were not productive, it is
clear that the Board resolved any doubts
concerning the sufficiency of Sioux Em-
pire's Suburban Broadeasters showing by
referring to Stangland’s familiarity with
the community derived solely from
his local residence and broadcasting
experience.

8. KISD, in attacking the validity of
the Board's programing conclusions,
urges that Minshall is nothing more than
4 clarification of law in effect at the time
the present application was filed and
that it must be imposed in this case.
Furthermore, KISD belleves that Stang-
land’s contacts were meaningless and in-
¢fectual, since no reasonable relation-
ship has been shown between the con-
tacts and the program schedule sub-
mitted. KISD contends that Stangland
has admitted that no major daily pro-
Erams were suggested by the contacts
and that his interviews were made In
the context of casual conversations only
bordering on a discussion of community
needs, According to KISD, such a show-
m{x is not sufficient to warrant a grant
of Sloux Empire's application. The
‘Broadcast Burean and Sioux Empire, on
the other hand, support the Review
Board's conclusion concerning the pro-
Eraming issue.

9. The focus of inquiry in a Suburban
Broadcasters p issue Is to de-
‘erming whether the applicant has as-
fertained the community’s needs and in-
terests and whether he proposes to meet
Ugosc needs and interests. As early as
1960 we had occasion to indicate that

the principal ingredient of the licensee's
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obligation to operate his station in the
public interest is the diligent, positive
and continuing effort by the licensee to
discover and fulfill the tastes, needs, and
desires of his community, or service area
for broadcast service.”” Report and State-
ment of Policy Re: Commission En Bane
Programing Inquiry, FCC 60-970, re-
leased July 29, 1960, 20 RR 1901, 1915
(1960). The importance of this matter
was emphasized in our report and order
of 1965, amending section IV of the
broadcast application form, where we
stressed that “the Commission has ag in-
terest in how the licensee discovers the
needs of his community and what he does
to meet those needs.” 1 FCC 2d 439, 442
(1965). We again stated in our report
and order, 5 FCC 2d 175, 178 (1966),
amending the television application form,
that a broadcast applicant must make a
“diligent and continuing effort to pro-
vide a program schedule designed to serve
the needs and interests of the public.”

10. The primary purpose of this policy
is to guarantee “that the programing
service will be rooted in the people whom
the station is obligated to serve and
who ‘will be in & much better position
to see that the obligation to them
is fulfilled, thus lessening the enforce-
ment burden of the Commission.” Public
Notice Relating to Ascertainment of
Community Needs by Broadcast Appli-
cants, FCC 68-847, released August 22,
1968, 13 RR 2d 1903. In that same public
notice and in Minshall, supra, we have
reiterated the elements that must be
shown in support of each program pro-
posal. In line with our long standing pol-
icy, each applicant is now required to
show his consultations with community
leaders to become informed of the real
needs and interests of the area to be
served, the suggestions that he received
in those consultations as to community
needs, and the specific programs that he
has proposed to meet particular commu-
nity needs, as he has evaluated them.*

11. We recognize that the requisite
programing showing has been articu-
lated with greater specificity in recent
months and that this proceeding was
tried prior to the release of Minshall
However, it is clear that Minshall was
only a restatement of fundamental policy
designed to clarify our general views on
this matter. In Minshall, we simply
stated that emphasis would be placed
upon the relationship between ascertain-
ment of community needs and their im-
plementation in the program schedule so
that we can determine whether the appli-
cant is aware of and responsive to those

¢While Minshall originally required the
application to disclose the applicant's eval-
ustion of the suggestions received, we sub-
sequently determined that such s specific
showing was not necessarily required for our
consideration of the application. Thus, the
public notice merely Indicates that the ap-
plicant is expected, at least subjectively, to
evaluate the relative Importance of the sug-
gestions and to consider them in formulating
the program proposal, even though a spe-
cific showing of such evaluation Is no longer
required in the appllcation.
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needs. It would thus be anomalous to
grant this application after a hearing on
& Suburban Broadcasters issue in the ab-
sence of sufficlent evidence to assure us
that our requirements have been met,
when current applications cannot be
granted without a hearing unless a show-
ing has been made which complies with
Minshall.

12. For these reasons, we are per-
suaded that the public interest would not
be served by a grant of Sloux Empire’s
application unless its programing show-
ing comports substantially with the Min-
shall guldelines. Therefore, this case
must be remanded for the preparation of
& cumulative initial declsion in light of
the requirements set forth in Minshall.
However, in view of the facts that this
record was closed before the release of
Minshall, that considerable time has
elapsed since Sioux Empire’s program
proposal was originally formulated, and
that this is & noncomparative proceed-
ing, we believe that it would be appropri-
ate to permit Sioux Empire to make a
further showing under the Suburban
Broadcasters programing issue. In this
connection we shall afford Sioux Empire
60 days from the release date of this
order to make a current study of its com-
munity's needs and Interests and to
amend {ts program proposal. Thus, Sioux
Empire will have a full opportunity to
demonstrate the manner in which it has
ascertalned its community’s needs and
how it proposes to meet those needs.

13, Accordingly, it is ordered:

(a) That the application for review
filed by KISD, Inc., on October 17, 1968, is
granted to the extent indicated herein
and is denied in all other respecis;

(b) That the issues {n this proceeding
are enlarged by the addition of the fol-
lowing Issue:

To determine whether a grant of the
proposal of Sioux Empire Broadcasting
Co. would be in contravention of the pro-
visions of § 73.35(a) of the Commission’s
rules with respect to multiple ownership
of standard broadcast stations;

{¢) That Sioux Empire Broadeasting
Co. is afforded 60 days from the release
date of this memorandum opinion and
order to make a current study of its com-
munity's needs and interests and to
amend its program proposal; and

(d) That this proceeding is remanded
for further hearing consistent with this
memorandum opinion and order and for
the preparation of a cumulative initial
decision.

Adopted: March 12, 1969,
Released: March 18, 1969,

Feoeral, COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMISSION,®
Bex F. WarLg,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 09-3397; Piled, Mar, 20, 1069;
8:48 am.|

[sEAL]

 Chairman Hyde absent; statement In
which Commissioner Robert E. Lee concurs in
part and dissents in part flled as part of
original document; Commissioner H. Rex Lee
not participating.
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[ Dockets Nos. 18381, 18383; PCC 69R-134)

VIKING TELEVISION, INC., AND CAL-
VARY TEMPLE EVANGELISTIC
ASSOCIATION

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Enlarging lIssues

In re applications of Viking Television,
Inc., Minneapolls, Minn., Docket No.
18381, File No. BPCT-3772; Calvary
Temple Evangelistic Association, Minne-
apolis, Minn., Docket No. 18382, File No.
BPCT-4091; for construction permit for
new television broadcast station.

1. This proceeding involves the mutu-
ally exclusive applications of Viking Tel-
evision, Inc. (Viking) , and Calvary Tem-
ple Evangelistic Association (Calvary),
which seek a construction permit for a
new commercial television broadcast sta-
tion to operate on Channel 23, Minneap-
olis, Minn., By order, FCC 68-1126, re-
leased November 26, 1068, these applica-
tions were designated for consolidated
hearing under Suburban and financial is-
sues against Calvary; a financial issue
against Viking; and a standard compari-
tive issue. Presently before the Review
Board is a motion to enlarge issues, filed
December 16, 1968, by Viking,' which
seeks the addition of a comparative ef-
{orts issue, expansion of the financlal is-
sue against Calvary, and the addition of
real party In interest and § 1.65 issues
against that applicant.

Comparative efforts. 2, In support of its
request for a comparative efforts issue,
viking contends that a significant dis-
parity, in both quantity and quality, ex-
ists with regard to the efforts of Viking
and Calvary to ascertain the needs and
interests of the immediate Twin Cities
area (Minneapolis-St. Paul) and the out-
lying areas each applicant proposes to
serve. Viking submits that while it has
conducted three separate “in-depth" sur-
veys of local citizens and community
leaders (one survey devoted exclusively
to residents of communities located be-
yond the immediate Twin Cities area),
and has identified 122 specific program-
ing contacts in its application, Calvary
has reported only 31 program contacts
and has falled to indicate its survey
methodology or the specific responses
elicited from its contacts. In addition,
viking submits that the Commission, in
specifying a Suburban issue against Cal-
vary, failed to discuss Calvary’s efforts
to ascertain the programing needs of the
communities outside the Twin Citles
area, and that Calvary's failure to dis-
close its ascertainment efforts in these
areas justifies the addition of the re-
quested Issue. The Broadcast Bureau sup-
ports the addition of a comparative as-
certainment of needs issue.

3. In opposition, Calvary argues that
the respective efforts made by the appli-

1 Also under Board consideration are: (a)
Supplement to motion to enlarge Issues,
filed Dec. 31, 1968, by Viking (a sufficient
showing of “good cause” has been made for
the delay in filing, snd the pleading will be
considered): (b) comments, filed Jan. 31,
1069, by the Broadcast Bureau; (¢) opposi-
tion, filed Feb. 6, 1960, by Calvary; and (d)
reply, filed Feb, 18, 1969, by Viking.
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cants to ascertain community interests
were considered by the Commission prior
to designation;* that a comparative ef-
forts issue was not specified in the desig-
nation of this proceeding; and that no
new circumstances have been offered in
the instant petition which would pres-
ently warrant the addition of this issue.
Furthermore the applicant submits that
the Commission’s specification of a Sub-
urban issue against Calvary and not
against Viking does not, ipso facto, re-
quire the addition of a comparative ef-
forts issue. Calvary also submits that
while its application reveals at least 87
identified program contacts (as opposed
to petitioner's allegation of 31 persons),
any alleged numerical superiority
claimed by Viking was readily apparent
to the Commission at the time of desig-
nation. Finally, Calvary submits the af-
fidavit of its president which describes
some of the procedures utilized by Cal-
vary in ascertaining community interests
which, allegedly, “were just as if not more
egﬁctive. than those undertaken by
v ‘ll

4, Initially, it should be noted that
Calvary's argument that Viking “has not
alleged one fact regarding the ‘efforts’ of
either applicant which was not readily
apparent on the face of the applications
at the time of designation” overlooks the
fact that the designation order does not
address itself to the question of com-
parative efforts. See Azalea Corp., 10
FCC 2d 364, 11 RR 2d 541 (1967), at foot-
note 11. In Chapman Radio and Televi-
sion Co., 7 FCC 2d 213, 9 RR 2d 635
(1967), the Commission held that a com-
parative efforts issue is warranted where
there appears to be a significant dispar-
ity among applicants in efforts to ascer-
tain community needs. A review of the
instant allegations reveal that there may,
in fact, be a significant disparity in both
the extent and quality of the efforts
made by the applicants. Thus, it appears
that the number of programing contacts
made by Viking is significantly greater
than that of Calvary.' More important,

# Calvary contends that the question of ns-
certainment efforts was specifically consid-
ered by the Commission as evidenced by the
Commission's Apr. 9, 1968, letter to the ap-
plicants requesting additional information
reflecting an adequate awareness and re-
sponsivenesa to the needs of their proposed
service area, The subsequent responses, ac-
cording to Calvary, afforded the Commission
“an oxceptional vehlcle for analyzing and
welghing the showings In a comparative
sense.”

s Calvary devotes a portion of Iits opposi-
tion to a challenge of the effectiveness of
Viking's ascertainment efforts, Thus Calvary
argues that Viking submitted its program
schedule in April 1068; conducted its first
“formal survey™ at least 1 year later; and sub-
sequently has effected no related changes in
its programing format,

+ It appears that Viking has made 122 pro-
graming contacts through random sample
telephone surveys, personal interviews, and
questionnaires, While, in opposition, Calvary
asserts that it has contacted 87 specifically
identified Individuals, a review of Calvary’'s
application reveals that over 40 of these
“program" contacts are evidenced by letters
which merely reflect general endorsements
of the Calvary application and organisation.

however, is the fact that, Inasmuch as
Calvary has failed to sufficiently describe
the manner in which its “survey” was
organized and executed, and in light of
Vviking's showing in this regard (includ-
ing Viking's attempt to ascertain the
needs of its entire service area rather
than its specified station location), o
substantial question is raised as to the
relative quality and validity of the re-
sponses elicited as reflections of the com-
munity needs of the proposed service
area. A comparative efforts lssue will
therefore be specified.

Financial qualifications. 5. The Com-
mission found, in its designation order,
that Calvary had demonstrated the
availability of $456,400 from four pro-
posed loans as follows: (a) $36,400 and
$220,000 loans from Midwest Federal
Savings; (b) a $100,000 loan from one
Marvin J, Nelson; and (c¢) a $100,000
loan from the Midland National Bank
of Minneapolls® Viking contends how-
ever that there are substantial un-
resolved questions as to the avall-
ability of each of these loans., With
respect to the Midland National Bank
loan, Viking argues that there is no pro-
vision for extension of this commitment
beyond the May 29, 1969, expiration date;
that the bank letter is not explicit with
respect to the conditions imposed on the
loan and the manner in which certain
bond subscriptions will secure the loan;*
and that there is no indication as to
whether Calvary’s president is authorized
to assign various bond subscriptions to
the bank. Viking also avers that both of
the Midwest Federal Savings loans are
to be secured by property which has
been encumbered to secure previous Cal-
vary loans, and Viking questions whether
Calvary has merely refinanced its exist-
ing obligations. Finally, Viking contends
that for his $100,000 loan, Marvin J.
Nelson will be relying in substantial part
on a $72.000 mortgage from Midwest
Federal Savings; that the mortgaged
property is owned by & corporation—Nel-
stone, Inc.; and that there is no indica-
tion that Nelson has authority to mort-
gage this property.

6. In.opposition, Calvary submits the
joint amdavit of Marvin Nelson and is
wife who indicate that they aro the sole
owners and principal officers of Nelstont,
Inc., and are fully empowered to take
whatever action is necessary in order 1o
secure the subject loan. With respect to
the Midland National Bank loan, Calvary
notes that the Commission has previously
determined that this loan Is available, As
further assurance, Calvary incorporates
by reference its pleading entitled “Peti-
tion for Deletion of Issues”, filed Decemn-
ber 16, 1968, which contains the affidavit

 Although the Midland Bank Joan Was
found to be available, the Commission r.}')ct‘v
fled an issue to determine the terms 0;_-“';
payment of this loan and the extont to M{"a
Calvary's cash requirement will be increass
th:;.e‘?:.my 99, 1068, letter from Midland
National Bank to Calvary indicates that the
Calvary loans “will be secured by the assiivs
ment of the proceeds of certaln bond si
scriptions.” 2
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of Midland's senior vice president”
allegedly confirming the bank commit-
ment. In addition, Calvary argues that
under the applicant’s certificate of In-
corporation Calvary's officers are em-
powered to assign the bond proceeds as
required by the bank commitment,

7. The opposition further indicates
that upon attempting to confirm the
availability of the face values of the two
Midwest Federal Savings loans, Calvary
allegedly learned for the first time that
the bank did, in fact, intend the com-
mitments to reflect refinancing of exist-
ing loans. As a result Calvary will have
avallable a net total of $199,622.11 from
these two loans rather than the face
value of $256,400, or a reduction in avail-
able funds of approximately $56,778.
However, Calvary alleges that it has se-
cured an additional $50,000 loan from
one Marshal Dalnsberg (an attachment
to the Calvary opposition contains a let-
ter from Dainsberg evidencing his will-
Ingness to extend the loan*), and that
the Assoclation has over $49,213 remain-
Ing from its $55,000 allocation for “fees
and miscellaneous”, of which $10,000 can
be allocated to make up the reduction. In
addition Calvary contends that it has
demonstrated the avallability of a mini-
mum of $47,100 in specific first-year ad-
vertising commitments®

8. Calvary’s opposition resolves all
questions ralsed by petitioner with re-
spect to the $100,000 loan from Marvin
J. Nelson. The information submitted in
opposition (see par. 6, supra) adequately
establishes Nelson's willingness and abil-
Ity to secure the funds required for his
commitment, With respect to the avail-
sbility of the loan from the Midland Na-
Hona! Bank of $100,000, in addition to
recognizing that the Commission has
previously determined that the loan is
avallable, the Board is of the view that
any additional questions raised by the
petition have been answered by the in-
stant opposition. Thus, the bank has in-
dicated its general procedure pertaining
fo renewal of loan commitments, and
there iz no indication that the loan will
not be renewed.” Moreover, the applicant
has persuasively shown that its officers
are empowered to execute the bond as-
tignment required by the terms of the
loan agreement. Viking’s remaining al-
legations with respect to the Midland Na-

tional Bank loan are efther without fac- .

tual support or relate to the “bond call-
Ing" procedure. The latter allegations are
directed to issues previously specified by
the Commission concerning terms of re-
Piyment and are not relevant to the
\

& In addition, a letter from the bank vice

{ht‘lldl"ﬂ’. Is attached to the Instant opposi-
o and Indioates the bank practice of
mewing 1ts loan commitments, if there has
fm-n o deterloration In the finincial condi-
Hon of the applicant,

3, . -
Opolitan Enterprises, Inc.,
945, 10 RR 24 533 (1067). o
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question presently under consideration,
ie., avallability.

9. The letter from Midwest Federal
submitted with Calvary's opposition re-
veals that only $199,622.11 will be avail-
able to this applicant, rather than the
$256,400 previously anticipated from
these two loans. While Calyary submits
that an additional loan of $50,000 is
available (the Dainsberg loan) to offset
this reduction, a substantial question
exists as to Dainsberg's abillty to meet
this commitment. No balance sheet has
been submitted demonstrating Dains-
berg’s ability to lend $50,000 to the appli-
cant and the commitment letter of the
Swift County Bank, Benson, Minn., to
lend Dainsberg-$50,000 (submitted with
Calvary's opposition), falls to state the
security required for the loan. Thus the
Board is unable to find this loan avail-
able, and will specify an appropriate
issue. See Louis Vander Plate, FCC 68—
731, 13 FCC 24 952. Furthermore, Cal-
vary's argument that it has sufficient
additional funds to meet the $56,777.89
reduction In the Midwest Savings loans
is not persuasive. Thus, while Calvary
asserts that $10,000 is “readily allocable™
from its $55,000 estimate for “fees and
miscellaneous”, Viking has been afforded
no opportunity to test this assertion, and
there is no indication that further hear-
ing and/or post hearing expenses will
not be drawn from this allocation™

Real party in interest issue. 10. Viking
argues that a substantial question exists
as to whether Rev. Gordon K. Peterson is
the real party in interest to the Calvary
application, Viking avers that Rev.
Peterson is Calvary's president, one of
three trustees (his wife is another) ,”* one
of seven directors, pastor of the church,
executive director of the proposed sta-
tion, and personal guarantor of the Mid-
land National Bank loan. In addition,
Rey. Peterson’s importance is allegedly
accentuated by the fact that, according
to Calvary, 4 months elapsed prior
to the appointment of a successor
treasurer-trustee-director for Hiram 8.
Thomasson.

11. As noted in Calvary's opposition
and the Bureau's comments, the inter-
ests of Rev. Peterson relled on by Viking
in support of the addition of this {ssue
are based on facts which are apparent
on the face of Calvary’s application.
There is no indication that Rev. Peter-
son has any undisclosed interest in the
applicant. While the Calvary applica-

# I'n addition, assuming arguendo that Cal-
vary may rely on expected first-year revenues
of $47,100, the applicant’s available funds
would remaln insufficient. Thus, the Com-
mission found a “cushion" of $5,531 In Cal-
vary’s avallable funds (assuming no first-year
payments on the Midland Natlonal Bank
loan). Deducting $47,100 in estimated reve-
nues and the 85531 ‘“cushlan" from the
$56,777.80 reduction in the Midwest Savings
Joans, would still yleld o deficlency of over
$4.000.

#The third trustes, Hiram 8. Thomasson,
died Bept. 1, 1968, In Its supplement to mo-
tion 10 enlarge issues, Viking seeks n Rule 1.05
issue ngainst Calvary for the latter's failure
to report this event to the Commission until
Dec. 16, 1068.
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{ion reveals that Rev. Peterson has a sub-
stantial interest in Calvary and is in a
position to exert significant influence in
the Association’s activities, allegations
which imply that the Reverend holds
some unspecified additional interests in
the applicant are speculative. Any doubts
in this regard are adequately resolved
by Rev. Peterson’s submitted affidavit,
wherein he denies any interest other
than that specified in the application.
Moreover, there is no allegation that any
of the other principals named in Cal-
vary's application do not, in fact, exer-
cise the Interests represented. Finally,
the extent to which Calvary's principals
are involved in the activities of the appli-
cant may be properly examined under
the standard comparative issue.

Rule 1.65 issmes. 12. As previously
noted, Calvary trustee Hiram 8.
Thomasson died on September 1, 1068.
In its supplement to motion to enlarge
issues, Viking seeks a Rule 1,65 issue
against Calvary for the latter’s faflure to
report this event to the Commission until
December 16, 1968. In addition, Viking’s
reply contains a request for a Rule 1.65
issue concerning Calvary's alleged faflure
to timely inform the Commission of the
reduction in the amount of the two Mid-
west Federal Savings loans. Viking ques-
tions whether Calvary had knowledge,
prior to the filing of the Instant opposi-
tion, of the nature of these loans (the
loans were intended to refinance pre-
existing obligations), and notes that an
existing first mortgage held by Midwest
Federal Savings is reflected in Calvary's
application and that the mortgaged prop-
erty consists of Calvary's headquarters
and its president’s residence.”

13. In its reply pleading, Viking con-
cedes that “it is not the death of Mr.
Thomasson which is significant * * *»
but Calvary’s failure to report the occur-
rence. As such, the Board Is not per-
suaded that Viking has demonstrated
that Calvary has failed to keep its ap-
plication “complete in =all significant
respects” as required by Rule 1.65. The
information concerning Thomasson's
death was v submitted, and in
light of the duration of the delay and
Calvary's explanation of inadvertent
error, & §1.65 issue is not warranted.
With respect to the information concern-
ing the nature of the Midwest Federal
loans, aside from the fact that the re-
quested issue is contained in a respon-
sive pleading, the Board is satisfied that
Calvary was unaware of the reduction
in the loan values prior to the filing of
the instant petition. Statements to this
effect contained in Rev. Peterson’s afi-
davit have been substantiated by a let-
ter from Midwest Federal, which Is sub-
mitted with Calvary's opposition. Peti-
tioner’s allegations of prior knowledge

#Viking also suggests the addition of an
“lneptness” issue against Calvary for the
latter's “repeated nondlsclosure or in-
advertent errors.™ However, as Indlcated
herelnafter, the matters alleged In support
of this issue provide an insuflicient basis for
the Board to add, on Its own motion, the
suggested issue,
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on the part of Rev, Peterson are specula-
tive and do not support the request for
an additional issue,

14. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
motion to enlarge issues, filed Decem-
ber 16, 1968, and December 31, 1968, re-
spectively, by Viking Television, Inc., is
granted to the extent indicated below
and is denied in all other respects; and

15. It is further ordered, That exist-
ing Issue 2 in this proceeding is amended
to read as follows.,

(2) To determine with respect to the
application of Calvary Temple Evange-
listic Association:

(a) The terms of repayment on the
$100,000 loan from Midland National
Bank of Minneapolls.

(b) In view of the evidence adduced
under issue “a”, the extent, if any, to
which the applicant’s cash requirements
will be increased.

(¢) The availability of the $50,000 loan
from Marshall Dainsberg to this
applicant,

(d) Whether, in view of the evidence
adduced under issues “a”, “b”, and “¢",
the applicant has available sufficient
funds to meet its cash requirements, and
if not, whether the applicant will have
available sufficient revenues or other
available funds to meet its cash
requirements.

(e) Whether, In view of the evidence
adduced under the preceding issues, the
applicant is financially qualified.

(Existing Issue (2) (e) is redesignated as
Issue (2) (),

16. It is jurther ordered, That the is-
sues in this proceeding are enlarged by
the addition of the following issue: To
determine whether, on a comparative ba-
sis, significant differences exist with re-
spect to the efforts made by each appli-
cant to ascertain the needs and interests
of the community and area each proposes
to serve.

Adopted:
Released:

March 17, 1869,
March 18, 1969.

FepERAL COMMUNICATIONS
CoMMmIssION,"
Bex F. WAPLE,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 69-3308; Filed, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:48 am.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

CRESTLINE URANIUM & MINING CO.

[seaLl

Order Suspending Trading

Marcr 17, 1969.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Crestline Uranium & Mining Co.,
Denver, Colo., being traded otherwise
than on & national securities exchange is

4 Review Board Member Nelson dissenting
in part to the framing of Issue 2,

NOTICES

required 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, 1969, through March 27, 1969,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[seaLl] OrvAL L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[FR. Doo. 69-3374; Filed, Mar. 20, 1960;
B:46 am.|

ELECTROGEN INDUSTRIES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

MarcH 17, 1969,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock and all other securities of Electro-
gen Industries, Inc. (formerly Jodmar
Industries, Inc.) (may be known as
American Lima Corp.), being traded oth-
erwise than on a national securities ex-
change is required 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 & national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
March 18, 1969, through March 27, 1969,
both dates inclusive,

By the Commission.
[sEaL] Onvan L. DuvBois,
Secretary.

|P.R. Doc. 09-3375: Filed, Mar. 20, 1869;
8:46 am.)

| Pile No. 7-8058]
MARCOR, INC,

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

Marcu 17, 1969,

In the matter of application of the De-
troit Stock Exchange for unlisted trad-
ing privileges In a certain security.

The above named national securities
exchange has filed an application with
the Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading
privileges In the common stock of the
following company, which security is
listed and registered on one or more other
national securities exchange:

Marcor, Inc,, File No. 7-3068.

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
April 1, 1969, from any interested person,
the Commission will determine whether
the application shall be set down for
hearing. Any such request should state
briefly the nature of the interest of the

person making the request and the posl-
tion he proposes to take at the hearing,
if ordered. In addition, any interested
person may submit his views or any ad-
ditional facts bearing on the said appli-
cation by means of a letter addressed to
the Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., not
later than the date specified. If no one
requests a hearing, this application will
be determined by order of the Commis-
sion on the basis of the facts staled
therein and other information con-
tained in the official files of the Com-
mission pertaining thereto.

For the Commission (pursuant to del-
egated authority.)

[sEAL] OrvaL L. DvBos,
Secretary.
|F.R, Doc. 60-3376; Filed, Mar, 20, 1960,
8:46 am.|

[File No. 7-3063]
MARCOR, INC.

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

Magcr 17, 1969,

In the matter of application of the
Pittsburgh Stock Exchange for unlisted
trading privileges in a certain security.

The above-named national securities
exchange has flled an application with
the Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to section 12(f)(1) (B) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and
Rule 12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted
trading privileges in the common stock
of the following company, which security
is listed and registered on one or more
other national securitie exchange:

Marcor, Inc., File No, 7-3063.

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
April 1, 1969, from any interested person,
the Commission will determine whether
the application shall be set down for
hearing, Any such request should state
briefly the nature of the interest ol the
person making the request and the po-
sition he proposes to take at the hearing,
if ordered. In addition, any iuu‘rcstcld
person may submit his views or any @ ddi-
tional facts bearing on the said applica-
tion by means of a letier addressed 0
the Secretary, Securitles and Exchangé
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., not
later than the date specified. If no oné
requests & hearing, this application will
be determined by order of the Commis®
sion on the basis of the facts stated
therein and other information contained
in the official files of the Commission per-
taining thereto.

For the Commission (pursuant (o dele-
gated authority).

[searl] Osvan L. DuBois,

Secretary

[PR. Doc, 69-3377; Piled, Mar. 20, 1989
8:46 am.]
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[Flle Nos. 7-3061, 7-3062]
MARCOR, INC., AND SUN OIL CO.

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

Marcr 17, 1969.

In the matter of applications of the
Philadelphia - Baltimore - Washington
Stock Exchange for unlisted trading
privileges in cértain securities.

The above-named national securities
exchange has filed applications with
Securities and Exchange Commission
pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
121-1 thereunder, for unlisted trading
privileges in the preferred stocks of the
following companies, which securities are
listed and registered on one or more other

national securities exchanges:
File No.

Marcor, Ine,, $2 cumuiative convert-
ible preference stock, series A, $1
PAP VAU e S e e
Sun Oll Co,, 8225 cumulative con-
vertible preferred stock, no par
AL (- o e R e ot R it o bl e A

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
April 1, 1969, from any interested person,
the Commission will determine whether
the application with respect to any of the
companies named shall be set down for
hearing. Any such request should state
briefly the title of the security in which
he is interested, the nature of the interest
of the person making the request, and the
position he proposes to take at the hear-
Ing, if ordered. In addition, any inter-
ested person may submit his views or
any additional facts bearing on any of
the said applications by means of a letter
addressed to the Secretary, Securities
&nd Exchange Commission, Washington
25, D.C, not later than the date speci-
flied. If no one requests a hearing with
respect to any particular application,
fuch application will be determined by
order of the Commission on the basis of
the facts stated therein and other infor-
mation contained in the official files of
the Commission pertaining thereto.

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

[szar) Orvar L. DuBors,
Secretary.
IPR. Doo, €-3378; Piled, Mar, 20, 1960;

8:47 a.m.)

[Pile Nos. 7-3050, 7-3060]

RORER-AMCHEM, INC., AND
MARCOR, INC.

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

MaxrcH 17, 1969,
pars, he matter of applications of the
Sunadelp - Baltimore - Washington

% Exchange for unlisted trading
W}lf]lle«es In certain securities,
it '® above-named national securities
&;nge has filed applications with the
i ties and Exchange Commission
SOCM'*Q; to section 12(1) (1) (B) of the
21 s Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
= thereunder, for unlisted trading

FEDERAL
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privileges in the common stocks of the
following companies, which securities are
listed and registered on one or more
other national securities exchanges:

- File No.
Rorer-Amchem, INC...eeeeccccmaca 7-3059
e P b AR R s S S 7-3060

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
April 1, 1969, from any interested person,
the Commission will determine whether
the application with respect to any of
the companies named shall be set down
for hearing. Any such request should
state briefly the title of the security in
which he is interested, the nature of the
interest of the person making the re-
quest, and the position he proposes to
take at the hearing, if ordered. In addi-
tion, any interested person may submit
his views or any additional facts bearing
on any of the sald applications by means
of a letter addressed to the Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., not later than the
date specified, If no one requests a hear-
ing with respect to any particular appli~
cation, such application will be deter-
mined by order of the Commission on the
basis of the facts stated therein and
other information contained in the offi-
cial files of the Commission pertaining
thereto.

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

[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBo1s,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-3370; PFiled, Mar. 20, 1069;

B8:47am.]

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

[FPederal Property Management Reg.; Temp.
Reg. F-44)

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
Delegation of Authority

1. Purpose. This regulation delegates
authority to the Secretary of Defense to
represent the customer interest of the
Federal Government in a telecommunica-
tions service rate proceeding.

2. Effective date. This regulation s ef-
fective iImmediately.

3. Delegation, a. Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of
1040, 63 Stat., 377, as amended, par-
ticularly sections 201(a) (4) and 205(d)
(40 U.S.C. 481(a)(4) and 486(d)), au-
thority is delegated to the Secretary of
Defense to represent the interests of the
executive agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment before the Federal Communica-
tions Commission in such proceedings as
may be necessary or appropriate in con-
nection with the filing by the Western
Union Telegraph Co. of a new tariff FCC
No. 254, superseding tariff FCC No. 237,
scheduled to become effective April 1,
1969, relating to telegraph systems and
facilities leased from the Western Union
Telegraph Co. by its customers,

b. The Secretary of Defense may re-
delegate this authority to any officer, of-
ficial, or employee of the Department of
Defense,
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¢. This authority shall be exercised in
accordance with the policies, procedures,
and controls prescribed by the General
Services Administration, and further,
shall be exercised in cooperation with
the responsible officers, officials, and em-
ployees thereof.

Dated: March 14, 1969.

J. E. Moony,
Acting Administrator
of General Services.

[F.R. Doc, 09-3361; Piled, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:46 am.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. RIS9-616 etc.]
GULF OIL CORP. ET AL.

Order Providing for Hearings on and
Suspension of Proposed Changes
in Rates'

MarcH 13, 1969,

The Respondents named herein have
filed proposed increased rates and
charges of currently effective rate
schedules for sales of natural gas under
Commission jurisdiction, as set forth in
Appendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rates and
chargés may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential,
orotherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It {5 in the
public interest and consistent with the
Natural Gas Act that the Commission
enter upon hearings regarding the law-
fulness of the proposed changes, and
that the supplements herein be sus-
pended and thelr use be deferred as or-
dered below.

The Commission orders:

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

(B) Pending hearings and decisions
thereon, the rate supplements herein are
suspended and their use deferred until
date shown in the “Date Suspended Un-
til” column, and thereafter until made
effective as prescribed by the Natural Gas
Act.

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the
Commission, neither the suspended sup-
plements, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered, shall be changed until dis-
position of these proceedings or expira-
tion of the suspension period.

(D) Notices of Intervention or peti-
tions to intervene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426, in accordance with the
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR
1.8 and 1.37(f)) on or before May 1,
1969,

By the Commission.

[sEAL] GoORpPON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

! Does not consolidate for hearing or dis-
Pose of the several matters hereln.
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ArrExox A
Cents per Mof Rate In
Rate  Sup- Effoctive Date eflect
Docket Respondent plo- Purch and producing ares of Date date sus- Rate In  Propased In- subject to
No. ule mont annual  filing unless  pended cronsed rate  refund In
No. No. sus- until— dockota
peaded Nos
RIw-616.. Qulf Ofl Corp., Post Office a8 1 Nutura! Gas Pipeline Co. of America  $6,500 2-19-00 *4- 169 9-1-00 #1180 LD r ALY
Box 1580, Tulsa, Okla. Ann-Mag Field, Brooks County,
’émfi(:‘:"é“m: Eugone ex.) (RR, Distriet No. 4),
y , Esq.
RI06-017.. Salmon Corp., South 4 3 Temnesseo Goa Plpeline Co., a divi- 2,007 22000 332300 $-23-09 V3533 L]
Dietroit Ave., Sulte 230, ston of Tenneco Ine, (Carmichsel
Tulsa, Okla, 74120, Jackson County, Tex.) (RE.
ﬁ}ll:nl.lun: Mr, Gearge P. Distriet No. 2).
n,
RIeH-618. . Ehell Ol Co, (Operntor), 19 17 El Paso Naturl Gas Co. {TXL Plant, 134,200 2-13-60 '3-16-60 " §-16-80 13,40 (e
80 Wont 50th 51, New Eotor County, Tex) (RR. District
York, N. Y. 10020, At~ No, 8) (Pormian Basin Area),
tontion: F. O, Sweat,
:snuu. Naturs) Gas
o8,
RI0O-619.. The Superior Oil Co,, Posd 2] 3 Monntain Fuel Soppéy Co. (Plonoer L,O0O 241760 132080 §-2000 10 Lo
Ofles Bax 1521, Tlouston Fleld, Sweetwater County, Wyo,).
Tox., 77001, Attention: H. W,
Yarner, Esq.
..... " RN SIS SR - 2 Transwestern Pipoline Co, (Worsham- 82,008  2-14-60 13-17-60  8-17-00 MG ORPs
Bayer Ellonbarger Fiold, Reeves
County, Tex)) (RR. District No,
£) (Perminn Basin Area),
..... do..... R 118 1 Xansas-Nobraka Natural Gna Co,, G 22000 75-1-60 10~ -0 15.0 10160
Inc. (Fiat Top Field, Converse
County, Wyo.).
RI100-020.. Texaco, Inc., Post Offlce 07 3 Knansas-Nobrasks Naturl Gas Co,, 04 21780 T4 1-60 9~ 100 13,742 1814650 RIto-22,
Box 100, Denver, Colo. Ine. (Survevor Crook Flold, Wash-
80201, Attention: N. O. ington County, Colo.).
Kittrell, Assistant Divi-
slon Mansger,
RI00-821.. Ban Ol Co, (Operntor) ot 110 11 Nantural Gaa Pipoline Co. of Amarica 60 2-19-00 32200 S-2-00 PIR415 NS WIS RIG-GIL
al., Poat Oilics Box 2850, Soutbeast Camrick Flold, Beaver
Dallas, Tex. 75221, ounty, Okla) (Panhandle Area),
RIoo-622.. Sun Ol Co., DX Division, 170 312 Natural Gas Pipoline Co, of America 114 2-10-00 23-22-00 S-22-00 VIS 415  BOMIR 0I5 RIG-4L
907 South Detrolt Ave,, Camrick Field, Boaver County, ¥
Tulss, Okla, 74120, kla) (Panbandle Area). :
- AT TSI TR 2588 4 Northern Natural Qas Co. (Hugoton 41 22000 32300 52360 120 LLES R RISS-CL
Field, Texss County, Okla.) (Pan-
handle Ares).
RIg-623.. 8Bun Oll Co,, Post Office o7 2 Ponhandie Eastern Plpe Line Co. 8,880 2-15-60 TH32-0 §-20-00 18,19 40 02
Hox 2550, Dallas, Tox. (Nortliwest Dombey and West Lo-
v, rean Flolds, Texas County, Okla.)
(Panhandle Ares),
RI166-64.. Getty Ol Co., Post Office 1L 3 Colomado Interstate Gas Co. (Motane 15 22400 '3-27-60 §27-80 WIAND LY |
Box 404, Houston, Tex. Fleld, Beaver County, Okin) (Pan-
700L handlo Area).
e oo 0 o ve s s esesid et 8 Transwestorn Plpeline Co. (South 128 22400 "3-27-09 S-27-0 V150 LR R
Goodwin Field, Beaver County,
Okla.) (Panhandle Area).
esssailoenurrressassesssossns 1 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 135 2-24-60 T390 §27-00 16.0 N7
(South Fogan  Field, DBeaver
County, Okia.) (Panhandle Ares),
SRR PR i e S 120 Natursl Gas Co, (East ilol- A UG W W@ 1.0 LEE YA

Northern
land Fleld, Beaver County, Okla.)

(Panhiandle Area).

? The stated effective date da the first duy alter explrstion of the statutory notice,

1 Perlodie mate lncresse,

¢ Pressure base Is 7465 ps.in

$ Suby to a downward B.Ga sdjustmant,

¢ Injtinl service rate,

T The stated effective date Is the effective dats

JAbqu L

# Includes downward adjustmnent for 033 B.t.u, gas, el
1 Filing from Initia) cectificato base rate of 17 conts plus upwand B.t.u, adjustmnn

to initinl contract rate of 18 conts plus upward B.t.u. adjustment, Baso rato =it b

downwar

1 Increase from aros eolling rate to contract rate.
¥ Pressure buse Is 16,025 pala

The Salmon Corp. requests that its pro-
posed rate Incresse be permitted to become
effective on March 15, 1960. The Superior
01l Co. requests an effective date of March 1,
1069, for Supplements Nos. 3 and 2 to its
FPC Gas Rate Schedule Noa. 85 and 122,
respectively. Sun Oll Co. (Operator) et al,
requests an effective date of March 21, 1969,
Sun Ofl Co., DX Division, requests that Sup-
plement No. 12 to its FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 170 be permitted to become effective on
March 21, 1969, and requests a retroactive
effoctive date of January 1, 1969, for Supple-
ment No. 4 to Its FPC CGas Rate Schedule
No. 285, Good csuse has not been shown for
walving the 30-day notice requirement pro-
vided in sectlon 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act
to permit earlier effective dates for the afore-
mentioned producers’ rate filings and such
requests are dented.

All of the producers' proposed Increased
rates and charges exceed the applicable urea
price levels for Increased rates as set forth
in the Commission's statement of general
policy No, 61-1, as amended (18 CFR 256),
with the exception of the rate increases filed

by Shell Oll Co, (Operator), and The Supe-
rior Oll Co. (Supplement No, 2 to Superior's
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 122), In the
Permian Basin Area which exceed the just
and reasonable rates established by the Com-
mission in Opinion No. 468, as amended, and
m be suspended for 5 months as ordered

{FR. Doc. 09-3304; Filed, Mar, 20, 1909;
B8:45 am.]

[Project 2317]

APPALACHIAN POWER CO.

Order Vacating Previous Order,
Granting Intervention and Setting
Conference and Further Hearing

Mazcu 14, 1969,
By order issued February 10, 1969, we
denied the petition to intervene filed
by the city of Danville, Va. (Danville),
in this proceeding on the application by

** rato (ncrease, Respon

1 Sulject to upward and downward B.Lu. adjustmen el
M Fractured” mte neroase. Respondent contrnotually due 100 cents per A
U “Pructared” mte lucrease. Respon:

d B.tu, adjustment,

dent contractuaily dae 18 cents per Mcl.

dant contractuaily due 18 conts per Mcl.

Appalachian Power Co. (Applicant) for
a license for the proposed Blue Ridse
Project No. 2317. However, this denial
of intervention was without prejudice,
and the order provided for the filing by
Danville of an amended petition to inter-
vene within 15 days in the event it seeks
to obtain an allocation of power from
the proposed project in this Heensing
proceeding.
On February 17, 1969, Danville filed
a motion requesting (1) clarification 'r,)f
the order which denied intervention, (2)
an extension of time in which it may fll
an amended petition to intervene pursi
ant to the order of February 10, 19(:!9-
and (3) a stay of this licensing proceea=
ing for a reasonable period of time. Ac~
cording to Danyille’s motion, c.lnrmcn;
tion of the order is needed to enable !
to determine what further action it
should take. The Applicant filed an pnn:
swer in opposition to Danville’s mo:.m0
West.atedmourorderofl"ebnmryl 3
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1069, that while Danville's express pur-
pose in seeking intervention in this pro-
ceeding is that a “proper allocation of
the power of the Blue Ridge Project
No, 2317 be made for the benefit of Dan-
ville” it had indicated that this should
be done “in accordance with its plan of
bulk power supply” to be determined In
Docket No. E-7393, Danville’s pending
complaint under Part II of the Federal
Power Act against the Applicant. We also
noted that Danville had made reference,
in its petition to interyvene, to other mat-
ters rafsed by Danville in Docket No.
E-7393, relating to alleged activities by
the Applicant and its parent corporation
respecting elections in Danville. We con-
cluded that pending further clarification
of whether Danville was seeking to ex-
plore these matters in the present pro-
cecding, as contrasted with Docket No.
E-7393, grant of its petition was
premature,

We see no need for further clarification
of or elaboration upon our order of Feb-
ruary 10, 1869. The present motion shows
that it is Danville's position that the
matters it has raised should be consid-
ered In the leensing proceeding, and it
15 clear that in any such consideration
Danville's participation “may be in the
public interest.” We shall therefore grant
Danville's application for intervention.
Pursuant to the directive in our order
of February 10, 1969, we shall expect
Danville, at the hearing conference being
ordered herein, to detail the nature of
any allocation of project power to it,
which it believes is required by the stand-
ards of Part I of the Act.

The Commission finds:

(1) Participation by the city of Dan-
ville, Va., in this proceeding may be in
the public interest.

(2) It is appropriate and in the public
interest in administering the Federal
Power Act to vacate our order denying
intervention issued February 10, 1969, in
this proceeding, to set a conference and
further hearing In this proceeding as
hereinafter provided and to otherwise
deny the motion filed by the city of Dan-
ville, Va,, on February 17, 1969,

The Commission orders:

(A) The city of Danville, Va., is hereby
Permitied to become an intervenor in this
Proceeding subject to the rules and regu-
lations of the Commission: Provided,
however, That the participation of such
Intervenor shall be limited to matters
whlcp might affect the asserted rights
and interests as specifically set forth In
Its petition to intervene: And provided,
further, That the admission of such in-
lervenor shall not be construed as recog-
Nitlon by the Commission that it might
be aggrieved because of any order or or-
ders of the Commission entered in this
Proceeding.

LSV'B' Our order denying intervention,

*ued February 10, 1969, in this proceed-
Ing s vacated

NOTICES

(C) A conference and further public
hearing before the Presiding Examiner
shall be held at a time and place to be
set by the Presiding Examiner. At such
conference the intervenor Danville shall
be prepared to state with specificity the
nature of any allocation of power to Dan-
ville it believes is required by the stand-
ards of Part I of the Act.

(D) The motion filed by the clty of
Danville, Va., on February 17, 1969, is
denied to the extent it is not granted in
paragraphs (A), (B), and (C), above.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] GornoN M. GRANT,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-3350; Filed, Mar. 20, 1969;
8:45 am.]

[Docket No, CP89-234]
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.

Notice of Application

MarcH 12, 1969.

Take notice that on March 6, 1969,
Northern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant),
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebr. 63102,
filed in Docket No. CP69-234 an applica-
tlon pursuant to sectlon 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub-
lic convenience and necessity authoriz-
ing the construction and operation of
certain facllities, all as more fully set
forth in the application on file with
the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Specifically, Applicant proposes to con-
struct and operate & 4-inch tie-over and
a sales measuring station on the present
Waterville, Minn., branchline to provide
a new delivery point for Minneapolis Gas
Co. to deliver up to 6,200 Mcf per day of
natural gas from Minneapolis Gas Co.'s
present entitlement. Applicant states
such gas will be used by Minneapolis Gas
to test and develop its underground stor-
age reservoir in Waseca, Le Sueur, and
Rice Counties, Minn.

Applicant estimates construction costs
at $34,585, which will be reimbursed to
Applicant by Minneapolis Gas Co. Appli-
cant states It will absorb the cost of any
necessary upgrading of the Waterville
branchline and the Morristown, Minn.,
branchline.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord-
ance with the rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 18 or 1.10) and the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(§ 157.10) on or before April 10, 1969,

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without

5527

further notice before the Commission on
this application if no protest or petition
to intervene is filed within the time re-
quired herein, if the Commission on its
own review of the matter finds that a
grant of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity, If a
petition for leave to intervene is timely
filed, or if the Commission on its own
motion believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

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

GORDPON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 69-3360; Flled, Mar, 20, 1069:
8:45 am.j

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Pinance Docket No. 21215]

SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILROAD CO.
AND ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAIL-
ROAD CO.

Request for Enforcement of Order
Regarding Merger

MarcH 18, 1969,

On November 7, 1968, Southern Rail-
way Co. and afliated lines filed with
the Interstate Commerce Commission a
petition in the above-entitled proceed-
ing requesting enforcement of the Com-
mission’s order entered December 2,
1963, in Seaboard Air Line R. Co.—Mer-
ger—Atlantic Coast Line, 320 1.C.C. 122,
insofar as it relates to certain routing
and gateway conditions imposed therein.
On December 20, 1968, Seaboard Coast
Line Railroad Co. filed its reply to the
described petition.

By Commission order served March 3,
1969, this matter has been set for hear-
Ing, at a time and place hereinafter
to be fixed, for the purpose of adducing
evidence relevant to the issues raised
in the sald petition and the reply thereto
by the Seaboard Coast Line Rallroad Co.

Interested parties may obtain copies
of the petition by request in writing
addressed to Henry Karison, Esq., Post
Office Box 1808, Washington, D.C. 20013,
and coples of the reply from Phil C.
Beverly, Esq., 500 Water Street, Jack-
sonville, Fla. 32202. A duplicate copy of
each such request should be addressed
to the Secretary, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423.

[sEAL] H, NEI1L GARSON,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc, 60-3309; Filed, Mar. 20, 1060;

8:48 am. )
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