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NOTICE
New Location of Federal Register Office.

The Office of the Federal Register is now located at 
633 Indiana Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. Documents 
transmitted by messenger should be delivered to Room 
405, 633 Indiana Ave. NW. Other material should be 
delivered to Room 400.

Mail Address.
Mail address remains unchanged: Office of the 

Federal Register, National Archives and Records Serv­
ice, Washington, D.C. 20408.

Public Inspection of Documents.

Documents filed with the Office of the Federal 
Register are available for public inspection in Room 
405, 633 Indiana Ave. NW,, Washington, D.C., on 
working days between the hours of 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.
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Rules and Regulations
Title 5— ADMINISTRATIVE 

PERSONNEL
Chapter I— Civil Service Commission

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE
Executive Office of the President
Section 213.3303 is amended to show 

that the positions of one Special Assist­
ant and one Confidential Assistant to 
the General Counsel of the Office of the 
Special Representative for Trade Negoti­
ations are excepted under Schedule C. 
Effective on publication in the F ederal 
Register, subparagraphs (2) and (3) are 
added to paragraph (d) of § 213.3303 as 
set out below.
§ 213.3303 Executive Office of the Pres­

ident.
* * * * *

(d) Office o f  the Special R epresenta­
tive for Trade Negotiations. * * *

(2) One Special Assistant to the Gen­
eral Counsel.

(3) One Confidential Assistant to the 
General Counsel.
(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577; 3 CFR 1954- 
1958 Comp., p. 218)

United  S tates C iv il  S erv­
ic e  Co m m issio n , ~

[seal] J ames C. S p r y ,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7781; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

Title 7— AGRICULTURE
Chapter IX— Consumer and Market­

ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture

[Grapefruit Reg. 35, Arndt. 5]

PART 909— GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN 
ARIZONA; IN IMPERIAL COUNTY, 
CALIF.; AND IN THAT PART OF 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIF., SITU­
ATED SOUTH AND EAST OF WHITE 
WATER, CALIF.

Limitation, of Shipments
Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market­

ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
«0. 909, as amended (7 CFR Part 909), 

guiating the handling of grapefruit 
in the State of Arizozna; in Tm- 

P«nal County, Calif.; and in that part 
JmtSlverside County, Calif., situated 
¡ ¡ ¡5 .  and east of White Water, Calif., 
nf fÎlve un<̂ er ttie applicable provisions 
m Jf® : Agricultural Marketing Agree- 

ent Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C.

601-674), and upon the basis of the 
recommendation of the Administrative 
Committee (established under the afore­
said amended marketing agreement and 
order), and upon other available infor­
mation, it is hereby found that the limi­
tation of shipments of grapefruit, t as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec­
tuate the declared policy of the act.

(2) It  is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub­
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica­
tion thereof in the F ederal R eg ister  (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this amendment 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 
grapefruit grown in Arizona and the 
designated part of California.

Order. In §909.335 (Grapefruit Reg. 
35; 33 F.R. 15295; 34 F.R. 810, 5907, 7283, 
8895) paragraph (a )(1 ) preceding (a)
(1) (i) is amended, a new paragraph (a)
(3) is added, and paragraph (b) is 
amended, to read as follows:
§ 909.335 Grapefruit Regulation 35.

(a) Order. (1) Except as otherwise 
provided in subparagraphs (2) and (3) 
of this paragraph, during the period 
June 29, through August 30, 1969, no 
handler shall handle from the State of 
California or the State of Arizona to any 
point outside thereof:

* * * * *
(3) Subject to the requirements of 

subparagraph (1) (i) of this paragraph, 
any handler may, but only as the ini­
tial handler thereof, handle grapefruit 
smaller than inches but not smaller 
than 3%e inches in diameter directly to a 
destination in Zone 1: Provided, That a 
tolerance of 5 percent, by count, of grape­
fruit smaller than 3%6 inches in diameter 
shall be permitted, which tolerance shall 
be applied in accordance with the afore­
said provisions for the application of 
tolerances and, in determining the per­
centage of grapefruit in any lot which are 
smaller than 3%e inches in diameter, such 
percentage shall be based only on the 
grapefruit in such lot which are 3 %  
inches in diameter and smaller.

(b) As used herein, “handler,” “grape­
fruit,” “handle,” “Zone 1,” “Zone 2,” 
“Zone 3,” and “Zone 4” shall have the 
same meaning as when used in said 
amended marketing agreement and or­
der; the terms “U.S. No. 2” and “well 
colored” shall have the same meaning as 
when used in the aforesaid revised U.S. 
Standards for Grapefruit; and “diam­
eter” shall mean the greatest dimension

measured at right angles to a line from 
the stem to blossom end of the fruit.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674)

Dated, June 27, 1969, to become effec­
tive June 29,1969.

P aul A. Nicholson , 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg­

etab le Division, Consumer and  
M arketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7815; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:49 a.m.]

[Grapefruit Reg. 10, Arndt. 3]

PART 944— FRUIT; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS

Grapefruit
Pursuant to the provisions of section 

8e of the Agricultural Marketing Agree­
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), the provisions of paragraph
(a) of Grapefruit Regulation 10 (§ 944.- 
106, 33 F.R. 14365, 17895; 34 F.R. 7898) 
are hereby amended to read as follows:
§ 944.106 Grapefruit Regulation 10.

(a) On and after July 7, 1969, the im­
portation into the United States of any 
grapefruit is prohibited unless such 
grapefruit is inspected and meets the 
following requirements:

(1) Seeded grapefruit shall grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 Russet and be of a size 
not smaller than 31%6 inches in diameter 
except that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of seeded grapefruit smaller than 
such minimum size shall be permitted 
which tolerance shall be applied in ac­
cordance with the provisions for the ap­
plication of tolerances specified in the 
U.S. Standards for Florida Grapefruit;

(2) Seedless grapefruit shall grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 Russet and be of a size 
not smaller than 3%e inches in diameter 
except that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of seedless grapefruit smaller than 
such minimum size shall be permitted 
which tolerance shall be applied in ac­
cordance with the provisions for the ap­
plication of tolerances specified in the 
U.S. Standards for Florida Grapefruit.

It  is hereby found that it is impracti­
cable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective time of this 
amendment beyond that hereinafter 
specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (a) the 
requirements of this amended import 
regulation are imposed pursuant to sec­
tion 8e of th e ' Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), which makes such regu­
lation mandatory; (b) such regulation 
imposes the same restrictions on imports
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of all grapefruit as the grade and size 
restrictions being made applicable to the 
shipment of all grapefruit grown in 
Florida under amended Grapefruit Reg­
ulation 67 (§ 905.506) ; (c) compliance 
with this amended import regulation will 
not require any special preparation 
which cannot be completed by the effec­
tive time hereof; and (d) this amend­
ment relieves restrictions on the impor­
tation of grapefruit.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674)

Dated, June 26, 1969, to become effec­
tive July 7, 1969.

P aul A. Nicholson , 
Deputy Director, Fruit and  

Vegetable Division, Consumer - 
and M arketing Service.

[FfR. Doc. 69-7816; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:49 a.m.]

[947.328]

PART 947— IRISH POTATOES GROWN
IN MODOC AND SISKIYOU COUN­
TIES IN CALIFORNIA AND IN ALL
COUNTIES IN OREGON EXCEPT 
MALHEUR COUNTY

Limitation of Shipments
Findings, (a) Pursuant to ^Marketing 

Agreement No. 114 and Order No. 947, 
both as amended (7 CFR Part 947), reg­
ulating the handling of Irish potatoes 
grown in the production area defined 
therein, effective under the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and upon 
the basis of recommendations and infor­
mation submitted by the Oregon-Cali- 
fornia Potato Committee, established 
pursuant to the said marketing agree­
ment and order, and other available in­
formation, it is hereby found that the 
limitation of shipments hereinafter set 
forth, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act.

(b) The recommendations of the com­
mittee reflect its appraisal of the compo­
sition of the 1969 crop of Oregon-North­
ern California potatoes and the market­
ing prospects for this season. Harvesting 
is expected to begin on or about July 7 
and the regulation should become effec­
tive on that date.

The grade, size, cleanliness, and ma­
turity requirements provided herein tire 
necessary to prevent immature potatoes, 
and those that are of undesirable sizes, 
or below grade from being distributed 
in fresh market channels. They will also 
provide consumers with good quality po­
tatoes consistent with the overall quality 
of the crop, and maximize returns to pro­
ducers for the preferred quality and sizes.

The proposed regulations with respect 
to special purpose shipments for other 
than fresh market use are designated to 
meet the different requirements for such 
outlets.

(c) I t  is hereby found that it is im­
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice or 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and that good cause exists for not post­

poning the effective date of this section 
until 30 days after publication in the 
F ederal R eg ister  (5 U.S.C. 553) in that 
(1) shipments of 1969 crop potatoes 
grown in the production area will begin 
on or about the effective date specified 
herein, (2) to maximize benefits to pro­
ducers, this regulation should apply to 
as many shipments as possible during 
the effective period, (3) producers and 
handlers have operated under the said 
marketing order program since 1948 so 
special preparation by handlers is not 
required, (4) information regarding the 
committee’s recommendations relating to 
the marketing policy and proposed regu­
lations were made available to producers 
and handlers in the production area on 
June 16, 1969, (5) the regulations here­
inafter set forth are similar to those 
recommended and contained in the 
initial regulation made effective at the 
beginning of last season, (6) the commit­
tee’s recommendations as to the regula­
tion hereinafter set forth were submitted 
promptly to the Department (after a 
telephone vote relaxed the 6-ounce mini­
mum size for U.S. No. 2 grade initially 
recommended) and were received on 
June 23, 1969, and (7) compliance with 
these regulations will not require spe­
cial preparation by handlers which can­
not be completed by the effective date.
§ 947.328 Limitation of shipments.

During the period July 7,1969, through 
October 14, 1970, no person shall handle 
any lot of potatoes unless such potatoes 
meet the requirements of paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section, or unless such 
potatoes are handled in accordance with 
paragraphs (c), (d), (e), (f),  and (g) 
of this section.

(a) G rade, size and cleanliness re­
quirements— (1) Grade. All varieties— 
U.S. No. 2, or better grade.

(2) Size. All varieties—2 inches mini­
mum diameter or 4 ounces minimum 
weight.

(3) Cleanliness. All varieties—“Gen­
erally fairly clean.”

(b) Maturity (skinning) requirements. 
(1) All varieties—“Moderately skinned” 
through September 30,1969, and “slightly 
skinned” thereafter.

(2) Not to exceed a total of 100 hun­
dredweight of any variety of a lot of 
potatoes may be handled for any pro­
ducer any 7 consecutive days without 
regard to the aforesaid maturity require­
ments. Prior to each shipment of potatoes 
exempt from the above maturity re­
quirements, the handler thereof shall re­
port to the committee the name and 
address of the producer of such potatoes, 
and each such shipment shall be handled 
as an identifiable entity.

(c) Special purpose shipm ents. The 
minimum grade, size, cleanliness, and 
maturity requirements set forth in para­
graphs (a) and (b) of this section shall 
not be applicable to shipments of pota­
toes for any of the following purposes:

(1) Certified seed.
(2) Grading and storing, planting, or 

livestock feed: Provided, That potatoes 
may not be shipped for such purposes 
outside of the district where grown ex­

cept that : (i) Potatoes grown in District 
No. 2 or District No. 4 may be shipped for 
grading and storing, for planting, or 
for livestock feed within, or to, such dis­
tricts for such purposes; (ii) potatoes 
grown in any one district may be shipped 
to a receiver in any other district within 
the production area for grading if such 
receiver is substantiated and recognized 
by the committee as a processor of 
canned, frozen, dehydrated, or prepeeled 
products, potato chips, or potato sticks.

(3) Charity.
(4) Starch.
(5) Export.
(6) Canning or freezing.
(7) Dehydration.
(8) Prepeeling.
(9) Potato chipping.
(10) Potato sticks (French fried shoe­

string potatoes). Provided, That all va­
rieties of potatoes handled pursuant to 
subparagraphs (7) through (10) of this 
paragraph shall be of “U.S. No. 2 Pota­
toes for Processing” grade or better, 1 % 
inches minimum diameter.

(d) Safeguards. (1) Each handler 
making shipments of certified seed, ex­
cept those lots with a maximum size of 
2 inches in diameter which are handled 
for planting within the district where 
grown or between District No. 2 and Dis­
trict No. 4, pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of this section shall pay assessments on 
such shipments and shall furnish the 
committee with either a copy of the ap­
plicable certified seed inspection certifi­
cate or shall apply for and obtain a 
certificate of privilege and, upon request 
of the committee, furnish reports of 
each shipment made pursuant to each 
certificate of privilege.

(2) Each handler making shipments 
of potatoes pursuant to subparagraphs 
(5) through (10) of paragraph (c) of 
this section and each receiver receiving 
potatoes pursuant to subparagraph (2),
(ii) of paragraph (c) of this section, 
shall :

(i) First, apply to the committee for 
and obtain a certificate of privilege to 
make such shipments.

(11) Prepare, on forms furnished by 
the committee, a diversion report in 
quadruplicate on each individual ship­
ment divertect from fresh market chan­
nels to the authorized outlets specified 
in this subparagraph.

(iii) Forward one copy of such diver­
sion report to the committee office and 
forward two copies to the receiver with 
instructions to the receiver that he sign 
and return one copy to the committee 
office. The handler and receiver may each 
keep one copy for their files. Failure of 
handler or receiver to report such ship­
ments by promptly signing and return­
ing the applicable diversion report to 
the committee office shall be cause for 
cancellation of such handler’s certificate 
of privilege and/or the receiver’s eli­
gibility to receive further shipments pur­
suant to any certificate of privilege. 
Upon the cancellation of any such certifi­
cate of privilege the handler may appeal 
to the committee for reconsideration. 
Such appeal shall be in writing.
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(e) Minimum quantity exception. Each 
handler may ship up to but not to ex­
ceed 5 hundredweight of potatoes any 
day without regard to the inspection and 
assessment requirements of this part, but 
this exception shall not apply to any 
shipment that exceeds 5 hundredweight 
of potatoes.

(f) Inspection. For the purpose of 
operation under this part, unless ex­
empted from inspection by the provisions 
of this section, or unless handled for po­
tato chipping or prepeeling in accordance 
with paragraph (c) of this section, each 
required inspection certificate is hereby 
determined, pursuant to § 947.60(c), to 
be valid for a period of not to exceed 14 
days following completion of inspection 
as shown on the certificate. The validity 
period of an inspection certificate cov­
ering inspected and certified potatoes 
that are stored in refrigerated storage 
within 14 days of the inspection shall be 
the entire period such potatoes remain 
in such storage.

(g) Any lot of potatoes previously in­
spected pursuant to § 947.60(a) is not re­
quired to have additional inspection un­
der § 947.60(b) after regrading, resorting, 
or repacking such potatoes, if the inspec­
tion certificate is valid at the time of 
handling such regraded, resorted, or re­
packed potatoes.

(h) Definitions. (1) The terms “U.S. 
No. 1,” “U.S. No. 2,” “moderately 
skinned,” and “slightly skinned,” shall 
have the same meaning as when used in 
the U.S. Standards for Potatoes (§§ 51.- 
1540-51.1556 of this title), including the 
tolerances set forth therein.

(2) The term “generally fairly clean” 
means that at least 90 percent of the 
potatoes in a given lot are “fairly clean.”

(3) The term “U.S. No. 2 Potatoes for 
Processing” shall have the same meaning 
as when used in the U.S. Standards for 
Grades of Potatoes for Processing (§ § 51 .- 
3410-51.3424 of this title), including the 
tolerances set forth therein.

(4) The term “prepeeling” means po­
tatoes which are clean, sound, fresh tu­
bers prepared commercially in a prepeel­
ing plant by washing, removing the outer 
skin or peel, trimming, and sorting pre­
paratory to sale in one or more of the 
styles of peeled potatoes described in 
§ 52.2422 U.S. Standards for Grades of 
Peeled Potatoes (§§ 52.2421-52.2433 of 
this title).

(5) Other terms used in this section 
shall have the same meaning as when 
used in Marketing Agreement No. 114, 
as amended, and this part.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674)

Dated June 27, 1969, to become effec­
tive July 7, 1969, at 12:01 a.m. at which 
time § 947.327 Lim itation o f Shipm ents 
(33 F.R. 15296; 34 F.R. 1228) shall ter­
minate.

P aul A. Nicholson , 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg­

etable Division, Consumer and  
Marketing Service.

Ip R. Doc. 69-7817; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE

Chapter I— Federal Aviation Admin­
istration, Department of Transpor­
tation

SUBCHAPTER C— AIRCRAFT 
[Docket No. 9676; Arndt. 39-792]

PART 39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES

Vickers Viscount Models 745D and 
810 Series Aircraft

There have been fatigue cracks de­
tected on the spar booms of the Vickers 
Viscount Models 745D and 810 Series Air­
craft. In view of the serious consequences 
of a spar boom failure and since this con­
dition is likely to exist or develop in other 
aircraft of the same type design, an air­
worthiness directive (AD) is being issued 
to require replacement of the spar booms 
before they exceed 90 percent of the re­
tirement life approved prior to April 1, 
1969.

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

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive:
V ic k e r s  V is c o u n t . Applies to  Viscount Model 

745D and 810 Series Aircraft.
Compliance required as indicated unless 

already accomplished.
To prevent fatigue damage to the inner 

section and center section lower wing spar 
booms accomplish the following:

(a) Replace the center section lower spar 
boom and the inner section lower spar boom 
with new booms of the same part number 
before they have exceeded 90 percent of the 
approved retirement time specified in the last 
applicable Viscount Instruction Manual, 
Chapter 3, Overhaul Schedule Section, dated 
before April 1, 1969, or within the next 250 
landings whichever occurs later, after the 
effective date of this AD.

(b) All new center section and inner sec­
tion lower wing spar booms that are installed 
in accordance with the requirements of para­
graph (a) of this AD must be replaced before 
the accumulation of the revised retirement 
times as specified in the latest amendment to 
the Viscount Instruction Manual, Chapter 3, 
Overhaul Schedule Section, dated after 
April 1, 1969.

(c) For the purpose of complying with this 
AD, subject to acceptance by the assigned 
FAA maintenance inspector, the number of 
landings may be determined by dividing each 
airplane’s hours’ time in service by the oper­
ator’s fleet average time from takeoff to land­
ing for the airplane type.

This amendment becomes effective 
July 7, 1969.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423, sec. 
601(c), Department of Transportation Act, 
49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 25, 
1969.

R . S . S l if f ,
Acting Director, 

Flight Standards Service.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7766; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:45 a.m.]

SUBCHAPTER F— AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL 
OPERATING RULES

[Reg. Docket No. 9674; Arndt. 95-181)

PART 95— IFR ALTITUDES
Miscellaneous Amendments

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 95 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to make changes in the IF R  alti­
tudes at which all aircraft shall be flown 
over a specified route or portion thereof. 
These altitudes, when used in conjunc­
tion with the current changeover points 
for the routes or portions thereof, also 
assure navigational coverage that is ade­
quate and free of frequency interference 
for that route or portion thereof.

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

In  consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), 
Part 95 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is amended, effective 24 July 1969, 
as follows:

1. By amending Subpart C as follows: 
Section 95.48 Green Federal airway 8 

is amended to read in p art:
From , To, and ME A

Shemya, Alaska, LF/RBN; Anvil INT, Alaska;
6 ,000.

Anvil INT, Alaska; Adak, Alaska, LF/RBN;
8 ,000.

Adak, Alaska, LF/RBN; Nikolski, Alaska, LF/ 
RBN; *9,000. *8,900—MOCA.

Nikolski, Alaska, LF/RBN; Driftwood Bay, 
Alaska, LF/RBN; *9,000. *8,900—MOCA. 

Driftwood Bay, Alaska, LF/RBN; Mordvinoff 
INT, Alaska; *9,000. *8,700—MOCA. 

Mordvinoff INT, Alaska; Cold Bay, Alaska, 
LFR; 6,000.

Cold Bay INT, Alaska; Marlin INT, Alaska; 
4,500.

Marlin INT, Alaska; Crab INT, Alaska; *2,000. 
*5,000—MEA required without HF airborne 
communications equipment.

Crab INT, Alaska; King Salmon, Alaska, LFR; 
*2,000. *9,000—MEA required without HF 
airborne communications equipment.
Section 95.51 Green Federal airway 11 

is amended to read in p art:
Shemya, Alaska, LF/RBN; Amchitka, Alaska, 

LF/RBN; 6,000.
Amchitka, Alaska, LF/RBN; Adak, Alaska, 

LF/RBN; *8,000. *7,900—MOCA.
Adak, Alaska, LF/RBN; Nikolski, Alaska, LF/ 

RBN; *9,000. *8,900—MOCA.
Nikolski, Alaska, LF/RBN; Driftwood Bay, 

Alaska, LF/RBN; *9,000. *8,900—MOCA. 
Driftwood Bay, Alaska, LF/RBN; Mordvinoff 

INT, Alaska; *9,000. *8,700—MOCA. 
Mordvinoff INT, Alaska; *Cold Bay, Alaska, 

LFR; **6,000. *5,300—MEA Cold Bay LFR, 
southwestbound. **8,000—MEA required 
without HF airborne communications 
equipment.
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Section 95.1001 Direct routes—United 
States is amended to delete:
Battle Mountain, Nev., VORTAC; Lucin, 

Utah, VOR; 18,000. MAA—45,000.
Biscayne Bay, Fla., VOR; Bonefish INT, Fla.; 

*2,000. *1,300—MOCA.
Bluff INT, Ala.; Huntsville, Ala., VOR; 2,600. 
Bonefish INT, Fla.; Nimrod INT, Fla.; *2,000. 

*1,000—MOCA.
Eufaula, Ala., VOR; Macon, Ga., VOR; *2,100. 

*2,000—MOCA.
Los Banas, Calif., VOR; »Holy City INT, 

Calif.; **10,000. *10,000—MCA Holy City 
INT, eastbound. **6,000—MOCA.

Paige INT, Tex.; College Station, Tex., VOR; 
*4,500. *1,600—MOCA.

Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, NDB; Hills INT, Alaska; 
*3,000. *1,200—MOCA.

Sagwon, Alaska, NDB; Juniper INT, Alaska;
4.000.

•Sagwon, Alaska, NDB; Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, 
NDB; 4,000. *4,000—MCA Sagwon NDB, 
southeastbound.

Salinas, Calif., VOR; Holy City INT, Calif.;
6 .000.

Salinas, Calif., VOR; Morgan INT, Calif.;
5.000.

San Jose, Calif., VOR; Holy City INT, Calif.;
6 .000.

Woodside, Calif., VOR; Holy City INT, Calif.;
6 ,000.

Section 95.1001 Direct routes—United 
States is amended by adding;
Franklin INT, Alaska; Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, 

LF/RBN; *2,000. *1,800—MOCA.
Fin INT, Alaska; Juniper INT, Alaska; *3,000. 

*2,300—MOCA.
Fort Yukon, Alaska, VOR; Flaxman Island, 

Alaska, LF/RBN; #  12,000. #  MEA is 
established with a gap in navigation sig­
nal coverage.

Freeport, Bahamas, LF/RBN; Grand Bahama, 
Bahamas, LF/RBN; *2,000. *1,400—MOCA. 
MAA—39,000.

Fresto INT, Alaska; Hills INT, Alaska; *3,000. 
*2,400—MOCA.

Grand Bahama, Bahamas, LF/RBN; Marshall 
INT, Bahamas; *6,000. *1,400—MOCA.
MAA—39,000.

Juniper INT, Alaska; Flaxman, Alaska, LF/ 
RBN; *2,000. *1,900—MOCA.

Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, LF/RBN; Fresto INT, 
Alaska; *2,000. *1,800—MOCA.

Sagwon, Alaska, LF/RBN; Fin INT, Alaska;
3,000.

Sagwon, Alaska, LF/RBN; Franklin INT, 
Alaska; 3,000.
Section 95.1001 Direct routes—United 

States is amended to read in part: 
Baltimore, Md., VOR; Salisbury, Md., VOR; 

2 ,20 0 .

Beaver INT, Alaska; »Chandalar, Alaska LF/ 
RBN; **7,000. *8,000—MCA Chandalar LF/ 
RBN north westbound. * *6,900—MOCA. 

Betties, Alaska, LF/RBN; »Coleville INT, 
Alaska; **10,000. *5,000—MCA Coleville 
INT, southeastbound. **9,000—MOCA. 

Biscayne Bay, Fla., VOR; Guppy INT, Fla.; 
*2,000. *1,300—MOCA.

Biscayne Bay, Fla., VOR; Int. 008° M rad, 
Bimini, Nassau, VOR and 036° rad, Bis­
cayne Bay, Fla., VOR (via Control 1150); 
*9,000. *1,300—MOCA.

Cairns, Ala., VOR; Hartford INT, Fla.; 
*2,000. *1,400—MOCA.

Chandalar, Alaska, LF/RBN; »Sagwon, Alaska, 
LF/RBN; 10,000. *4,100—MCA Sagwon LF/ 
RBN southeastbound.

Chip River INT, Alaska; Point Barrow, Alaska, 
LF/RBN; *2,000. *1,900—MOCA.

Coleville INT, Alaska; Chip River INT, Alaska; 
*4,000. *3,600—MOCA. *10,000—MEA re­
quired without HF airborne communica­
tions equipment.

Fairbanks, Alaska, LFR; Beaver, INT, Alaska; 
*7,000. *6,000—MOCA.

Fort Myers, Fla., VOR; Roberts INT, Fla.; 
2 ,000.

Guppy INT, Fla.; INT Biscayne Bay, Fla.; 
VOR 052° (via Control 1150) *4,000.
*1,200—MOCA.

Hartford INT, Fla.; . Marianna, Fla., VOR; 
*2,000. *1,500—MOCA.

Hills INT, Alaska; Umiat, Alaska, LF/RBN; 
*3,000. *10,000—MEA required without HF 
airborne communications equipment. 
*2,700—MOCA.

Homestead AFB, Fla., VOR; Biscayne Bay, 
Fla., VOR; *1,500. *1,300—MOCA.

INT, 067° M rad, Andraws VOR and 037° M 
rad, Nottingham VOR; Bodkin INT, Md.; 
2 ,200 .

Panama City, Fla., VOR; Greenhead INT, Fla.; 
*1,800. *1,500—MOCA.

Toolik INT, Alaska; Betties, Alaska, LF/RBN; 
*10,000. 9,600—MOCA.

Umiat, Alaska, LF/RBN; Betties, Alaska, LF/ 
RBN; *10,000. *8,300—MOCA.

Umiat, Alaska, LF/RBN; Point Barrow, 
Alaska, LF/RBN; *3,000. *10,000—MEA re­
quired without HF airborne communica­
tions equipment. *2,000—MOCA.

Panam a R outes
V—3:

40-mile DME Fix via 009° M rad, Champion 
INT, C.Z.; *10,500. *1,000—MOCA.

France Field, C.Z., VOR; 40-mile DME Fix; 
*3,000. *1,300—MOCA.

V-4:
France Field, C.Z., VOR; 40-mile DME Fix; 

*3,000. *1,300—MOCA.
Section 95.6004 VOR Federal airway 4 

is amended to delete :
Boise, Idaho, VOR; via S alter.; Canyon Creek 

INT, Idaho, via S alter.; 7,000.
Canyon Creek INT, Idaho, via S alter.; Jerome 

INT, Idaho, via S alter.; 8,000.
Jerome INT, Idaho, via S alter.; Burley, Idaho, 

VOR, via S alter.; 6,500.
Section 95.6004 VOR Federal airway 4 

is amended to read in part :
Centralia, 111., VOR via S alter.; Evansville, 

Ind., VOR via S alter.; 2,400.
Hill City INT, Idaho, via "N alter.; Soldier 

INT, Idaho, via N alter.; *12,500. *9,200— 
MOCA.

Soldier INT, Idaho, via N alter.; *Kinzie INT, 
Idaho, via N alter.; northwestbound; 
12,500; southeastbound; 8,000. *11,200— 
MCA Kinzie INT, northwestbound.

Section 95.6005 VOR Federal airway 5 
is amended to read in part :
Jacksonville, Fla., VOR; Folkston INT, Ga.; 

*2,000. *1,500—MOCA.
Section 95.6006 VOR Federal airway 6 

is amended to read in part :
Cordova, 111., VOR; Harmon INT, 111.; *2,400. 

*2,100—MOCA.
Harmon INT, 111.; Shabbona INT, 111.; *2,500. 

*2,100—MOCA.
Section 95.6008 VOR Federal airway 8 

is amended to read in part:
Cordova, 111., VOR; Harmon INT, 111.; *2,400. 

*2,100—MOCA.
Harmon INT, 111.; Shabbona INT, 111.; *2,500. 

*2,100—MOCA.
Section 95.6009 VOR F ederal airway 9 

is amended to read in part :
Iron Mountain, Mich., VOR; Houghton, Mich. 

VOR; *3,600. *3,100—MOCA.
' Section 95.6012 VOR Federal airway 12 
is amended to delete :
♦Santa Barbara, Calif., VOR; Inez INT, Calif.; 

**8,700. *7,000—MCA Santa Barbara VOR, 
eastbound. * *8,000—MOCA.

Inez INT, Calif.; ‘ Fillmore, Calif., VOR; 
8,700. *7,800—MCA Fillmore VOR, north­
westbound.
Section 95.6012 VOR Federal airway 12 

is amended by adding:
Gaviota, Calif., VOR; Santa Barbara, Calif., 

VOR; 6,000.
Santa Barbara, Calif., VOR; Henderson INT, 

Calif.; *7,000. *6,600—MOCA.
Henderson INT, Calif.; «Fillmore, Calif., VOR; 

**6,000. *5,100—MCA Fillmore VOR, west­
bound. * *5,900—MOCA.
Section 95.6012 VOR Federal airway 12 

is amended to read in part:
Adrian INT, Tex.; «Tower INT, Tex.; **6,000.

*7,000—MRA. * *5,400-^MOCA.
Tower INT, Tex.; Amarillo, Tex., VOR; *6,000. 

*5,900—MOCA.
Section 95.6014 VOR Federal airway 14 

is amended to read in part:
Erie, Pa., VOR via N alter.; Buffalo, N.Y., 

VOR via N alter.; 3,000.
Section 95.6015 VOR Federal airway 15 

is amended to read in part:
Indianapolis INT, Tex., via W alter.; College 

Station, Tex., VOR via W alter.; 1,800.
Section 95.6016 VOR Federal airway 16 

is amended to read in part:
Pine Bluff, Ark., VOR; Walls INT, Miss.; 

*4,000. *1,500—MOCA.
Pine Bluff, Ark., VOR via S alter.; Prichard 
INT, Miss., via S alter.; *5,000. *1,800—MOCA.

Section 95.6017 VOR F ederal airway 17 
is amended to read in p art:
San Antonio, Tex., VOR via W alter.; Blanco 

INT, Tex., via W alter.; *3,300. *2,800— 
MOCA.
Section 95.6018 VOR Federal airway 18 

is amended to read in part:
Monroe, La., VOR via N alter.; »Phoenix INT, 

Miss., via N alter.; 2,300. *2,800—MRA.
Section 95.6019 VOR Federal airway 19 

is amended to read in part:
Billings, Mont., VOR; »Musselshell INT, 

Mont.; 6,000. *8,500—MRA.
Musselshell INT, Mont.; Forest Grove INT, 

Mont.; 7,700.
Forest Grove INT, Mont.; Lewistown, Mont., 

VOR; *7,700. *7,500—MOCA.
Section 95.6020 VOR Federal airway 20 

is amended to read in part:
Corpus Christi, Tex., VOR via N alter; Woods- 

boro INT, Tex., via N alter.; *1,600. *1,300— 
MOCA.
Section 95.6025 VOR Federal airway 25 

' is amended to delete:
Santa Barbara, Calif., VOR via W alter., 

Gaviota, Calif., VOR via W alter.; 6,000. 
Gaviota, Calif., VOR via W alter.; Orcutt INT, 

Calif., via W alter.; 6,000.
Orcutt INT, Calif., via W alter.; San Luis 

Obispo, Calif., VOR yia W alter.; northwest­
bound 4,000; southeastbound 6,000.

San Luis Obispo, Calif., VOR via W alter., 
Paso Robles, Calif., VOR via W alter.; 5,000.
Section 95.6025 VOR F ederal airway 25 

is amended to read in part:
Ventura, Calif., VOR; Henderson INT, Calif.:

5,000.
Section 95.6051 VOR Federal airway 51 

is amended to read in part:
Jacksonville, Fla., VOR; Folkston INT, Ga.; 

*2,000. *1,500—MOCA,
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Section 95.6052 VOR F ederal airway 52 

is amended to read in part:
Cartter INT, 111.; Evansville, Ind., VOR; 4,500.

Section 95.6053 VOR F ederal airway 53 
is amended to read in part:
Houston INT, Ind.; Morgantown INT, Ind.; 

*2,800. *2,100—MOCA.
Morgantown INT, Ind.; Indianapolis, Ind., 

VOR; *2,600. *2,100—MOCA.
Section 95.6054 VOR Federal airway 54 

is amended to read in part:
Crandall INT, Ga.; Murphy INT, N.C.; 6,000. 
Murphy INT, N.C.; Harris, Ga., VOR; *6,000. 

*5,700—MOCA.

Section 95.6059 VOR Federal airway 59 
is amended by adding:
Newcomerstown, Ohio, VOR; Briggs, Ohio, 

VOR; 3,000.
Section 95.6068 VOR F ederal airway 68 

is amended to read in p art:
»Bandera INT, Tex.; San Antonio, Tex., VOR; 

**3,000. *4,300—MRA. **2,800—MOCA.

Section 95.6073 VOR F ederal airway 73 
is amended by adding:
Wichita, Kans., VOR via E alter.; Walton INT, 

Kans., Via E alter.; 3,400.
Walton INT, Kans., via E alter.; Canton INT, 

Kans., via E alter.; *3,300. *3,000—MOCA. 
Canton INT, Kans., via E alter.; Salina, Kans., 

VOR via E alter.; *3,300. *2,700—MOCA.

Section 95.6076 VOR Federal airway 76 
is amended to read in part:
Llano, Tex., VOR; Kingsland INT, Tex.; 

*3,000. *2,700—MOCA.
Llano, Tex., VOR via S alter.; Granite INT, 

Tex., via S alter.; *3,300. *2,800—MOCA. 
Granite INT, Tex., via S alter.; Capitol INT, 

Tex., via S alter.; *3,000. *2,700—MOCA. 
Kingsland INT, Tex.; Beth INT, Tex.; *3,000. 

*2,600—MOCA.
Beth INT, Tex.; Lake Travis INT, Tex.; *3,000. 

*2,300—MOCA.
Austin, Tex., VOR; »Butler INT, Tex.;

**2,200. *3,000—MRA. **2,100—MOCA. 
Butler INT, Tex.; Bastrop INT, Tex.; *2,500. 

*1,700—MOCA.
Bastrop INT, Tex.; Industry, Tex., VOR; 

*2,200. *1,800—MOCA.

Section 95.6081 VOR Federal airway 81 
is amended to read in part:
Plainview, Tex., VOR; »Canyon INT, Tex.;

5,000. *8,000—MRA.
Canyon INT, Tex.; Amarillo, Tex., VOR; 4,800.

Section 95.6097 VOR F ederal airway 97 
is amended to read in p art:
Darby INT, Fla.; Shrimp INT, Fla.; *4,000. 

*1,200—MOCA.
Shrimp INT, Fla.; »Scallop INT, Fla.; **5,000.

*3,000—MRA. **1,200—MOCA.
Scallop INT, Fla.; »Lobster INT, Fla.; **6,000.

3,000—MRA. **1,100—MOCA.
Lô ter INT, Fla.; Tallahassee, Fla., VOR; 

*2,000. *1,600—MOCA.
Alvrfia 1NT’ P la > via E alter.; Lakeland, Fla., 

VOR, via E alter.; *2,000. *1,500—MOCA.
Tw^nd’ Pla> VOR’ vla E alter.; Bayport 

Pla-> via E alter.; *1,800. *1,500— ■MOCA.
Bayport INT, Fla., via E alter.; »Richey INT 

ria. via E alter.; **3,000. *2,500—MRA.
* *1,200—MOCA.

Rpiley INT’ Pla-  via E alter.; Shrimp INT, 
rxa., via E alter.; *5,000. *1,200—MOCA.
tiXt^ burg> Fla-  VO® via W alter.; *Oys- 
rer INT, Fla., via W alter.; * *1,600. *4,000— 
MRA. **1,300—MOCA.

Oyster INT, Fla., via W alter.; »Scallop INT, 
Fla., via W alter.; **3,400. *3,000—MRA. 
**1,000—MOCA.

Scallop INT, Fla., via E alter.; Cross City, 
Fla., VOR via E alter.; *1,500. *1,200— 
MOCA.

Cross City, Fla., VOR via E alter.; Tallahas­
see, Fla., VOR via E alter.; *2,000. *1,600— 
MOCA.

Blue Ridge INT, Ga.; Murphy INT, N.C.; 
*8,000. *5,300—MOCA.

Murphy INT, N.C.; Howard INT, Tenn.; 8,000.
Section 95.6101 VOR Federal airway 

101 is amended to delete:
Kinzie, INT, Idaho; Int, 305° M rad Burley 

VOR and 269° M rad, Pocatillo VOR; 
*12,500. *9,200—MOCA.

Section 95.6101 VOR Federal airway 
101 is amended by adding:
Burley, Idaho, VOR; »Kinzie INT, Idaho; 

**8,000. *11,200—MCA Kinzie INT, north- 
westbound. **7,000—MOCA.

Kinzie INT, Idaho; Soldier INT, Idaho; north- 
westbound 12,500; southeastbound 8,000.
Section 95.6105 VOR F ederal airway 

105 is amended to read in part:
Casa Grande, Ariz., VOR; Phoenix, Ariz., 

VOR; *5,000. *4,200—MOCA.

Section 95.6120 VOR F ederal airway  
120 is amended to read in part:
Lewistown, Mont., VOR; Forest Grove INT, 

Mont.; *7,700. *7,500—MOCA.
Forest Grove INT, Mont.; Miles City, Mont., 

VOR; *9,000. *7,500—MOCA.

Section 95.6127 VOR Federal airway 
127 is amended to read in part:
Wyanet INT, HI.; Harmon INT, 111.; *2,600. 

*1,800—MOCA.
Harmon INT, Hl.; Polo, Hl., VOR; *2,600. 

*2,100—MOCA.

Section 95.6139 VOR F ederal airway 
139 is amended to read in part:
Cofield, N.C., VOR; »Sunbury INT, N.C.; 

**2,000. *2,500—MRA. * *1,300—MOCA.
Section 95.6156 VOR F ederal airway

156 is added to read:
Moline, 111., VOR; Bradford, 111., VOR; 2,800. 
Bradford, 111., VOR; Peotone, 111., VOR; *2,600 

*2,-100—MOCA.
Peotone, 111., VOR; Int, 138° M rad, Chicago 

Heights VOR and 096° M rad, Peotone VOR; 
*2,500. *2,200—MOCA.

Int, 138° M rad, Chicago Heights VOR and 
096° M rad, Peotone VOR; Int, 096° M rad, 
Peotone VOR and 237° M rad, Knox VOR; 
*4,000. *2,200—MOCA. - 

Int, 096° M rad, Peotone VOR and 237° M 
' rad Knox VOR; Knox, Ind., VOR; *2,500 

*2,100—MOCA.
Knox, Ind., VOR; Sohth Bend, Ind., VOR; 

*2,500. *2,000—MOCA.

Section 95.6157 VOR Federal airway
157 is amended to read in part:
Alma, Ga., VOR; »Baxley INT Ga.; 2,000. 

*3,000—MRA.
Baxley INT, Ga.; Allendale, S.C., VOR; 2,000.

Section 95.6163 VOR F ederal airway 
163 is amended to read in part:
San Antonio, Tex., VOR; Johnson City INT, 

Tex.; *3,300. *2,800—MOCA.
Johnson City INT, Tex.; Kingsland INT, Tex.* 

*4,000. *2,900—MOCA.

Section 95.6177 VOR Federal airway 
177 is amended to delete:
Fort Wayne, Ind., VOR; Claypool INT, Ind.; 

*2,600. *2,200—MOCA.

Claypool INT, Ind.; Int, 138° M rad, Chicago 
Heights VOR and 096° M rad, Peotone VOR; 
*4,000. *2,000—MOCA.

Int, 138° M rad, Chicago Heights VOR and 
096° M rad, Peotone VOR; Chicago Heights,
111., VOR; *2,600. *2,200—MOCA.

Fort Wayne, Ind., VOR; Monterey, Ind., VOR; 
*2,600. *2,200— MOCA.

Monterey, Ind., VOR; Chicago Heights, 111., 
VOR; *2,600. *2,200—MOCA.

Section 95.6198 VOR. Federal airway 
198 is amended to read in part:
»Bandera INT, Tex.; San Antonio, Tex., VOR;

**3,000. *4,300—MRA. **2,800—MOCA. 
Eagle Lake, Tex., VOR via N alter.; Humble, 

Tex., VOR via N alter.; *2,000. *1,500— 
MOCA.

Section 95.6214 VOR Federal airway 
214 is amended to read in part:
INT, 238° M rad, Appleton, Ohio and 277° M 

rad, Zanesville, Ohio, VOR; Zanesville, 
Ohio, VOR; 3,000.

Section 95.6222 VOR F ederal airway 
222 is amended to read in part:
San Antonio, Tex., VOR; Staples INT, Tex.; 

*3,000. *2,600—MOCA.
Staples INT, Tex.; Lockhart INT, Tex.; *2,600. 

*1,900—MOCA.
Lynchburg, Va., VOR; »Amherst INT, Va.; 

**3,000. *4,000—MRA. **2,600—MOCA.

Section 95.6225 VOR Federal airway 
225 is amended to read in part:
La Belle, Fla., VOR; Haven INT, Fla.; *2,000. 

*1,200—MOCA.
Haven INT, Fla.; Dixie Ranch INT, Fla.; 

*2,000. *1,100—MOCA.
Dixie Ranch INT, Fla.; Vero Beach, Fla., 

VOR; *2,000. *1,200—MOCA.

Section 95.6233 VOR Federal airway 
233 is added to read:
Roberts, 111., VOR; Knox, Ind., VOR; *2,500 

*2,100—MOCA.

Section 95.6243 VOR Federal airway 
243 is amended to read in part:
Jacksonville, Fla., VOR via W alter.; Cabins 

INT, Ga.; via W alter.; *2,000. *1,300— 
MOCA.

Jacksonville, Fla., VOR; Folkston INT, Ga • 
*2,000. *1,500—MOCA.

Section 95.6267 VOR F ederal airway 
267 is amended to read in part:
Paola INT, Fla.; Woodruff INT, Fla.; 2,100. 
Woodruff INT, Fla.; Barberville INT, Fla • 

*2,100. *1,300—MOCA.

Section 95.6278 VOR Federal airway 
278 is amended to read in p art:
Greenwood, Miss., VOR; College INT, Miss •

2 ,000.

Section 95.6332 VOR F ederal airway 
332 is amended to delete:
Moline, HI., VOR; Bradford, 111., VOR; 2,800. 
Bradford, 111., VOR; Peotone, 111., VOR; 

*2,600. *2,100—MOCA.
Peotone, 111., VOR; Knox, Ind., VOR; *2,600. 

*2,100—MOCA.
Knox, Ind., VOR; South Bend, Ind., VOR; 

*2,500. *2,000—MOCA.
Section 95.6422 Hawaii VOR Federal 

airway 22 is amended to read in part:
Barracuda INT, Hawaii; Sardine INT, Hawaii;

11,000.
Section 95.6422 VOR F ederal airway
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422 is amended to read in part:
Wolflake, Ohio, VOR; Findlay, Ohio, VOR; 

2,600.
Section 95.6427 VOR Federal airway 

427 is amended to delete:
Newcomerstown, Ohio, VOR; Briggs, Ohio, 

VOR; 3,000.
Section 95.6430 VOR Federal airway 

430 is amended to read in part:
Ironwood, Mich., VOR; Iron Mountain, Mich., 

VOR; *3,600. *3,100—MOCA.
Section 95.6443 VOR FederaLjairway  

443 is amended to read in part:
Tiverton, Ohio, VOR; Reedsburg INT, Ohio;

3,000.
Section 95.6455 VOR Federal airway 

455 is amended to read in part:
New Orleans, La., VOR via E alter.; Slidell 

INT, La., via E alter.; *1,500. *1,400— 
MOCA.

Slidell INT, La., via E alter.; Gulfport, Miss., 
VOR via E alter.; *1,800. *1,500—MOCA.
Section 95.6492 VOR F ederal airway 

492 is amended to read in part:
LaBelle, Fla., VOR via N alter.; »Haven INT, 

Fla., via N alter.; **2,000. *3,000—MCA 
Haven INT, southeastbound. **1,300— 
MOCA.

Haven INT, Fla., via N alter.; Sherman INT, 
Fla., via N alter.; *3,000. *1,100—MOCA. 

Sherman INT, Fla., via N alter.; Palm Beach, 
Fla., VOR via N alter.; *1,600. *1,300— 
MOCA.
Section 95.6500 VOR F ederal airway 

500 is amended to read in part:
* Boise, Idaho, VOR; Arrow Rock INT, Idaho; 

eastbound 9,000; westbound 8,000. *7,000— 
MCA Boise VOR, eastbound.

Arrow Rock INT, Idaho; Hill City INT, Idaho;
*11,500. *9,800—MOCA.

Hill City INT, Idaho; Soldier INT, Idaho;
*12,500. *9,200—MOCA.

Soldier INT, Idaho; Richfield INT, Idaho; 
*12,500, *8,200—MOCA.
Section 95.6506 VOR F ederal airway 

506 is amended to read in part:
»Kodiak, Alaska, VOR; Brooks INT, Alaska; 

* * 10,000. *4,000—MCA Kodiak VOR, north- 
westbound. **9,700—MOCA.

»Brooks INT, Alaska; King Salmon, Alaska, 
VOR; **5,000. *7,000—MCA Brooks INT, 
southeastbound. **4,500—MOCA.

Section 95.7030 J e t  Route No. 30 is 
amended to delete :

From , To, MEA, and MAA 
Front Royal, Va., VOR; Herndon, Va., VOR- 

TAC; 18,000; 45,000.
Section 95.7138 J e t  Route No. 138 is 

amended to delete:
San Antonio, Tex., VORTAC; Humble, Tex., 

VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.
Section 95.7138 J e t  Route No. 138 is 

amended by addiiig:
San Antonio, Tex., VORTAC; Houston, Tex., 

VORTAC; 18,000; 45,000.
2. By amending subpart D as follows: 
Section 95.8003 VOR Federal airway 

changeover points:

Airway segm ent: From ; to—changeover 
p oin t: D istance; from

V-15 is amended by adding:
Humble, Tex., VOR via E alter.; Navasota, 

Tex., VOR via E alter.; 17; Humble.
V-16 is amended by adding:

Pine Bluff, Ark., VOR; Memphis, Tenn., VOR; 
30; Pine Bluff.

V-34 is amended to delete:
Princeton, Maine, VOR; St. Johns, Canada, 

VOR; 36; Princeton.
V-119 is added to read:

Clarion, Pa., VOR; Bradford, Pa., VOR; 27; 
Clarion.

V-178 is added to read:
Lexington, Ky„ VOR; Bluefield, W. Va., VOR; 

96; Lexington.
Section 95.8005 J e t  routes changeover 

points:
J-8 6  is amended by adding:

Humble, Tex., VORTAC; Grand Isle, La., 
VORTAC; 135; Humble.

(Secs. 307, 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348, 1510)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 25, 
1969.

J ames P . R udolph,
Director,

Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 69-7690; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:45 a.m.]

Title 16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES

Chapter I— Federal Trade 
Commission

SUBCHAPTER A— PROCEDURES AND RULES OF 
PRACTICE

PART 15— ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS

Disclosure of Origin of Imported Com­
ponents Used in Fork Lift Trucks

§ 15.349 Disclosure of origin of im­
ported components used in fork lift 
trucks.

(a) In  response to a request for an 
advisory opinion, the Commission ad­
vised a company that one of its state­
ments would not be proper but that it 
would not object to its other proposed 
statement. The company had requested 
an opinion in regard to the proper mark­
ing and advertising of fork lift trucks 
made partly of imported components, 
with specific reference to the following 
two statements:

(1) “Assembled in U.S.A.”
(2) “Assembled in U.S.A. of compo­

nents of USA & Imports”.
(b) The trucks will be sold to indus­

trial users through various sales agen­
cies throughout the United States, and 
the agencies will have on display at least 
one or two models to show to prospective 
purchasers. It is anticipated that parts 
imported from Bulgaria will represent 
approximately 40 percent of total produc­
tion costs, parts, and labor assembly 
costs in the United States will represent 
30 percent and the remaining 30 percent 
will represent parts imported from one

of the following five countries: West Ger­
many, France, England, Denmark, and 
Japan. Thus approximately 70 percent of 
total production costs will consist of im­
ported components.

(c) In  the opinion which was ren* 
dered, the Commission concluded that it 
could not accept the first proposed state­
ment as being in conformity with section 
5 of the FTC Act. However, the Commis­
sion said, it would interpose no objection 
to the use of the second proposed dis­
closure—“Assembled in U.S.A. of com­
ponents of USA & Imports.”
(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Issued: July 1,1969.
By direction of the Commission.1 
[ seal] J oseph  W. S hea,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7754; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

PART 15— ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS

Accreditation Program for Producers 
of Concrete and Concrete Products

§ 15.350 Accreditation program for pro­
ducers of concrete and concrete 
products.

(a) The Commission rendered an ad­
visory opinion involving a proposed ac­
creditation program in the construction 
industry, including the award of a cer­
tificate of accreditation. The program is 
designed to upgrade and maintain the 
quality of a building material.

(b) Under the proposed program, the 
sole criterion for accreditation and the 
award of a certificate of accreditation of 
established firms will be provable ability 
to function effectively in the field of con­
crete construction, and any applicant 
who has a satisfactory record of accom­
plishment as certified by the architect 
or engineer for whom concrete work was 
done will be accredited. Certificates will 
be renewed annually solely on the basis 
of satisfactory performance during the 
preceding year. The failure to maintain 
satisfactory performance standards could 
result in deaccreditation and withdrawal 
of the right to use the certificate. General 
supervision of the proposed program of 
accreditations will be vested in a Board 
of Directors, no member of which will 
have any financial interest in the product 
as might affect his impartiality under the 
program. The Board will have the re­
sponsibility, among other matters, for 
insuring nondiscriminatory administra­
tion of and free access to the program.

(c) There will be no requirement for 
any applicant as to the length of time in 
business, his capital, or size of operation. 
Applicant firms with no previous experi­
ence in the industry but having person­
nel of sufficient background and experi­
ence in concrete construction or related 
fields and which express a desire to en­
gage in quality concrete constructions

1 Commissioner MacIntyre did not concur.
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will be accredited. All present and future 
applicants will have free, unrestricted 
and nondiscriminatory access to the pro­
gram, whether or not they are a member 
of any sponsoring organization. All non­
member applicants will be accorded an 
equal opportunity for accreditation at a 
cost no greater than and under condi­
tions no more onerous than those im­
posed upon comparably situated organi­
zation members for whom comparable 
services may be rendered. A uniform cer­
tificate of accreditation will be awarded 
to all who qualify.

(d) The Commission advised that it 
would not proceed against the practices 
so long as they are implemented in the 
manner described. The requesting party 
was advised further that in giving its 
approval to this request the Commission 
is expressing no opinion with respect to 
product standards which may be or are 
now established and that the approval 
will be of no force and effect should the 
proposed program of accreditation be. 
implemented in contravention of Com­
mission-administered law. The Commis­
sion added that should the proposed pro­
gram be adopted the Commission may, 
from time to time, wish to assure itself 
that it is being used for the limited pur­
poses intended.
(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58)

Issued: July 1,1969.
By direction of the Commission.1
[seal] J oseph  W . S hea,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7753; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

SUBCHAPTER C— REGULATIONS UNDER 
SPECIFIC ACTS OF CONGRESS 

[File No. 206-9-1]

PART 303— RULES AND REGULA­
TIONS UNDER THE TEXTILE FIBER 
PRODUCTS IDENTIFICATION ACT

Fiber Content of Special Types of 
Products

On March 27, 1969, the Commission 
issued a notice of amendment of § 303.10 
(Rule 10) of Part 303, rules and regula­
tions under the Textile Fiber Products 
Identification Act, “Fiber Content of 
Special Types of Products” so as to add 
a new paragraph thereto designated as 
paragraph (c), and to provide for the 
manner and form of disclosing the re­
quired fiber content information of 
textile fibers which contain com­
ponents combined at or prior to the time 
of initial extrusion which if separately 
extruded would fall within existing 
definitions of textile fibers as set forth in 
§ 303.7 (Rule 7) of the regulations under 
the aforesaid Act. Such notice was pub­
lished in the F ederal R eg ister  on March 
28, 1969 at 34 F.R. 5836.

The notice of amendment provided 
that paragraph (c) of § 303.10 (Rule 10)

1 Commissioner Jones did not concur.

would become effective 45 days after pub­
lication in the F ederal R eg ister . I t  was 
further provided that interested parties 
could submit written comments within 20 
days of the publication of paragraph (c) 
of § 303.10 (Rule 10) in the F ederal 
R eg ister  but this should not affect the 
effective date unless the Commission 
should so order.

Upon the indication of certain inter­
ested parties of a desire for a further 
period for comments, the time for the 
submission of written views and com­
ments in the matter was extended to 
May 15, 1969 by notice dated April 18, 
1969 and published in the F ederal R eg­
ist e r  on April 23,1969. The effective date 
of paragraph (c) of § 303.10 (Rule 10) 
of the rules and regulations under the 
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act 
was deferred until June 30, 1969.

In order to fully consider the neces­
sity of making certain clarifying revi­
sions in paragraph (c) of § 303.10 (Rule 
10), the effective date of the aforesaid 
paragraph (c) of § 303.10 (Rule 10) of 
the rules and regulations under the 
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act 
is deferred until July 30, 1969.

Issued: June 27, 1969.
By the Commission.
[ seal] J oseph  W . S hea,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7814; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:49 a.m.]

Title 29— LABOR
Chapter V— Wage and Hour Division,

Department of Labor
PART 608— HANDKERCHIEF, SCARF, 

AND ART LINEN INDUSTRY IN 
PUERTO RICO

Wage Order
Pursuant to sections 5, 6, and 8 of the 

Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (52 
Stat. 1062, 1064, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 
205, 206, 208) and Reorganization Plan 
No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR 1949-1953 Comp., 
p. 1004), and by means of Administrative 
Order No. 606 (34 F.R. 5434), the Secre­
tary of Labor appointed and convened 
Industry Committee No. 82-B for the 
handkerchief, scarf, and art linen in­
dustry in Puerto Rico, referred to the 
Committee the question of the minimum 
wage rate or rates to be paid under sec­
tion 6(c) of the Act to employees in the 
industry, and gave notice of a hearing 
to be held by the Committee.

Subsequent to an investigation and a 
hearing conducted pursuant to the 
notice, the Committee has filed with 
the Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
and Public Contracts Divisions of the 
Department of Labor a report contain­
ing its findings of fact and recommenda­

tions with respect to the matters referred 
to it.

Accordingly, as authorized and re­
quired by section 8 of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938, Reorganization 
Plan No. 6 of 1950, and 29 CFR 511.18, 
the recommendations of Industry Com­
mittee No. 82-B are hereby published, to 
be effective July 18, 1969, in this order 
amending section 608.2 of Title 29, Code 
of Federal Regulations. As amended, 
§ 608.2 reads as follows:
§ 608.2 Wage rates.

* * * * *
(a) Pre-1961 c o v e r a g e  classifica­

tions. * * *
(1) Hand-sewing on oblong scarves 

classification, (i) The minimum wage for 
this classification is $1.05 an hour.

* * * * *
(2) Other operations on oblong  

scarves classification, (i) The minimum 
wage for this classification is $1.25 an 
hour.

* * * * *

(3) Hand-sewing on products other  
than  oblong scarves classification, (i) 
The minimum wage for this classifica­
tion is 50 cents an hour.

* * * * *
(4) Other operations classification, (i) 

The minimum wage for this classification 
is 72 cents an hour.

* * * * *

(b) 1961 coverage classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica­
tion is $1.30 an hour.

* * * * *
(Secs. 5, 6, 8, 52 Stat. 1062, 1064, as amended; 
29 U.S.C. 205, 206, 208)

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 26th 
day of June 1969.

R obert D. M oran’ 
Administrator, W age and Hour 

and Public Contracts Divi­
sions, U.S. Departm ent o f  
Labor,

[F.R. Doc. 69-7819; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:49 a.m.]

Title 41— PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
ANO PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 5— General Services 
Administration

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
CHAPTER

This amendment of the General Serv­
ices Administration Procurement Regu­
lations prescribes policies and procedures 
which implement and supplement Sub­
part 1-3.8, Price Negotiation Policies and 
Techniques, of the Federal Procurement 
Regulations. The amendment expands 
Subpart 5-53.3, Audit of Contractors’ 
Records, in the areas of contract audit 
and the processing of contractors’ in­
voices or vouchers requesting payment 
under GSA contracts.
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PART 5-3— PROCUREMENT BY 
NEGOTIATION

The table of contents for Part 5-3 is 
amended to include the following revised 
entry:
5-3.809 Contract audit as a pricing aid.

Subpart 5-3.8— Price Negotiation 
Policies and Techniques

Section 5-3.809 is revised to read as 
follows:
§ 5 -3 .8 0 9  Contract audit as a pricing 

aid.
The Contract Audits Division, Office of 

Audits and Compliance, and the Area 
Audits and Compliance Offices perform 
contract audits as a pricing aid upon re­
quest of a contracting officer pursuant to 
§§ 1-3.801, 1-3.809, and Subpart 5-53.3. 
Such requests shall be -in writing and 
shall be directed to the appropriate au­
dits and compliance office. In  addition, 
they shall describe the problem, specify 
the purpose to be served by the audit, 
and identify any areas for particular 
pricing (or other) effort or emphasis, 
such as to review the contractor’s ac­
counting or estimating system.

PART 5-53— CONTRACT 
ADMINISTRATION

The table of contents for Part 5-53 is 
amended to include the following revised 
and new entries:
Sec.
5-53.303

5-53.305

5-53.305-1
5-53.305-2

5-53.305-3

5-53.305-4

5-53.306
5-53.307

Types of contracts subject to 
audit.

Payments under contracts sub­
ject to audit.

General.
Submission and processing of in­

voices or vouchers.
Action upon receipt of an audit 

report.
Suspensions and disapprovals of 

amounts claimed.
Additional internal controls.
Deviation.

Subpart 5—53.3— Audit of 
Contractors’ Records

Subpart 5-53.3 is revised to read as 
follows:
§ 5-53.301 General. .

The Contract Audits Division, Office of 
Audits and Compliance, and the Area 
Audits and Compliance Offices conduct 
contract audits (i.e., examinations) of 
contractors’ records to the extent that 
such audits are required by law, regula­
tion, or sound business judgment. Such 
audits include the conduct of periodic 
or réquested audits of contractors as 
are warranted by such matters as the 
financial condition, integrity, and reli­
ability of the contractor and prior audit 
experience, adequacy of the accounting 
system, and the amount of unaudited 
claims (see also § 5—3.809). In  order that 
the Government can benefit to the maxi­
mum extent from such audits, a coordi­
nated and cooperative effort shall be 
made by contracting officers, technical 
specialists, and finance and audit per­
sonnel (see §§1-3.801 and 5-53.102). It  
is the responsibility of the contracting

officer to have an audit clause inserted in 
all contracts subject to audit pursuant to 
§ 5-53.303.
§ 5—53.302 Purpose of audit.

In  addition to the provisions of 
§ 1-3.809, Contract audit as a pricing aid, 
audits are conducted to advise and make 
recommendations to the contracting 
officer concerning the:

(a) Propriety of amounts paid, or to 
be paid, by GSA to contractors where 
such amounts are based on a cost or time 
determination or on variable features re­
lated to the results of contractors’ 
operations;

(b) Adequacy of measures taken by 
contractors regarding the use and safe­
guarding of Government assets under 
their custody or control;

(c) Compliance by contractors with 
contractual provisions having financial 
implications, such as progress payments, 
advance payments, guaranteed loans, 
cash return provisions, and price adjust­
ments. The adequacy of a contractor’s 
accounting system and controls shall be 
evaluated by contract audit (see § 1-3.809 
(a )(1 ) )  before inclusion of a Progress 
Payments clause in a contract, as.pro­
vided in §§ 1-30.506 and 5-30.550(b) (3). 
A similar evaluation shall be made prior 
to the making of any advance payments 
or guaranteed loans pursuant to Parts 
1-30 and 5-30;

(d) Reasonableness of contractors’ 
settlement proposals in termination of 
contracts (see § 1-8.207);

(e) Compliance with contract provi­
sions; and

(f) Contractors’ financial condition 
and ability to perform or to continue to 
perform under Government contracts.
§ 5 -53 .3 0 3  Types of contracts subject to 

audit.
(а) The following types of contracts 

in excess of $2,500 shall include the Ex­
amination of Records by GSA clause 
(§ 5-53.304):

(1) Cost-reimbursement type con­
tracts (see §§ 1-3.405 and 1-3.814-2 (e) ) ;

(2) Advertised or negotiated contracts 
involving the use or disposition of Gov­
ernment-furnished property (see § 5-53.- 
102(b) ) ;

(3) Where advance payments progress 
payments based on costs, or guaranteed 
loans are to be made (see § 5-53.302(c ) ) ;

(4) Contracts for supplies or services 
containing a price warranty or price re­
ductions clause;

(5) Contracts or leases involving in­
come to the Government where the in­
come is based on operations that are un­
der the control of the contractor or 
lessee; -

(б) Fixed-price contracts with escala­
tion (see §§ 1-2.104-3 and 1-3.404-3), in­
centives (see §§ 1-3.404-4 and 1-3.407), 
and redetermination (see -§§ 1-3.404-5 
and 1-3.404-7);

(7) Requirements and indefinite quan­
tity (call-type) contracts (see §§ 1—2.- 
104-4 and 1-3.409; see also § 5-53.306 for 
additional internal controls);

(8) Time and materials and labor- 
hour contracts (see §§ 1-3.406-1 and 1-

3.406-2; see also § 5-53.306 for additional 
internal controls) ; and

(9) Leases (i) where the rental is sub­
ject to adjustment (such as for a change 
in real estate taxes or service costs) or 
(ii) where the rental is dependent upon 
actual costs.

(b) In  some of the contracts listed in 
paragraph (a) of this § 5-53.303, it may 
be appropriate to contractually define the 
scope or extent of aay audit, such as with 
respect to (1) the use or disposition of 
Government-furnished property or (2) 
variable or other special features of the 
contract, e.g., price escalation, and com­
pliance with the price warranty or price 
reductions clauses. In  such cases, the 
contract clause in § 5-53.304 may be ap­
propriately modified with the concur­
rence of the (1) Office of General Coun­
sel or Regional Counsel and (2) Contract 
Audits Division or the Area Audits and 
Compliance Office, as appropriate.

(c) Inclusion of the contract clause in 
§ 5-53.304 (whether or not modified) in 
contracts does not affect in any way the 
requirements for (1) use of the Exami­
nation of Records clause permitting re­
view of contractor books and records by 
the Comptroller General (see § 1-3.814-2
(e) ) or (2) the clauses on Audit and Rec­
ords pertaining to the verification of cost 
or pricing data (see § 1-3.814-2).

(d) A copy of each contract, or modi­
fication, of the types described in § 5-53.- 
305-1 (a) subject to audit shall be fur­
nished promptly after execution to the 
Contract Audits Division, Office of Audits 
and Compliance, General Services Ad­
ministration, Washington, D.C. 20405, or 
to the Area Audits and Compliance Office, 
as appropriate.
§ 5—53.304 Contract clause.

The following contract clause is pre­
scribed for use as provided in § 5-53.303: 

E xa m in a tio n  o f  R ecords b y  GSA
The Contractor agrees that the Admin­

istrator of General Services or any of his 
duly authorized representatives shall, until 
the expiration of 3 years after final payment 
under this'contract, or of the time periods 
for the particular records specified in Part 
1-20 of the Federal Procurement Regulations 
(41 CFR Part 1-20), whichever expires 
earlier, have access to and the right to ex­
amine any books, documents, papers, and 
records of the Contractor involving trans­
actions related to this contract or com­
pliance with any clauses thereunder.

The Contractor further agrees to include 
in all his subcontracts hereunder a provi­
sion to the effect that the subcontractor 
agrees that the Administrator of General 
Services or any of his duly authorized rep­
resentatives shall, until the expiration of 3 
years after final payment under the subcon­
tract, or of the time periods for the particular 
records specified in Part 1—20 of the Federal 
Procurement Regulations (41 CFR Part 1- 
20), whichever expires earlier, have access 
to and the right to examine any books, docu­
ments, papers, and records of such subcon­
tractor, involving transactions related to the 
subcontract or compliance with any clauses 
thereunder. The term “subcontract” as used 
in this clause excludes (a) purchase orders 
not exceeding $2,500 and (b) subcontracts 
or purchase orders for public utility services 
at rates established for uniform applicability
to the general public.
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§ 5-53.305 Payments under contracts 

subject to audit.
§ 5—53.305—1 General.

(a) The contracting officer shall not 
approve the initial payment invoice or 
voucher until he has consulted with the 
Contract Audits Division or the Area 
Audits and Compliance Office, where the 
invoices or vouchers are under:

(1) Cost-reimbursement type con­
tracts ;

(2) The cost-reimbursement portion 
of fixed-price type contracts ;

(3) Time and materials or labor-hour 
contracts; or

(4) Fixed-price contracts providing 
for (i) progress payments based on 
costs, (ii) advance payments, (iii) guar­
anteed loans, or (iv) incentives or 
redetermination.

(b) The contracting officer shall not 
approve the final payment (completion) 
invoice or voucher for such contracts, 
nor for the final payment or settlement 
of other contracts subject to audit (see 
§5-53.303) prior to the (1) receipt and 
review of the contract audit report or (2) 
consultation with the Contract Audits 
Division or the Area Audits and Compli­
ance Office if no audit is to be conducted; 
provided, that this paragraph (b) shall 
not apply to fixed-price contracts with 
escalation where no price revision (up­
ward or downward) is to be made.
§ 5—53.305—2 Submission and process­

ing of invoices or vouchers.
(a) Contractors shall be required to 

submit the invoices or vouchers described 
in § 5-53.305-1 directly to the contract­
ing officer. The processing of invoices or 
vouchers prior to payment for work or 
services rendered shall include a review 
by the contracting officer, or his desig­
nated representative, to determine that 
the nature of items and amounts 
claimed are in consonance with the con­
tract terms, represent prudent business 
transactions, and are within any stipu­
lated contractual limitations (see § 5 - 
53.102). The contracting officer must in­
sure that these payments are commen­
surate with physical and technical 
Progress under the contract. If  the con­
tractor has not deducted from his «viaim 
amounts which are questionable or 
which are required to be withheld, the 
contracting officer shall make the re­
quired deduction, except as provided in 
§ 5-53.305-3.
8 s m  Sul)j ec  ̂ t°  the provisions of 
s &-53.305-1, approval by the contracting 
officer of any payment, including any 
specific approval as to the nature or 
amount of a cost, shall be noted on (or 
attached to) the invoice or voucher (see 
or example, § 1-15.107 regarding ad­

vance understandings on particular cost 
Jtems). The invoice or voucher shall be 
mrwarded to the appropriate accounting 
center and retained therein after certi- 
nca,tion and scheduling for payment to 
a disbursing office.
§ 5-53.305-3 Action upon receipt of an 

audit report.
reP°rts shall be furnished to the 

contracting officer, with a copy to the

appropriate accounting center. Upon re­
ceipt of an audit report, the contracting 
officer shall, pursuant to contract terms 
and the guidelines of § 5-53.102, deter­
mine the allowability of all costs covered 
by audit, giving full consideration to the 
auditor’s recommendations. Where the 
contracting officer is in doubt or ques­
tions the recommendations of the audi­
tor, deductions need not be made from 
invoices or vouchers for provisional pay­
ments. The contracting officer in such 
cases, however, shall confer with the 
auditor and other appropriate Govern­
ment personnel (such as a price specialist 
or legal counsel) to determine what 
further action should be taken regarding 
the items of cost in question. If  the con­
tracting officer disagrees with the audi­
tor’s recommendations, the contracting 
officer shall prepare a statement for the 
contract file to support and justify his 
decision and shall furnish the auditor 
with a copy of such statement (see also 
§ 1-3.811).
§ 5—53.305—4  Suspensions and disap­

provals of amounts claimed.
The contracting officer shall notify the 

appropriate accounting center in writing 
when amounts claimed for payment are
(a) suspended tentatively, (b) disap­
proved as not being allowable according 
to  contract terms, or (c) not reasonably 
incident or allocable to performance of 
the contract. Such notice by the con­
tracting officer shall be the basis for the 
issuance by the accounting center of 
GSA Form 533, Administrative Differ­
ence Statement. A copy of GSA Form 
533 shall be attached to each copy of the 
invoice or voucher from which the de­
duction has been made, including an ex­
planation of the deduction. ..Control over 
the issuance of GSA Form 533 shall be 
maintained by the accounting center.
§ 5—53.306 Additional internal controls.

As a supplement to the contractual 
right to audit (see § 5-53.303) contractor 
records in time and materials, labor- 
hour, requirements, and indefinite quan­
tity (call-type) contracts, the contract­
ing officer, (with the assistance of the 
Contract Audits Division or the Area 
Audits and Compliance Office) shall es­
tablish appropriate internal controls or 
procedures prior to the performance of 
those contracts with respect to any flex­
ible or variable features. For example, if 
a tune and materials, or labor-hour con­
tract is performed (on a Government fa ­
cility or elsewhere) subject to observa­
tion or overall supervision by Govern­
ment personnel (see § 1-3.406-1 (b ) ), ap­
proval of time records may be provided 
for as incidental to the Government su­
pervision. Any reasonable and reliable 
method or procedure may be established, 
to account for such matters as the time 
spent on the job, and materials or sup­
plies received, which will assist the con­
tract auditor and the contracting officer 
to determine the correctness of the 
charges to the contract.

§ 5—53.307 Deviation.
(a) Except as provided in paragraph

(b) of this § 5-53.307, approval of any 
deviation (see § 5-1.108(b) (1)) in indi­
vidual cases from the contract audit re­
quirements of the Federal Procurement 
Regulations or General Services Admin­
istration Procurement Regulations shall 
be made by the Head of the appropriate 
Central Office Service or Staff Office only 
after consultation with the Deputy Di­
rector, Office of Audits and Compliance 
(Audits).

(b) The contracting officer and the 
Deputy Director, Office of Audits and 
Compliance (Audits), or the Area Au­
dits and Compliance Office may agree 
to limit the application of specific con­
tract audit requirements in individual 
cases, such as where the possible cost- 
benefits of the audit do not warrant the 
assignment of audit resources or where 
audit resources are unavailable; pro­
vided, that the stated urgency of a pro­
posed procurement or other contract ac­
tion shall not alone be adequate justifi­
cation for such a waiver (see § 1-3.801-3 
with respect to the avoidance of require­
ments. issued on an urgent basis and 
§ 1-3.809(b) (2) with respect to the al­
lowance of as much time as possible for 
the audit work).
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c))

Effective date. This amendment is ef­
fective June 24, 1969.

Dated: June 24,1969.
R obert  L. K unzig, 

Adm inistrator o f G eneral Services.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7733; Filed, Ju ly  1, 1969;

8:45 a jn .]

Chapter 6—-Department of State
[Dept. Reg. 108.604]

PART 6-1— GENERAL
Subpart 6—1.4— Procurement 
Responsibility and Authority

D esignation ; D iplomatic and Consular 
P osts L ocated O utsid e th e  United  
S tates

In § 6-1.404-2(c) subparagraph (5) is 
amended by adding a new subdivision 
(iv) to read as follows:
§ 6—1.404—2 Designation.

* * * * *
(C ) *  *  *

(5) Diplomatic and consular posts 
located  outside th e United States. * * * 

(iv) When expressly authorized by a 
U.S. Government agency which does not 
have an authorized contracting officer at 
the post, the officers named above in this 
subparagraph may enter into contracts 
for and on behalf of that agency. The 
exercise of this authority is subject to the 
provisions of the regulatory or other 
contracting officer designation issued by 
the contracting agency and any relevant 
administrative support or other inter­
agency agreement. Statutory authorities 
and regulations of the contracting agency 
are applicable to contracts entered into
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pursuant to this authority and the con­
tracting agency is responsible for in­
forming the individual it has designated 
to act as its contracting officer of per­
tinent statutes and regulations which 
supplement, implement or deviate from 
Chapter 1 of this title. In  view of the con­
tracting officer’s responsibility for the 
legal, technical, and administrative suffi­
ciency of the contracts he enters into, 
questions regarding the propriety of pro­
curement actions that the post is re­
quested to take pursuant to this author­
ity may be referred to the Department 
for resolution with the headquarters of 
the agency concerned.

* * * ■ * *
(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390, as amended- 40 
U.S.C. 486(c) sec. 4, 63 Stat. I l l ;  22 U.S.C. 
2658)

I dar R im estad , 
Deputy Under Secretary  

fo r  Administration.
J une 12,1969.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7767; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

Title 47— TELECOMMUNICATION
Chapter I— Federal Communications 

Commission 
[FCC 69-700]

PART 0— COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATION

Authority Delegated
1. The Commission has before it a 

number of informal requests from stand­
ard broadcast stations looking toward 
on-the-air identification with a commu­
nity other than the community of license. 
These requests fall short of the principal 
city signal criteria required by § 0.281 
(kk) of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations.

2. Five requests of this nature are cur­
rently pending, as follows:

- a. WINE(AM) (940 kHz, 1 kw, D ), 
Brookfield, Conn., requesting a Brook- 
field-Danbury identification. Although 
the station’s 5 mv/m contour encom­
passes Danbury, its 25 mv/m signal does 
not reach the city.

b. WAAM(AM) (1600 kHz, 1 kw, 5 kW, 
DA-2, LS, U ), Ann Arbor, Mich., request­
ing an Ann Arbor-Ypsilanti identifica­
tion. Ypsilanti is totally encompassed by 
the station’s 5 mv/m contour, day and 
night. However, the 25 mv/m signal, 
although covering the main business 
district by day, falls to 8 mv/m at night.

c. WVOL(AM) (1470 kHz, 1 kw, 5 kw- 
LS, DA-2, U ), Berry Hill, Tenn„ request­
ing a Berry Hill-Nashville identification. 
The station’s 5 mv/m and 25 mv/m con­
tours cover the entire city of Nashville 
during the day. At night, the 5 mv/m 
signal covers Nashville with some inter­
ference at the edges; a 10 mv/m interfer­
ence-free contour covers 75.5 percent of 
the city.

d. WDAE(AM) (1250 kHz, 5 kw, DA-1, 
U ), Tampa, Fla., requesting a Tampa-St. 
Petersburg identification. The entire city

of St. Petersburg receives a signal inten­
sity of 8 mv/m both day and night, and 
the business area receives a signal of 
about 15 mv/m, both day and night.

e. KIKO(AM) (1340 kHz, 250 W, 1 kw- 
LS, U ), Miami, Ariz., requesting a Miami- 
Globe identification. The station’s 5 
mv/m and 25 mv/m contours cover the 
entire city of Globe during the day. How­
ever, the 25 mv/m signal, although cov­
ering the main business district by day, 
falls short at night.

3. By memorandum opinion and order 
of October 25, 1967 (10 FCC 2d 527), the 
Commission delegated to the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau—section 0.281 (kk) — 
authority to waive the AM and FM 
station identification requirements 
(§§ 73.117 and 73.287 of the rules, respec­
tively) so as to permit stations to iden­
tify with all communities lying within 
their principal city contours as defined 
in §§ 73.188(b) for AM and 73.315(a) for 
FM. Only strict compliance with this 
standard was viewed as justifying mul­
tiple-city identification.

4. We find no sound basis for deviating 
from this determination. In  conventional 
application processing, principal city cov­
erage is generally considered essential to 
insure the necessary premium grade of 
service to the principal community or 
communities served. A fortiori, no less 
should be required for multiple-city 
identification purposes. Arguments based 
on similarity of program needs as a 
means of justifying dual-city requests 
must be rejected because of the tran­
sitory nature of programing judgments.

5. Moreover, it cannot be demonstrated 
to our satisfaction that strict compliance 
with the principal city coverage require­
ment will result in measurable hardship 
to the stations affected. Commission 
policy already permits a station which 
falls short of such coverage to identify 
“promotionally” with communities lying 
within its lesser coverage area (after 
recitation of call letters and station loca­
tion) . In our public notice adopted Octo­
ber 11, 1967, examples of permissible 
promotional-identification announce­
ments were cited—See 10 FCC 2d 407, 
Example 3. For instance, a station as­
signed to the hypothetical city Millville 
which puts a less than principal city 
signal over the hypothetical city of 
Clarkston could identify as follows: 
“Station X X X X , Millville, serving Mill­
ville and Clarkston.” Clearly, insofar as 
the listening public is concerned, promo­
tional announcements of this character 
serve essentially the same purpose as do 
hyphenated identifications granted un­
der § 0.281 (k k ):

6. The amendment herein ordered is 
intended to implement the foregoing 
determination by delegating to the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, authority to dismiss 
requests for multiple-city identification 
which do not show strict compliance with 
principal city coverage requirements. 
Since the amendment relates to internal 
Commission practice, the prior notice 
and effective date provisions of the Ad­
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553) need not be observed. Authority for 
the adoption of this amendment is con­

tained in sections 4(i),  303(p), and 303 
(r) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended.

7. Accordingly, it is ordered, Effective 
July 3, 1969, that the above-referenced 
requests for multicity station identifica­
tion are dismissed, and § 0.281 (kk) of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations 
is amended as set forth below.
(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)

Adopted: June 25, 1969.
Released: June 27, 1969.

F ederal Communications 
Co m m issio n ,1

[ sea l] B en F . W aple,
Secretary.

In  Part 0 of Chapter 1 of Title 47, Code 
of Federal Regulations, §0.281 (kk) is 
amended to read as follows:
§ 0.281 Authority delegated.

*  *  *  *  *

(kk) For waiver of the provisions of 
§§ 73.117 and 73.287 of this chapter to 
permit multiple-city identification, 
where the additional community or com­
munities with which identification is 
sought are provided with the minimum 
principal city signal intensity specified 
in §§ 73.188(b) and 73.315(a) of this 
chapter for AM and FM broadcast sta­
tions, respectively; and to dismiss re­
quests for multiple-city identification 
which do not meet principal city cover­
age requirements.

* * * * *
[F.R. Doc. 69-7786; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. 18541 etc.; FCC 69-701]

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES

Table of Assignments in Carthage, 
Miss, et al.

In the matter of amendment of § 73.- 
202, Table o f  assignments, FM Broadcast 
Stations (Carthage, Miss., Mifflinburg, 
Pa., Forest City, Iowa, Hampton, S.C., 
Tylertown, Miss., French lack, Ind., New 
Boston, Tex., Breckenridge, Minn., Mi- 
nocqua, Wis., Charleston, Miss., and 
Southampton, N .Y .); Docket No. 18541, 
RM-1396, RM-1398, RM-1401, RM-1410, 
RM—1411, RM-1412, RM-1415, RM-1419, 
RM-1421, RM-1430, RM-1433.

1. The Commission has under con­
sideration its notice of proposed rule 
making issued on May 5, 1969 (FCC 69- 
475, 34 F.R. 7446), inviting comments on 
a number of changes in the FM Table of 
Assignments as advanced by various in­
terested parties. All comments and data 
filed in response to the notice were con­
sidered in making the following determi­
nations. There were no opposing com­
ments filed. Except as noted, the popu­
lation figures were taken from the I960 
U.S. Census. The following decision dis­
poses of all subject petitions, except 
RM-1433, Southam pton, N.Y., which will 
be included in a subsequent order.

1 Commissioner Bartley absent.
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2. RM-1396, Carthage, Miss. (M ere­

dith Colon John ston ) ;  RM-1398, Mifflin- 
burg, Pa. (Wireline Radio, In c . ) ; RM - 
1401, Forest City, Iow a (Marvin L. Hull) 
RM—1410, Hampton, S.C, (Hampton  
County Broadcasters, In c .) ; RM-1411, 
Tylertown, Miss. (Tylertown B roadcast­
ing C o.); RM-1412, French Lick, Ind. 
(Wireless o f  In d ia n a ) ; RM-1415, New 
Boston, Tex. (Bowie County Broadcasting  
Co., Inc . ) ; RM-1421 Minocqua, Wis. 
(Tomahawk Broadcasting Co. ) ; RM - 
1430, Charleston, Miss. (Dixie B road­
casting Co., In c .) . In the above cases in­
terested parties seek the assignment of a 
first Class A channel in a com m unity 
without requiring any other changes in 
the Table.1 The communities range in 
size from 1,532 persons for Tylertown, 
Miss., to 2,930 persons for Forest City, 
Iowa. None of the communities are a part 
of an urbanized area (1960 Census) and 
each appears to warrant the proposed 
assignment. We are of the view that 
adoption of each proposal would serve 
the public interest and are therefore 
making the following additions to the 
FM Table of Assignments:

Channel
City No.

French Lick, Ind___ ____ 261A
Forest City, Iowa________ 272A
Carthage, Miss__ :__ _iL__ 252A
Charleston, Miss________ 272A
Tylertown, Miss  ___ ;  249A
Mifflinburg, Pa___ _____   252A
Hampton, S.C____________  276A
New Boston, Tex_________ 240A
Minocqua, Wis_________   240A

3. RM-1419, Breckenridge, Minn. On 
February 22, 1969, Interstate Broadcast­
ing Corp., permittee of Station K K W B- 
FM, Channel 269A, Breckenridge, Minn., 
filed a petition seeking substitution of 
Channel 285A for 269A at Breckenridge, 
and modification of the KKW B-FM  au­
thorization to specify operation on 
Channel 285A.

4. In support of its petition, Inter­
state states that during equipment test 
operation on Channel 269A it received 
numerous complaints of interference 
being caused to reception of television 
Station KTHI-TV, Channel 11, Fargo, 
N. Dak., in the Breckenridge, M inn -  
Wahpeton, N. Dak. area. As a result 
of the interference, regular program 
operation was only attempted for 2 
hours over a 2-day period. The sta- 
»  has been silent since December 
1968. a  meeting during equipment 
tests was held with the area TV serv­
icemen for the purpose of providing rec­
ommendations by the KKW B-FM  engi­
neers for eliminating the interference. 
Jfre public was similarly informed 
through a release in the local newspaper. 
Petitioner notes that the majority of 
complaints appeared to be caused by 
overloading of TV receivers by the pri­
mary signal of KKW B-FM, which caused 
the receivers, in turn, to generate a

. 0 f the places listed, Carthage and Tyler- 
an+?’ ,Miss-> and Hampton, S.C., are each 

Dorlzed an AM daytime-only station, 
an > c°mPeting applications are pending for 
Tex daVtirne-only facility at New Boston,

second harmonic within themselves, the 
latter resulting in direct interference to 
the reception of the relatively weak sig­
nal of Channel 11. It  is the opinion of the 
petitioner that a majority of the com­
plaints could be eliminated by filters ap­
plied at the TV receivers and tuned to the 
KKW B-FM  fundamental frequency. 
However, claiming that many com­
plainants are reluctant to go to the ex­
pense of a corrective filter installation, 
it is urged that it would be in the public 
interest to permit the proposed channel 
change for KKW B-FM  in order to avoid 
the TV interference experienced.

5. As we noted in the notice, by virtue 
of the general availability of other chan­
nels in the area, it does not appear that 
any community having a probable future 
need would be deprived of a channel by 
the proposed change, nor does it appear 
that the problem would be transferred 
to another area. The proposal therefore 
conforms with our announced policy 
concerning FM channel changes to avoid 
television interference. See public notice: 
Policy to Govern the Change in FM 

' Channels to Avoid Interference to Tele­
vision Reception, released February 3, 
1966, FCC 66-106, 6 R R  2d 672. There 
were no comments filed in opposition to 
the proposal. We are therefore of the 
opinion that substitution of Channel 
285A for 269A, at Breckenridge, Minn., 
is warranted and that modification of 
the KKW B-FM  authorization accord­
ingly would serve the public interest.

6. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments contained herein is con­
tained in sections 4(i),  303, 307(b), and 
316 of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended.

7. In  view of the foregoing: I t  is 
ordered, That effective August 4, 1969, 
section 73.202 of the Commission’s rules, 
the FM Table of Assignments, is 
amended to read, with respect to the 
communities listed below, as follows:

City
Indiana:

Channel No.

French Lick 
Iowa:

-  ------- 261A

Forest City 
Minnesota:

-------------  272A

Breckenridge 
Mississippi:

-------------  285A

Carthage -------------  252A
Charleston _
Tylertown 

Pennsylvania:
Mifflinburg 

South Carolina:
------------- 252A

Hampton .... 
Texas:

------------- 276A

New Boston 
Wisconsin:

------------  240A

Minocqua ------------  240A
8. I t  is fu rther ordered, That the out­

standing construction permit held by 
Interstate Broadcasting Corp., for S ta ­
tion KKW B-FM  on Channel 269A at 
Breckenridge, Minn., is modified, to 
specify operation on Channel 285A sub­
ject to the following condition:

(a) The permittee shall submit to the 
Commission by August 4, 1969, all the 
technical information required for the 
issuance of a modified construction per­
mit specifying operation on Channel 
285A.

(Secs. 4, 803, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 
1066, 1082, 1083; sec. 316 66 Stat. 717; 47 
U.S.C. 154, 303, 307, 316)

Adopted: June 25, 1969.
Released: June 27, 1969.

F ederal Communications 
Co m m issio n ,1 

[sea l] B en F . W aple,
Secretary .

[F.R. Doc. 69-7787; Filed July 1, 1969; 
8 :47 a.m.]

Title 49— TRANSPORTATION
Chapter X— Interstate Commerce 

Commission
SUBCHAPTER A— GENERAL RULES AND 

REGULATIONS 
[S.O. 1008, Amdt. 2]

PART 1033— CAR SERVICE
Illinois Terminal Railroad Co. Author­

ized To Operate Over Tracks of
Illinois Central Railroad Co.

At a session of the Interstate Com­
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
25th day of June 1969.

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1008 (33 F.R. 14959, 34 
F.R. 5997), and good cause appearing 
therefor:

I t  is ordered, That:
Section 1033.1008 Illinois Terminal 

R ailroad Co. authorized to operate^over 
tracks o f  Illinois Central R ailroad Co. of 
Service Order No. 1008 be, and it is 
hereby amended by substituting the fol­
lowing paragraph (f) for paragraph (f) 
thereof:

(f) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., September 30, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 30 
1969.
(Secs. 1, 12, 15, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 
384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12, 15, and 
17(2). Interprets or applies secs. 1(10-17) 
15(4), and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended 
54 Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 
1 7 (2 )).

It  is fu rther ordered, That copies of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the rail­
roads subscribing to the car service and 
per diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement; and that notice of this 
order shall be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at Wash­
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board.

[ seal] H. Ne il  G arson,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7793; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

1 Commissioner Bartley absent; Commis­
sioner Cox dissenting in part.
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[ Corrected Second Rev. S.O. 1023, Arndt; 1]

PART 1033— CAR SERVICE
Demurrage and Detention Charges 

on Freight Cars
At; a session of the Interstate Com­

merce Commission, Division 3, held at its 
office in Washington, D.C., on the 26th 
day of June 1969.

Upon further consideration of Cor­
rected Second Revised Service Order No. 
1023 (34 F.R. 8920), and good cause 
appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That:
Section 1033.1023 Demurrage and  

detention charges on freight cars of Cor­
rected Second Revised Service Order No.

1023 be, and it is hereby, amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (j) 
for paragraph (j) thereof:

(j) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 6:59 a.m., September 1, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 6:59 a.m., July 1, 
1969.
(Secs. 1, 12, 15, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 
384, as amended: 49 U.S.C. 1, 12, 15, and 
17(2). Interprets or applies secs. 1(10-17), 
15(4). and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended 54 
Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 
17(2))

It  is fu rther ordered, That copies of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the rail­
roads subscribing to the car service and 
per diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement: and that notice of this 
order shall be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at Wash­
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Division 3.
[sea l] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[P.R. Doc. 69-7794; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]
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Proposed Rule Making
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Consumer and Marketing Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 68 ]
REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS FOR

INSPECTION AND CERTIFICATION
OF C E R T A I N  AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES AND PRODUCTS
THEREOF

Notice of Proposed Rule Making
Pursuant to the administrative proce­

dure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, notice 
is hereby given that the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture is proposing a revision of 
the Part 68 regulations (7 CFR Part 68) 
under authority contained in sections 203 
and 205 of the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946, 60 Stat. 1087 and 1090, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1622 and 1624).

Statement o f considerations. On 
June 5, 1969, a postponement of effective 
dates for revision of Part 68 regulations 
(7 CFR Part 68) was published in the 
Federal R eg ister  (34 F.R. 8963) to allow 
adequate consideration to comments and 
views submitted by the rice industry. As 
a result of subsequent meetings with the 
rice industry, the following amendments 
are proposed:

1. Section 68.16a would be amended 
to read:
§ 68.16a Issuance of corrected certifi­

cate.
(a) If any error is made in an inspec­

tion, a corrected inspection certificate 
may be issued in accordance with in­
structions issued by the Director. The 
term “error” shall be deemed to include 
any error of commission or error of 
omission.

(b) The original and copies of the cor­
rected certificate shall be Issued as 
promptly as possible to the same inter­
ested persons as received the incorrect 
certificate.

(c) The corrected certificate shall 
supersede the incorrect inspection certif­
icate previously issued. The corrected 
certificate shall clearly identify by cer­
tificate number and date the incorrect 
certificate which it supersedes.

The issuing inspector shall obtain 
the original and all copies of the super­
seded incorrect certificate if possible. If 
the inspector is unable to obtain the 
original and all copies of the superseded 
certificate, he shall, to the extent possi­
le . notify all parties to the transaction, 
to prevent misuse of the superseded 
certificate.

2. Section 68.21 would be amended to 
read:

§ 68.21 How to obtain an appeal inspec­
tion.

(a) An application for appeal inspec-
on may be made by any interested

party who is dissatisfied with the results 
of an inspection.

(b) The application shall be made in 
writing or by telegraph and shall be filed 
in the office of a Supervising Inspector.

(c) The inspection certificate for the 
inspection appealed from shall be sub­
mitted with the application or as soon 
thereafter as possible.

(d) This paragraph is applicable to 
rice inspection only: Except as may be 
agreed upon by the interested parties, 
the application shall be filed before the 
rice has left the place where the inspec­
tion appealed from was made and not 
later than the close of business on the 
second business day following the date 
of the inspection appealed from, which 
time of filing may be extended by the 
Supervising Inspector for good cause 
shown.

(e) Subject to the limitations in para­
graphs (f) and (g) of this section, an 
appellant may request that an appeal lot 
inspection be based on the official file 
sample, or based on a new sample if the 
lot can be positively identified by the 
Supervising Inspector as the lot which 
was previously inspected and the entire 
lot is available for sampling and exam­
ination. However, only one appeal in­
spection may be obtained from any 
original inspection.

(f) Subject to the limitations in para­
graph (g) of this section, at the option 
of the Supervising Inspector, an appeal 
lot inspection shall be based on the 
sample or samples which are considered 
most representative of the lot.

(g) An appeal inspection shall be 
limited to a review of the sampling pro­
cedure and an analysis of the official file 
sample when, as a result of the original 
inspection, the commodity was found to 
be contaminated with filth or to contain 
a deleterious substance. If  it is deter­
mined that the sampling procedures 
were improper, a new sample shall be 
obtained if the lot can be positively iden­
tified by the Supervising Inspector as the 
lot which was previously inspected and 
the entire lot is available for sampling 
and examination.

All persons who desire to submit writ­
ten data, views, or arguments in con­
nection with the aforesaid proposals 
should file same in duplicate with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agri­
culture, Room 112, Administration Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. 20250, not later 
than the 30th day after publication of 
this notice in the F ederal R eg ister . All 
written submissions made pursuant to 
this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

Done at Washington, D.C., this 26th 
day of June 1969.

G . R . G range, 
Deputy Administrator, 

M arketing Services.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7769; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]

[ 7 CFR Part 1133 1 
[Docket No. AO-275-A20]

MILK IN INLAND EMPIRE 
MARKETING AREA

Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market­
ing Agreement and 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 a public hearing to be held at 
the Holiday Inn, Sunset Highway, 
Spokane, Wash., beginning at 9:30 a.m., 
local time, on Wednesday, July 9, 1969, 
with respect to proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order, regulating the handling of 
milk in the Inland Empire marketing 
area.

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions 
which relate to the proposed amend­
ments, hereinafter set forth, and any ap­
propriate modifications thereof, to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order.

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval of 
the Secretary of Agriculture.

Proposed by Inland Empire Dairy As­
sociation and Spokane Milk Producers 
Association, Spokane, Wash.:

Proposal No. 1. Amend § 1133.8(a) (1) 
to read “the lesser of 100,000 pounds or 
10 percent” instead of the present phrase 
which reads, “the lesser of 250,000 pounds 
or 20 percent.”

Proposal No. 2. Delete § 1133.51(d) of 
the order dealing with the Supply- 
Demand adjustment to the Class I  price.

Proposed by Arden-Mayfair, Inc., 
Spokane, Wash.:

Proposal No. 3. Amend § 1133.13(b) to 
read: (b) Products other than Fluid 
Milk Products, from any source (includ­
ing those processed at the plant) which 
are reprocessed in connection with or 
converted to a Class I  Fluid Milk prod­
uct in the plant during the month. The 
skim milk components of such products 
shall be as follows :

(1) A weight equal to the weight of 
the volume increase caused by nonfat
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milk solids in dry milk solids or con­
densed milk or skim milk products used 
for the fortification of, or as an additive 
to, Class I  Fluid Milk products.

Proposal No. 4. Amend § 1133.40 by 
deleting in its entirety the following 
sentence: “If  any of the water contained 
in the milk from which a product is 
made is removed before the product is 
utilized or disposed of by a handler, the 
pounds of skim milk used or disposed 
of in such product shall be considered to 
be an amount equivalent to the nonfat 
milk solids contained in such product, 
plus all the water originally associated 
with such solids/'

Proposal No. 5. Amend § 1133.41(a) to 
provide that Fluid Milk Products con­
centrated and disposed of in packaged 
form shall be Class I  in an amount equal 
to the skim milk and butterfat used to 
produce the quantity of such products 
disposed of.

Proposed by the Dairy Division, Con­
sumer and Marketing Service:

Proposal No. 6. Amend § 1133.80(d) 
(1) by deleting the words “An advance” 
where it appears and substituting there­
for the words “A partial.”

Proposal No. 7. Make such changes as 
may be necessary to iiake the entire 
marketing agreement and order conform 
with any amendments thereto that may 
result from the hearing.

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the Mar­
ket Administrator, James A. Burger, 
West 55 Mission Avenue, Spokane, 
Wash. 99201, or from the Hearing^Clerk, 
Room 112-A, Administration Building, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20250 or may be there 
inspected.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
June 26, 1969.

J ohn C. B lum ,
Deputy Administrator, 

Regulatory Programs.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7770; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration 
[ 49 CFR Ch. Ill 1

[Docket No. 69-7; Notice No. 1]

INFLATABLE OCCUPANT RESTRAINT 
SYSTEMS

Advance Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making

The Administrator is considering the 
issuance of a Federal Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard requiring the installa­
tion of, and specifying performance re­
quirements for, inflatable occupant 
restraint systems or other passive oc­
cupant restraint systems which provide 
comparable protection in passenger cars, 
multipurpose passenger vehicles, thicks, 
and buses.

Effective restraint of occupants dur­
ing motor vehicle crashes is a funda­
mental goal of the Administration’s 
motor vehicle safety program. The value 
of safety belts, which are required by 
existing motor vehicle safety standards, 
in reducing deaths and injuries has been 
proven. Nevertheless, the Administrator 
has concluded that safety belts alone do 
not represent the optimum solution to 
the problem of preventing deaths and 
reducing the severity of injuries caused 
primarily by the “second collision” that 
occurs when the occupant is hurled 
against the vehicle’s interior. The prin­
cipal disadvantage of safety belts is that 
only a very low percentage of the motor­
ing population, as reported in the Presi­
dent’s recent Report on th e  Administra­
tion o f th e National Traffic and Motor 
Vehicle Safety  Act o f 1966 (at pages 16- 
18), presently takes -advantage of the 
life-saving restraint protection they 
afford.

For these reasons, the interests of 
motor vehicle safety demand the prompt 
development and installation of passive 
restraint systems. One very promising 
system, now in its final development 
stages, is commonly referred to as the 
“air bag,” a device which, in the event of 
potentially injurious deceleration, auto­
matically inflates in front of the occupant 
within a few hundredths of a second 
after the initial crash contact.

A device such as the air bag has enor­
mous advantages over traditional re­
straint systems. I t  is automatic. It  dis­
tributes the heavy loads generated in 
motor vehicle crashes over a large area 
of the body enabling occupants to ex­
perience much higher crash forces with­
out injury. I t  cushions occupants during 
the crash.

Many leading safety authorities have 
endorsed the concept of providing air 
bags or other passive occupant restraint 
systems which provide comparable pro­
tection in motor vehicles. The National 
Motor Vehicle Safety Advisory Council, 
established by Public Law 89-563 to con­
sult with the Secretary of Transportation 
on motor vehicle safety standards, in a 
formal recommendation to the Secretary 
recently urged an accelerated effort in 
implementing inflatable passive restraint 
system developmental efforts, including 
appropriate administrative actions to as­
sist in the early installation of such a 
system in motor vehicles.

For these reasons, the Administrator 
has under consideration a motor vehicle 
safety standard that would require 
manufacturers to install some type of 
passive occupant restraint system in new 
motor vehicles. Because of the protection 
such a restraint system would provide, 
it is desirable that the system be pro­
vided in new motor vehicles as soon as 
possible, and not later than January 1, 
1972.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit written data, views, or arguments 
pertaining to this advance notice. Com­
ments must identify the docket number 
and must be submitted in 10 copies to 
the Docket Section, Federal Highway 
Administration, Room 512, 400 Sixth 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. All

comments received before the close of 
business 90 days after the date this 
notice is published in the F ederal R eg is­
ter will be considered by the Administra­
tor. All comments will be available in 
the Rules Docket for examination both 
before and after the closing date for 
comments.

The Administrator requests the sub­
mission of information, including test 
results, test methods, test procedures, 
and other data concerning inflatable or 
other passive occupant restraint systems 
which provide comparable protection 
now under development or being con­
sidered. He particularly invites such in­
formation with respect to the following:

(1) Crash conditions under which the 
system should and should not deploy, 
e.g., deceleration levels and directions of 
impact.

(2) Deployment and deflation times 
and positioning of the system compo­
nents, when inflated, in relation to the 
vehicle interior and vehicle occupants.

(3) Performance of the system in rela­
tion to the biomechanical characteristics 
of vehicle occupants, including recom­
mended loads on the various portions 
of the human body, recommended noise 
and pressure levels, and other factors.

(4) The extent to which existing Fed­
eral Motor Vehicle Safety Standards 
dealing with impact protection and oc­
cupant restraint should be changed to 
reflect the issuance of a standard requir­
ing installation of passive restraint 
systems.

(5) Design considerations such as 
reliability, maintenance, serviceability, 
environmental and other factors relating 
to the performance of such a system.

(6) Cost consequences of a standard 
requiring such a system, and the earliest 
practicable dates on which motor vehi­
cles can be equipped with inflatable or 
other passive occupant restraint systems.

This advance notice of proposed rule 
making is issued under the authority of 
sections 103 and 119 of the National 
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 
1966 (15 U.S.C. 1392, 1407) and the dele­
gation of authority at 49 CFR 1.4(c).

Issued on June 26,1969.
F. C. T urner,

F ederal Highway Administrator.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7782; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969', 

8:47 a.m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
[47  CFR Parts 81, 83, 85, 87, 89, 

91, 93, 95, 99 1
[Docket No. 18588; FCC 69-707]

LICENSE TERMS .
Notice of Proposed Rule Making
1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 

rule making in the above-entitled matter.
2. Public Law 87-439, 76 Stat. 58, ap­

proved April 27, 1962, amended section 
307(e) of the Communications Act to 
remove the restriction against granting

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 126— WEDNESDAY, JULY 2, 1969



PROPOSED RULE MAKING 11149

a license renewal in the Safety and Spe­
cial Radio Services more than 30 days 
prior to the expiration of the license 
term. As a result, although the rules do 
not spell out the practice, in most of those 
services we currently treat applications 
for modification as applications for both 
modification and renewal and make 
grants for full 5-ÿear terms, the maxi­
mum allowed under the Act. We hereby 
propose to amend the rules to reflect this 
practice.

3. In the Public Safety Radio Services, 
except in the Special Emergency Radio 
Service, modifications are normally 
granted only for the balance of the un­
expired term of the license being modi­
fied. This is done so that practically all 
of the Public Safety Radio Services li­
censes in a particular state will expire 
on the same day, month, and year. The 
year of expiration is advanced in 4-year 
increments. The scheduled expiration 
dates vary from State to State. Thus, the 
expiration dates of licenses for State 
X would successively be July 1, 1969,* 
July 1, 1973; July 1, 1977; for State Y  
they would be August 1, 1969; August 1, 
1973; August 1, 1977; etc. Licenses for 
new stations are thereafter issued to ex­
pire on the State’s next scheduled expira-. 
tion date, except where that would result 
in less than a 1-year term, in which event 
the State’s next succeeding expiration 
date is used. The same procedure is used 
to compute the term of a modified license 
issued during the last 12 months of the 
original license term. In the Special 
Emergency Radio Service we follow the 
practice, described in paragraph 2, of 
issuing licenses, modifications, and re­
newals for full 5-year terms.

4. To maintain the expiration schedule 
for Public Safety radio stations neces­
sitates a sizable amount of work on the 
part of the Commission. The practice of 
issuing modifications for full 5-year 
terms would greatly reduce the number 
of renewal applications which we now 
have to process in the Public Safety 
Radio Services. We have found that about 
one-fourth of all Public Safety licenses 
are modified each year. If  each were 
treated as a renewal, it would mean that 
oyer a 4-year period we would reduce 
significantly the number of applications 
filed solely for renewal. The renewal ap­
plications filed would be for only those 
station licenses not modified during the 
license term. Even as to those, there 
should be at least a 20 percent reduction 
ln renewal processing workload inasmuch 
as those licenses would be renewed only 
every 5 years, instead of every 4 years as 
under the existing expiration schedule, 
ft follows that there would also result a 
savings in processing time to the li­
censees, who would have fewer applica­
tions to be concerned with.

5. The current rule concerning license 
terms in the Disaster Communications 
service, § 9915> was adopted in contem­
plation of the use of an expiration sched­
ule like that used in the Public Safety 
ftadio Services. However, such a schedule 
s not used in the Disaster Communica- 
10ns Service. Accordingly, we propose to 

amend that section to reflect the actual 
Practice followed, which conforms to the

practice in the other Safety and Special 
Services.

6. In the Amateur Radio Service there 
are special operating time and code speed 
requirements which must be satisfied 
prior to a renewal grant. Therefore, a 
modification application is not routinely, 
granted for a full license term, but only 
for the balance of the unexpired term, 
unless accompanied by a specific request 
for renewal and a statement concerning 
satisfaction of the renewal requirements. 
We contemplate no change in this prac­
tice and, therefore, propose no change in 
the Amateur Radio Service rujes.

7. Accordingly, we propose to amend 
the rules in Parts 81, 83, 85, 87, 89, 91, 93, 
95, and 99 as set forth in the attached 
appendix, so that they will reflect our 
current licensing practices and will con­
form the licensing practices in the Public 
Safety Radio Services to those of the 
other Safety and Special Radio Services.

8. Certain kinds of applications for 
radio stations (specified in section 309 
of the Communications Act and § 1.962 
of our rules) may not be granted earlier 
than 30 days following the issuance of a 
public notice. Generally, the public notice 
is required for new and renewal applica­
tions and also for applications for modi­
fication of licenses involving substantial 
changes. An application for minor modi­
fication of license of a 309(b) station 
will be granted, if in order, only for the 
remainder of the license term and, as 
provided by section 309(c) of the Act 
and § 1.962(b) of our rules, will not be 
put on public notice. However, when such 
an applicant requests a new full term in 
an application for a minor modification, 
we will treat the application as one for 
modification and renewal and will issue 
a public notice as required by the Act 
and our rules.

9. The proposed amendments of the 
rules are issued pursuant to authority 
contained in sections 4(i) and 303 (r) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended.

10. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com­
ments on or before August 4, 1969, and 
reply comments on or before August 14, 
1969. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action is 
taken in this proceeding. In reaching its 
decision in this proceeding, the Com­
mission may also .take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi­
tion to the specific comments invited by 
this notice.

11. In  accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules, an 
original and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur­
nished the Commission.

Adopted: June 25, 1969.
Released: June 27, 1969.

* F ederal Communications 
Co m m issio n ,1

[sea l] B en  F . W aple,
Secretary.

1 Commissioners Bartley and Wadsworth 
absent; Commissioner Johnson concurring in 
result.

1. Section 81.65(a) is amended to read : 
§ 81.65 License term.

(a) Licenses for stations in the mari­
time service will normally be issued for a 
term of 5 years from the date of original 
issuance, modification, or renewal.

* * * * *
. 2. Section 83.63(a) is amended to read : 
§ 83.63 License term.

(a) Licenses for stations in the mari­
time service will normally be issued for a 
term of 5 years from the date of original 
issuance, modification, or renewal.

* * * * *
3. Section 85.61 (a) is amended to read : 

§ 85.61 License term.
(a) Licenses for Alaska-public fixed 

stations and stations J n  the maritime 
services in Alaska will normally be issued 
for a term of 5 years from the date of 
original issuance, modification, or 
renewal.

*  *  *  4« *

4. In  § 87.49 the headnote and para­
graph (a) are amended to read:
§ 87.49  License term.

(a) Licenses for stations in the Avia­
tion Services will normally be issued for 
a term of 5 years from the date of original 
issuance, modification, or renewal.

* * * * *
5. In  § 89.73 paragraph (a) is amend­

ed to read :
§ 89.73 License term. »

(a) License for stations in the Public 
Safety Radio Services will normally be 
issued for a term of 5 years from the date 
of original issuance, modification, or 
renewal.

* * * * *
6. In  § 91.63 paragraph (a) is amend­

ed to read :
§ 9 1 .6 3  License term.

(a) Licenses for stations in the In ­
dustrial Radio Services will normally be 
issued for a term of 5 years from the date 
of original issuance, modification, or 
renewal.

* * * * *

7. In § 93.63 paragraph (a) is amend­
ed to read:
§ 93.63 License term.

(a) Licenses for stations in the Land 
Transportation Radio Services will 
normally be issued for a term of 5 years 
from the date of original issuance, modi­
fication, or renewal.

* * * * *
8. In § 95.33 the headnote and text are 

amended to read:
§ 95.33 License term.

Licenses for stations in the Citizens 
Radio Service will normally be issued for 
a term of 5 years from the date of 
original issuance, modification, or 
renewal.

9. Section 99.15 is amended to read:
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§ 99.15 License term.
Licenses in the Disaster Communica­

tions Service will normally be issued for 
a term of 5 years from the date of 
original issuance, modification, or 
renewal.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7788; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

[47  CFR Parts 2, 81, 83, 87]
SUBALLOCATION OF FREQUENCY 

BAND ETC.
Notice of Proposed Rule Making
In the matter of amendment of Parts 

2, 81, 83 and 87 of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations to suballocate, provi­
sionally, the frequency band 1535-1660 
MHz in the interest of fostering develop­
mental programs for aeronautical and 
maritime purposes; Docket No. 18550; 
a petition for amendment of Parts 2 and 
87 of the Commission’s rules.and regula­
tions to provide for the use and develop­
ment of an airborne collision avoidance 
system; RM-1201.

1. The Commission has received a tele­
gram from Bonzer, Inc., requesting that 
the time for filing comments in this 
proceeding be extended to July 7, 1969. 
In  support of its request, Bonzer states 
that it desires to submit comments but 
did not become aware of the proceeding 
until June 19, 1969, the day before com­
ments were to be filed.

2. Bonzer, Inc., may be able to furnish 
information which would be helpful to 
the Commission in making a determina­
tion in this proceeding. The extension 
requested, moreover, will not interfere 
with the conduct of this proceeding or 
delay its outcome. Accordingly, a grant 
of the requested extension is in the public 
interest. This extension should also, of 
course, apply to the filing of reply 
comments.

3. In  view of the foregoing: It  is 
ordered, Pursuant to § 0.251(b) of the 
rules and regulations, That the time for 
filing comments in this proceeding is ex­
tended to July 7, 1969, and that the time 
for filing reply comments is extended to 
July 17,1969.

Adopted: June 25, 1969.
Released: June 26,1969.

F ederal Communications 
Co m m issio n ,

[ seal] D aniel R. Ohlbaum ,
Deputy G eneral Counsel.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7789; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

[ 47 CFR Part 91 ]
[Docket No. 18589; FCC 69-708]

USE OF FREQUENCIES ALLOCATED 
FOR LAND MOBILE OPERATIONS 
ON AIRPORTS
Notice of Proposed Rule Making
1. In  the second report and order in 

Docket No. 13847 (FCC 68-128, 33 F.R. 
3114), released February 9, 1968, the

Commission made available 10 frequency 
pairs in the Business Radio Service for 
use in connection with the servicing and 
supplying of aircraft at airports serving 
urbanized areas of 200,000 or more popu­
lation. The new rules provide for the use 
of two-frequency communication systems 
at air terminals with a maximum permis­
sible power of 20 watts output for the 
base-mobile frequencies and 3 watts in­
put for the mobile only frequencies. Sub­
ject to certain antenna limitations, mo­
bile stations may also be used to provide 
the function of a base station on the mo­
bile only frequencies. The rule making 
also established criteria by which other 
users in the Business Radio Service could, 
on a geographic basis, share these fre­
quencies. In or near urbanized areas of 
200,000 or more population, low-power 
in-plant, yard area type Business Radio 
systems are permitted to use these fre­
quencies to within 5 miles of the bound­
aries of established airports serving these 
areas.

2. A petition for rule making seeking 
to amend the Commission’s rules gov­
erning the use of aviation terminal fre­
quencies was filed by Aeronautical Radio, 
Inc. (ARINC), on May 31, 1968. In  its 
petition, ARINC asked that § 91.554 of 
the rules be changed to allow base station 
operation on the mobile only frequencies 
with a maximum power output of 3 watts 
because the present limitation of 3 watts 
input provides neither the flexibility of 
use nor protection they believe desirable 
for this service. The petitioner requests 
that ope^tion of low power stations near 
airports by other Business users be placed 
on a secondary noninterference basis to 
air terminal operations. In  addition, 
ARINC asks for rule changes that would 
require frequency coordination between 
air terminal users and other Business 
users operating low power installations 
near the protected airports. These 
changes are requested because air termi­
nal users are not, in ARINC’s opinion, 
afforded adequate protection under the 
present rules.

3. ARINC believes that the present rule 
provisions will result in serious deroga­
tion of the air terminal use. They main­
tain that 3-watt mobile stations used as 
base stations, located 5 miles from an 
airport boundary and transmitting over 
a nonobstructed path, would override 
signals from hand held portable equip­
ment on the airport. Even on a coordi­
nated basis, ARINC feels that such oper­
ations could cause harmful interference 
to, and may impair, airport operations to 
an extent that will render them useless 
and ineffectual. In view of the fact that 
many of the subject channels will be 
shared by several airline users, they re­
quest that we provide an additional safe­
guard by adding the following conditions 
to rules governing their use: “Such o p er­
ation will be on a secondary noninter­
ference basis to Air Terminal use in pro­
tected areas. Prior coordination is 
required with the Air Terminal users in 
the associated area.”

4. The provision for use of air ter­
minal frequencies by other Business users 
at locations 5 miles or more from the

boundaries of established airports serving 
the 87 largest urbanized areas is designed 
to permit more efficient use of these fre­
quencies outside of aviation terminal 
locations. Power limitations and mileage 
separations established in Docket 13847 
are believed to be adequate to prevent 
interference to air terminal operations. 
No new facts have been presented that 
would indicate that these provisions are 
not adequate. During the short time this 
geographic sharing provision has been 
in effect, we have had no reported cases 
of interference. We do not believe that 
sufficient operating experience has been 
accumulated under the new rule provi­
sions to warrant modification at this 
time, and the request to place other Busi­
ness use on a secondary noninterference 
basis will be denied.

5. The Commission recently adopted a 
memorandum opinion and order and no­
tice of proposed rule making in Docket 
No. 18406, released December 18, 1968, 
which deals with possible changes in the 
rules to require frequency coordination 
for certain specific frequencies in the 
Business Radio Service including those 
made available for use at air terminals. 
In view of this, ARINC’s request that we 
require frequency coordination for 
shared use of aviation terminal frequen­
cies will not be considered in this pro­
ceeding.

6. We propose to grant the request for 
an increase in permissible power to 5 
watts input on aviation terminal mobile 
frequencies. Other Business users sharing 
these frequencies at distances between 5 
and 75 miles of the boundaries of airports 
serving urbanized areas of 200,000 or 
more population would, however, con­
tinue to be limited to a maximum of 3 
watts input power. The increase in maxi­
mum power should permit the desired 
flexibility sought by the petitioner. Al­
though petitioner asked for an increase 
in the permissible output power, to main­
tain consistency with other provisions of 
the rules, power will be specified in terms 
of input power to the final radio fre­
quency stage.

7. The petitioner also requests that a 
few footnote be added to the rules gov­
erning use of the air terminal frequen­
cies to provide for single-frequency 
simplex operation on either base or 
mobile frequencies on a secondary non­
interference basis to, and with no pro­
tection from, normal two-frequency 
operations on the same frequencies. 
Simplex operation on base station fre­
quencies is permitted under the present 
rules (limitation (35) of § 91.554(b)), 
and licensees of such systems are afforded 
no protection from interference from 
base station^ of two-frequency systems. 
In  addition, a mobile unit transmitting 
on a mobile only frequency may be used 
to provide the functions of a base sta­
tion; however, the separation between 
the control point and antenna may not 
exceed 25 feet. In view of these provi­
sions, we do not believe any further rule 
making looking towards base station use 
of mobile only frequencies is warranted. 
To provide the greater flexibility desired 
by the petitioner, we proposed to modify 
the 25-foot limitation to permit a greater

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 126— WEDNESDAY, JULY 2, 1969



horizontal separation between the 
antenna site and the control point. The 
modified rule will limit only the vertical 
separation to 25 feet, and the control 
point may be placed anywhere it may be 
needed on the air terminal site.

8. The proposed amendments, as set 
forth below are issued pursuant to the 
authority contained in sections 4(i) and 
303 of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended.

9. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in section 1.415 of the Com­
mission’s rules, interested persons may 
file comments on or before August 4, 
1969, and reply comments on or before 
August 14, 1969. All relevant and timely 
comments and reply comments will be 
considered by the Commission before 
final action is taken in this proceeding. 
In reaching its decision, the Commis­
sion may also take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi­
tion to the specific comments invited 
by this notice.

10. In accordance with the provisions 
of section 1.419 of the Commision’s

(b) * * *
(42) Maximum permissible power in­

put for stations on airports is 5 watts. 
Each station authorized on this fre­
quency will be classified and licensed as 
a mobile station. Any units of such a 
station, however, may be used to provide 
the functions of a base station, provided 
no harmful interference is caused to mo­
bile unit operations and further provided, 
that the vertical separation between the 
control point or ground level and the cen­
ter of the radiating portion of the an­
tenna of any units so used shall not 
exceed 25 feet.

* * * * *
[F.R. Doc. 69-7790; Plied, July 1, 1969;

8:47 a.m.]

PROPOSED RULE MAKING
Rules, an original and 14 copies of all 
statements, briefs, or comments filed 
shall be furnished the Commission.

Adopted: June 25, 1969.
Released: June 27, 1969.

F ederal Communications 
Co m m issio n ,1 

[ seal] B en F . W aple,
Secretary.

Part 91 of the Commission’s rules is 
amended as follows:

In § 91.554, paragraph (a) is amended 
by the deletion from the frequency table 
limitations on the entries beginning 
465.650 and ending 465.875 and substi­
tuting the limitations as set forth below. 
Paragraph (b) is amended by adding a 
new subparagraph (42), as follows:
§ 91.554 Frequencies available.

(a) * * *

1 Commissioners Bartley and Wadsworth 
absent; Commissioner Johnson concurring 
in result.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION

E 49 CFR Part 1041 ]
[No. MC—C-3437 (SUB-No. 4) ]

AIR DELIVERY SERVICE ET AL.
Interpretation of Operating Rights 

Authorizing Service at Designated 
Airports

J une 27, 1969.
Petitioners: Air Delivery Service, Bay- 

shore Air Freight, Inc., Con-O-V-Air 
Freight Service, Inc., Harbourt Air 
Freight Service, Inc., Pollard Delivery

11151
Service, Inc., and Trans Jersey Airfreight 
Service, Inc.

Petitioners’ representative: Russell S. 
Bernhard, 1625 K  Street NW., Washing­
ton, D?C.20006.

By petition filed May 8, 1969, peti­
tioners request the Commission to insti­
tute a rulemaking proceeding for the 
purpose of amending Subpart B of Part 
1041, of Chapter X, 49 CFR, by the adop­
tion of an additional section as follows:
§ 1041.23 Operating authority to serve 

named airports.
A certificate or permit issued to a mo­

tor carrier of property pursuant to Part 
II  of the Interstate Commerce Act (49 
U.S.C. 301 et seq.) authorizing service 
to or from the air freight terminals of 
direct and indirect air carriers utilized 
by such air carriers and in handling 
property moving into or out of such air­
ports by aircraft, when such air freight 
terminals are located outside the bound­
aries of such airports.

No oral hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but anyone wishing to make repre­
sentations in favor of, or against, the 
above-proposed institution of a rule- 
making proceeding may do so by the 
submission of written data, views, or 
arguments. An original and 14 copies of 
such data, views, or arguments shall be 
filed with the Commission on or before 
August 11, 1969. Each such statement 
shall contain a statement of position 
with respect to the proposed rule-making 
proceeding, and a copy thereof shall be 
served upon petitioners’ representative.

Notice to the general public of the 
matter herein under consideration will 
be given by depositing a copy of this no­
tice in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Commission for public inspection and by 
filing a copy thereof with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission.
[ seal] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7795; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]

Frequency 
or band

Class of station(s) General reference Limitation s

465.650 
465.675 
465. 700

* * *
Mobile.................................

.......do.........................................

.......do............ .....................

* * *

465. 726 .......do.................................
466.750 
465. 77S .

.......do.................................. .

.......do........................................
465.800 ........do.........................................
465.825 .___ do_____________
465.850 ....... do......................................... .
465.875 .-----do_______________

* * * * * * * * * * * *

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 126— WEDNESDAY, JULY 2, 1969



11152

Notices
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Fiscal Service
[Dept. Circ. 570, 1968 Rev., Supp. No. 17]

THE FULTON INSURANCE COMPANY
Change of Name to John Deere 

Insurance Company
The Fulton Insurance Company, New 

York, N.Y., a New York corporation, has 
formally changed its name to John 
Deere Insurance Company, effective 
May 12, 1969. A copy of Certificate of 
Amendment of the Certificate of Incor­
poration of The Fulton Insurance Com­
pany approved by the Insurance Depart­
ment of the State of New York on May 12, 
1969, changing the name of The Fulton 
Insurance Company to John Deere In ­
surance Company, has been received and 
filed in the Treasury.

A new Certificate of Authority as an 
acceptable surety on Federal bonds, 
dated May 12, 1969, has been issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
John Deere Insurance Company, New 
York, New York, under sections 6 to 13 
of title 6 of the United States Code, to 
replace the Certificate issued June 1, 
1968 to the Company under its former 
name, The Fulton Insurance Company. 
The underwriting limitation of $295,000 
previously established for the Company 
remains in effect until June 30, 1969. A 
new underwriting limitation of $307,000 
io r the Company will become effective 
July 1,1969.

The change in name of The Fulton In ­
surance Company does not affect its 
status or liability with respect to any 
obligation in favor of the United States 
or in which the United States has an 
interest, which it may have undertaken 
pursuant to the Certificate of Authority 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury.

Certificates of Authority expire on 
June 30 each year, unless sooner revoked 
and new Certificates are issued on 
July 1, so long as the companies remain 
qualified (31 CFR Part 223). A list of 
qualified companies is published annually 
as of July 1, in Department Circular 570, 
with details as to underwriting limita­
tions, areas in which licensed to transact 
fidelity and surety business and other 
information. Copies of the Circular, when 
issued, .may be obtained from the Treas­
ury Department, Bureau of Accounts, 
Audit Staff, Washington, D.C. 20226.

Dated: June 26,1969.
J ohn K . Carlock, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7813; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:49 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management 

COLORADO
Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey

1. Plat of survey of the lands described 
below will be officially filed in the Land 
Office, Denver, Colo., effective at 10 a.m. 
on July 31,1969.

S ix t h  P rin c ipa l  Merid ia n , Colorado

Dependent resurvey of a portion of the 
south boundary of T. 1 S., Rs. 78 and 79 W., 
and a metes and bounds survey of Exchange 
Survey No. 375, and four irregular tracts des­
ignated Tracts 37, 38, 39, and 40 in unsur­
veyed T. 2 .S., Rs. 78 and 79 W.

The areas described aggregate 8,970.52 
acres of Federally owned lands and
1.776.94 acres of private lands'.

2. Tracts 37, 38, and 39 containing
1.776.94 acres are private lands.

3. Tract 40 containing 10.22 acres of 
public lands is a redesignation of lot 3 as 
shown on supplemental diagram of frac­
tional sec. 5, said T. 2 S., R. 78 W., dated 
January 31,1911.

4. Exchange Survey No. 375 contain­
ing 8,960.30 acres is entirely within the 
Arapaho National Forest. Since the lands 
are withdrawn for the national forest 
they will not be subject to disposition 
under the general public land laws by 
reason of the official filing of this plat.

3 . E llio tt  H all, 
M anager, Colorado Land Office.

J une 25, 1969.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7784; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

[New Mexico 4829]

NEW MEXICO
Notice of Classification, Correction 

J une 25, 1969.
The notice of classification published 

in the F ederal R eg ister  on January 11, 
1969 (34 F.R. 485), as Document No. 
69-376, is corrected as follows:

1. Line 7 of the first paragraph, change 
Hidalgo County to McKinley and Valen­
cia Counties.

2. This correction is the result of an 
amendment of the offered lands received 
on May 14, and May 29, 1969, following 
publication of notice of classification on 
January 11, 1969. The record showing 
comments received and other informa­
tion is on file and can be examined in 
the New Mexico Land Office, Post Office 
and Federal Building, Federal Place, 
Santa Fe, N. Mex. 87501.

W. J .  Anderson, 
S tate Director.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7785; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Consumer and Marketing Service 

[Marketing Agreement 146]

PEANUTS; 1969 CROP
Incoming and Outgoing Quality Regu­

lations and Indemnification
Pursuant to the provisions of sections 

5, 31, 32, 34, and 36 of the marketing 
agreement regulating the quality of do­
mestically produced peanuts heretofore 
entered into between the Secretary of 
Agriculture and various handlers of 
peanuts (30 F.R. 9402) and upon recom­
mendation of the Peanut Administrative 
Committee established pursuant to such 
agreement and other information it is 
hereby found that the appended “In­
coming Quality Regulation— 1969 Crop 
Peanuts”, “Outgoing Quality Regula­
tion—1969 Crop Peanuts” and the 
“Terms and Conditions of Indemnifica­
tion—1969 Crop Peanuts”, which modify 
or are in addition to the provisions of 
sections 5, 34, 32, and 36 of said agree­
ment will tend to effectuate the objec­
tives of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended, and 
of such agreement and should be issued.

The Peanut Administrative Committee 
has recommended that . the appended 
“Incoming Quality Regulation—1969 
Crop Peanuts”, “Outgoing Quality Reg­
ulation—1969 Crop Peanuts” and the 
“Terms and Conditions of Indemnifica­
tion—1969 Crop Peanuts” be issued so as 
to implement and effectuate the provi­
sions of the aforementioned sections of 
the marketing agreement. The 1969 
peanut crop year begins July 1 and pro­
cedures and regulations for opérations 
under the agreement should be estab­
lished thereby affording handlers maxi­
mum time to plan their operations 
accordingly. The handlers of peanuts 
who will be affected hereby have signed 
the marketing agreement authorizing 
the issuance hereof, they are .represented 
on the Committee which has prepared 
and recommended these quality regula­
tions and terms and conditions of in­
demnification for approval.

Upon consideration of the Committee 
recommendation and other available in­
formation the appended “Incoming 
Quality Regulation—1969 Crop Pea­
nuts”, “Outgoing Quality Regulation- 
1969 Crop Peanuts” and the “Terms and
Conditions of Indemnification— 1969
Crop Peanuts” are hereby approved this 
27th day of June, 1969.

Dated: June 27, 1969.
F loyd F. H edlund,

Director,
Fruit and Vegetable Division.
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NOTICES 11153
I ncoming Qu a lity  R egulation—1969 

Crop P eanuts

The following modify section 5 of the 
peanut marketing agreement and modify 
or are in addition to the restrictions of 
section 31 on handler receipts or acquisi­
tions of 1969 crop peanuts:

(a) M odification o f section 5, para­
graphs (b), (c), and (d ) . Paragraphs 
(b), (c ) , and (d) of section 5 of the pea­
nut marketing agreement are modified 
as to 1969 crop farmers stock peanuts 
to read respectively as follows:

(b) Segregation 1. “Segregation 1 pea­
nuts” means farmers stock peanuts with 
not more than 2 percent damaged ker­
nels nor more than 1 percent concealed 
damage caused by rancidity, mold, or 
decay and which are free from visible 
Aspergillus flavus.

(c) Segregation 2. “Segregation 2 pea­
nuts” means farmers stock peanuts with 
more than 2 percent damaged kernels 
or more than 1 percent concealed dam­
age caused by rancidity, mold, or decay 
and which are free from visible Asper­
gillus flavus.

(d) Segregation 3. “Segregation 3 pea­
nuts” means farmers stock peanuts with 
visible Aspergillus flavus.

(b) Moisture. Except as provided 
under paragraph (e) Seed peanuts, no 
handler shall receive or acquire pea­
nuts containing more than 10 percent 
moisture :. Provided, That peanuts of a 
higher moisture content may be received 
and dried to not more than 10 percent 
moisture prior to storing or milling. On 
farmers stock, such moisture determina­
tions shall be rounded to the nearest 
whole number; on shelled peanuts, the 
determinations shall be carried to the 
hundredths place and shall not be 
rounded to the nearest whole number.

(c) Damage. For the purpose of deter­
mining damage, other than concealed 
damage, on farmers stock peanuts, all 
percentage determinations shall be 
rounded to the nearest whole number.

(d) Loose • shelled kernels. Handlers 
may separate from the loose shelled ker­
nels received with farmers stock peanuts, 
those sizes of whole kernels which ride 
screens with the following slot openings: 
Runner—1%4.  x %-inch; Spanish and 
Valencia—*%4- x % -inch; Virginia— 
%4- x 1-inch. If  so separated, those 

loose shelled kernels which do not ride 
such screens, shall be removed from the 
farmers stock peanuts and shall be held 
separate and apart from other peanuts 
and disposed of as oil stock. If  the whole
ernels are not separated, the entire 

amount of loose shelled kernels shall be 
from farmers stock peanuts and 

ad be so held and so delivered or dis­
posed of. The whole kernels which ride 

e screens may be included with shelled 
P«abuts prepared by the handler for in­
t i " ® ® an  ̂ Sa ê for human consump- 
tho'+Por PfffPOse of this regulation, 

“loose shelled kernels” means 
P^nut kernels or portions of kernels 
rompletely free of their hulls and found 

deliveries of farmers stock peanuts.
&omLSeed. peanuts‘ A handler may 

d re and deliver for seed purposes

farmers stock peanuts Which meet the 
requirements of Segregation 1 peanuts. 
I f  the seed peanuts are produced under 
the auspices of a State agency which 
regulates or controls the production of 
seed peanuts, such peanuts may contain 
up to 3 percent damaged kernels and 
Virginia type peanuts so produced and 
which are not stacked at harvest may 
contain up to 12 percent moisture. In 
the Southeastern Area and Virginia- 
Carolina Area, seed peanuts, other than 
the foregoing Virginia type, may contain 
up to 11 percent moisture and in the 
Southwestern Area up to 10 percent 
moisture. Seed peanuts may have visible 
Aspergillus flavus. However, any such 
seed peanuts with visible Aspergillus 
flavus shall be stored and shelled sepa­
rate from other peanuts and any resid­
ual not used for seed, shall not be used 
or disposed of for human consumption 
unless it is determined to be wholesome 
by chemical assay for aflatoxin. Peanuts 
residual from those shelled and disposed 
of for seed purposes may be acquired 
by handlers if the seed sheller has signed 
the marketing agreement. If  such pea­
nuts have been shelled by a producer or 
seed sheller who has not signed the mar­
keting agreement, the peanuts may be 
acquired only upon the condition that 
they are held and milled separate and 
apart from other receipts or acquisitions 
of the handler until inspected and cer­
tified (without having been washed, 
blanched, or cleaned with plastic pellets) 
as meeting the Outgoing Quality Regu­
lation for the 1969 crop, as being either 
U.S. No. 1 peanuts or U.S. Splits of the 
U.S. standards for grades of shelled pea­
nuts, and as being wholesome as deter­
mined by a chemical assay for aflatoxin. 
All chemical assays shall be by a Com­
mittee approved laboratory. I f  the pea­
nuts fail any requirement they shall be 
disposed of by sale to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, by sale for oil stock 
or by crushing. %

(f) Oil stock. Handlers who are 
crushers may acquire as oil stock, pea­
nuts of a lower quality than Segregation 
1 or grades or sizes of shelled peanuts 
or cleaned inshell peanuts which fail 
to meet the requirements for human 
consumption. The provision of section 31 
of the marketing agreement restricting 
such acquisitions to handlers who are 
crushers is hereby modified to authorize 
all handlers to act as accumulators and 
acquire Segregation 2 or 3 farmers stock 
peanuts for the sole purpose of delivery 
to crushers: Provided, That all such 
acquisitions shall be held separate and 
apart from Segregation 1 peanuts 
acquired for milling or from edible 
grades of shelled or milled peanuts and 
shall be disposed of only by crushing 
or by delivery to crushers and the con­
sequent production of oil and meal.

(g) Segregation 3 control. To assure 
the removal from edible outlets of any 
lot of peanuts determined by the Federal 
or Federal-State Inspection Service to be 
Segregation 3, each handler shall inform 
each employee, country buyer, commis­
sion buyer, or like person through whom

he receives peanuts, of the need to re­
ceive and withhold all lots of Segrega­
tion 3 peanuts from milling for edible 
use. I f  any lot of Segregation 3 farmers 
stock peanuts is not withheld but re­
turned to the producer, the handler shall 
cause the Inspection Service to forward 
immediately a copy of the inspection 
certificate on the lot to the designated 
office of the handler and a copy to the 
Committee.

Outgoing Qu a lity  R egulation— 1969 
Crop P eanuts

The following modify or are in addi­
tion to the peanut marketing agreement 
restrictions of section 32 on handler dis­
position of 1969 crop peanuts for human 
consumption:

(a) Shelled peanuts. No handler shall 
ship or otherwise dispose of shelled pea­
nuts for human consumption with re­
spect to which appropriate samples for 
pretesting have not been drawn in ac­
cordance with subparagraph (c) of this 
regulation, or which if of a category not 
eligible for indemnification are not cer­
tified “negative” as to aflatoxin, or which 
contain more than (1) 1.25 percent dam­
aged kernels, other than minor defects;
(2) 2 percent damage and minor defects 
combined; (3) 9 percent moisture in the 
Southeastern and Southwestern areas, 
or 10 percent moisture in the Virginia- 
Carolina area; or (4) 0.10 percent for­
eign material in peanuts of U.S. grade, 
other than U.S. splits, or 0.20 percent 
foreign material in U.S. splits and edible 
quality peanuts not of U.S. grade. Fall 
through in such peanuts shall not exceed 
4 percent except that fall through con­
sisting of either split and broken kernels 
or whole kernels shall not exceed 3 per­
cent and fall through of whole kernels 
in Runners, Spanish or Virginia “with 
splits” shall not exceed 2 percent. The 
term “fall through” as used herein, shall 
mean sound split and broken kernels and 
whole kernels which pass through speci­
fied screens. Screens used for determin­
ing fall through in peanuts covered by 
this subparagraph (a) shall be as 
follows :

G rad e  an d  ty p e
S creen  op en in gs

S p lit a n d  b ro k e n  
k ern els

W hole k ern els

V ir g in ia - ...............
R u n n e rs .................
S p an ish  a n d  

V a le n c ia .

'2 6 4 -in ch  ro u n d ___
'2 6 4 -in ch  r o u n d . . .  
'9 6 4 -in ch  ro u n d ___

*964 x  1-in ch  slo t. 
'964 x  2£-in ch  s lo t. 
lH i  x  % -in ch  slo t.

(Runners, Spanish or Virginia “with 
splits” means shelled peanuts which do 
not contain more than (a) 15 percent 
splits, (b) for Runners or Spanish 2 per­
cent whole kernels which will pass 
through 1%4 x % slot screen and for Vir­
ginias a *%4 x 1 slot screen, and (c) oth­
erwise meet the specifications of U.S. 
No. 1 grade). . -

(b) Cleaned inshell peanuts. No han­
dler shall ship or otherwise dispose of 
cleaned Inshell peanuts for human con­
sumption: (1) with more than 1 percent
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kernels with mold present unless a sam­
ple of such peanuts, drawn by an inspec­
tor of the Federal or Federal-State In ­
spection Service, was analyzed chemi­
cally by laboratories approved by the 
Committee or by a Consumer and Mar­
keting Service laboratory (hereinafter 
referred to as “C&MS laboratory”) and 
found to be wholesome relative to afla- 
toxin; (2) with more than 2 percent pea­
nuts with damaged kernels; (3) with 
more than 10 percent moisture; or (4) 
with more than 0.50 percent foreign 
material.

(c) Pretesting shelled peanuts. Each 
handler shall cause appropriate samples 
of each lot of shelled peanuts to be 
drawn by an inspector of the Federal or 
Federal-State Inspection Service and 
sent as requested by the handler or 
buyer, for aflatoxin assay to a C&MS 
laboratory or a laboratory listed on the 
most recent Committee list of approved 
laboratories. The gross amount of pea­
nuts drawn shall be large enough to 
provide for a grade analysis, for a grad­
ing check sample, for an original 12- 
pound, “A” sample for aflatoxin assay 
and for two 12-pound, “B ” and “C”, 
aflatoxin assay check samples. Upon the 
Committee finding, on the basis of 
original assays, that climatic conditions 
in any Production Area or State thereof 
were not conducive to the growth of 
Aspergillus flavus, it may suspend with 
the approval of the Secretary the draw­
ing of “B ” and “C” check samples on 
peanuts from such origins. All “B ” and 
“C” check samples shall be analyzed in 
C&MS or designated laboratories. Addi­
tional 12-pound samples, “D” and “E” 
and so on, may be drawn when re­
quested by the buyer and he accepts the 
costs. I f  the Federal or Federal-State 
inspector has access to a “sub-sampling 
mill”, approved by the Peanut Adminis­
trative Committee, the sample may be 
ground in such mill, and the inspector 
shall forward an appropriate subsample 
to the laboratory, specified by the han­
dler or buyer, for assay. Each “A” sam­
ple, or each “A” subsample, shall be 
accompanied by a notice of sampling, 
signed by the inspector, containing, at 
least, identifying information as to the 
handler (shipper), the buyer (receiver) 
if known, and the positive lot identifica­
tion of the shelled peanuts. A copy of 
such notice on each lot shall be sent to 
the Committee office. All assay samples 
shall be positive lot identified and the 
“B ” and “C” samples held by the Service 
for 30 days, after delivery of the “A” 
sample, and delivered for assay upon 
call of the laboratory or the Committee 
and at the Committee expense. The cost 
of drawing the “A”, “B ” a n d “C” sam­
ples and postage for mailing the “A” 
sample or subsample shall be borne by 
the handler. When the “A” sample has 
not been analyzed within 30 days from 
date of delivery of the “A” sample, and 
a second set of “B ” and “C” samples 
must be drawn, the cost of drawing and 
mailing such samples shall be for the 
account of the holder of the peanuts. 
Cost of the assay on the “A” sample shall 
be for the account of the buyer of the

lot and of the “B ” and “C” samples for 
Committee account. I f  the handler elects 
to pay for the assay of the “A” sample, 
he shall charge the buyer when'he in­
voices the peanuts and, if more than one 
buyer, on a pro rata basis. The results 
of each assay shall be reported to the 
buyer listed in the notice of sampling 
and, if the handler desires, to the han­
dler. I f  the buyer is not listed in the 
notice, the results of the assay shall be 
reported to the handler who shall 
promptly give notice, or cause notice to 
be given, to the buyer of the contents 
thereof.

(d) Identification . Each lot of shelled 
or cleaned inshell peanuts shipped or 
otherwise disposed of for human con­
sumption shall be identified by positive 
lot identification procedures. For the 
purpose of this regulation, “positive lot 
identification” of a lot of shelled or in­
shell peanuts is a means of relating the 
inspection certificate to the lot covered 
so that there can be no doubt that the 
peanuts delivered are the same ones 
described on the inspection certificate. 
Such procedure on bagged peanuts shall 
consist of attaching a lot numbered tag 
bearing the official stamp of the Federal 
or Federal-State Inspection Service to 
each filled bag in the lot. The tag shall 
be sewed (machine sewed if shelled pea- - 
nuts) into the closure of the bag except 
that in plastic bags the tag shall be in­
serted prior to sealing so that the official 
stamp is visible. Any peanuts moved in 
bulk or bulk bins shall have their lot 
identity maintained by sealing the con­
veyance and if in other containers by 
other means acceptable to the Federal 
or Federal-State inspectors and to the 
Committee. All lots of shelled or cleaned 
inshell peanuts shall be handled, stored, 
and shipped under positive lot identifi­
cation procedures.

(e) Reinspection. Whenever the Com­
mittee has reason to believe that peanuts 
may have been damaged or deteriorated 
while in storage, the Committee may 
reject the then effective inspection cer­
tificate and may require the owner of the 
peanuts to have a reinspection to estab­
lish whether or not such peanuts may be 
disposed of for human consumption.

(f) Interplant transfer. Until such 
time as procedures permitting interplant 
or cold storage movement are established 
by the Committee, no handler shall so 
move, beyond the surveillance of the on­
premises Federal-State inspector, cleaned 
inshell or shelled, peanuts which have 
been bagged and tagged for handling 
under positive lot identification, unless 
such peanuts have been inspected and 
certified as meeting the outgoing quality 
regulation. However, any handler may 
transfer peanuts not so prepared from 
one plant owned by him to another of 
his plants or to commercial storage, 
without having such peanuts inspected 
and certified as meeting quality require­
ments, but such transfer shall be only to 
points within the same production area 
and ownership shall have been retained 
by the handler. Upon any transferred 
peanuts being disposed of for human 
consumption, they shall meet all the re­
quirements applicable to such peanuts.

(g) Loose shelled  kernels, fa ll through 
and pickouts. (1) Loose shelled kernels 
which do not ride screens with the fol­
lowing slot openings: Runner—1%4- x %- 
inch; Spanish and Valencia—1%4- x %- 
inch; Virginia—t%st- x 1-inch; shall be 
disposed of only by sale as oil stock or 
by crushing. Fall through may be sold, 
as to qualities acceptable to it, to the 
Commodity Credit Corporation and the 
balance shall be sold as oil stock or 
crushed. Pickouts shall be sold as oil 
stock or crushed. For the purpose of this 
regulation: the term “non-edible quality 
peanuts described in paragraph (g) (1) ” 
means loose shelled kernels, fall 
through, and pickouts; the term “loose 
shelled kernels” means peanut kernels 
or portions of kernels completely free of 
their hulls, either as found in deliveries 
of farmers stock peanuts or those which 
fail to ride the screens (U.S. No. 1 
screens) in removing whole kernels; the 
term “fall through” has the same mean­
ing as in paragraph (a) of this regula­
tion; and the term “pickouts” means 
those peanuts removed at the picking 
table, by electronic equipment, or other­
wise during the milling process.

(2) All loose shelled kernels, fall- 
through and pickouts shall be kept 
separate and apart from other milled 
peanuts that are to be shipped into edible 
channels or delivered to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. Each such category 
of peanuts shall be bagged separately in 
suitable new or clean, sound, used bags 
or placed in bulk containers acceptable 
to the Committee. Such peanuts shall be 
inspected by Federal or Federal-State 
inspectors in lots of not more than 
100,000 pounds and a certification made 
as to moisture and foreign material 
content.

(3) Each category of nonedible qual­
ity peanuts described in paragraph Cg) 
(1) shall be identified by positive lot 
identification procedures set forth in 
paragraph (d) but using a red tag. Such 
peanuts may be disposed of only by 
crushing into oil and meal or destroyed, 
unless other disposition is authorized by 
the Committee and all dispositions shall 
be reported to the Committee on such 
forms and at such times as it prescribes. 
Such peanuts shall be deemed to be “re­
stricted” peanuts and the meal produced 
therefrom shall be used or disposed oi 
as fertilizer or other nonfeed use. To 
prevent use of restricted meal for feed, 
handlers shall either denature it or re­
strict its sale to licensed or registered 
U.S. fertilizer manufacturers or firms 
engaged in exporting who will export 
such meal for nonfeed use or sell it to the 
aforesaid fertilizer manufacturers. How­
ever, peanuts other than pickouts and 
meal from peanuts other than pickout 
in specifically identified lots of not more 
than 50 tons each, may be sampled oy 
Federal or Federal-State inspectors, or 
by the area association if authorized oy 
the Committee, and tested for aflatoxm 
by laboratories approved by the Comma- 
tee or operated by Consumer and Mar­
keting Service, at handler’s or crushe 
expense, and if such meet Commit

' standards, the meal may be disposed o 
for feed use.
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(4) Notwithstanding any other provi­

sion of this regulation or of the Incoming 
Quality Regulation applicable to 1969 
crop peanuts, a handler may transfer 
such “restricted” peanuts to another 
plant within his own organization or 
transfer or sell such peanuts to another 
handler or crusher for crushing. Sales or 
transfer of restricted peanuts to persons 
not handlers under the agreement shall 
be made only on the condition that they 
agree to comply with the terms of this 
paragraph (g) including the reporting 
requirements.
Terms and Conditions of I ndemnifica­

tion— 1969 Crop P eanuts

For the purpose of paying indemnities 
on a uniform basis pursuant to section 
36 of the peanut marketing agreement 
effective July 12,1965, each handler shall 

. promptly notify, or arrange for the buyer 
to notify, the Manager, Peanut Admin­
istrative Committee of any lot of cleaned 
inshell or shelled peanuts, milled to the 
outgoing quality requirements and into 
one of the categories listed in the final 
paragraph of these terms and conditions, 
on which the handler has withheld ship­
ment or storage or the buyer, including 
the user division of a handler, has with­
held usage due to a finding as to aflatoxin 
content as shown by the results of chem­
ical assay. To be eligible for indemnifi­
cation, such a lot of peanuts shall have 
been inspected and certified as meeting 
the quality requirements of the agree­
ment, shall have met all other applicable 
regulations issued pursuant thereto, in­
cluding the pretesting requirements in 
(a) and (c) of the “Outgoing Quality 
Regulation—1969 Crop Peanuts”, and 
the lot identification shall have been 
maintained. If  the Committee concludes, 
based on assays to date or further assays, 
that the lot is so high in aflatoxin that 
it should be handled pursuant to these 
terms and conditions and such is con­
curred in by the Consumer and Market­
ing Service, the lot shall be accepted for 
indemnification. If  the lot is covered by 
a sales contract, the lot may be rejected 
to the handler.

hi an effort to make such eligible pea- 
nuts suitable for human consumption, 
and to minimize indemnification costs, 
he Committee and the Consumer and 

Marketing Service shall, prior to disposi- 
£  u or crt*sMng, cause all suitable lots 
kith remilled or custom blanched or

blanching” means the process 
which inv°iveS blanching peanuts, and 
jne subsequent removal of damaged pea- 
„fi i .or the purpose of eliminating 

the lot. The process may 
npw i ied to either an original lot or the 
( S i ! ?  which results from remilling. 
oJS°Z  blanching shall be performed 

firms determined by the 
move t h i V 0. h^ve the capability to re- 
temio aflatoxin and who agree to such 
as thoC° .̂d^lons’ and rates of payment
acceptable°mmittee may find to be 
and i^cumiittee and the Consumer 
such ! S ? etlIlg Servlce conclude that 

t is not suitable for remilling or

custom blanching, the lot shall be de­
clared to crushing and shall be disposed 
of by delivery to the Committee at such 
point as it may designate. The indemni­
fication payment for peanuts in such a 
lot shall be the indemnification value of 
the peanuts, as hereinafter provided, 
plus actual costs of any necessary tempo­
rary storage and of transportation (ex­
cluding demurrage) from the handler’s 
plant or storage to the point within the 
continental United States where the re­
jection occurred and from such point to a 
delivery point specified by the Commit­
tee. Payment shall be made to the han­
dler as soon as practicable after delivery 
of the peanuts to the Committee. The 
salvage value for peanuts declared for 
crushing shall be paid to, and retained 
by, the Committee to offset indemnifica­
tion expenses.

If  it is concluded that the lot should 
be remilled or custom blanched, ex­
penses shall be paid by the Committee 
on those lots which, on the basis of the 
inspection occurring prior to shipment, 
contained not more than 1 percent dam­
aged kernels other than minor defects. 
Lots with damage in excess of 1 percent 
on such inspection shall be remilled with­
out reimbursement from the Committee 
for milling, freight, or temporary storage 
and handling but otherwise shall be in­
demnifiable the same as lots with not 
more than 1 percent damage.

The indemnification value of peanuts 
delivered to the Committee for idemnifi- 
cation shall be the sales contract (in­
cluding transfer) price established to 
the satisfaction of, and acceptable to, the 
Committee or if the lot is unsold the 
applicable market price determined by 
the Committee based on quotations in 
the most recent “Peanut Market News” 
report published by C&MS.

The indemnification payment on pea­
nuts declared for remilling, and which 
contain not more than 1 percent damaged 
kernels other than minor defects, shall 
be the indemnification value referable 
to the weights of peanuts lost in the 
remilling process and not cleared for 
human consumption, plus temporary 
storage and transportation costs from 
origin to destination and return to 
point of remilling, except as here­
inafter restricted, plus an allowance 
for remilling of one cent per pound 
on the original weight, less 1 y2 per­
cent of the foregoing contract or mar­
ket price multiplied by the original 
weight. On lots on which the remilling 
is not successful in making the lot whole­
some as to aflatoxin, the indemnification 
payment shall be reduced by an addi­
tional 4 percent of the foregoing contract 
or market price multiplied by the origi­
nal weight. I f  such peanuts are declared 
for custom blanching after remilling, the 
indemnification payment shall be the 
blanching cost, plus any temporary stor­
age, the transportation costs- from origin 
(whether handler or buyer premises) to 
point of blanching and on unsold lots 
from point of blanching to handler’s 
premises and the value of the weight 
of reject peanuts removed from the lot. 
On lots which are custom blanched with­

out remilling, the indemnification* pay­
ment shall be determined in the same 
manner but it shall be reduced by 1 y2 
percent of the foregoing contract or mar­
ket price multiplied by the original 
weight. Moreover, blanching payments to 
each handler shall cover any loss sus­
tained on all of his blanched lots of the 
crop caused by the market value obtained 
from sale of the blanched product being 
less than the computed indemnification 
payments for the original red skin lots.

Payment shall be made to the handler 
claiming indemnification or receiving 
the rejected lot as soon as practicable 
after receipt by the Committee of such 
evidence of remilling or custom blanch­
ing and clearance of the lot for human 
consumption as the Committee may re­
quire and the delivery of the peanuts not 
cleared for human consumption to the 
delivery point designated by the Com­
mittee. If  a suitable reduction in the 
aflatoxin content is not achieved on any 
lot which is remilled or custom blanched 
or both, the Committee shall declare the 
entire lot for indemnification. However, 
the Committee shall refuse to pay in­
demnification on any lot(s) where it has 
reason to believe that the rejection of the 
peanuts arises from failure of the 
handler to use reasonable measures to 
receive and withhold from milling for 
edible use those Segregation 3 peanuts 
tendered to him either directly by a pro­
ducer or by a country buyer, commis­
sion buyer or other like person.

Remilling may occur on the premises 
of any handler signatory to the market­
ing agreement or at such other plant as 
the Committee may determine. However, 
if the Committee orders remilling of a 
lot which has been found to contain 
aflatoxin prior to shipment from the 
locality of original milling, the Commit­
tee shall not pay freight costs should the 
handler move said lot to another locality 
for remilling. Where a lot has been 
shipped and the Committee orders re­
milling, the Committee will pay actual 
freight charges to the place of remilling 
but not in excess of the return freight 
from destination to the origin of the 
shipment.

Claims for indemnification on pea­
nuts of the 1969 crop shall be filed with 
the Committee at least 30 days prior to 
December 31, 1970.

Each handler shall include, directly or 
by reference, in his sales contract the 
following provisions:

Should buyer find peanuts subject to in­
demnification under this contract to be so 
high in aflatoxin as to provide possible cause 
for rejection, he shall promptly notify the 
seller and the Manager, Peanut Administra­
tive Committee, Atlanta, Ga. Upon a deter­
mination of the Peanut Administrative Com­
mittee, confirmed by the Consumer and 
Marketing Service, authorizing rejection, 
such peanuts, and title thereto, if  passed 
to the buyer, shall be returned to the seller. 
Seller shall not be precluded from replac­
ing such peanuts if he so elects.

Seller shall, prior to shipment of a lot of 
shelled peanuts covered by this sales con­
tract, cause appropriate samples to be drawn 
by the Federal or Federal-State Inspection 
Service from such lot, shall cause the 
sample(s) to be sent to a C&MS laboratory
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or if  designated by the buyer, a laboratory 
listed on the most recent Committee list 
of approved laboratories to conduct such 
assay, for an aflatoxin assay and cause the 
laboratory, of other than the buyer’s, to 
send one copy of the results of the assay to 
the buyer. The laboratory costs shall be for 
the account of the buyer and buyer agrees 
to pay them when invoiced by the labora­
tory or, in the event the seller has paid 
them, by the seller.

Any handler who fails to include such 
provisions in his sales contract shall be 
ineligible for indemnification payments 
with respect to any claim filed with the 
Committee on 1969 crop peanuts covered 
by the sales contract.

In  addition, should any handler enter 
into any oral or written sales contract 
which fixes the level of aflatoxin at 
which rejection may be made and hence 
conflicts with these terms and condi­
tions, the handler doing so will not be 
eligible for indemnification payments 
with respect to any claim filed with the 
Committee on 1969 crop peanuts on or 
after the filing date of a claim under 
such contract, except upoh the Commit­
tee’s finding that acceptance of such 
contract was inadvertent; and for pur­
poses of this provision a claim shall be 
deemed to be filed when notice of pos­
sible rejection is first given to the 
Committee.

Categories eligible for indemnification 
are the following:

Cleaned inshell peanuts.
(1) U.S. Jumbos.
(2) U.S. Fancy Handpicks.
(3) Valencia—Roasting Stock.1
U.S. G rade shelled peanuts.
(1) U.S. No. l.
(2) U.S. Splits.
(3) U.S. Virginia Extra-Large.
(4) U.S. Virginia Medium.
Shelled peanuts “with splits”.
(1) Runners with splits meeting outgoing 

quality requirements.
(2) Spanish with splits meeting outgoing 

quality requirements.
(3) Virginias with splits meeting outgoing 

quality requirements.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7771; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

[Marketing Agreement 146]

BUDGET OF EXPENSES OF ADMINIS­
TRATIVE COMMITTEE AND RATE 
OF ASSESSMENT FOR THE 1969 
CROP YEAR

Pursuant to Marketing Agreement 146,' 
regulating the quality of domestically 
produced peanuts (30 F.R. 9402), and 
upon recommendation of the Peanut 
Administrative Committee established 
pursuant to such agreement and other 
information, it is hereby found and de­
termined that the expenses of said Com­
mittee and the rate of assessment appli­
cable to peanuts produced in 1969 and 
for the crop year beginning July 1, 1969, 
shall be as follows:

1 Inshell peanuts with not more than 25 
percent having shells damaged by discolora­
tion, which are cracked or broken, or both.

(a) Administrative expenses. The bud­
get of expenses for the Committee for the 
crop year beginning July 1, 1969, shall 
be in the total amount of $250,000, such 
amount being reasonable and likely to 
be incurred for the maintenance and 
functioning of the Committee, and for 
such purposes as the Secretary may, pur­
suant to the provisions of the market­
ing agreement, determine to be 
appropriate.

(b) Indem nification  expenses. Ex­
penses of the Committee for indemnifi­
cation payments, pursuant to the Terms 
and Conditions of Indemnification Ap­
plicable to 1969 Crop Peanuts, effective 
July 1, 1969, are estimated at, but may 
exceed $3 million, such amount being 
reasonable and likely to be incurred.

(c) R ate o f  assessment. Each handler 
shall pay to the Peanut Administrative 
Committee, in accordance with section 
48 of the marketing agreement, an as­
sessment at the rate of $3.25 per net ton 
of farmers stock peanuts received or 
acquired other than those described in 
section 31 (c) and (d) ($0.25 for admin­
istrative expenses and $3 for indemnifi­
cation expenses).

(d) Indem nification  reserve. Mone­
tary additions to the indemnification 
reserve, established in the 1965 crop year 
pursuant to section 48 of the marketing 
agreement, shall continue. That portion 
of the total assessment funds accrued 
from the $3 i*ate and not expended in 
providing indemnification on 1969 crop 
peanuts shall be placed in such reserve 
and shall be available to pay indemnifi­
cation expenses on subsequent crops.

The expenses and rate of assessment 
are, under the agreement, on a crop year 
basis and will automatically be appli­
cable to all assessable peanuts from the 
beginning of such crop year. The han­
dlers of peanuts who will be affected 
hereby have signed the marketing agree­
ment authorizing approval of expenses 
that may be incurred and the imposition 
of assessments, they are represented on 
the Committee which has submitted the 
recommendation with respect to such 
expenses and assessment for approval; 
and handlers have had knowledge of the 
foregoing in their recent industry-wide 
discussions and will be afforded maxi­
mum time to plan their operations 
accordingly.

Dated: June 27, 1969.
P aul A. Nicholson , 

Deputy D irector, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7818; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU­
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration 
AMDAL CO.

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive Erythromycin

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.

409(b)(5),  72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5 ) ) ,  notice is given that petitions 
(35-455V, 31-456V) have been filed by 
Amdal Co., Agricultural Division, Ab­
bott Laboratories, North Chicago, 111. 
60064, proposing that § 121.249 Food  
additives fo r  use in m ilk-producing an i­
m als (21 CFR 121.249) be amended to 
provide for the safe use of a formulation 
containing erythromycin, chlorobutanol, 
polysorbate 65, and triglyceride saturated 
fatty acids from coconut oil. A proposed 
condition of use is that milk taken from 
treated animals for 24 hours (two milk­
ings) after the latest treatment must 
not be used for food.

Dated: June 25, 1969.
R. E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner
fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7755; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

CHEMAGRO CORP.
Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 

Pesticide Chemical
Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d)(1),  68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a
(d) (1)) ,  notice is given that a petition 
(PP 9F0838) has been filed by Chemagro 
Corp., Post Office Box 4913, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64120, proposing the establishment 
of tolerances (21 CFR 120.234) for resi­
dues of the insecticide 0,0-diethyl 
O -lp -  (methylsulfinyl) phenyl] phos- 
phorothioate in or on the raw agricul­
tural commodities: Peanut hulls at 7 
parts per million; sugar beets and sugar 
beet tops at 0.1 part per million; and pea­
nuts at 0.03 part per million.

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
insecticide is a thermionic ëmission-gas 
chromatographic procedure using a 
phosphorus-sensitive detector.

Dated: June 25,1969.
R. E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7756; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:45 am .]

ELANCO PRODUCTS CO.
Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 

Food Additives
Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)). 
the following noticé is issued:

In accordance with § 121.52 With­
drawal o f petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Elanco Products Co., 
a division of Eli Lilly & Co., 640 South 
Alabama Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46206, 
has withdrawn its petition (40-340V). 
notice of which was published in the 
F ederal R eg ister  of November 9, 1968 
(33 F.R. 16478), proposing that the food 
additive regulations (21 CFR Part 121) 
be amended to provide for the safe use 
of methyltestosterone, diethylstilbestrol,
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and tylosin in feed of swine for improved 
feed efficiency and increasing lean car­
cass yield.

Dated: June 25, 1969.
R . E . D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7767; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:45 a.m.]

NATIONAL DRUG CODE SYSTEM
Notice Requesting Drug Firms To 

Apply for Labeler Identity Code 
Designations

The Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare, acting on the recommenda­
tions of the Task Force on Prescription 
Drugs, has directed the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs to establish a National 
Drug Code System.

The National Drug Code System will 
provide an identification system in com­
puter language to permit automated 
processing of drug data by Government 
agencies, drug manufacturers and dis­
tributors, hospitals, and insurance 
companies.

The system has been developed with 
Government-industry agreement and 
will consist of a nine-character National 
Drug Code (NDC). The first three char­
acters are the Labeler Identity Code and 
will be assigned by the Food and Drug 
Administration. The next four char­
acters are the Drug Product Identity 
Code and the last two characters are the 
Trade Package Identity Code and these 
will be assigned by the drug firms within 
parameters defined by FDA.

When codes have been-assigned, a Na­
tional Drug Code Directory will be pub­
lished by the Government to provide a 
complete listing of drugs and their code 
designations.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
therefore requests all firms which manu­
facture and label or which repackage and 
label drugs to apply for Labeler Identity 
Code designations. Initially, a code desig­
nation cannot be assigned to a person 
whose only connection with drugs is that 
of a retailer, wholesaler, jobber, or dis­
tributor, even though his name appears 
on the label as such. I t  is preferable that 
such applications be submitted within 30 
days of publication of this notice in the 
federal R eg ister . Applications should be 
addressed to the Director, Science Infor­
mation Facility (C S-30), Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C Street SW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20204.

Along with their Labeler Identity 
Codes, all firms will be sent an instruc­
tion package outlining how product and 
trade package codes should be assigned, 
now drug product information should be 
returned to FDA for incorporation in the 
National Drug Code Directory, and how 
the code should be used in labeling.

Dated: June 24,1969.
H erbert  L. L e y , Jr., 

Commissioner o f Food and Drugs.
tp R Doc. 69-7758; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:45 a jn .]

SMITH KLINE & FRENCH 
LABORATORIES

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additive Parbendazole

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

In accordance with § 121.52 W ith­
drawal o f petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Smith Kline & French 
Laboratories, 1500 Spring Garden Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19101, has withdrawn 
its petition (40-302V), notice of which 
was published in the F ederal R eg ister  of 
October 30, 1968 (33 F.R. 15952), pro­
posing the issuance of a food additive 
regulation (21 CFR Part 121) to provide 
for the safe use of parbendazole (methyl 
5-butyl-2-benzimidazolecarbamate), ad­
ministered as an oral drench, in cattle as 
an anthelmintic against various species 
of gastrointestinal nematodes.

Dated: June 25,1969.
R . E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
v fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7759; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

SMITH KLINE & FRENCH 
LABORATORIES

Notice of Withdrawal of Petitions for 
Food Additives

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

In accordance with §121.52 W ith­
drawal o f petitions without prejudice  of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Smith Kline & French 
Laboratories, 1500 Spring Garden Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19101, has withdrawn 
its petitions (40-166V and 40-167V), no­
tice of which was published in the F ed­
eral R eg ister  of September 14, 1968 (33 
F.R. 13043), proposing the issuance of 
food additive regulations (21 CFR Part 
121) to provide for the safe use of par­
bendazole (methyl 5-butyl-2-benzimida- 
zolecarbamate) as an anthelmintic for 
use against various species of gastroin­
testinal nematodes when administered to 
cattle in medicated pellets and in medi­
cated feed.

Dated: June 25,1969.
R. E . D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
For Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7760; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

STAUFFER CHEMICAL CO.
Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 

Pesticide Chemical 
Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.

408(d)(1),  68Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) 
(1) ), notice is given that a petition (PP 
9F0839) has been filed by Stauffer 
Chemical Co., 1200 South 47th Street, 
Richmond, Calif. 94804, proposing the 
establishment of tolerances (21 CFR 
120.212) for negligible residues of the 
herbicide S -ethyl cyclohexylethylthio- 
carbamate in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities beet roots and beet tops at
0.05 part per million.

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
herbicide is a procedure in which the 
residues are extracted by direct steam 
distillation and determined gas chroma- 
tographically using either a microcoulo- 
metric or a flame photometric detector.

Dated: June 25,1969.
R . E . D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7761; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969;
8:45 a.ln.]

WASHINGTON 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 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)) ,  notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 9H2424) has been filed by Wash­
ington Laboratories, Inc., Pier 66, Seat­
tle, Wash. 98121, proposing that 
§ 121.1009 Polysorbate 80 (21 CFR
121.1009) be amended to provide for the 
safe use of polysorbate 80 in the cooking 
water of shellfish.

Dated: June 25, 1969.
R . E . D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
fo r  Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7762; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR MORT­
GAGE CREDIT AND FEDERAL 
HOUSING COMMISSIONER

Delegation of Authority 
S ection  A. The Assistant Secretary for 

Mortgage Credit and Federal Housing 
Commissioner (herein called the As­
sistant Secretary), is hereby authorized 
to exercise the power and authority of 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De­
velopment under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959, as amended (12 
U.S.C. 1701q), with respect to the Pro­
gram of Loans for Housing for the 
Elderly or Handicapped, except the au­
thority to:

1. Establish the rate of interest on 
Federal loans.

2. Sue and be sued.
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3. Exercise the powers and authorities 
set forth in section 402(a) of the Hous­
ing Act of 1950, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1749a(a)).

S ec . B. The Assistant Secretary is au­
thorized to issue such rules and regula­
tions as may be necessary to carry out 
the power and authority delegated under 
section A.

S ec . C. The Assistant Secretary is 
further authorized to:

1. Redelegate to one or more em­
ployees under his jurisdiction any of the 
authority delegated under section A 
and authorize successive redelegations 
thereof to subordinate employees.

2. Redelegate to Regional Administra­
tors and to Deputy Regional Adminis­
trators any of the authority delegated 
under section A and authorize succes­
sive redelegations thereof to Regional 
employees.
(Sec. 7 (d ), Department of HUD Act, 42 U.S.C. 
3535(d))

Effective date. This delegation of au­
thority shall be effective as of June 27, 
1969.

G eorge R om n ey , 
Secretary o f Housing and

Urban Development.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7810; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:49 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU­
CATION, AND WELFARE

Public Health Service
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND EN­

VIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICE
Statement of Organization, Functions, 

and Delegations of Authority 
Correction

In  F.R. Doc. 69-7513 appearing at page 
9895 in the issue of Thursday, June 26, 
1969, the word “and” in the ninth line 
of the second paragraph should be 
changed to read “from”.

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration 
TIRE MANUFACTURERS 
Approved Code Marks

Section 201 of the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966 (15 
U.S.C. 1421) and section 4.3 of Motor 
Vehicie Safety Standard No. 109 (49 
CFR 371.21), as amended (33 F.R. 
19711), requires that each tire be labeled 
with the name of the manufacturer or 
his brand name and an approved code 
mark to permit the seller to identify the 
manufacturer of the tire to the pur­
chaser upon request. A list of approved 
code marks, assigned as of May 28, 
1968, was published in 33 F.R. 8609. Since

that time additional applications have 
been received and assignments made, 
and number 173 has been withdrawn be­
cause Gulf Tire & Supply Co. was not 
considered to be a manufacturer of tires 
within the meaning of section 201 of the 
Act (see 34 F.R. 7253). For the conven­
ience of persons desiring this informa­
tion, those assignments made as of 
May 28, 1968, as well as the additional 
approved code marks assigned as of 
May 15, 1969, are included and listed 
below :
125 The Gates Rubber Co.
126 McCreary Tire'and Rubber Co.
127 Uniroyal, Inc.
128 Cooper Tire and Rubber Co.
129 Michelin Reifenwerke A.G. (Germany).
130 Michelin Tyre Co., Ltd. (England).
131 S.A. Belge Du Pneumatique Michelin

(Belgium)
132 S.A.F.E. de Neumaticos Michelin

(Spain).
133 Manufacture Française Des Pneuma­

tiques Michelin (France).
134 N.V. Nederl. Banden-Industrie Michelin

(Holland).
135 S.p.A. Michelin Italiana (Ita ly ).
136 Michelin Ltd. (Nigeria).
137 The Mohawk Rubber Oo.
138 The Kelly-Springfield Tire Co. -
139 Denman Rubber Manufacturing Co.
140 Dunlop Tire and Rubber Corp.
141 Dunlop Canada Ltd. (Canada).
142 The Dunlop Co., Ltd. (England).
143 Dunlop Aktiengesellschaft (Germany).

Formerly—Deutsche Dunlop Gummi 
Compagnie A.G.

144 Société Anonyme des Pneumatìques-
Dunlop (France).

145 The B. F. Goodrich Co.
146 The Seiberling Tire and Rubber Co.
147 The Firestone Tire and Rubber Co.
148 The Mansfield Tire and Rubber Co.
149 The Toyo Rubber Industry Co., Ltd.

(Jap an ).
150 Mansfield-Denman General Co., Ltd.

(Canada).
151 The General Tire and Rubber Co.
152 Lee Tire and Rubber Co.
153 The Armstrong Rubber Co.
154 The Dayton Tire and Rubber Co.
155 Firestone Tire and Rubber Co. of Can­

ada Ltd. (Canada).
156 Brema Società Per Azioni (Italy).
157 Firestone Hispania S.A. (Spain).
158 Phoenix Gummiwerke Aktiengesell­

schaft (Germany).
159 Firestone-Viskafors Gummifabrik Ak-

tiebolag (Sweden).
160 Ohtsu _ Tire and Rubber Co., Ltd.

(Jap an ). _ ''
161 Firestone Tyre and Rubber Co., Ltd.

(England).
162 The Irish Dunlop Co., Ltd. (Ireland)
163 B. F. Goodrich Canada Ltd. (Canada).
164 Firestone France S.A. (France).
165 N.V. Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Au- 

tobandenfabriek Vredestein (Nether­
lands)

166 Continental Gummi Werke A.G. (Ger­
many).

167 Uniroyal Ltd. (Canada).
168 Pennsylvania Tire and Rubber Com­

pany of Mississippi, Inc.
169 The Goodyear Tire and Rubber Co.
170 The Goodyear Tire and Rubber Co. of 

Canada, Ltd. (Canada).
171 Seiberling Rubber Co. of Canada Ltd. 

_  (Canada).
172 Metzeler A.G. (Germany).
173 Number withdrawn—See No. 145.
174 Sumitomo Rubber Industries, Ltd. 

(Jap an ).
175 Gummiwerke Fulda GMBH (Germany).

176 Semperit Osterrichisch-Amerikanische
G u m m i w e r k e  Aktiengesellschafe 
(Austria).

177 Bridgestone Tire Co., Ltd. (Jap an ).
178 Nitto Tire Co., Ltd. (Jap an ).
179 General Fabrica Española Del Caucho,

S.A. (Spain).
180 CEAT Societa Per Azioni (Ita ly ).
181 The Yokohama Rubber Co., Ltd.

(Jap an ).
182 Trelleborg Rubber Co., Inc. (Sweden).
183 Madras Rubber Factory Ltd. (India).
184 Veith-Pirelli AG (West Germany).
185 CEAT Tyres of India Ltd. (In d ia).
186 Kleber Colombes Co. (France)'.
187 Alliance Tire and Rubber Co., Ltd.

(Israel).
188 Pirelli S.p.A. (Ita ly ).
189 Productos Pirelli S.A. (Spain).
190 Pirelli Ltd. (England).
191 Pirelli—Hellas S.A. (Greece).
192 Turk—Pirelli Lastiklery A.S. (Turkey).
193 Avon Rubber Co., Ltd. (England).
194 Manufactura Nacional de Borracha,

S.A.R.L. (Portugal).
195 Industria Firestone De Costa Rica.

This notice is made under the authority 
of sections 103, 119, and 201 of the Na­
tional Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety 
Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 1392,1407,1421).

Issued: June 25,1969.
R obert B renner, 

Acting Director,
National Highway S afety  Bureau.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7783; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
[Docket No. 50-225]

RENSSELAER POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE
Order Extending License Expiration 

Date
By application dated May 29, 1969, 

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute of Troy, 
N.Y., requested renewal of Facility Li­
cense Ho. CX-22. The license authorizes 
the Institute to possess, use and operate 
a 100-watt (thermal) critical experiment 
facility in Schenectady, N.Y.

Application having been filed for re­
newal of said facility license pursuant to 
§ 50.51 of 10 CFR Part 50 of the Commis­
sion’s regulations: I t  is hereby ordered, 
That Facility License No. CX-22 which 
expires on June 30, 1969, is renewed for 
a period to expire June 30,1979.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 19th day 
of June 1969.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
P eter  A. M o rr is ,

Director,
Division o f R eactor Licensing.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7768; Filed, July 1, l " 9! 
8:46 a.m.]

[Docket No. 50-151]

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
Notice of Proposed Issuance of 

Facility License
The Atomic Energy Commission (“the 

Commission”) is considering the issu­
ance of a facility license, substantially ih
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the form set forth below, to the Uni­
versity of Illinois which would authorize 
the operation of an Advanced TRIGA 
nuclear reactor facility at steady-state 
power levels up to 1,500 kilowatts 
(thermal) on its campus in Urbana, 111. 
Construction of the reactor was au­
thorized by Construction Permit No. 
CPRR-105 issued August 9, 1968.

Prior to issuance of the license, the 
facility will be inspected by representa­
tives of the Commission to determine 
whether it has been constructed in ac­
cordance with the provisions of Con­
struction Permit No. CPRR-105. Also, 
the University of Illinois will be required 
to execute an indemnity agreement as 
required by section 170 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 10 
CFR Part 140 of the Commission’s regu­
lations.

Within fifteen (15) days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the F ed­
eral R eg ister , the applicant may file a 
request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by the 
issuance of this facility license may file 
a petition for leave to intervene. Re­
quests for a hearing and petitions to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the provisions of the Commission’s 
“Rules of Practice”, 10 CFR Part 2. If  a 
request for a hearing or a petition for 
leave to intervene is filed within the 
time prescribed in this notice, the Com­
mission will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order.

For further details with respect to this 
proposed license, see (1) the application 
dated August 28, 1967, and supplements 
thereto, (2) a related Safety Evaluation 
prepared by the Division of Reactor Li­
censing, and (3) the proposed Technical 
Specifications, all of which are available 
for public inspection in the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. A copy of the 
Safety Evaluation may be obtained at 
the Commission’s Public Document Room 
or upon request addressed to the Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, Attention: Director, Division of 
Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 26th day 
of June 1969.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
D onald J .  S kovholt, 

Assistant Director fo r  R eactor  
Operations, Division o f  R eac­
tor Licensing.

P roposed F a c ilit y  L ic en se

License N o .______
The Atomic Energy Commission (“the 

commission”) having found with respect to 
. ® ^pphostion for license of the University 

llinois (hereinafter “the licensee”) that: 
' r'̂ le application for license complies with 

iQs/e<̂Uirements of Atomic Energy Act of 
and+v.aS,-1ainended (hereinafter “the Act”), 
Ti+i , Commission’s regulations set forth in 
iale 10, Chapter I, CFR;

2. The reactor has been constructed in con- 
with Construction Permit No. CPRR- 

’ and whl operate in conformity with the

application, the Act and the rules and regula­
tions of the Commission;

3. There is reasonable assurance that the 
reactor can be operated at the designated 
location without endangering the health and 
safety of the public;

4. The University of Illinois is technically 
and financially qualified to engage in the 
proposed activities in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations;

5. The issuance of this license will not be 
inimical to the common defense and security 
or to the health and safety of the public; and

6. The University of Illinois is a nonprofit, 
educational institution and will operate the 
reactor for the conduct of educational activi­
ties. The licensee is therefore exempt from the 
.financial protection requirements of section 
170 of the Act.

Facility License No. R -_____ effective aro f
the date of issuance, is issued as follows:

1. This license applies to the Advanced 
TRIGA nuclear reactor (herein “the reac­
tor”) , owned by the University of Illinois 
and located on its campus in Urbana, 111., 
and which is described in the. application for 
license dated August 28, 1967, and supple­
ments thereto dated October 26, 1967, and 
March 29, May 17, November 15, December 31, 
1968, and February 21, March 26, and May 15, 
1969 (herein referred to as “the applica­
tion”), and authorized for construction by 
Construction Permit No. CPRR-105.

2. Subject to the conditions and require­
ments incorporated herein, the Commission 
hereby licenses the University of Illinois:

A. Pursuant to section 104c of the Act and 
Title 10, Chapter I, CFR, Part 50, “Licensing 
of Production and Utilization Facilities”, to 
possess, use, and operate the reactor as a 
utilization facility in accordance with the 
procedures and limitations described in the 
application and in this license;

B. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, Chap­
ter I, CFR, Part 70, “Special Nuclear Mate­
rial”, to receive, possess and use up to 5 
kilograms of uranium-235 for use in con­
nection with operation of the reactor; and

C. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, Chap- 
I> CFR, Part 30, “Rules of General Appli­

cability to Licensing of Byproduct Material”, 
to possess, but not to separate, such byprod­
uct material as may be produced by operation 
of the reactor.

3. This license shall be deemed to contain 
and be subject to the conditions specified in 
Part 20, § 30.34 of Part 30, §§ 50.54 and 50 59 
of Part 50, and § 70.32 of Part 70 of the Com­
mission’s regulations; is subject to all ap­
plicable provisions of the Act and rules, 
regulations, and orders of the Commission 
now or hereafter in effect; and is subject to 
the additional conditions specified or in­
corporated below:

A. M aximum power level. The licensee may 
operate the reactor at steady-sta/te power 
levels up to a maximum of 1,500 kilowatts 
(therm al).

B. T echnical specifications. The Technical 
Specifications contained in Appendix A to 
this license are hereby incorporated in this 
license. The licensee shall operate the reactor 
in accordance with these Technical Speci­
fications. No changes shall be made in the 
Technical Specifications unless authorized by 
the Commission as provided in § 50.59 of 10 
CFR Part 50.

4. This license is effective as of the date 
of issuance and shall expire at midnight 
August 9, 1998.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
D onald J .  S k o v h o lt , 

Assistant D irector fo r  R eactor  
Operations, Division o f  R eactor 
Licensing.

Attachm ent: Appendix A—Technical Spec­
ifications.1

Date of Issuance :
[F.R. Doc. 69-7875; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:49 a.m.]

[Docket No. 50-197]

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Con­
struction Permit and Amended Fa­
cility License

The Atomic Energy Commission (here­
inafter “the Commission”) is consider­
ing the issuance of a construction 
permit, substantially as set forth below, 
to the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) of Cleveland, 
Ohio. The permit would authorize NASA 
to make alterations to its Zero Power 
Reactor II (ZPR-II) which is located on 
NASA’s Lewis Research Center site in 
Cleveland. The ZPR-TI was operated at 
10 watts (thermal) under Facility Li­
cense No. CX-21 using a 30-inch core 
tank. On February 17, 1969, the Com­
mission issued Amendment No. 1 to 
Facility License No. CX-21 which au­
thorized NASA to partially disassemble 
the ZPR-II in preparation for installa­
tion of a 10-inch core tank and other 
minor alterations.

As the application is complete enough 
to permit all evaluations, upon comple­
tion of the alterations to ZPR-II in com­
pliance with the terms and conditions of 
the application and the construction 
permit, and in the absence of good cause 
to the contrary, the Commission will 
issue to NASA without further prior 
notice an amended facility license. The 
amended license, substantially as set 
forth below, would authorize NASA to 
operate the modified ZPR-II at increased 
power levels up to 100 watts (thermal) 
and to receive, possess and use up to a 
5-curie plutonium-beryllium neutron 
source in connection with operation of 
the reactor.

Within fifteen (15) days from the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
F ederal R eg ister , the applicant may file 
a request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by the 
issuance of this construction permit and 
amended facility license may file a peti­
tion for-leave to intervene. A request for 
a hearing and petitions to intervene shall 
be filed in accordance with the provi­
sions of the Commission’s “Rules of 
Practice”, 10 CFR Part 2. I f  a request 
for a hearing or a petition for leave to 
intervene is filed within the time pre­
scribed in this notice, the Commission 
will issue a notice of hearing or an 
appropriate order.

For further details with respect to 
these proposed issuances, see (1) the

1 This item was not filled with the Office of 
the Federal Register but is available for in­
spection in the Public Document Room of the 
Atomic Energy Commission.
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application dated April 25, 1969, and 
supplement thereto dated June 5, 1969, 
(2) the related Safety Evaluation pre­
pared by the Division of Reactor 
Licensing, and (3) the Technical Specifi­
cations, all of which are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. A copy of the 
Safety Evaluation may be obtained at 
the Commission’s Document Room or 
upon request addressed to the Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, Attention: Director, Division of 
Reactor Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30th day 
of June 1969.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
D onald J .  S kovholt,

, Assistant Director for R eactor  
Operations, Division o f R eac­
tor Licensing.

P roposed Co n stru c tio n  P e r m it

Construction Permit No. CPCX----------
1. By application dated April 25, 1969, and 

supplement thereto dated June 5, 1969, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra­
tion (NASA) requested authority to make 
alterations to its Zero Power Reactor II  
(ZPR-II) located at NASA’s Lewis Research 
Center in Cleveland, Ohio. The altered 
ZPR-II will be operated in the place of the 
former ZPR-II under amended Facility 
License No. CX-21.

2. The Atomic Energy Commission (“the 
Commission”) has found that:

A. The application complies with the re­
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (“the Act”), and the Com­
mission’s regulations set forth in Title 10, 
CFR, Chapter I;

B. The reactor will be a utilization facility 
as defined in the Commission’s regulations 
contained in Title 10, CFR, Chapter I, 
Part 50, “Licensing of Production and Utili­
zation Facilities”;

C. The reactor will be used in the conduct 
of research and development activities of the 
types specified in section 31 of the Act;

D. NASA is technically and financially 
qualified to engage in the proposed activities 
in  accordance with the Commission’s regu­
lations;

E. NASA has submitted sufficient technical 
information concerning the proposed facility 
to provide reasonable assurance that the 
proposed facility can be constructed and 
operated at the proposed location without 
endangering the health and safety of the 
public; and

F. The issuance of a construction permit 
to NASA for alteration of ZPR-II will not be 
inimical to the common defense and security 
or to the health and safety of the public.

3. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10 CFR 
Part 50 “Licensing of Production and Utili­
zation Facilities,” the Commission hereby 
issues a construction permit to NASA to alter 
the ZPR-II in accordance with the applica­
tion and this permit. This permit shall be 
deemed to contain and be subject to the 
conditions specified in §§ 50.54 and 50.55 of 
said regulations; is subject to all applicable 
provisions of the Act and rules, regulations, 
and orders of the Commission now or here­
after in effect, and is subject to the addi­
tional conditions specified below:

A. The earliest completion date of the 
facility is August 15, 1969. The latest com­
pletion date of the facility is December 15, 
1969. The term “completion date,” as used 
herein, means the date on which construc­
tion of the facility is completed except for

the introduction of the fuel material; and
B. The reactor facility to be altered is the 

Z PR-II which is located at NASA’s Lewis 
Research Center in Cleveland, Ohio, as speci­
fied in the application.

4. Upon completion of the alteration of 
the reactor in accordance with the terms 
and conditions of this permit, upon finding 
by the Commission that the facility author­
ized has been reconstructed and will operate 
in conformity with the application and the 
provisions of the Act and of the rules and 
regulations of the Commission, and in the 
absence of any good cause being shown to 
the Commission why the granting of a li­
cense would not be in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act, the Commission will 
issue to NASA Amendment No. 2 to Facility 
License No. CX-21, as proposed this date, 
the expiration date of which is midnight, 
April 12, 1972.

Date of issuance:
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

D onald J .  S k o v h o lt , 
Assistant D irector for  R eactor Op­

erations, Division o f R eactor L i­
censing.

P roposed Am ended  F a c ilit y  L ic e n se  

License No. CX-21 Amendment No. 2
1. The Atomic Energy Commission (“the 

Commission”) has found th a t :
A. The application for license, as amended, 

complies with the requirements of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(hereinafter, "the Act”), and the Commis­
sion’s regulations set forth in Title 10, CFR, 
Chapter I;

B. The reactor has been constructed in 
conformity with Construction Permit No. 
CPCX—19 and altered in conformity with
Constructipn Permit No. CPCX----------- and
will be operated in conformity with the ap­
plication, the Act, and the rules and reg­
ulations of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance that the 
reactor can be operated at the designated 
location without endangering the health and 
safety of the public;

D. The National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration is technically and financially 
qualified to engage in the proposed activities 
in accordance with the Commission’s regu­
lations;

E. The issuance of this license, as amended, 
for the possession and operation of the reac­
tor and the receipt, possession and use of the 
special nuclear material in the manner pro­
posed in the application will not be inimical 
to the common defense and security or to the 
health and safety of the public; and

F. The National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration is a Federal Agency which 
does not have to furnish proof of financial 
protection and has executed an indemnity 
agreement which satisfies the requirements 
of 10 CFR Part 140.

2. Facility License No. CX—21, as amended, 
is hereby amended in its entirety to read as 
follows:

A. This license applies to the solution-type 
critical experiments facility designated as the 
Zero Power Reactor II  (ZPR-II) (herein re­
ferred to as “the reactor” or “Z PR-II”) 
which is owned by the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration (hereinafter, “the 
and Space Administration (hereinafter, “the 
Lewis Research Center in Cleveland, Ohio, 
as described in the application dated April 28, 
1961, and amendments thereto, including 
amendment dated April 25, 1969, and supple­
ment thereto dated June 5, 1969 (herein re­
ferred to as “the application”).

B. Subject to the conditions and require­
ments incorporated herein, the Commission 
hereby licenses NASA:

(1) Pursuant to section 104c of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended and Title 10, 
CFR, Chapter I, Part 50, “Licensing of Pro­
duction and Utilization Facilities, to possess, 
use and operate the reactor as a utilization 
facility at the designated location in Cleve­
land, Ohio, in accordance with the procedures 
and limitations described in the application 
and in this license;

(2) Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, 
CFR, Chapter I, Part 70, “Special Nuclear 
Material”, to receive, possess, and use up to
(1) 53 kilograms of contained uranium-235 
and (2) 5 curies of plutonium contained in 
an encapsulated plutonium-beryllium neu­
tron source, both in connection with opera­
tion of the ZPR-II; and

(3) Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, 
CFR, Chapter I, Part 30, “Rules of General 
Applicability to Licensing of Byproduct Ma­
terial”, to possess, but not to separate, such 
byproduct material as may be produced by 
operation of the reactor.

C. This license shall be deemed to con­
tain and be subject to the conditions speci­
fied in Part 20, § 30.34 of Part 30, § § 50.54 and 
50.59 of Part 50, and § 70.32 of Part 70 of the 
Commission’s regulations; is subject to all 
applicable provisions of the Act and rules, 
regulations, and orders of the Commission 
now or hereafter in effect; and is subject to 
the additional conditions specified or in­
corporated below:

(1) M aximum power level. The licensee 
may operate the ZPR-II at steady-state 
power levels up to a maximum of 100 watts 
(therm al).

(2) The licensee shall not operate the 
ZPR—n  while the ZPR—I is in operation.

(3) Technical specifications. The techni­
cal specifications contained in Appendix A 
hereto are hereby incorporated in this' 
license. The licensee shall .operate the reac­
tor in accordance with these technical spec­
ifications. No changes shall be made in 
the technical specifications unless author­
ized by the Commission as provided in 
§ 50.59 of 10 CFR Part 50.

D. This amended license is effective as 
of the date of issuance and shall expire at 
midnight, April 12,1972.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
Attachment: Appendix A—Technical Spec­

ifications.1
Date of issuance:

D onald J .  S k o v h o lt , 
Assistant D irector for  R eactor Oper­

ations, Division o f R eactor Licens­
ing.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7904; Filed, July 1, 1969;
9:52 a.m.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Docket No. 69-33]

ATLANTIC & GULF/WEST COAST OF 
S O U T H  AMERICA CONFERENCE 
AGREEMENT NO, 2744-30, ET AL.

Order Instituting Proceeding
Nine conferences of carriers that oper­

ate between the United States and Cen­
tral and South America have filed modi­
fications of their basic agreements for 
approval in accordance with the provi­
sions of section 15 of the Shipping Act,

- irThis item was not filed with the Office 
of the Federal Register but is available for 
inspection in the Public Document Room 
of the Atomic Energy Commission.
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1916. The modifications have been as­
signed agreement numbers as follows:

Agreem ent
Conference nam e No.

Atlantic & Gulf/West Coast of Cen­
tral America and Mexico Confer­
ence ------------- r --------1---------------:_ 8300-8

Atlantic & Gulf/West Coast of South
America Conference_____________  2744-30

East Coast Colombia Conference___  7590-16
Leeward & Windward Islands & Gui-

anas Conference____________s ____ 7540-18
United States Atlantic & Gulf-Haiti

Conference_____________________ 8120-8
United States Atlantic & G ulf-Ja-

maica Conference______________ 4610-13
United States Atlantic & Gulf- 

Venezuela and Netherlands Antil­
les Conference__________________ 6190-23

United States Atlantic & Gulf-Vene­
zuela and Netherlands Antilles 
Conference— oil Companies Con­
t r a c t  Agreement (Proprietary
Cargo) ---------------------------------------  6870-11

West Coast South America North­
bound Conference___ * ________,_ 7890-5

Each such modification adds the 
following paragraph to the existing 
agreement:

No provision of this Agreement shall be 
deemed to prohibit the Conference from 
agreeing to, and establishing, through rates 
by arrangement with other modes of trans­
portation; or to prohibit the publication and 
filing of through rates by the Conference, 
in conformity with any such rate agreement; 
or to prohibit the issuance by the member 
lines of through bills of lading pursuant 
to a published Conference tariff embodying 
through rates or the adoption by the mem­
ber lines of any uniform through bill of 
lading which may be agreed upon, and 
formally adopted, by the Conference. How­
ever, no member line, either individually or 
in concert with any other member line or 
lines or any nonmember line or lines, may 
negotiate, establish, publish, file, or operate 
under any through intermodal transporta­
tion rates or issue any through bills of lad­
ing otherwise than pursuant to the formal 
action and authorization of the Conference.

Each agreement has also been modi­
fied to delete any language that would 
conflict with implementation of the new 
provision. The conferences state that 
they ask for authority to establish 
through rates between points in the 
United States and points in the countries 
they serve by arrangements with car­
riers of other modes of transportation 
and to permit each conference to adopt 
a uniform through bill of lading. Indi- 
vidual member lines are precluded from 
offering through service outside the con­
ference mechanism.

By letter dated February 7, 1969, Mr. 
N. I. Bass, Attorney, Advisor, Section of 
opinions of the ICC, stated that the 
subject agreements appear to be an a t­
tempt by the applicants to indirectly 
secure antitrust relief for rate-making 
activities among carriers of different 
classes which they cannot lawfully obtain 
uirectly under present statutory law.

ea°h of the carrier classes is sub- 
j *° the jurisdiction of different regu- 

agencies> Mr. Bass believes that 
neither the F M C  nor the IC C  has exclu- 

jurisdiction over the activities of all 
an+-fCarr*e.r parties so as to confer the 

«trust immunity sought by the con­

ference. Mr. Bass further advised that 
the foregoing reflects his opinion and 
was not an official expression of the views 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission.

A request for an investigation and 
hearing was received from Mr. R. J . 
Riddick, Executive Secretary of the 
Freight Forwarders Institute, Washing­
ton, D.C. The Institute is a voluntary 
association of common carriers holding 
permits under Part IV of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. The protestants allege 
that the conference is attempting to as­
sert jurisdiction over inland cargo move­
ments in the United States and would 
presume to afford legal rights concerning 
such movements to its members which 
neither it nor the Federal Maritime Com­
mission can legally give. Mr. Riddick 
states that, “If  it is intended that the 
members of the Conference would per­
form functions set forth in section 402 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, 49 
U.S.C. § 1002, the performance of such 
functions would result in violations of 
that Act.” (Section 402 entitled “Defini­
tions and Exemptions” defines the func­
tions of a freight forwarder.)

I t  is further alleged that the proposed 
expansion of ocean common carrier op­
erations into the interstate commerce 
of the United States would result in con­
fusion to the shipping public and would 
be detrimental to commerce and con­
trary to the public interest.

The last allegation is not supported in 
any way in the protest, and no reason 
appears why such effects will, or are 
likely to, occur. However, it is the Com­
mission’s view that Mr. Bass’ letter and 
the arguments of the protestants, viewed 
in the light of the great interest in the 
establishment of through intermodal 
rates and services, raise timely questions 
not heretofore specifically ruled upon 
by the Commission.

I t  is th erefore ordered, That a pro­
ceeding be instituted, pursuant to sec­
tions 15, 18(b), and 22 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, to develop the issues raised by 
the protestants (except that allegation 
disposed of above), by Mr. Bass, and by 
the conferences’ responses thereto, so as 
to assist the Commission in determining 
whether the nine pending agreements 
should be approved, disapproved or mod­
ified; and

I t  is therefore ordered, That such pro­
ceedings be limited to the filing of briefs 
and an oral argument on the following 
issues :

1. Whether the concerted activities 
stated in the new paragraph to be added 
to each agreement are approvable in the 
form requested by the conferences.

2. The extent to which the Commis­
sion has jurisdiction to approve such 
agreements.

3. The extent to which the Commis­
sion may accept for filing under section 
Ï8(b) of the Shipping Act, 1916, the 
through rate tariffs and through bills of 
lading that appear to be contemplated 
by the agreements.

4. The extent of the antitrust immu­
nity that would stem from approval of 
the agreements.

It  is fu rther ordered, That notice of 
this proceeding be published in the F ed­
eral R eg ister . Persons having a direct 
interest in the matter, other than re- 

. spondents, protestant, and Hearing 
Counsel may file petitions to intervene 
on or before July 11, 1969, with copies to 
all parties, in accordance with § 502.72 
of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure.

Affidavits of fact and memoranda of 
law shall be filed on or before July 22, 
1969. Replies thereto shall be filed on 
or before August 6, 1969. An original and 
15 copies must be filed with the Secre­
tary, Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. .20573, with copies to 
all parties. Oral'argument will be heard 
at a date to be announced later.

By the Commission.
[ seal] T homas L i s i ,

Secretary.
A p p e n d i x  A

R E SP O N D E N T S

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, Atlantic & 
Gulf/West Coast of Central America and 
Mexico Conference, 11 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, Atlantic & 
Gulf/West Coast of South America Con­
ference, 11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 
10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, East Coast 
• Colombia Conference, 11 Broadway, New 

York, N.Y. 10004.
Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, Leeward & 

Windward Islands & Guianas Conference, 
11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, United States 
Atlantic & Gulf-Haiti Conference, 11 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, United States 
Atlantic & Gulf-Jam aica Conference, 11 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, United States 
Atlantic & Gulf-Venezuela and Nether­
lands Antilles Conference, 11 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y., 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, United States 
Atlantic & Gulf-Venezuela and Nether­
lands Antilles Conference— Oil Companies 
Contract Agreement (Proprietary Cargo), 
11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004.

Mr. C. D. Marshall, Chairman, West Coast 
South America Northbound Conference, 11 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004.

P R O T E ST A N T

Mr. Richard J . Riddick, Executive Secretary, 
Freight Forwarders Institute, 410 Federal 
Bar Building West, 1819 H Street NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20006.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7791; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. 69-32]
[Agreement 9772]

NETHERLANDS-BELGIUM/U.S. 
NORTH ATLANTIC TRADE

Order of Investigation and Hearing 
Regarding Rate Agreement

The Commission has before it an ap­
plication for approval of a rate agree­
ment, pursuant to section 15 of the Ship­
ping Act, 1916, between the Continental 
North Atlantic Westbound Freight Con­
ference (Agreement 8210, as amended),
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Hamburg-Amerika Linie, Meyer Line and 
Norddeutscher Lloyd in the trade from 
The Netherlands and Belgium to the 
U.S. North Atlantic. The agreement has 
been designated Federal Maritime Com­
mission Agreement No. 9772. In pertinent 
part the agreement provides as follows:

That said parties, consistent with their ob­
ligations, if any, under any conference or 
other agreement in the trade covered by this 
Agreement, intend, by one or more repre­
sentatives, to confer with each other and die- 
cuss together from time to time the matter 
of rates, charges, classifications, practices, 
and tariff matters appropriate and conform­
ably with law and the interests of the for­
eign commerce between the United States 
and the continental ports of Europe in the 
Antwerp/Hamburg range to be charged or 
observed by them in the trade with such 
ports as indicated above covered by their 
services; and to agree on various rates, 
charges, classifications, practices, and related 
tariff matters, to be charged or observed by 
them respectively. Any rate, charge classi­
fication, practice, or related tariff matter of 
any party may be altered upon first giving the 
other parties at least 48 hours’ advance notice 
thereof.

A number of questions concerning the 
approvability of this agreement are 
raised by the above language. The Com­
mission’s staff has been advised orally 
that any agreement as to rates is limited 
to the trade from The Netherlands and 
Belgium to the U.S. North Atlantic. 
Also, it is stated that the agreement au­
thorizes any two or more parties to the 
agreement separately to confer, discuss, 
and fix rates. Such interpretations may 
not be apparent from a normal reading 
of the above language, hence, there is at 
the outset a question whether the agree­
ment should be modified so as to state 
clearly its intended operation.

Futhermore, the scope of the agree­
ment extends to the trade “between the 
United States and the continental ports 
of Europe in the Antwerp/Hamburg 
range,” which includes trades covered by 
other approved rate agreements. Some 
of the parties to Agreement 9772 are also 
parties to the other approved agree­
ments. I t  is not clear how this agreement 
is to operate in those trades in which 
some other agreement has rate authority 
or the effect of such dual operations.

Moreover, if Agreement 9772 is ap­
proved, it is not clear what the opera­
tion of the Continental North Atlantic 
Westbound Freight Conference will be 
once it becomes a single party to the 
-agreement or whether its continued oper­
ation within a larger group of carriers 
is desirable.

The parties to the agreement sub­
mitted statements purporting to demon­
strate a transportation need. In essence, 
the purported need is that without the 
said agreement there is a possibility or 
even likelihood of serious rate competi­
tion which would disrupt the trade in the 
future. There is no allegation, and avail­
able facts would seem to indicate other­
wise, that any serious disruptive rate 
competition has occurred to date. This,

plus the fact that one rate agreement 
for this trade is already approved and 
in existence, suggests that an investiga­
tion should be held to receive further 
evidence with respect to the alleged 
transportation need for Agreement No. 
9772.

All of the parties to this agreement 
separately filed general rate increases to 
become effective on March 3, 1969. At 
present it appears that the rates of all 
parties are nearly identical. This raises 
a question whether the parties have acted 
in concert with respect to rates prior 
to receiving approval of their agreement.

Therefore, it is ordered, That pursuant 
to sections 15 and 22 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, the Commission institute an 
investigation to determine (1) whether 
Agreement No. 9772 would be unjustly 
discriminatory or unfair as between 
carriers, shippers, or ports, or between 
exporters from the United States and 
their foreign competitors, detrimental 
to the commerce of the United States, 
contrary to the public interest, or in vio­
lation of the Shipping Act, 1916, and on 
the basis of the findings, to determine 
whether Agreement No. 9772 should be 
approved, disapproved, or modified; and 
(2) whether the parties have carried out 
this agreement prior to approval in 
violation of section 15;

It is fu rther ordered, That the parties 
listed in the appendix attached hereto 
be made respondents in this proceeding;

I t  is fu rther ordered, That this matter 
be assigned for public hearing before an 
examiner of the Commission’s Office of 
Hearing Examiners and that the hearing 
be held at a date and place to be deter­
mined and announced by the presiding 
examiner;

It is fu rther ordered, That notice of 
this order be published in the F ederal 
R eg ister  and that a copy thereof and 
notice of hearing be served upon 
respondents;

It  is further ordered, That any person, 
other than respondents, who desires to 
become a party to this proceeding and 
participate therein, shall file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with Rule 
5(1),  46 CFR 502.72 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure;

And it is fu rther ordered, That all 
future notices issued by or on behalf of 
the Commission in this proceeding, in­
cluding notice of time and place of hear­
ing or prehearing conference, shall be 
mailed directly to all parties of record. 

By the Commission.
[ seal] T homas L i s i ,

Secretary.
. Ap p en d ix

Meyer Line, c/o Boyd, Weir, Sewell, Inc., Gen­
eral Agents, 17 Battery Place, New York, 
N.Y. 10004.

Hamburg-Amerika Linie, c/o U.S. Navigation 
Co., Inc., Agents, 17 Battery Place, New 
York, N.Y. 10004.

Norddeutscher Lloyd, c/o U.S. Navigation Co., 
Inc., Agents, 17 Battery Place, New York, 
N.Y. 10004.

Continental North Atlantic Westbound 
Freight Conference, Mrs. M. Bourgeois, 
Secretary, 79 De Bomstraat, Antwerp, 
Belgium.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7792; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
PRODUCT SAFETY

HOUSEHOLD PRODUCTS PRESENT­
ING HEALTH AND SAFETY RISK

Notice of Hearing
Notice is hereby given that pursuant 

to section 3(a) of Public Law 90-146; 
81 Stat. 466, the National Commission 
on Product Safety will hold public hear­
ings at 9:30 a.m. on July 29, 1969, in 
Room 2154, Rayburn House Office Build­
ing, Washington, D.C. The hearings will 
deal with the safety of glass bottles and 
other containers used by consumers in 
or around the household, including:

(i) Nature, cause, frequency, and 
severity of injuries associated with glass 
bottles and other containers, especially 
those which are pressurized;

(ii) Scope and adequacy of designs, 
testing procedures, and standards in the 
container manufacturing and glass bot­
tling industries, especially those appli­
cable to containers which are pressur­
ized;

(iii) Liability of manufacturers and 
bottlers for injuries caused by defective 
glass bottles and other containers and 
the effect of such civil liability in pro­
moting safety;

(iv) Methods of eliminating or reduc­
ing such unreasonable hazards as may 
exist.

Interested persons are invited to at­
tend and participate by the submission 
of written statements. Such statements 
should be furnished to the Commission 
at its office, 1016 16th Street NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20036, not later than July 21, 
1969. Such statements will be made a 
part of the record of the hearings and 
will be available for inspection by the
public.

Interested persons desiring to oner 
oral testimony at these hearings should 
advise the Commission and file written 
statements setting forth the substance 
of their proposed testimony by July 21, 
1969. The Commission will attempt to 
grant such requests to the extent time 
permitSi

Persons desiring to furnish oral testi­
mony or to submit statements at subse­
quent Commission hearings are invited 
to so advise the Commission in writing 
specifying the proposed subject of then

Dated: June 30, 1969.
Arnold B. E lkind , 

Chairman.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7874; Filed, July 1, l969: 

8:49 a.m.]
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION

[70-4763]

AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER CO., 
INC.

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 
Common Stock by Holding Com­
pany and Exemption From Com­
petitive Bidding

J une 25, 1969.
Notice is hereby given that American 

Electric Power Co., Inc. (“AEP”), 2 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10004, a reg­
istered holding company, has filed a 
declaration and an amendment thereto 
with this Commission pursuant to the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 (“Act”) , designating sections 6 and 
7 of the Act and Rule 50 promulgated 
thereunder as applicable to the proposed 
transaction. All interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, as amended, 
which is summarized below, for a com­
plete statement of the proposed 
transaction.

AEP proposes to issue and sell, through 
an underwritten public offering, 2,540,- 
097 additional shares of its authorized 
but unissued common stock, par value 
$6.50 per share. The terms of the pro­
posed sale will be determined by nego­
tiations with investment bankers. AEP 
believes that, under present conditions, 
a procedure involving competitive bids 
for an offering of AEP’s common stock 
of between $80-$90 million would result 
in a lower price and a greater cost to 
AEP than the procedure herein proposed. 
As a result, AEP hereby requests the 
Commission to take appropriate action, 
pursuant to Rule 50(a) (5), to exempt the 
issue and sale of the additional common 
stock from compliance with the com­
petitive bidding requirements of that 
rule so as to authorize AEP to enter into 
negotiations with investment bankers, 
under circumstances where competitive 
conditions are maintained, to establish 
the terms and conditions under which 
the additional common stock is to be 
issued and sold.

AEP proposes to use the proceeds of 
the sale of the common stock to pay and 
retire AEP’s short-term debt, consisting 
of commercial paper and notes to banks, 
which is estimated not to exceed $85 
nullion. Any excess proceeds will be used 
py AEP for other corporate purposes, 
including a cash capital contribution or 
contributions prior to December 31, 1969, 
to one or more of its public-utility 
subsidiary companies.

The. declaration states that no State 
mmission and no Federal commission, 

tner than this Commission, has jurisdic- 
nn? 0Ver the ProPosed transaction. Fees 
t ® exp.enses incident to the proposed 

ansaction are to be filed by amendment. 
w T 1 is further given that any in- 
Tnivo ,person may, not later than 
h«,* I969’ re(luest in writing that a
thn keld on such matter, stating
q»r>hnature of his mterest, the reasons for 
ucn request, and the issues of fact or

law raised by said declaration which he 
desires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Secre­
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis­
sion, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request should be served personally 
or by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon AEP 
at the above-stated address, and proof 
of service- (by affidavit or, in case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should 
be filed with the request. At any time 
after said date, the declaration, as 
amended or as it may be further 
amended, may be permitted to become 
effective as provided in Rule 23 of the 
general rules and regulations promul­
gated under the Act, or the Commission 
may grant exemption from such rules as 
provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof 
or take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear­
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive notice of further 
developments in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof.

By the Commission.
[seal] Orval L. D uB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7772; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

[70-4764]

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO.
Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 

Bonds at Competitive Bidding
J une 26, 1969.

Notice is hereby given that Metropoli­
tan Edison Co. (“Met-Ed”) , 2800 Fotts- 
ville Pike, Muhlenberg Township, Berks 
County, Pa. 19605, an electric utility 
subsidiary company of General Public 
Utilities Corp. (“GPU”), a registered 
holding company, has filed an applica­
tion with this Commission, pursuant to 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act 
of 1935 (“Act”) , designating section 6 (b) 
of the Act' and Rule 50 promulgated 
thereunder as applicable to the proposed 
transaction. All interested persons are 
referred to the application, which is sum­
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transaction.

Met-Ed proposes to issue and sell, sub­
ject to the competitive bidding require­
ments of Rule 50 promulgated under the 
Act, $25 million principal amount of First
Mortgage B o n d s,---------percent Series,
due August 1, 1999. The interest rate of 
the bonds (which shall be a  multiple of 
one-eighth of 1 percent) and the price 
to be paid to Met-Ed (which shall not be 
less than 100 percent nor more than 
102.75 percent of the principal amount 
thereof plus accrued interest from Au­
gust 1, 1969, to the date of delivery) will 
be determined by the competitive bid­
ding. The bonds will be issued under an 
indenture dated as of November 1, 1944, 
between Met-Ed and Guaranty Trust 
Company of New York (now Morgan

Guaranty Trust Company of New Y ork), 
trustee, as heretofore supplemented, and 
as to be further supplemented by a sup­
plemental indenture to be dated August 1, 
1969.

The filing states that the proceeds 
(other than premium, if any, and ac­
crued interest) from the sale of the 
bonds will be deposited with the trustee 
under the indenture and withdrawn from 
time to time against bondable value of 
property additions. It  is estimated that 
at the issue date of the bonds approxi­
mately $19 million of such proceeds will 
be withdrawn. Such proceeds, together 
With funds made available from opera­
tions and cash contributions to Met-Ed 
by GPU will be used for the purpose of 
financing Met-Ed’s business as a public- 
utility company, including reimburse­
ment of Met-Ed’s treasury for expendi­
tures therefrom for construction purposes 
(including interest charged to construc­
tion) and to pay bank loans outstand­
ing at the time of the sale of the 
bonds which loans are expected to aggre­
gate $23 million. Any premium realized 
from the sale of the bonds will be utilized 
for the financing of Met-Ed’s business 
including the payment of the expense of 
this financing. The balance of the pro­
ceeds from the sale of the bonds will be 
withdrawn from time to time during a 
period expected to be less than 1 year as 
bondable value of property additions 
permits. The cost of Met-Ed’s 1969 con­
struction program is estimated at ap­
proximately $102,100,000 and such costs 
and other cash requirements will be met 
from funds derived from operations, 
funds made available from cash capital 
contributions, funds from the issue and 
sale of the bonds, and funds from short­
term bank loans, which bank loans are 
expected to aggregate $34 million at the 
end of 1969.

I t  is stated that the fees and expenses 
incident to the proposed transaction are 
estimated at $84,000, including counsel 
fees of $27,000 and accounting fees of 
$5,300. The fees and disbursements of 
counsel for the underwriters, to be paid 
by the successful bidders, will be sup­
plied by amendment.

It  is further stated that the issue and 
sale of the bonds is subject to the juris­
diction of the Pennsylvania Public Util­
ity Commission, the State commission of 
the State in which Met-Ed is organized 
and doing business. It  is further stated 
that no other State commission and no 
Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction.

Notice is further given that any inter­
ested person may, not later than July 18, 
1969, request in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the na­
ture of his interest, the reasons for such 
request, and the issues of fact or law 
raised by said application which he de­
sires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or
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by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the ap­
plicant at the above-stated address, and 
proof of service (by affidavit or, in case 
of an attorney at law, by certificate) 
should be filed with the request. At any 
time after said date, the application, as 
filed or as it may be amended, may be 
granted as provided in Rule 23 of the 
general rules and regulations promul­
gated under the Act, or the Commission 
may grant exemption from such rules as 
provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof 
or take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear­
ing, or advice as to whether a hearing 
is ordered, will receive notice of further 
developments in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof.

For the Commission (pursuant to dele­
gated authority).

[ seal] Orval L. D uB o is ,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7773; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]

BARTEP INDUSTRIES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

J une 27, 1969.
I t  appearing to the Securities and Ex­

change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock and all other securities of Bartep 
Industries, Inc., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors;

It  is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(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 
June 29, 1969, through July 8, 1969, both 
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[ seal] O rval L. DuBois,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7774; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

COMMERCIAL FINANCE CORPORA­
TION OF NEW JERSEY

Order Suspending Trading
J une 27, 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 Com­
mercial Finance Corporation of New 
Jersey being traded otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is re­
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors;

It  is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities

exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
June 30, 1969, through July 9,1969, both 
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[ seal] O rval L . DuB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7775; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]

FEDERAL OIL CO.
Order Suspending Trading

J une 27, 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 Federal 
Oil Co. being traded otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec­
tion 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 susp'ended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
June 29, 1969, through July 8, 1969, both 
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[ seal] '  O rval L. D uB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7776; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

INTERCONTINENTAL INDUSTRIES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

J une 26, 1969.
The common stock, $1 par value, of In­

tercontinental Industries, Inc., being 
listed and registered on the American 
Stock Exchange pursuant to provisions 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
and all other securities of Interconti­
nental Industries, Inc., being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex­
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec­
tion of investors;

It  is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15 
(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities Ex­
change Act of 1934, that trading in such 
securities on the American Stock Ex­
change and otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange be summarily sus­
pended, this order to be effective for the 
period June 26, 1969, 1:30 p.m., e.d.t., 
through July 5,1969, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[ seal] Orval L. D uB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7777; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

RAJAC INDUSTRIES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

J une 26, 1969.
I t  appearing to the Securities and Ex­

change Commission, that the summary 
suspension of trading otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange in the 
common stock and all other securities 
of R ajac Industries, Inc., is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors;

I t  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 June 
26,1969, at 11 a.m., e.d.t., through July 5, 
1969, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[seal] Orval L. D uB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7778; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

[812-2535]

WHITEHALL MANAGEMENT CORP. 
ET AL.

Notice of and Order for Hearing on
Application for Exemption From
Certain Provisions

J une 25,1969.
Notice is hereby given that Pinestock 

Associates, Inc. (“Pinestock”) , Fiduciary 
Equity Associates, Inc. (“FEA”), and 
Quasar Associates, Inc. (“Quasar”), 140 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10005 (col­
lectively the “Funds”) , all open-end in­
vestment companies registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act”), and Whitehall Management 
Corp. (“Whitehall”), a Delaware corpo­
ration which acts as investment adviser 
to the Funds, have applied pursuant to 
section 6(c) of the Act for an order ex­
empting them from Rule 22c-l of the 
rules and regulations under the Act, to 
the extent necessary to permit the shares 
of Funds to be priced for sale semi­
monthly. All interested persons are re­
ferred to the application on file with the 
Commission for a statement of the rep­
resentations therein which are summa­
rized below.

The Funds were organized to serve as 
investment vehicles for customers of 
Donaldson, Lufkin & Jenrette, Inc. 
(“D LJ”), an investment banking firm 
and member of the New York Stock Ex­
change which is the holder of all the 
outstanding shares of Whitehall.

All sales of shares of the Funds are 
made through DLJ and are made without 
the imposition of a sales charge. A mini­
mum initial investment is required of 
$10,000 for Pinestock and FEA and $100,- 
000 for Quasar. Each of the Funds has 
reserved the right to decline to accept 
subscriptions. Under the investment ad­
visory agreements presently in effect, the 
computation of net asset values for each 
of the Funds is performed by "Whitehall.
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On March 31, Pinestock had net assets 
of $26,693,800 and 522 stockholders, FEA 
had net assets of $17,407,100 and 92 
stockholders, and Quasar had net assets 
of $3,236,100 and 60 stockholders.

Rule 22c-l provides, in part, that re­
deemable securities of registered invest­
ment companies must be sold, redeemed, 
or repurchased at a price based on the 
current net asset value (computed on 
each day during which the New York 
Stock Exchange is open for trading, not 
less frequently than once daily as of the 
time of the close of trading on such 
exchange) which is next computed after 
receipt of a tender of such security for 
redemption or of an order to purchase or 
sell such security.

Whitehall and the Funds propose to 
price shares for sale at the net asset 
value as of the close of trading on the 
New York Stock Exchange on the 15th 
day (or the first business day thereafter 
if the 15th day is not a business day) 
and on the last business day of each 
month. Subscriptions received prior to 
the close of the New York Stock Exchange 
on those days are to be priced at net asset 
value per share as of such close of 
business.

Subscriptions submitted prior to the 
two monthly dates on which sales will be 
made will not be accepted until such 
dates and will be revocable at the option 
of the subscriber at any time prior 
thereto. Redemption of shares by all 
three funds will be made daily, and any 
shares tendered for redemption and re­
ceived prior to the close of the New York 
Stock Exchange on any day will be 
valued as of such close of business.

Shares of Pinestock and FEA are cur­
rently being offered on the semimonthly 
basis described above. Shares of Quasar 
are currently offered on a daily basis.

Whitehall represents that unless this 
application is granted, the amount of em­
ployee and supervisory time and payroll 
devoted to determining the net asset 
values of the Funds will have to be sub­
stantially increased.

In the case of each of the Funds, the 
investment advisory fee paid to White­
hall is based on performance but is 
never less than certain costs assumed by 
Whitehall, including the cost of deter­
mining net asset value. In any year in 
which such costs are greater than the 
Performance fee, the difference, includ­
ing the cost of determining net asset 
value on a daily basis, would be borne 
by shareholders of the Funds. In a year 
in which the performance fee is greater 
than the certain costs, the increased cost 
due to daily net asset determination 
plight lead Whitehall to submit to share 
holders of the fund concerned an amend­
ment to the investment advisory contract 
to increase the performance fee. 
ioco a 6"month period from October of 
J968> through March of 1969, 112 sales 
^exclusive of dividend reinvestment) and 
»«redemptions were made in Pinestock, 
and 66 sales (exclusive of dividend rein­
vestment) and 15 redemptions were made 
in FEA. Since sales were made only 
semimonthly, prices for shares of Pine­
stock and FEA were computed at other

dates only when requests for redemptions 
were made. During the 6-month period, 
requests for redemptions were received 
and prices on shares computed on days- 
other than the normal semimonthly pric­
ing days, 26 times for Pinestock and one 
time for FEA.

Applicants represent that the proposed 
pricing method, under which shares are 
prospectively valued, is consistent with 
the objective of Rule 22c-l to prevent 
dilution in the value of shares and short­
term speculation resulting from sale of 
shares at a previously determined price.

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that the Commission may condi­
tionally or unconditionally exempt any 
person, security or transaction, or any 
class or classes of persons, securities, or 
transactions from any provision of the 
Act or of any rule or regulation under 
the Act, if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur­
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act.

I t  appears to the Commission that it 
is appropriate in the public interest and 
in the interest of investors that a hear­
ing be held with respect to the said 
application.

It  is ordered, Pursuant to section 40(a) 
of the Act, that a hearing on the afore­
said application under the applicable 
provisions of the Act and the rules of 
the Commission thereunder be held on 
the 29th day of July 1969 at 10 a.m. in 
the offices of the Commission, 500 North 
Capitol Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20549. At such time the Hearing Room 
Clerk will advise as to the room in which 
such hearing will be held. Any person, 
other than the Applicants, desiring to be 
heard or otherwise wishing to participate 
in the proceeding is directed to file with 
the Secretary of the Commission, on or 
before the 25th day of July 1969, his ap­
plication pursuant to Rule 9(c) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice. A copy 
of such request shall be served personally 
or by mail (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Appli­
cants at the address noted above, and 
proof of service (by affidavit, or, in the 
case of an attorney at law by certificate) 
shall be filed contemporaneously with the 
request. Persons filing an application to 
participate or be heard will receive 
notice of any adjournment of the hear­
ing as well as other actions of the Com­
mission involving the subject matter of 
these proceedings.

It is fu rther ordered, That any officer 
or officers of the Commission to be desig­
nated by it for that purpose shall preside 
at said hearing. The officer so designated 
is hereby authorized to exercise all the 
powers granted to the Commission under 
sections 41 and 42(b) of the Act, and to 
a hearing officer under the Commission’s 
rules of practice.

The Division of Corporate Regulation 
has advised the Commission that it has 
made a preliminary examination of the 
application, and that upon the basis 
thereof the following matters are pre­

sented for consideration without preju­
dice to its specifying additional matters 
upon further examination:

(1) Whether the proposed manner of 
pricing complies with Rule 22c-l.

(2) Whether the exemption requested 
is necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest and consistent with the protec­
tion of investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act.

I t  is fu rther ordered, That at the afore­
said hearing attention be given to the 
foregoing matters.

I t  is fu rther ordered, That the Secre­
tary of the Commission shall give notice 
of the aforesaid hearing by mailing 
copies of this order by certified mail to 
the Applicants and that notice to all 
persons shall be given by publication of 
this order in the F ederal R egister; and 
that a general release of the Commission 
in respect of this order be distributed to 
the press and mailed to the mailing list 
for releases.

By the Commission.
[seal] O rval L. D uB ois,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7779; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION

[Delegation of Authority 30 (Rev. 12) 
Amdt. 6] . 1

AREA ADMINISTRATORS
Delegation of Authority To Conduct

Program Activities in Field Offices
Delegation of Authority No. 30 (Revi­

sion 12) (32 F.R. 179), as amended (32 
F.R. 8-113, 33 F.R. 8793, 33 F.R. 17217, 
33 F.R. 19097, and 34 F.R. 5134) is here­
by further amended by revising Items 
I.A.1 and I.A.2, to read as follows:

1. Area Administrators—A. Financial 
assistance program. 1. To approve busi­
ness loans not exceeding $350,000 (SBA 
share) and economic opportunity loans 
not exceeding $25,000 (SBA share). To 
decline business and economic oppor­
tunity loans in any amount.

2. To approve or decline disaster direct 
and immediate participation loans up 
to the total SBA share of (a) $30,000 
per household for repairs or replacement 
of the home and/or not to exceed an 
additional $10,000 allowable for house­
hold goods and personal items, but in 
no event may the money loaned ex­
ceed $35,000 for a single disaster on home 
loans, and (b) $100,000 on disaster busi­
ness loans except to the extent of re­
financing of a previous SBA disaster 
loan; and to approve disaster Guar­
anteed Loans up to $1 million, and to 
decline them in any amount.

Effective date: April 21,1969.
H ilary S andoval, Jr., 

Administrator.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7763; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]
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[Delegation of Authority 30, Rocky Mountain 
Area, Arndt. 2] v

AREA COORDINATORS ET AL.
Delegation of Authority To Conduct

Program Activities in Rocky Moun­
tain Area

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to the Area Administrators by Delega­
tion of Authority No. 30 (Rev. 12), 
32 P.R. 179, dated January 7, 1967, as 
amended (32 F.R. 8113, 33 P.R. 8793, 
17217, 19097, and 34 F.R. 5134), Delega­
tion of Authority No. 30 (Rocky Moun­
tain Area), 33 F.R. 10680, as amended 
(34 F.R. 7054), is hereby further amended 
by adding Items I.H.1 and I.H.2.

1. Area Coordinators. * * *
H. Office Services M anager or Office 

Services Assistant. 1. To (a) purchase 
office supplies and equipment, including 
office machines and rent regular office 
equipment and furnishings; (b) contract 
for repair and maintenance of equipment 
and furnishings; (c) contract for serv­
ices required in setting up and dismantl­
ing and moving SBA exhibits; and (d) 
issue Government bills of lading.

2. To rent motor vehicles from the 
General Services Administration and to 
rent garage space for the storage of such 
vehicles when not furnished by this 
Administration.

* * * * *

Effective date: June 18, 1969.
G eorge E. S aunders, 

Area Administrator.
[FJEt. Doc. 69-7764; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

[Delegation of Authority 30 (Rev. 2 ), Amdt. 2, 
Southeastern Area]

AREA COORDINATORS ET AL.
Delegation of Authority To Conduct

Program Activities in Southeastern
Area

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to the Area Administrator by Delegation 
of Authority No. 30 (Rev. 12), 32 F.R. 179, 
dated January 7, 1967, as amended (32 
F.R. 8113, 33 F.R. 8793, 17217, 19097, 34 
F.R. 5134), Delegation of Authority No. 
30 (Rev. 2 ), Southeastern Area, 33 F.R. 
9317, dated June 25, 1968, as amended 
(34 F.R. 8730), is hereby further 
amended by:

1. Adding Item I.H. to read as follows:
1. Area Coordinators. * * *
H. Office Services M anager or Office 

Services Assistant. 1. To (a) purchase 
office supplies and equipment, including 
office machinés and rent regular office 
equipment and furnishings; (b) contract 
for repair and maintenance of equipment 
and furnishings; (c) contract for services 
required in setting up and dismantling 
and moving SBA exhibits; and (d) issue 
Government bills of lading.

2. To rent motor vehicles from the 
General Services Administration and to 
rent garage space for the storage of such 
vehicles when not furnished by this 
Administration.

*  *  *  •  *

Effective date: June 9, 1969.
W il e y  S. M essick,

Area Administrator, 
Southeastern  Area.

[FH . Doc. 69-7765; Filed, Ju ly  1, 1969; 
8:45 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION

[ S .0 .1002; Car Distribution Direction 51, 
Amdt. 2]

ERIE-LACKAWANNA RAILWAY CO.
AND CHICAGO, BURLINGTON &
QUINCY RAILROAD CO.

Car Distribution
Upon further consideration of Car 

Distribution Direction No. 51, and good
I t  is ordered, That:
Car Distribution Direction No. 51 be, 

and it is hereby amended by substituting 
the following paragraph (4) for para­
graph (4) thereof:

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 pm., July 20, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended.

I t  is fu rther ordered, That this amend­
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
June 29, 1969, and that it shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail­
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railroads subscribing to the car serv­
ice and per diem agreement under the 
terms of that agreement; and that it 
be filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., June 26, 
1969.

I nterstate C ommerce 
C omm ission,

[seal] R. D. P fahler,
Agent.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7796; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

[S.O. 1002; Oar Distribution Direction 52, 
Amdt. 2]

PENN CENTRAL CO. AND CHICAGO, 
BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD 
CO.

Car Distribution
Upon further consideration of Car Dis­

tribution Direction No. 52, and good 
cause appearing therefor:

It  is ordered, That:
Car Distribution Direction No. 52 be, 

and it is hereby amended by substituting 
the following paragraph (4) for para­
graph (4) thereof:

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., July 20, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended.

It  is fu rther ordered, That this amend­
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
June 29,1969, and that it shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail­
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of

all railroads subscribing to the car serv­
ice and per diem agreement under the 
terms of that agreement; and that it be 
filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., June 26, 
1969.

I nterstate C ommerce 
C omm ission,

[seal! R. D. P fahler,
Agent.

[FJR. Doc. 69-7797; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:48 a jn .]

[S.O. 1002; Car Distribution Direction 50,
Amdt. 2]

SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD 
CO. ET AL.

Car Distribution
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co., 

Norfolk and Western Railway Co., and 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co.

Upon further consideration of Car 
Distribution Direction No. 50, and good 
cause appearing therefor:

I t  is ordered, That:
Car Distribution Direction No. 50 be, 

and it is hereby amended by substituting 
the following paragraph (4) for para­
graph (4) thereof:

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., July 20, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended.

It  is fu rther ordered, That this amend­
ment shall become effective at 11:59 pm., 
June 29,1969, and that it shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail­
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railroads subscribing to the car serv­
ice and per diem agreement under the 
terms of that agreement; and that it be 
filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., June 26, 
1969.

I nterstate C ommerce 
C om m ission,

[seal! R. D. Pfahler,
Agent.

[FJR. Doc. 69-7798; Filed, July 1, 1969;
8:48 a.m.]

[S.O. 1002; Car Distribution Direction 46, 
Amdt. 3]

SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO. AND MIS­
SOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO.

Car Distribution
Upon further consideration of Car 

Distribution Direction No. 46, and good 
cause appearing therefor:

I t  is ordered, That:
Car Distribution Direction No. 46 be, 

and it is hereby amended by substituting 
the following paragraph (4) for para­
graph (4) thereof:

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., July 13, 1969, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended.
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It is further ordered, That this amend­
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
June 29,1969, and that it shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail­
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railroads subscribing to the car serv­
ice and per diem agreement under the 
terms of that agreement; and that it be 
filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., June 26, 
1969.

I nterstate Commerce 
Co m m issio n ,

[seal] R. D. P fahler,
Agent.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7799; Piled, July 1, 1969;
8:48 a.m.]

[No. 11761]

ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD CO. 
Iowa Passenger Fares and Charges 

J une 20, 1969.
Notice is hereby given that the Illinois 

Central Railroad Co., through its attor­
neys named below, has filed a petition 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis­
sion, praying that the Commission modi­
fy its outstanding orders in this proceed­
ing to allow the petitioner to increase its 
intrastate passenger fares within the 
State of Iowa by eliminating a 10 percent 
discount on round-trip passenger fares.

The petitioner points out that effec­
tive June 15, 1969, new interstate round- 
trip fares were established at strictly 
double the one-way fare on the respec­
tive class of service (thereby eliminating 
the 10 percent discount on interstate 
fares) ; that interstate and intrastate 
passengers are transported on the same 
trains under the same conditions; that, 
therefore, intrastate passenger fares 
maintained at a lower level than the pre­
vailing level of interstate passenger 
fares would cause difficulties; and that 
since maximum intrastate passenger 
fares are fixed by State statute (fares 
in excess thereof, which would result 
from the sought increases herein, not 
being subject to the jurisdiction of the 
regulatory body of that State, namely, 
the Iowa State Commerce Commission), 
modifications producing fares in excess 
of the State statutory limits are solely 
within the jurisdiction of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, if required be­
cause of the burdensome effect 'of the in­
trastate fares and practices on inter­
state commerce, pursuant to section 13 
of the Interstate Commerce Act.

Any persons interested in any of the 
matters in the petition may, on or before 
30 days from the publication of this no­
tice in the F ederal R eg ister , file replies 
to the petition supporting or opposing 
the determination sought. An original 
and 15 copies of such replies must be 
filed with the Commission and must 
show service of two copies upon either 

W. Foster or Kenneth L. Novander, 
135 East 11th Place, Chicago, HI. 60605. 
Thereafter, the Commission will proceed 
to render its decision in this matter, in­

cluding the observance of any additional 
requirements that appear warranted to 
assure due process of law.

Notice of the filing of this petition will 
be given by publication in the F ederal 
R eg ister .

[seal] H. Ne il  G arson,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7800; F iW , July 1, 1969;
8:48 a.m.]

[No. 34896] 1

ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE 
RAILWAY CO. ET AL.

Texas Intrastate Passenger Coach 
Fares

J une 20, 1969.
Notice is hereby given that the com­

mon carriers by railroad shown below 
have, through their attorneys, filed a 
petition with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for modification of the out­
standings orders of the Commission in 
these proceedings.

The petitioners point out that effec­
tive June 15, 1969, the basic interstate 
one-way and round-trip coach fares will 
be increased by 5 percent; that the maxi­
mum intrastate passenger fares are fixed 
by statute of the Legislature of the State 
of Texas, fares in excess thereof not 
being subject to the jurisdiction of the 
regulatory body of that State (Railroad 
Commission); and that interstate and 
intrastate passengers are transported on 
the same trains, the transportation con­
ditions of the one being no more favor­
able than those in respect to the other. 
Wherefore, the petitioners pray that this 
Commission modify the outstanding 
orders in these proceedings to the extent 
necessary to enable them to establish and 
maintain the sought 5 percent increase 
in passenger fares applicable on intra­
state movements within the State of 
Texas.

The petitioners are: The Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Co.; The 
Kansas City Southern Railway Co.; 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Co.; Southern 
Pacific Co.; and The Texas and Pacific 
Railway Co.;

Any persons interested in any of the 
matters in the petition may, on or before 
30 days from the publication of this 
notice in the F ederal R eg ister , file re­
plies to the petition supporting or op­
posing the determination sought. An 
original and 15 copies of such replies 
must be filed with the Commission and 
must show service of two copies upon 
either J .  D. Feeney or James W. Nisbet, 
280 Union Station Building, Chicago, 111. 
60606. Thereafter, the Commission will 
proceed to render its decision in this 
matter, including the observance of any 
additional requirements that may appear 
warranted to assure due process of law.

1 Embraces also: No. 28846, Increases In 
Texas Rates, Fares and Charges, and No. 
33683 Texas Intrastate Passenger Coach 
fares.

Notice of the filing of this petition will 
be given by publication in the F ederal 
R eg ister .

[ seal] H. Ne il  G arson,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7801; Filed, July 1, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF

J une 27, 1969.
Protests to the granting of an appli­

cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules 
of practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica­
tion of this notice in the F ederal 
R eg ister .

L ong- and- S hort H aul

FSA No. 41674—Class and com m odity  
rates between points in Texas. Filed by 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. 6?8), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on cups, dishes, plates or trays, 
polystyrene, in carloads, as described in 
the application, from, to, and between 
points in Texas, over interstate routes 
through adjoining States.

Grounds for relief—Intrastate rates 
and maintenance of rates from and to 
points in other States not subject to the 
same competition.

Tariff—Supplement 89 to Texas-Loui­
siana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
998.

Aggregate- o f- I ntermediates

FSA No. 41675—Class and com m odity  
rates between points in Texas. Filed by 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. 629), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on blackstrap molasses, and other 
various commodities, as described in the 
application, from, to, and between points 
in Texas, over interstate routes through 
adjoining States.

Grounds for relief—Maintenance of 
depressed rates published to meet intra­
state competition without use of such 
rates as factors in constructing combina­
tion rates.

Tariff—Supplement 89 to Texas-Loui­
siana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
998.

By the Commission.
[seal] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7802; Filed, Ju ly 1, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]

[Notice 557]

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE 
ROUTE DEVIATION NOTICES

J une 27, 1969.
The following letter-notices of pro­

posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, under the Commission’s Devia­
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c) (8) ) and notice thereof to all in­
terested persons is hereby given as pro­
vided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) (4) ).
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Protests against the use of any pro­

posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com­
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e ) ) at any time, but will not oper­
ate to stay commencement of the pro­
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication.

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s De­
viation Rules Revised, 1957, will be num­
bered consecutively for convenience in 
identification and protests if any should 
refer to such letter-notices by number.

M otor Carriers of P roperty

No. MC 2229 (Deviation No. 18), RED 
BALL MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 3177 
Irving Boulevard, Post Office Box 47407, 
Dallas, Tex. 75247, filed June 18, 1969. 
Carrier’s representative: E. Larry Wells, 
same address as applicant. Carrier pro­
poses to operate as a com m on carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general com m odities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: Between Jackson, Miss., 
and Laplace, La., over Interstate High­
way 55 (traversing U.S. Highway 51 
pending completion of Interstate High­
way 55), for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over pertinent serv­
ice routes as follows: (IX From Jackson, 
Miss., over U.S. Highway 80 via Vicks­
burg, Miss., and Monroe, La., to Shreve­
port, La.; (2) from Ferriday, La., over 
U.S. Highway 65 to junction Louisiana 
Highway 128 west of St. Joseph, La., 
thence over Louisiana Highway 128 to 
St. Joseph, thence over Louisiana High­
way 607 via Osceola, Lake Bruin, Newell- 
ton, and Balmoral, La., to junction U.S. 
Highway 65 at or near Somerset, La., 
thence over U.S. Highway 65 to Tallulah, 
La.; and (3) from New Orleans, La., over 
U.S. Highway 61 to Natchez, Miss., thence 
over U.S. Highway 65 to Ferriday, La* 
and return over the same routes.

No. MC 2900 -(Deviation No. 28), R Y ­
DER TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office 
Box 2408, Jacksonville, Fla. 32203, filed 
June 20, 1969. Carrier’s representative: 
Larry D. Knox, same address as appli­
cant. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
com m on carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain excep­
tions, over a deviation route as follows: 
Between Indianapolis, Ind., and Co­
lumbus, Ohio, over Interstate Highway 
70 (traversing U.S. Highway 40 pending 
completion of portions of Interstate 
Highway 70 not completed), for operat­
ing convenience only. The notice indi­
cates that the carrier is presently author­
ized to transport the same commodities 
over a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Indianapolis, Ind., over U.S. High­
way 52 to Cincinnati, Ohio, thence over 
U.S. Highway 22 to Washington Court 
House, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 
62 to Columbus, Ohio, and return over 
the same route.

No. MC 2900 (Deviation No. 29) 
RYDER TRUCK ' LINES, INC., Post 
Office Box 2408, Jacksonville, Fla. 32203, 
filed June 20, 1969. Carrier’s represent­

ative: Larry D. Knox, same address as 
applicant. Carrier proposes to operate as 
a com m on carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain ex­
ceptions, over a deviation route as fol­
lows: From Indianapolis, Ind., over 
Interstate Highway 70 to junction Inter­
state Highway 75, thence over Interstate 
Highway 7-5 to Dayton, Ohio, and return 
over the same route, for operating con­
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over a 
pertinent service route as follows: From 
Indianapolis, Ind., over U.S. Highway 
52 to Cincinnati, Ohio, thence over U.S. 
Highway 25 to Dayton, Ohio, and return 
over the same route.

No. MC 3560 (Deviation No. 19), GEN­
ERAL EXPRESSW AYS, INC., 1205 
South Platte River Drive, Denver, Colo. 
8023, filed June 17, 1969. Carrier’s repre­
sentative : William Kenworthy, same ad­
dress as applicant. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general com m odities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Moline, 111., over In ­
terstate Highway 80 to junction Inter­
state Highway 74, thence over Interstate 
Highway 74 to Bloomington, 111., and re­
turn over the same route, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities, over 
a pertinent service route as follows: Be­
tween Moline, HI., and Bloomington, 111., 
over U.S. Highway 150.

No. MC 52743 (Deviation No. 4), MI­
AMI TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
INC., OF INDIANA, 1220 Harrison Ave., 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214, filed June 16, 
1969. Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain excep­
tions, over a deviation route as follows: 
Between Louisville, Ky., and Indianap­
olis, Ind., over Interstate Highway 65, 
for operating convenience only. The no­
tice indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com­
modities, over pertinent service routes 
as follows: (1) From Louisville, Ky., over 
U.S. Highway 31W to Sellersburg, Ind. 
(also over U.S. Highway 3IE ), thence 
over U.S. Highway 31 to Scottsburg, Ind., 
thence over Indiana Highway 56 to 
junction Indiana Highway 256, thence 
over Indiana Highway 256 to Madison, 
Ind.; and (2) from Madison, Ind., over 
Indiana Highway 7 to Columbus, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 31 to Indian­
apolis, Ind., and return over the same 
routes.

No. MC 108298 (Deviation No. 9) EL­
LIS TRUCKING CO., INC., 1600 Oliver 
Avenue, Indianapolis, Ind. 46221, filed 
June 18, 1969. Carrier’s representative: 
Kirkwood Yockey, Suite 501 Union Fed­
eral Building, 45 North Pennsylvania 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, as follows : From Marion, Ky., over 
U.S. Highway 641 to junction U.S. High­
way 62, thence over combined U.S. High­
ways 641 and 62 to Gilbertsville, Ky.,

thence over access road to Purchase 
Parkway, thence over Purchase Parkway 
to Fulton, Ky., and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv­
ice route as follows: From Evansville, 
Ind., over U.S. Highway 41 to Hender­
son, Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 60 to 
Paducah, Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 
45 to Union City, Tenn., thence over U.S. 
Highway 45W to Humboldt, Tenn., 
thence over Alternate U.S. Highway 70 
to Brownsville, Tenn., thence over U.S. 
Highway 70 to Memphis, Tenn., and re­
turn over the same route.

By the Commission.
[ seal] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7803; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]

[Notice 1308]

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

J une 27, 1969.
The following publications are gov­

erned by the new Special Rule 1.247 of 
the Commission’s rules of practice, pub­
lished in the F ederal R eg ister , issue of 
December 3,1963, which became effective 
January 1,1964.

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de­
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti­
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces­
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission.
Applications Assigned for O ral Hearing

motor carriers of property

No. MC 8957 (Sub-No. 9) (Republica­
tion) , filed April 12, 1968, published in 
the F ederal R eg ister  issue of May 2, 
1968, and republished this issue. Appli­
cant: GLENN H. BROWER, Rural De­
livery No. 1, Lewistown, Pa. Applicant’s 
representative: John M. Musselman, 400 
North Third Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
17108. By application filed April 12,1968, 
as amended, Glenn H. Brower, of Lewis- 
town, Pa., seeks a permit authorizing
operation, in interstate or foreign com­
merce, as a contract carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of waste 
or scrap materials, metals, and metal ar­
ticles, between Lewistown, Pa., and points 
in Decatur and Derry Townships, Mifflin 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, ana 
the District of Columbia, except metal 
alloys from Philadelphia, Pa., and metal 
alloys, other than loose, from Baltimore,
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Md., to Lewistown, Pa., and points in 
Decatur and Derry Townships, Mifflin 
County, Pa.; waste or scrap materials, 
metals, and scrap or used metal articles, 
between Lewistown, Pa., and points in 
Decatur and Derry Townships, Mifflin 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Texas, except the 
transportation of articles which because 
of size or weight require the-use of special 
equipment; and waste or scrap material 
metals, and scrap or used metal articles 
except automobile parts, between Lewis­
town, Pa., and points in Dectaur and 
Derry Townships, Mifflin County, Pa., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Mississippi and Tennessee, except the 
transportation of articles which because 
of size or weight require the use of spe­
cial equipment; with the restriction that 
the operations authorized be limited to 
a transportation service to be performed, 
under a continuing contract or contracts, 
with Sitkin Converting, Inc., Sitkin In­
dustries, Inc.—Scrap Iron Division, S it- 
kin’s Metal Trading, Inc., Sitkin Smelting 
and Refining, Inc., and Wasco Corp.

A report of the Commission, on further 
proceedings, decided June 12, 1969, and 
served June 23,1969, finds that the pres­
ent and future public convenience and 
necessity require operation by applicant, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes of ( 1) waste or scrap  
materials, metals, and m etal articles, be­
tween Lewistown, Pa., and points in De­
catur and Derry Townships, Mifflin 
County, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Connecticut, Dela­
ware, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,' 
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and 
the District of Columbia, except metal 
alloys from Philadelphia, Pa., and m etal 
alloys, other than loose, from Baltimore, 
Md., to Lewistown, Pa., and points in 
Decatur and Derry Townships, Mifflin 
County, Pa.; (2) waste or scrap m a­
terials, metals, and scrap or used m etal 
articles, between Lewistown, Pa., and 
Points in Decatur and Derry Townships, 
Mifflin County, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Florida, 
Doorgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Texas, except the 
transportation of articles which because 
of size or weight require the use of spe­
cial equipment; and

(3) Waste or scrap m aterials, m etals, 
ana scrap or used m etal articles (except 
automobile parts), between Lewistown, 
£a., and points in Decatur and Derry 
bwnships, Mifflin County, Pa., on the 
he hand, and, on the other, points in 

"Mississippi and Tennessee, except the 
ansportation of articles which because 

;  f ze or weight require the use of spe­
cial equipment; that applicant is fit, 
wining, and able properly to perform 
nil, service and to conform to the re-

laments of the Interstate Commerce 
ct and the Commission’s rules and 

regulations thereunder. Because it is

possible that other parties who have 
relied upon the notice of the application 
as published, may have an interest in 
and would be prejudiced by the lack of 
proper notice of the authority described 
in the findings in this report, a notice 
of the authority actually granted will be 
published in the F ederal R egister and 
issuance of a certificate in this proceed­
ing will be withheld for a period of 30 
days from the date of such publication, 
during which period any proper party 
in interest may file a petition to reopen 
or for other appropriate relief setting 
forth in detail the precise manner in 
which it has been so prejudiced, and 
also subject to prior receipt of a request 
of applicant in writing for the coinci­
dental cancellation of his permits in 
Nos. MC 8957 (Subs 2, 3, 7, and 8).

No. MC 108340 (Sub-No. 18) (Repub­
lication), filed October 28, 1968, pub­
lished in the F ederal R egister issues of 
November 12, 1968, and June 18, 1969, 
and republished this issue. Applicant; 
HANEY TRUCK LINE, a corporation, 
2219 Cedar Street, Forest Grove, Oreg. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence V. 
Smart, Jr., 419 Northwest 23d Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg. 97210. By application 
filed October 28, 1968, as amended, ap­
plicant seeks a certificate of public con­
venience and necessity authorizing 
operation, in interstate or foreign com­
merce, as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes of cannery 
food processing plant and animal food 
processing plant, products (except frozen 
fruits, frozen berries, frozen vegetables, 
and frozen fish), materials, supplies, and 
equipment, between points in Washing­
ton County, Oreg., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Washington re­
stricted to shipments originating at or 
destined to canneries, food processing 
plants, and animal food processing 
plants; and, restricted to shipments 
originating at or destined to points in 
Washington County, Oreg. By order 
dated April 30, 1969, applicant was 
granted authority to operate in inter­
state or foreign commerce as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of (1) canned goods and canned 
pet feed and (2) materials, supplies, and 
equipment used in the production sale, 
and distribution of the commodities in 
(1) above, between designated points; A 
supplemental order of the Commission, 
Operating Rights Board, dated June 6, 
1969, and served June 23,1969, finds that 
the present and future public conven­
ience and necessity require operation by 
applicant, in interstate or foreign com­
merce, as a common carrier  by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes of (1) pre­
pared  foods  (except frozen prepared 
fruits, frozen prepared berries, frozen 
prepared vegetables, and frozen prepared 
fish) ;

(2) Animal fe e d ;  and (3) m aterials, 
supplies, and equipment used in the 
manufacture of the commodities de­
scribed in (1) and (2) above and in the 
manufacture of frozen food products, 
between points in Washington County, 
Oreg. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Washington, restricted to the

transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to points in Washington County, 
Oreg., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
able properly to perform such service and 
to conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Act the Commis­
sion’s rules and regulations thereunder. 
Because it is possible that other parties, 
who have relied upon the notice of the 
application as published, may have an 
interest in and would be prejudiced by 
the lack of proper notice of the authority 
described in the findings in this order, a 
notice of the authority actually granted 
will be published in the F ederal R egister 
and issuance of a certificate in this pro­
ceeding will be withheld for a period of 
30 days from the date of such publication 
during which period any proper party in 
interest may, file a petition to reopen or 
for other appropriate relief setting forth 
in detail the precise manner in which it 
has been so prejudiced.

No. MC 119914 (Sub-No. 16) (Repub­
lication), filed February 10, 1969, pub­
lished in the F ederal R egister issue of 
March 6, 1969, and republished this is­
sue. Applicant; MINNESOTA-WISCON­
SIN TRUCK LINES, INC., 965 Eustis 
Street, St. Paul, Minn. 55114. By appli­
cation filed February 9, 1969, applicant 
seeks a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing operation, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, of the commodities in­
dicated below from Hayward, Wis., to 
Clam Lake, Wis., and points within 25 
miles of Clam Lake, except the points 
specified below. An order of the Commis­
sion, Operating Rights Board, dated 
June 5, 1969, and served June 18, 1969, 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require oper­
ation by applicant, in interstate or for­
eign commerce, as a com m on carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
general com m odities, except those of un­
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com­
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment, from Hay­
ward, Wis., to Draper, Loretta, and Win­
ter, Wis., and to points in that part of 
Wisconsin bounded by a line beginning at 
the junction of U.S. Highway 2 and Wis­
consin Highway 27, and extending south 
along Wisconsin Highway 27, to its junc­
tion with Wisconsin Highway 70, thence 
east along Wisconsin Highway 70 to its 
junction with Wisconsin Highway 13, 
thence north along Wisconsin Highway 
13 to its junction with Wisconsin High­
way 182, thence east along Wisconsin 
Highway 182 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 51, thence north along U.S. 
Highway 51 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 2, thence west along U.S. High­
way 2 to its junction with Wisconsin 
Highway 27 (except Butternut, Glidden, 
Mellen, Drummond, Grandview, and 
Mason and points in their commercial 
zones); that applicant is fit, willing, and 
able properly to perform such service and 
to conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and the Com­
mission’s rules and regulations there­
under. Because it is possible that other 
persons, who have relied upon the notice
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of the publication as published, may 
have an interest in and would be prej­
udiced by the lack of proper notice of 
the authority described in the findings in 
this order, a notice of the authority ac­
tually granted will be published in the 
F ederal Register and issuance of a cer­
tificate in this proceeding will be with­
held for a period of 30 days from the date 
of such publication, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file a 
petition to reopen or for other appro­
priate relief setting forth in detail the 
precise manner in which it has been so 
prejudiced.

No. MC 129644 (republication), filed 
January 12, 1968, published in the F ed­
eral Register issue of January 25, 
1968, and republished this issue. Appli­
cant: C & J  TRAVEL, INC., 163 Central 
Avenue, Dover, N.H. 03820. Applicant’s 
representative: Catherine Immen (same 
address as applicant). By application 
filed January 12, 1968, applicant seeks a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing operation, in inter­
state or foreign commerce, as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of passengers and their baggage, 
and express in the same vehicle with pas­
sengers, in special party service, re­
stricted to transportation in vehicles 
having a capacity of not more than 11 
passengers, between Somersworth, Dover, 
Portsmouth, and Exeter, N.H., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Logan Interna­
tional Airport, at East Boston, Mass. By 
report and order of December 6, 1968 
under modified procedure, the Commis­
sion, Review Board No. 2 granted the 
application partially. By petition filed 
January 9, 1969, applicant seeks to 
amend the application.

A decision and order of the Commis­
sion, Division 1, acting as an Appellate 
Division, dated June 6, 1969, and served 
June 19, 1969, finds on reconsideration, 
that the present and future public con­
venience and necessity require opera­
tion by applicant as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle over irregular routes (1) 
of passengers and their baggage, limited 
to the transportation of not more than 
11 passengers in any one vehicle, not 
including the driver thereof, in special 
operations; and (2) of G eneral com ­
m odities (except classes A and B  ex­
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special equip­
ment) , restricted (a) to the transporta­
tion of shipments in the same vehicle 
with passengers, and (b) against the 
transportation of packages or articles 
weighing more than 100 pounds in the 
aggregate from one consignor at one lo­
cation to one consignee at one location 
during a single day, between Somers­
worth, Dover, Portsmouth, and Exeter, 
N.H., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Logan International Airport, at East 
Boston, Mass.; subject to the conditions
(a) that applicant shall conduct sepa­
rately its for-hire carrier operations and 
its other business activities, (b) that it 
shall maintain separate accounts and 
records therefor, and (c) that it shall 
not transport property as both a private

and for-hire carrier in the same vehicle 
at the same time; that applicant is fit, 
willing, and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re­
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’s rules and reg­
ulations thereunder. Because it is pos­
sible that other persons, who have relied 
upon the notice of the application as 
published, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of 
proper notice of the authority described 
in the findings in this decision and order, 
a notice of the authority actually 
granted will be published in the F ederal 
Register and issuance of a certificate in 
this proceeding will be withheld for a 
period of 30 days from the date of such 
publication, during which period any 
proper party in interest may file a peti­
tion to reopen or for other appropriate 
relief setting forth in detail the precise 
manner in which it has been so prej­
udiced.

No. MC 133445 (Sub-No. 2) (Repub­
lication), filed February 2, 1969, pub­
lished in the F ederal Register issue of 
March 6,1969, and republished this issue. 
Applicant: GERALD T. STUCK, 414 East 
Main Street, Middleburg, Pa. 17842. Ap­
plicant’s representative: Christian V. 
Graf, 407 North Front Street, Harrisburg, 
Pa. 17101. By application filed February 
2, 1969, applicant seeks a permit au­
thorizing operations, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
of semitrailers, semitrailer chassis, semi­
trailer bodies, vehicle bodies (except 
mobile homes), and intermodal con­
tainers, having a capacity of not less than 
1,000 cubic feet, new or used, between the 
plantsite of Trailco Manufacturing & 
Sales Co. at or near Hummels Wharf, Pa., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New York, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, Ohio, 
Indiana, and District of Columbia, under 
a continuing contract with Trailco Man­
ufacturing & Sales Co., of Hummels 
Wharf, Pa. An order of the Commission, 
Operating Rights Board, dated June 5, 
1969, and served June 19,1969, finds that 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as -a contract carrier  

-by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
sem itrailers, sem itrailer châssis, m otor 
vehicle bodies, and containers, between 
the plantsite of Trailco Manufacturing 
& Sales Co., at Hummels Wharf, Pa., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Delaware, Indiana, Maryland, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Virginia, and 
West Virginia, and the District of Colum­
bia, under a continuing contract with 
Trailco Manufacturing & Sales Co., of 
Hummels Wharf, Pa., will be consistent 
with the public interest and the national 
transportation policy; that applicant is 
fit, willing, and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re­
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’s rules and reg­
ulations thereunder. Because it is pos­
sible that other persons, who have relied 
upon the notice of the application as 
published, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of

proper notice of the authority described 
in the findings of this order, a notice of 
the authority actually granted will be 
published in the F ederal Register and 
issuance of a permit in this proceeding 
will be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of such publication, during 
which period any proper party in in­
terest may file a petition to reopen or 
for other appropriate relief setting forth 
in detail the precise manner in which it 
has been so prejudiced.

Notice of F iling of Petition

No. MC 127681 (Sub-No. 1), and No. 
MC 127681 (Sub-No. 2) (Notice of filing 
of Petition for Modification of Permits), 
filed December 13, 1968. Petitioner: JOE 
JONES, JR ., doing business as JOE 
JONES TRUCKING CO., Atlanta, Ga. 
On August 17, 1967, petitioner was is­
sued permit No. MC 127681 (Sub-No. 1), 
authorizing operations, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
(1) of dry chemicals, packaged in paper 
bags and drums, between the plantsites 
of Mayo_Chemical Co., located in Smyrna 
and Dalton, Ga., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn., and from the plantsites of Mayo 
Chemical Co. in Smyrna and Dalton, 
Ga., and Chattanooga, Tenn., to cus­
tomers of Mayo Chemical Co., located at 
points in the United States (excluding 
points in Alaska and Hawaii); (2) of de­
fective, rejected, or repossessed chemical 
products manufactured by Mayo Chemi­
cal Co., from customers of Mayo Chemi­
cal Co., located at points in the United 
States (excluding points in Alaska and 
Hawaii), to the plantsites of the Mayo 
Chemical Co., located in Smyrna and 
Dalton, Ga., and Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
and (3) of dry chemicals, manufactured, 
packaged in paper bags and drums, from 
suppliers of Mayo Chemical Co., located 
at points in Ohio, Michigan, Pennsyl­
vania, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, New York, Delaware, Maryland, 
West Virginia, and Texas, to the plant- 
sites of Mayo Chemical Co., located in 
Smyrna and Dalton, Ga., and Chatta­
nooga, Tenn., and to customers of Mayo 
Chemical Co., located at points in the 
United States (excluding Alaska and 
Hawaii), subject to the restriction that 
such operations may only be performed 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with the Mayo Chemical Co.

Review Board No. 2, on June 11, 1968, 
made and filed its report and order in 
No. MC 127681 (Sub-No. 2), granting 
petitioner authority to extend his con­
tract earner operations by motor vehicle 
and transport, over irregular routes, dry 
chemicals, manufactured, packaged in 
paper bags and drums, from suppliers of 
Mayo Chemical Co., located at points in 
Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, and Louisi­
ana, to the plantsites of Mayo Chemical 
Co., located in Dalton and Smyrna, Ga., 
and Chattanooga, Tenn., and to cus­
tomers of Mayo Chemical Co., located 
at points in the United States (exclud­
ing Alaska and Hawaii), under a con­
tinuing contract with Mayo Chemical 
Co., but that no permit authorizing such 
operations has yet been issued in such 
proceeding. By petition filed December
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13, 1968, petitioner, seeks modification 
of his permit No. MC 127681 (Sub-No. 1), 
and modification of the findings of the 
report of Review Board No. 2 in No. MC 
127681 (Sub-No. 2), so as (1) to delete 
therefrom all references to the Mayo 
Chemical Co., and the points of Smyrna 
and Dalton, Ga., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn., thereby permitting the rendition 
of service at all the plantsites of shipper 
located in Georgia, and (2) to substitute 
Oxford Chemicals, of Chamblee, Ga., a 
division of Consolidated Poods, in lieu 
of the Mayo Chemical Co., as the ship­
per in whose behalf service may be per­
formed. An order of the Commission, 
dated May 15, 1969, served May 29, 1969, 
provides, that notice of the petition, filed 
December 13, 1968, for modification be 
published in the F ederal R egister, and 
that said petition be designated for oral 
hearing at a time and place to be here­
after fixed. Any interested person desir­
ing to participate may file an original 
and six copies of his written representa- . 
tions, views, or argument in support of, 
or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the 
Federal R egister.
Application for Certificate or P ermit 

Which I s T o B e P rocessed Concur­
rently With  Applications Under S ec­
tion 5 Governed by  S pecial R ule 1.240 
to the Extent Applicable

No. MC 765 (Sub-No. 3), filed June 16, 
1969. Applicant: MILLS TRANSFER 
COMPANY, a corporation, 51 Sleeper 
Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Applicant’s 
representative: Kenneth B. Williams, 
111 State Street, Boston, Mass. 02109. 
Authority sought to operate as a com ­
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir­
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, dangerous explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, com­
modities in bulk, and those injurious 
or contaminating to other lading), be­
tween points in Massachusetts. No te: 
Applicant states it intends to tack with 
its present irregular route authority at 
Boston, Mass., and with its regular route 
authority at Boston and at intermediate 
points in Massachusetts on said routes. 
This application is directly related to 
MC-F-10517, published F ederal R egister 
issue of June 25, 1969. If  a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
oe held at Boston, Mass.

No. MC 106401 (Sub-No. 29), filed 
June 4, 1969. Applicant: JOHNSON 
MOTOR LINES, INC., 2426 North 
Oraham Street, Charlotte, N.C. 28201. 
Applicant’s representatives: Thomas G. 
Sloan (same address as applicant), and 
Donald E. Cross, Suite 917, Munsey 
Building, 1329 E Street NW., Washing- 
mn, D.c. 20004. Authority sought to oper­
ate as a com m on carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: General com m odities (except those 
ot unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
Piosives, livestock, household goods as
i n a r i  Commission, commodities

bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between points in Mas- 
““enusetts. Note: This application is di­
rectly related to MC-F-10499, published

in the F ederal R egister June 6, 1969. 
Applicant states it would tack to its reg­
ular route points generally between 
Boston and Springfield. If  a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washintgon, D.C.
Applications Under S ections 5 and 

210a(b)
The following applications are gov­

erned by the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car­
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter­
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto. (49 
CFR 1.240).

Motor Carriers of P roperty

No. MC-F-10030 (Petition) (RYDER 
TRUCK LINES, INC.—Control—MER­
CHANTS FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC.), 
published in the February 2, 1968, issue 
of the F ederal R egister, on page 2680. 
By petition filed June 18, 1969, petition­
ers seek to substitute RYDER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., a  F lorida corporation, in 
lieu of RYDER TRUCK LINES, INC., a 
Tennessee corporation.

No. MC-F-10519. Authority sought to 
purchase by MORVEN FREIGHT 
LINES, INCORPORATED, Highway No. 
74, Post Office Box 718, Wadesboro, N.C. 
28170, of the operating rights of S. D. 
SESSIONS, doing business as SESSIONS 
TRUCKING COMPANY, Highway 109 
North, Post Office Box 537, Wadesboro, 
N.C. 28170, and for acquisition by 
CHARLES B. RATLIFF, Highway No. 74 
East, Post Office Box 718, Wadesboro, 
N.C. 28170, of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants' a t­
torney and representative: H. P. Taylor, 
Jr ., Anson Professional Building, Post 
Office Box 593, Wadesboro, N.C. 28170 
and Charles B. Ratliff, Post Office Box 
718, Wadesboro, N.C. 28170. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Wood 
chips, as a common carrier, over irregu­
lar routes from points in Montgomery 
County, N.C., to points in Florence 
County, S.C., from points in Anson Coun­
ty, N.C., to points in Florence and Dar­
lington Counties, S.C.; and limestone, 
in bulk, from points in Cherokee County, 
S.C., to points in Anson, Stanly, Mont­
gomery, Moore, Richmond, Scotland, 
Robeson, Hoke, and Union Counties, N.C. 
Vendee is authorized to operate under a 
certificate of registration within the 
State of North Carolina. Application has 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). Note: MC-120307 
Sub 4 is a matter directly related.

No. MC-F-10520. Authority sought for 
control by TOSE, INC., 64 West Fourth 
Street, Bridgeport, Pa. 19405, of A B C 
EXPRESS COMPANY, Fifth Street and 
Columbia Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19122, and for acquisition by LEONARD 
H. TOSE, also of Bridgeport, Pa. and 
DESMOND J .  McTIGHE, 11 East Airy 
Street, Norristown, Pa. 19401, of control 
of A B C EXPRESS COMPANY, through 
the acquisition by TOSE, INC. Applicants 
Attorneys: Desmond J .  McTighe, 11 East 
Airy Street, Norristown, Pa. 19401 and 
Anthony C. Vance, Suite 301, Tavern

Square, 421 King Street, Alexandria, Va. 
22314. Operating rights sought to be con­
trolled: New furniture and new hom e  
furnishings, as a contract carrier, over ir­
regular routes between Philadelphia, Pa., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Delaware, Maryland, and New Jersey, 
with restriction; such com m odities, as 
are dealt in by department stores, be­
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, certain specified points 
in New Jersey and Wilmington, Del., with 
restriction; between Philadelphia, Pa., 
and Moorestown, N.J., with restriction; 
between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Yonkers, N.Y. 
(not including points in the commercial 
zone thereof other than Yonkers), and 
the depot of the United Parcel Service, 
Inc. (Bloomingdale warehouse) in Long 
Island City, N.Y., with restriction; be­
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, certain specified points 
in Pennsylvania, with restriction; be­
tween Rutherford, N.J., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, certain specified points 
in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New 
Castle County, Del., between St. Davids, 
Pa., and certain specified points in Cecil 
County, Md„ New Castle County, Del., 
and certain specified points in New Je r ­
sey, with restriction; and such com m od­
ities, as are dealt in by department stores 
(except new furniture and new home 
furnishings), between Bloomfield and 
Newark, N.J. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Philadelphia, Pa., with restriction. 
TOSE, INC. is authorized to operate as 
a com m on carrier in Pennsylvania, New 
York, Maryland, New Jersey, Delaware, 
and the District of Columbia. Applica­
tion has been filed for temporary au­
thority under section 210a (b ) .

No. MC-F-10521. Authority sought for 
control by ALBERT J .  EYRAUD, 2222 
East 38th Street, Vernon, Calif. 90058, of
(1) ASBURY SYSTEM, 2222 East 38th 
Street, Vernon, Calif. 90058, and (2) AS­
BURY TRANSPORTATION CO., 2222 
East 38th Street, Vernon, Calif. 90058. 
Applicants’ attorneys: Wade and Wade, 
453 South Spring Street, Room 729, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90013. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled: (1) Under MC- 
133315 Sub-No. 1TA, temporary author­
ity to operate as a contract carrier, pe­
troleum coke, in bulk, from the account 
of Standard Oil Co. of California, over 
irregular routes, from El Segundo, Calif., 
to Long Beach, Calif., on traffic having 
a subsequent movement by water; and
(2) G eneral com m odities, excepting, 
among others, household goods and com­
modities in bulk, as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, between points in 
the Los Angeles, Calif., and Los Angeles 
Harbor commercial zone, as defined by 
the Commission, between points in the 
Los Angeles, Calif., and Los Angeles Har­
bor commercial zones as defined by the 
Commission,. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Kern and Kings 
Counties, Calif., points in Los Angeles 
County, Calif, (except those in 'the Los 
Angeles, Calif., and Los Angeles Harbor 
commercial zones), and points in Fresno 
County, Calif., located within 20 miles 
of Coalinga, Calif., between points in 
Kem  and Kings Counties, Calif;
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Liquid petroleum  products, from The 

Dalles, Oreg., to certain specified points 
in Washington, from certain specified 
points in Oregon, to points in Washing­
ton, those in Malheur County, Oreg., 
and those in Idaho, except those in 
Lemhi, Blaine, Minidoka, and Cassia 
Counties, Idaho, and east thereof, from 
The Dalles and Umatilla, Oreg., and At- 
talia, Wash., to points in Oregon and 
Washington east of the summit of the 
Cascade Mountains, and those in Idaho 
as specified above, from Eureka, Calif., 
to points in Curry County, Oreg.; liquid 
petroleum  products, in bulk, from certain 
specified points in Oregon, and Attalia 
and Vancouver, Wash., to certain speci­
fied points in Idaho; petroleum  and p e­
troleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
from Pasco, Wash., to points in Idaho 
and that part of Oregon and Washing­
ton east of the summit of the Cascade 
Mountains, from Mukilteo, Wash., to 
U.S. Air Force installations in Idaho and 
Oregon; petroleum  products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, between Eureka, Calif., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, certain 
specified points in Oregon, and Yreka, 
Calif., from Crescent City, Calif., to cer­
tain specified points in Oregon, and 
Siskiyou and Shasta Counties, Calif., 
serving points in Siskiyou and Shasta 
Counties over highways through Oregon, 
from Eureka, Calif., to Cave Junction, 
Oreg., from Eureka, Calif., to certain 
specified points in Oregon, and Siskiyou 
and Shasta Counties, Calif., except Cave 
Junction, Grants Pass, Medford, Klam­
ath Falls, and Merrill, Oreg., and Yreka, 
Calif., from Baker and Blakely, Oreg., 
to points within 10 miles of each, and 
points within 5 miles of Pasco, Wash., 
to certain specified points in Idaho, 
points in Oregon in and east of Hood 
River, Wasco, Jefferson, Deschutes, and 
Klamath Counties, Oreg., and points 
in Washington in and east of Skamania, 
Yakima, Kittitas, Chelan, Klickitat, and 
Okanogan Counties, Wash., from Cres­
cent City, Calif., to points in Coos and 
Lake Counties, Oreg., from Spokane, 
Wash., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, to points in Idaho on and north 
of the southern boundary of Idaho 
County;

M achinery, equipment, m aterials, and  
supplies used in or in connection with, 
the discovery, development, production, 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor­
age, transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum products and 
byproducts, and m achinery, equipment, 
m aterials, and supplies used in or in 
connection with, the construction, opera­
tions, repair, servicing, maintenance, 
and dismantling of pipelines, between 
certain specified points in California; 
asphalt, asphalt products, and heavy  
fuel oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Spokane, Wash., to points in Washing­
ton in and east of Walla Walla, Frank­
lin, Adams, Lincoln, and Ferry Counties, 
Wash.; petroleum  and petroleum  prod­
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, as de­
scribed in appendix X III  to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi­
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from Meridian, 
Calif., to points within 5 miles of Me­

ridian, to certain specified points in 
Oregon; aqua am m onia, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Malin, Oreg., to certain 
specified points in California; petroleum  
products, as described by the Commis­
sion in appendix X III  of the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi­
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Coos County, 
Oreg., to points in Del Monte and Hum­
boldt Counties, Calif.; anhydrous hydra­
zine, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Lake 
Charles, La., and Saltville, Va., to Nim­
bus and Santa Susana, Calif., and the 
site of the Rocky Mountain Arsenal at 
Denver, Colo.; unsymm etrical dim ethyl- 
hydrazine, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Baltimore, Md., to Nimbus and Santa 
Susana, Calif., and the site of the Rocky 
Mountain Arsenal at Denver, Colo.;

Unsymmetrical dim ethylhydrazine and 
anhydrous hydrazine mixtures, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from the site of the 
Rocky Mountain Arsenal at Denver, 
Colo., to U.S. Government missile sites 
and supporting missile installations and 
to missile testing and research facilities 
in Arizona, Arkansas, California, Florida, 
Kansas, New York, and Tennessee; p e­
troleum  products (except petrochemi­
cals), as defined by the Commission in 
appendix X III  to the report in Descrip­
tion in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M. C.C. 209, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Chico, Calif., to certain specified points 
in Oregon; and unsymmetrical dimethyl 
hydraxine mix, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
moving on Government bills of lading, 
between Rocky Mountain Arsenal, Colo., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, Lewis 
Research Center, at or near Cleveland, 
Ohio, and White Sands Missile Range,
N. Mex. Application has not been filed
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). Note: See also MC-F-10086 
(CAPITAL TRUCK LINE, INC.—Pur­
chase (Portion)—ASBURY TRANS­
PORTATION CO.), and MC-F-10443 
(B. F. WALKER, INC.—Purchase (Por­
tion ) —ASBURY TRANSPORTATION 
CO.), published in the April 10,1968, and 
April 16, 1969, issues of the F ederal 
Register, on pages 5603 and 6560, 
respectively.

No. MC-F-10522. Authority sought for 
control by OLD DOMINION FREIGHT 
LINE, Post Office Box 1189, High Point, 
N.C. 27261, of BARNES TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 506 Mayo Street, Wilson, N.C. 
27893, and for acquisition by L. C. 
CROWDER, E. E. CONGDON, and J . R. 
CONGDON, all also of High Point, N.C., 
of control of BARNES TRUCK LINE, 
INC., through the acquisition by OLD 
DOMINION FREIGHT LINE. Appli­
cant’s attorney: Francis W. Mclnery, 100 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
Operating rights sought to be controlled: 
G eneral commodities, excepting among 
others, household goods and commodi­
ties in bulk, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from Richmond and 
Norfolk, Va., and Wilmington, N.C., to 
Smithfield, N.C., from Norfolk and Rich­
mond, Va., and Baltimore, Md., to points 
in Wayne County, N.C., and Faison and 
Burgaw, N.C.; between certain specified 
points in North Carolina, on the one

hand, and, on the other, Baltimore, Md., 
points in Virginia on and east of U.S. 
Highway 15 (except those in Accomack 
and Northampton Counties, Va.), and 
certain specified points in Pennsylvania, 
with restriction; general commodities, 
excepting among others, commodities in 
bulk, but not excepting household goods, 
between Wilson, N.C., and points within 
50 miles of Wilson, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Virginia; farm  and 
forest products, from Smithfield, N.C., 
and points in North Carolina within 100 
miles of Smithfield to Norfolk, Va., Bal­
timore, Md., points in North Carolina, 
and points on U.S. Highway 301 between 
Smithfield, N.C., and Petersburg, Va., and 
on U.S. Highway 1 between Raleigh, N.C., 
and Baltimore, Md.;

Farm  products, from points in Geor­
gia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Virginia, to Washington, D.C., to Balti­
more, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., Newark and 
Jersey City, N.J., Wilmington, Del., New 
York, N.Y., Hartford and New Haven, 
Conn., Providence, R.I., Boston, Mass., 
and Bluefield and Charleston, W. Va.; 
farm  wagons, from Wilson, N.C., to points 
in Georgia and Florida; agricultural 
commodities, from points in Nash 
County, N.C., and points within 100 miles 
of Nash County to Washington, D.C., 
Baltimore, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa.; 
grain products, sugar, salt, fertilizer, and 
fertilizer m aterials, from Richmond and 
Norfolk, Va., and Wilmington, N.C., 
Smithfield, and points in North Caro­
lina within 100 miles of Smithfield; cot­
ton, from points in South Carolina to 
certain specified points in North Caro­
lina and Richmond and Norfolk, Va., 
from Smithfield, N.C., and points in 
North Carolina within 100 miles of 
Smithfield, to Danville, Va.; grain prod­
ucts, from Richmond and Norfolk, Va., 
and Wilmington, N.C., to points in South 
Carolina; household goods as defined by 
the Commission, office furniture and 
equipment, and store fixtures, between 
Smithfield, N.C., and points within 25 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in South Carolina and 
Virginia; groceries and feeds, from Nor­
folk and Jarratt, Va., to points in Nash 
County, N.C.; lumber, from points in that 
part of North Carolina on and east of 
U.S. Highway 29, to points in Virginia, 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, Penn­
sylvania, and trie District of Columbia; 
feed , seed, and fertilizer, between points 
in Lenoir and Pitt Counties, N.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Norfolk, 
Va.;

Unprocessed agricultural products, 
other than tobacco, between certain 
specified points in North Carolina, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
and places in South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, Virginia, Maryland, Pennsyl­
vania, and the District of Columbia; 
tobacco, between points in North Caro­
lina, South Carolina and Virginia; toj 
bacco, tobacco sheets, and baskets, con­
tainers and articles, used in the shipping 
and handling of tobacco, between points 
in North Carolina and Virginia, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, certain
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specified points in Florida and points in 
Georgia; hay halers, from Tarboro, N.C., 
to points in Arkansas, Illinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas, and 
South Dakota; m aterials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of hay balers, 
from the above-specified destination 
points to Tarboro, N.C.; agricultural 
machinery, agricultural im plem ents and 
agricultural m achinery parts, from Tar­
boro, N.C., to points in Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, Ken­
tucky, Indiana, Maine, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, Delaware, New Jersey, Ohio, 
and West Virginia; m aterials and sup­
plies, used in the manufacture of agricul­
tural machinery, agricultural imple­
ments, and agricultural machinery parts, 
from the above-specified destination 
points, except points in Ohio, to Tar­
boro, N.C.; lumber, except plywood and 
veneer, from points in that part of North 
Carolina, on and east of U.S. Highway 29 
to points in Maine, New Hampshire, Ver­
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con­
necticut, New York, Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, West Virginia, Kentucky, Ten­
nessee, and Florida; hardboard sheets 
and boards, from Catawba, S.C., and 
points within 5 miles thereof, to Dover, 
Del., and points in Connecticut, New 
York (except points in the New York, 
N.Y., commercial zone, as defined by the 
Commission), and New Jersey (except 
points in the Trenton, N.J., Philadelphia, 
Pa., and New York, N.Y., commercial 
zones, as defined by the Commission);

Flakeboard, from Farmville, N.C., to 
points in Delaware, Georgia, Maryland, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, West Virginia, 
Kentucky, Florida, Iowa, Wisconsin, 
and the District of Columbia, with 
restriction; articles used in the farm­
ing or forestry industries, from Tar­
boro, N.C., and Davenport, Iowa, to 
points in North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Minneso­
ta, Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Indi­
ana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, Florida, West Vir­
ginia, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Con­
necticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, and 
the District of Columbia, fjom  Daven­
port, Iowa, to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Virginia, from Tar­
boro, N.C., to points in Iowa; m aterials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
articles used in farming or forestry in­
dustries, from points in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla­
homa, Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- 
®hnri, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, Kentucky, 
lennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Geor­
gia, Florida, West Virginia, Ohio, Penn­
sylvania, Maryland, Delaware, New 
ersey, New York, Connecticut, Massa­

chusetts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
ermont, Maine, and the District of

Columbia, to Tarboro, N.C., with restric­
tions. OLD DOMINION FREIGHT LINE 
is authorized to operate as a common  
carrier  in Virginia, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b ) .

No. MC-F-10523. Authority sought for 
control by GRAVES TRUCK LINE INC., 
739 North 10th Street, Salina, Kans. 
67401, of GRAVES VAN LINE, INC., 411 
West Lincoln, Salina, Kans. 67401, and 
for acquisition by W. H. GRAVES, JOHN 
GRAVES, both of 739 North 10th Street, 
Salina, Kans., DWIGHT GRAVES, 
3402 West Harry, Wichita, Kans., and 
LOWELL P. GRAVES, 92 Shawnee Ave­
nue, Kansas City, Kans., of control of 
GRAVES VAN LINE, INC., through the 
acquisition by GRAVES TRUCK LINE, 
INC. Applicants’ attorney: John E. Ja n - 
dera, 641 Harrison, Topeka, Kans. Op-' 
erating rights sought to be controlled: 
Under MC-126713, Sub-No. 1 TA, tem­
porary authority to operate, as a common 
carrier, household goods, as defined by 
the Commission, over irregular routes, 
between points in Kansas, on traffic hav­
ing a prior or subsequent out-of-State 
movement. GRAVES TRUCK LINE, 
INC., is authorized to operate as a com ­
mon carrier  in Kansas, Missouri, Nebras­
ka, Oklahoma, Colorado, Iowa, Texas, 
Wyoming Arkansas, Louisiana, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, and South Da­
kota. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a
(b).

By the Commission.
[seal] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69—7804; Filed, July 1, 1969;

8:49 a.m.]

NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR­
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS

J une 27, 1969.
The following applications for motor 

common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits of 
the intrastate authority sought, pursuant 
to section 206(a) (6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended October 15, 
1962. These applications are governed by 
Special Rule 1.245 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice, published in the F ed­
eral R eg ister , issue of April 11, 1963, 
page 3533, which provides, among other 
things, that protests and requests for in­
formation concerning the time and place 
of State Commission hearings or other 
proceedings, any subsequent changes 
therein, any other related matters shall 
be directed to the State Commission with 
which the application is filed and shall 
not be addressed to or filed with the In ­
terstate Commerce Commission.

State Docket No. MC-4355, Sub-No. 4, 
filed June 11, 1969. Applicant: SUPE­
RIOR TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 100 
East 29th Street, Chattanooga, Tenn. 
37410. Applicant’s representative: Blaine 
Buchanan, 1024 James Building, Chat­

tanooga, Tenn. 37402. Certificate of pub­
lic convenience and necessity sought to 
operate a freight service as follows: G en­
eral com m odities (except livestock, used 
household goods, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equip­
m ent): (1) Between Manchester, Tenn., 
and Murfreesboro, Tenn., from Manches­
ter over Tennessee Highway No. 2, U.S. 
Highway No. 41, to Murfreesboro and re­
turn over the same route serving all in­
termediate points; (2) between Shelby- 
ville, Tenn., and Murfreesboro, Tenn., 
from Shelbyville over Tennessee Highway 
10, U.S. Highway 231 to Murfreesboro 
and return over the same route serving 
all intermediate points. Routes Nos. 1 
and 2 to be tacked to applicant’s exist­
ing authority so as to provide through 
service between all points on Routes 1 
and 2 and all of applicant’s present 
routes being described in Certificates of 
Registration MC-97974 (Sub-No. 2), and 
MC-97974 (Sub-No. 6), and in certificate 
of public convenience and necessity MC- 
97974 (Sub-No. 5). Both intrastate and 
interstate authority sought.

HEARING: Monday, August 11, 1969, 
9:30 a.m., at the Commission’s Court 
Room, C -l Cordell Hull Building, Nash­
ville, Tenn. Requests for procedural in­
formation including the time for filing 
protests concerning this application 
should be addressed to the Tennessee 
Public Service Commission, Cordell Hull 
Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37219, and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission.

State Docket No. L-13247 (Case No. 3), 
filed April 24,1969. Applicant: EXPRESS 
DELIVERY SYSTEM , INC., 716 East 
Haley Street, Midland, Mich. 48640. 
Applicant’s representative: William B. 
Elmer, 22644 Gratiot Avenue, East De­
troit, Mich. 48021. Certificate of public 
convenience and necessity sought to op­
erate a freight service as follows: P ack­
aged express, between Midland, Bay City, 
and Saginaw, and points within 5 miles 
of each of said cities, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points within 50 miles 
of Midland subject to the following re­
strictions: (1) Restricted to same day 
deliveries; (2) restricted to service in 
straight trucks only; (3) no shipment 
shall exceed 300 pounds; and (4) no 
more than 500 pounds may be trans­
ported from any one consignor to any 
one consignee on any one day. Both in­
trastate and interstate authority sought.

HEARING: Wednesday, July 2, 1969, 
at 9:30, at Seven-Story Office Building, 
525 West Ottawa, Lansing, Mich. Re­
quests for procedural information in­
cluding the time for filing protests con­
cerning this application should be ad­
dressed to the Michigan Public Service 
Commission, Lewis Cass Building, Lan­
sing, Mich. 48913, and should not be di­
rected to £he Interstate Commerce 
Commission.

State Docket No. A-51087, filed May 
16,1969. Applicant: RICHARD J .  BERG- 
KAMP, doing business as RICK’S 
TRUCKING, 1151 Bordwell Street, Post 
Office Box 454, Colton, Calif. 92324. Ap­
plicant’s representative: Hutton & Ed­
wards, 655 North Eighth Street, Post
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Office Box 44, Colton, Calif. 92324. Cer­
tificate of public convenience and neces­
sity sought to operate a freight service 
as follows: G eneral com m odities (except, 
(1) used household goods and personal 
effects not packed in accordance with the 
crated property requirements set forth 
in paragraph (d) of Item No. 10-C of 
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 4-A; (2) au­
tomobiles, trucks, and buses; viz, new 
and used, finished or unfinished pas­
senger automobiles, including jeeps, am­
bulances, hearses, and taxis; freight au­
tomobiles, automobile chassis, trucks, 
truck chassis, combined, buses and bus 
chassis; (3) livestock; viz; bucks, bulls, 
calves, cattle, cows, dairy cattle, ewe, 
goats, hogs, horses, kids, lambs, oxen, 
pigs, sheep, sheep camp outfits, sows, 
steers, stags, or swine; (4) commodities 
requiring the use of special refrigera­
tion or temperature control in specially 
designed and constructed refrigerator 
equipment; (5) liquids, compressed gases, 
commodities in semiplastic form, and 
commodities in suspension in liquids in 
bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, tank 
semitrailers or a combination of such 
highway vehicles; (6) commodities when 
transported in bulk in dump trucks or 
in hopper-type trucks; (7) commodities 
when transported in motor vehicles 
equipped for mechanical mixing in 
transit; (8) logs; (9) articles of extraor­
dinary value as set forth in Rule 3 of 
Western Classification No. 77, J .  P. Hack- 
ler, Tariff Publishing Officer, on the issue 
date thereof;

(10) commodities likely to contami­
nate or damage other freight; (11) ex­
plosives as described in and subject to 
the regulations of Agent H. A. Camp­
bells’ Tariff No. 10; This applicant pro­
poses to transport these commodities as 
excepted, to, from, and between: (a) All 
points and places in the Los Angeles 
Basin Territory as described in Item No. 
270 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2; 
California Public Utilities Commission; 
(b) The Los Angeles Basin Territory and 
Palm Springs, Indio, Thermal, and 
points and places along Interstate High­
way 10, U.S. Highway 60, and State 
Highway 111, and all points within 5 
miles laterally of said highways; (c) The 
Los Angeles Basin Territory and Escon­
dido, San Diego, and National City, and 
points and places along U.S. Highway 
395, Interstate Highway 5, and Interstate 
Highway 8 and all points within 5 miles 
laterally of said highways; (d) The Los 
Angeles Basin Territory and Oceanside,- 
San Diego, and points and places along 
U.S. Highway 101, Interstate Highway 5, 
and all points within 5 miles of said 
highways. This applicant proposes to use 
all available public highways between 
points proposed to be served as herein­
above mentioned, and within the cities 
hereinabove proposed to be served, and 
applicant proposes to use such streets and 
highways as may be necessary to serve 
consignors and consignees located with­
in said cities. Both intrastate and inter­
state authority sought.

HEARING: Not yet assigned. Requests 
for procedural information including the 
time for filing protests concerning this

application should be addressed to the 
California Public Utilities Commission, 
State Building, Civic Center, 455 Golden 
Gate Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 94102, 
and should not be directed to the Inter­
state Commerce Commission.

By the Commission.
[ seal] H. Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7805; Filed, July 1, 1969; 

8:49 a.m.]

[Notice 859]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

J une 27,1969.
The following are notices of filing of 

applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
C F R  Part 340), published in the F ederal 
R eg ister , issue of April 27, 1965, effec­
tive July 1, 1965. These rules provide 
that protests to the granting of an ap­
plication must be filed with the field offi­
cial named in the F ederal R eg ister  pub­
lication, within 15 calendar days after 
the date of notice of the filing of the ap­
plication is published in the F ederal 
R eg ister . One copy of such protest must 
be served on the applicant, or its au­
thorized representative, if any, and the 
protests must certify that such service 
has been made. The protests must be 
specific as to the service which such 
protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and 'six 
copies.

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec­
retary, Interstate Commercé Commis­
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted.

M otor Carriers of P roperty

No. MC 1824 (Sub-No. 45 TA), filed 
June 17, 1969. Applicant: PRESTON 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 151 
Easton Boulevard, Preston, Md. 21655. 
Applicant's representative: Frank V. 
Klein (same address as above). Author­
ity sought to operate as a common  car­
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Candy and con­
fectionery, and articles, used in the 
manufacture, sale, and distribution 
thereof, serving the plantsite of Russell 
Stover Candies, Inc., at Clarksville, Va., 
as an off-route point in connection with 
Applicant’s regular-route operations, be­
tween Baltimore, Md., and Norfolk, Va., 
for 180 days. No t e : Applicant intends to 
tack MC 1824 and Subs. Supporting 
shipper: Russell Stover Candies, Inc., 
1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 
64105. Send protests to: Paul J .  Lowry, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 206 
Old Post Office Building, 129 East Main 
Street, Salisbury, Md. 21801.

No. MC 45059 (Sub-No. 10 TA ), filed 
June 18, 1969. Applicant: McNAUGH- 
TON BROS., INC., 625 South 13th Street

Extension, Indiana, Pa. 15701. Appli­
cant’s representative: Alan F. Wohl- 
stetter, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a com m on carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Used household goods, be­
tween points in Indiana, Westmoreland, 
Armstrong, Blair, Cambria, Allegheny, 
Clearfield, and Jefferson Counties, Pa., 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement, 
in containers, and further restricted to 
the performance of pickup and delivery 
service in connection with packing, 
crating, and containerization or un­
packing, uncrating, and decontaineriza­
tion of such traffic, for 180 days. Sup­
porting shippers: Smyth Worldwide 
Movers, Inc., 11616 Aurora Avenue 
North, Seattle, Wash. 98133; CTI-Con- 
tainer Transport, International, Inc., 17 
Battery Place, New York, N.Y. 10004; 
Columbia Export Packers, Inc., 19000 
South Vermont Avenue, Torrance, Calif. 
90502; Home-Pack Transport, Inc., 57- 
58 49th Street, Maspeth, N.Y. 11378. 
Send protests to: Frank L. Calvary, Dis­
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 2109 
Federal Building, 1000 Liberty Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pa., 15222.

No. MC 59640 (Sub-No. 17 TA ), filed 
June 17, 1969. A p p l i c a n t : PAULS 
TRUCKING CORPORATION, 3 Com­
merce Drive, Cranford, N.J. 07016. Ap­
plicant’s representative: Charles J .  Wil­
liams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J. 
07012. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Payer 
and paper products, such as are dealt 
in and sold by wholesale, retail, and 
chain grocery and food business houses 
for the account of Supermarkets General 
Corp., from New Milford, Conn., to the 
warehouse facilities of Supermarkets 
General Corp. at Woodbriijge Township, 
N.J., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Supermarkets General Corp., 3 Com­
merce Drive, Cranford, N.J. 07016. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Walter 
J .  Grossmann, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 970 
Broad Street, Newark, N.J. 07102.

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 69 TA), filed 
June 20, 1969. Applicant: EVERETT 
LOWRANCE, INC., 4916 Jefferson High-1 
way, New Orleans, La. 70121. Applicant’s 
representative: David D. Brunson, Post 
Office Box 671, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Authority sought to operate as a c o m m o n  
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: P e t r o c h e m i c a l s ,  

petroleum  products and waxes, in pack­
ages and containers, from Enid, Okla., 
to points in Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Champlin 
Petroleum Co., Post Office Box 552, Enid, 
Okla. 73701. Send protests to: W. R- 
Atkins, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, T-4009 Federal Building, 701 
Loyola Avenue, New Orleans, La. 70113.

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 70 TA), filed 
June 20, 1969. Applicant; EVERETT
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LOWRANCE, INC., 4916 Jefferson High­
way, New Orleans, La. 70121. Applicant’s 
representative: David D. Brunson, Post 
Office Box 671, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
73101. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular - routes, transporting: F ood­
stuffs, from plantsite and warehouse 
facilities of K raft Foods Division of 

> Kraftco Corp. at Dallas, Tex., to points 
in Louisiana and Mississippi, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: K raft Foods, Divi­
sion of Kraftco Corp., Forest Lane, Gar­
land, Tex. 75040. Send protests to: W. R. 
Atkins, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, T-4009 Federal Building, 701 
Loyola Avenue, New Orleans, La. 70113.

No. MC 127631 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 20, 1969. Applicant: HAWAIIAN 
VAN & STORAGE CO., LTD., 601 Middle 
Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 96819. Appli­
cant’s representative: Alan F. Wohl- 
stetter, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a com m on carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de­
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Hawaii, restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to points beyond the State 
of Hawaii, for 180 days. No t e : Applicant 
proposes to enter into joint through 
motor-water-motor rates under section 
216(c) of the Act. Supporting shippers: 
Drivers, Helpers, Warehousemen and 
Construction Division, 451 Atkinson 
Drive, Honolulu, Hawaii 96814 and Union
Oil Co. of California, 735 Bishop Street, 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Wm. E. Murphy, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu­
reau of Operations, 450 Golden Gate Ave­
nue, Box 36004, San Francisco, Calif. 
94102.

No. MC 127632 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 20, 1969. Applicant: TRANS-PA­
CIFIC VAN COMPANY, LTD., 611 Mid­
dle Street, Honolulu, Hawaii 96819. 
Applicant’s representative: Alan F. 
Wohlstetter, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a com m on carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: H ousehold goods, as de­
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Hawaii, restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to points beyond the State 
of Hawaii, for 180 days. Note : Applicant 
Proposes to enter into joint through 
^ “ ^water-motor rates under section 
fh)(c) of the Act, Supporting shippers: 
ihe Hikai Hotel, 1777 Ala Moana Boule­
vard, Honolulu, Hawaii, 96815 and Inter­
national Longshoremen’s Warehouse­
mens Union, 451 Atkinson Drive, Hono- 
{“ U.. Hawaii 96814. Send protests to: 

SuPervisor Wm. E. Murphy, In ­
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
J n™ ons’ 450 Golden Gate Avenue,

ox 36004, San Francisco, Calif. 94102.
» * ?  127657 (Sub-No. 1 T A ), filed
PAntrrx’ 1969> Applicant: HAWAIIAN 
S 5 F NG & CRATING CO., LTD., 611 
S le SJtreet- Honolulu, Hawaii 96819. 
w ^ ifu t’s representative: Alan F.

onistetter, l  Farragut Square South,

Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: H ousehold goods, as defined by the 
Commission, between points in Hawaii, 
restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to points beyond the State of 
Hawaii, for 180 days. No t e : Applicant 
proposes to enter into joint through mo­
tor-water-mo tor rates under section 216
(c) of the Act. Supporting shippers: BG 
Marine Services, a division of Genge 
Industries, Inc., Post Office Box 227, 
Port Hueneme, Calif. 93041 and Credit 
Bureau of Hawaii, Post Office Box 3738, 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96811. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Wm. E. Murphy, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu­
reau of Operations, 450 Golden Gate Ave­
nue, Box 36004, San Francisco, Calif. 
94102.

No. MC 129821 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 18, 1969. Applicant: SHERMAN 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO. (a corpo­
ration) , 2701 Frisco Road, Sherman, Tex. 
Applicant’s representative: James E. 
Hightower, Wynnewood Professional 
Building, Dallas, Tex. 75224. Authority 
sought to operate as a com m on carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de­
fined by the Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, in containers, between points in 
Atoka, Bryan, Carter, Choctaw, Coal, 
Garvin, Johnson, Love, Marshall, Mur­
ray, Pontotoc, and Pushmataha Coun­
ties, Okla., and Cooke, Grayson, Fannin, 
Lamar, Delta, Hopkins, Hunt, and Collin 
Counties, Tex., restricted to shipments 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
beyond said points, and further restricted 
to pickup and delivery service incidental 
to and in connection with packing, crat­
ing, and containerization, or unpacking, 
uncrating,- and decontainerization, for 
180 days. Note : Applicant does not intend 
to tack with existing authority. Support­
ing shipper: Karevan World Movers, Post 
Office Box 9240, Seattle, Wash. 98109; 
Burnham World Forwarders, Inc., 1632 
Second Ave., Columbus, Ga.; Cartwright 
Van Lines, Inc., 4250 24th Avenue West, 
Seattle, Wash. 98199; Headquarters, De­
partment of Army, Office of Judge Ad­
vocate General, Washington, D.C. 20310. 
Send protests to : E. K. Willis, Jr., District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com­
mission, Bureau of Operations, 513 
Thomas Building, 1314 Wood Street, Dal­
las, T e x .75202.

No. MC 133633 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 23, 1969. Applicant: HIGHWAY 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 1326, 
Hattiesburg, Miss. 39401. Applicant’s rep­
resentative: Douglas C. Wynn, Post Of­
fice Box 1295, Greenville, Miss. 38701. 
Authority sought to operate as a com ­
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir­
regular routes, transporting: G eneral 
com m odities (except commodities in 
bulk, household goods, classes A and B 
explosives, and commodities which be­
cause of size or weight require special 
equipment), between Waynesboro, Miss, 
(and points within 5 miles of Its com­
mercial zone), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Jackson and Meridian, Miss.;

Mobile, Ala., and New Orleans, La., and 
points within their respective commercial 
zones, for 180 days. No t e : Applicant does 
not intend to tack, but states to inter­
line with all carriers at Jackson and 
Meridian, Miss., Mobile, Ala., and New 
Orleans, La. Supporting shippers: There 
are approximately 14 statements of sup­
port attached to the application, which 
may be examined here at the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Washington, 
D.C., or copies thereof which may be ex­
amined at the field office named below. 
Send protests to: Alan C. Tarrant, Dis­
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 212, 
145 East Amite .Building, Jackson, Miss. 
39201.

No. MC 133790 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 12, 1969. Applicant: C AND C 
SHRIMPERIES, INC., 2364 Toussaint 
Avenue, Savannah, Ga. 31404. Appli­
cant’s representative: Virgil H. Smith, 
Suite 431, Title Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. Authority sought to operate as a 
com m on carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) F ro­
zen foods, and (2) com m odities, the 
transportation of which is partially ex­
empt under the provisions of section 203 
(b) (6) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
if transported in vehicles not used in 
carrying any other property, when mov­
ing in the same vehicle at the same time 
with frozen foods, from points in Glynn 
and Chatham Counties, Ga., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), for 120 days. Supporting ship­
pers: King Shrimp Co., Inc., Brunswick, 
Ga.; Williams Seafood, Inc., 101 River- 
view Drive, Savannah, Ga. 31404; Sea 
Pak, Division of W. R. Grace & Co., Box 
667, St. Simons Island, Ga. 31522. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor G. H. 
Fauss, Jr ., Bureau of Operations, Inter­
state Commerce Commission, 400 West 
Bay Street, Box 35008, Jacksonville, Fla. 
32202.

No. MC 133827 TA, filed June 23, 1969. 
Applicant: GLEN SVIHLA, doing busi­
ness as GLEN SVIHLA TRUCKING, 602 
12th Street NW., Mandan, N. Dak. 58554. 
Applicant’s representative: Gerald G. 
Glaser, Post Office Box 773, Bismarck, 
N. Dak. 58501. Authority sought to op­
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport­
ing: ( l)  Processed m eat scraps, from 
Williston, N. Dak., to Delgrade, Minn.; 
(2) green hides, from Williston, N. Dak., 
to Milwaukee, Wis.; (3) fresh  m eats, 
from Williston, N. Dak., to points in the 
continental United States; and em pty  
cartons and barrels, on return, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Williston 
Packing Co., Inc., Post Office Box 1328, 
Williston, N. Dak. 58801. Send protests 
to: J .  H. Ambs, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu­
reau of Operations, 1621 South Universi­
ty Drive, Room 213, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102.

By the Commission.
[sea l] h . Ne il  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7806; Filed]' July 1, 1969;

8:49 a.m.]
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