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Rules and Regulations
Title 7— AGRICULTURE

Chapter I— Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Stand ard s, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture

Chapter III— Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture
PART 319— FOREIGN QUARANTINE 

NOTICES
Subpart— Nursery Stock, Plants, and 

Seeds

Title 5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSDNNEL

Chapter I— Civil Service Commission
PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE

National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration

Section 213.3348 is amended to show 
that one position of Staff Assistant to the 
Administrator and one position of Spe­
cial Assistant to the Director, Office of 
Manned Space Plight Field Center De­
velopment, are abolished and no longer 
excepted under Schedule C. Effective on 
publication in the F ederal R egister, 
paragraphs (k) and (1) of § 213.3348 are 
revoked.
(6 UJ3.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577; 3 CFR 1954- 
1958 Comp., p. 218)

United S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11300; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:48 a.m.]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Transportation

Section 213.3394 is amended to show 
that one position of Confidential Secre­
tary to the Administrator, Urban Mass 
Transportation, is excepted under 
Schedule C. Effective on publication in 
the Federal R egister, subparagraph (2) 
is added to paragraph (f) of § 213.3394 
as set out below.
§ 213 .3394  D epartm ent o f  T ransporta­

tion.
* * * * *

(f) Urban Mass Transportation Ad­
ministration. * * *

(2) One Confidential Secretary to the 
Administrator.
(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302, E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954- 
1958 Comp., p. 218)

U nited S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.
[FJt. Doc. 69-11301; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:48 a.m.]

SUBCHAPTER C— REGULATIONS AND STAND­
ARDS UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL MARKETING 
ACT OF 1946

PART 53— LIVESTOCK, MEATS, PRE­
PARED MEATS, AND MEAT PROD­
UCTS (GRADING, CERTIFICATION, 
AND STANDARDS)

Subpart A— Regulations 
F ees for Grading S ervice

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in section 203 and 205 of the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1622, 1624), 7 CFR 53.29(d), pre­
scribing per diem charges in connection 
with the performance of Federal meat 
grading services, is hereby amended by 
changing the phrase “$14 per diem” to 
‘‘$16 per diem” and by changing the 
phrase ‘‘A per diem charge of $3.50” to 
‘‘A per diem charge of $4.”

The Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946 provides for the collection of fees 
equal as nearly as may be to the cost of 
the services, such as Federal meat grad­
ing services, rendered under its provi­
sions. What such cost is and the fees 
necessary to cover it are matters wholly 
within the knowledge of the Department 
of Agriculture. I t  has been determined 
that the per diem charges in connection 
with the performance of the Federal 
meat grading services must be increased 
as soon as practicable as provided for 
herein to cover the increased cost of 
travel to employees. Therefore, pursuant 
to 5 UJS.C. 553, it is found that notice 
and other public procedure with respect 
to the changes in per diem charges pro­
vided by this amendment are imprac­
ticable and unnecessary and good cause 
is found for making such amendment 
effective less than 30 days after its pub­
lication in the Federal R egister.

The amendment shall become effective 
September 21,1969.
(Secs. 203, 205, Stat. 1087, 1090, 7 U.S.C. 1622, 
1624)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of September 1969.

R oy W. Lennartson, 
Administrator.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11346; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
9:35 a.m.]

Importation

Pursuant to the authority of sections 
1,5, 7, and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 154, 159, 160, 162), 
§ 319.37-19(c) of the regulations relating 
to the importation of nursery stock, 
plants, and seeds (7 CFR 319.37-19(c)) 
is amended by inserting “Republic of 
South Africa” in the tabular column re­
lating to "Rosa spp.”, so that the 
amended item reads:
Plants to be grown

under postentry
quarantine Where imported from

Rosa spp___ _____  All foreign countries
except Australia, 
Canada, Italy, New 
Zealand, and Repub­
lic of South Africa.

(Secs. 1, 5, 7, 9, 37 Stat. 315-318, as amended; 
7 U.S.C. 154, 159, 160, 162; as amended. 29 
F.R. 16210, as amended; 33 F.R. 15485)

This amendment shall become effec­
tive upon publication in the F ederal 
R egister.

Because of the occurrence there Of rose 
wilt virus, the Republic of South Africa 
was added to the list of countries in 
§ 319.37(b) (27 F.R. 8303) from which 
the importation of Rosa spp. is prohibited 
and imports of such material cannot en­
ter the United States even for postentry 
quarantine; accordingly, the Republic of 
South Africa is added to the list of coun­
tries excepted from the postentry quar­
antine provisions in § 319.37-19(c).

This amendment should be made effec­
tive promptly in order to clarify the reg­
ulations in the public interest. I t does 
not impose any additional requirement 
on any member erf the public. Therefore, 
pursuant to the administrative procedure 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon 
good cause that notice and other public 
procedure on this amendment are unnec­
essary and good cause is found for mak­
ing it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the F ederal R egister.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of September, 1969.

[seal] R. J. Anderson,
Acting Administrator, 

Agricultural Research Service.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11284; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:47 a.m.]
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14638 RULES AND REGULATIONS '
PART 319— FOREIGN QUARANTINE 

NOTICES
Subpait— Fruits and Vegetables

Entry Into G uam op F ruits and 
Vegetables

Pursuant to the authority conferred 
by the proviso in the Fruit and Vegetable 
Notice of Quarantine (Notice of Quar­
antine No. 56, 7 CFR 319.5(6) and § 319.- 
56-2 of the regulations supplemental to 
said quarantine (7 CFR 319.56-2), under 
sections 5 and 9 of the Plant Quarantine 
Act of 1912, as amended (7 U.S.C. 159, 
162), § 319.56a(a) (3) of the administra­
tive instructions appearing as 7 CFR 
319.56a(a) (3) is hereby amended to read 
as follows:
§ 3 1 9 .5 6 a  A dm inistrative instructions 

and interpretation relating to  entry  
in to  Guam  o f  fru its and vegetables 
under § 3 1 9 .5 6 .

(a) * * *
(3) All fruits and vegetables from the 

Caroline Islands, except citrus fruits, and 
except taro from the Palau and Yap dis­
tricts (the excepted products are not ap­
proved for entry into Guam under § 319.- 
56 without treatm ent).

* * ♦ * *
(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318; 7 U.S.C. 162. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 37 Stat. 316; 7 U.S.C. 159; 
29 F.R. 16210, as amended, 33 F.R. 15485; 7 
CFR 319.56; 7 CFR 319.56-2)

This amendment shall become effective 
upon publication in the Federal 
R egister.

This amendment includes bananas in 
the category of fruits and vegetables 
that are authorized entry into Guam 
from the Caroline Islands without treat­
ment. This action was taken following 
requests to allow such importations.

Untreated banana fruit originally was 
not approved for entry into Guam from 
the Caroline Islands of the Trust Terri­
tory because of published reports that 
the banana scab moth (Nacoleia octa- 
sema), a pest of banana fruit not known 
to occur in Guam, existed in the Caroline 
Islands. Since then, extensive field sur­
veys in Ponape, Truk, and Palau, the 
principal banana growing areas of the 
Caroline Islands, have failed to find any 
evidence of the occurrence of the scab 
moth. The entire collection of Microne- 
sian insects located in the U.S. National 
Museum has been reexamined and there 
is no material of Nacoleia octasema or 
any species so identified. Furthermore, 
the Government of Guam is in favor of 
permitting the importation of bananas 
from the Caroline Islands.

This relieving of restriction is not be­
lieved to present a hazard of plant pest 
dissemination into Guam. Nevertheless, 
such imports will be subject to .treatment 
or refused entry at the port of entry in 
Guam should economically important 
pests not existing in Guam be detected on 
inspection upon arrival.

In order to be of maximum benefit to 
importers in Guam, the amendment 
should be made effective as soon as pos­
sible. Therefore, under the administra­

tive procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, 
it is found upon good cause that notice 
and other public procedure with respect 
to the amendment are impracticable and 
unnecessary, and it may be made effec­
tive less than 30 days after publication 
in the Federal R egister. *

Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 16th day 
of September 1969.

[seal] F. A. J ohnston,
Director,

Plant Quarantine Division.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11283; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:47 a.m.]

Chapter IX— Consumer and Market­
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 
[Valencia Orange Reg. 293, Amdt. 1]

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

Limitation of Handling
Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar­

keting agreement, as amended, and Or­
der No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908, 33 F.R. 19829) regulating the han­
dling of Valencia oranges grown in Ari­
zona and designated part of California, 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agree­
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), and upon the basis of the 
recommendation and information sub­
mitted by the Valencia Orange Adminis­
trative Committee, established under the 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor­
mation, it is hereby found that the lim­
itation of handling of such Valencia 
oranges, as hereinafter provided, 1|Will 
tend to effectuate 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 iri public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica­
tion thereof in the F ederal R egister (5 
U.S.C. 553 (1966) ) because the time in­
tervening between the date when infor­
mation upon which this amendment is 
based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become ef­
fective in order to effectuate the de­
clared policy of the act is insufficient, and 
this amendment relieves restriction on 
the handling of Valencia oranges grown 
in Arizona and designated part of 
California.

Order, as amended. The provisions in 
paragraph (b) (1) (i) of § 908.593 (Valen­
cia Orange Reg. 293, 34 F.R. 14279) are 
hereby amended to read as follows:
§ 9 0 8 .5 9 3  V alencia Orange R egulation  

29 3 .
*  sfc *  *  *

(b) Order. (1) * * *
(i) District 1: 500,000 cartons. 

* * * * *

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

Dated: September 17, 1969.
Paul A. N icholson, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg­
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11304; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

[Lemon Reg. 392]
PART 910— LEMONS GROWN IN 

CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA
Limitation of Handling 

§ 9 1 0 .6 9 2  L em on R egulation  3 92 .
(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 

marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec­
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom­
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar­
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, 
will tend to effectuate the declared pol­
icy of the act by tending to establish and 
maintain such orderly marketing condi­
tions for such lemons as will provide, in 
the interest of producers and consumers, 
an orderly flow of the supply thereof to 
market throughout the normal market­
ing season to avoid unreasonable fluc­
tuations in supplies and prices, and is 
not for the purpose of maintaining prices 
to farmers above the level which it is de­
clared to be the policy of Congress to 
establish under the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub­
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the F ederal R egister (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be­
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to ef­
fectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; arid 
good cause exists for making the pro­
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet­
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for lemons and 
the need for regulation; interested per­
sons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup­
porting information for regulation dur­
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department
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after such meeting was held, the provi­
sions of this section, including its effec­
tive time, are identical with the afore­
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such pro­
visions and effective time has been dis­
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to effec­
tuate the declared policy of the act, to 
make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per­
sons subject hereto which cannot be com­
pleted on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on September 16,1969.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti­
ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period September 21, 1969, through 
September 27, 1969, are hereby fixed as 
follows:

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement;
(ii) District 2: 186,000 cartons;
(iii) District 3: 22,200 cartons.
(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 

“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in the said amended market­
ing agreement and order.
(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674)

Dated: September 18, 1969.
Paul A. Nicholson, 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg­
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11314; Piled, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

Title 9— ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS

Chapter I— Agricultural Research  
Service, Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B— COOPERATIVE CONTROL AND 
ERADICATION OF ANIMAL DISEASES

FART 51— CATTLE DESTROYED BE­
CAUSE OF BRUCELLOSIS (BANG’S 
DISEASE), TU BERCULO SIS, OR 
PARATUBERCULOSIS

SUBCHAPTER C— INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY

PART 78— BRUCELLOSIS
Definition of Official Vaccinate

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
3» 4, 5, 11, and 13 of the Act of May 29, 
*884, as amended, sections 1 and 2 of the 
Act of February 2,1903, as amended, sec­
tion 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended, and section 3 of the Act of July
2. 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114, 114a, 
ti4a-l, 120, 121, 125, and 134b); para­
graph (m) of § 51.1 of the regulations in 
fart 51 and paragraph (j) of § 78.1 of the 
regulations in Part 78, Chapter I, Title 9, 

ode of Federal Regulations, as amended, 
are hereby further amended in the fol­
lowing respects:

RULES AND REGULATIONS
1. That portion of the text of para­

graph Cm) of § 51.1 preceding the first 
semicolon is amended to read as follows:
§ 51 .1  D efin ition s.

*  *  *  *  *

(m) Official vaccinate. A female bo­
vine animal vaccinated subcutaneously 
against brucellosis while from 3 to 8 
months (90 to 239 days) of age or a 
female bovine animal of a beef breed 
vaccinated subcutaneously against bru­
cellosis while from 3 to 10 months (90 
to 299 days) of age, under the supervision 
of a Federal or State veterinary official, 
with a vaccine approved by the Divi­
sion; * * *

*  *  *  *  *

2. That portion of the text of para­
graph (j) of § 78.1 preceding the first 
semicolon is amended to read as follows:
§ 7 8 .1  D efin ition s.

* * * * *
(j) Official vaccinate. A female bo­

vine animal vaccinated subcutaneously 
against brucellosis while from 3 to 8 
months (90 to 239 days) of age or a fe­
male bovine animal of a beef breed vac­
cinated subcutaneously against brucel­
losis while from 3 to 10 months (90 to 299 
days) of age, under the supervision of a 
Federal or State veterinary official, with 
a vaccine approved by the Division; * * *

* * * * *
(Secs. 3, 4, 5, 23 Stat 32, as amended, secs. 
1, 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, sec. 3, 
33 Stat. 1265, as amended, sec. 2, 65 Stat. 
693, sec. 11, 58 Stat. 734, as amended, sec. 8, 
76 Stat. 130; 21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114, 114a, 
114a-l, 120, 121, 125, 134b; 29 F.R. 16210, as 
amended, 30 FJH. 6801)

Effective date. The foregoing amend­
ments shall become effective upon pub­
lication in the F ederal R egister.

For purposes of the indemnity regula­
tions in 9 CFÏt Part 51, and regulations in 
9 CFR Part 78, restricting the interstate 
movement of cattle, the provisions of 
these amendments: (1) Decrease (from 3 
through 8 months to 3 to 8 months) the 
maximum age at which female calves of 
breeds other than beef breeds may be 
vaccinated against brucellosis in order 
to be classified as official vaccinates; (2) 
decrease the age at which female calves 
of beef breeds in a range or semirange 
area (from 3 through 11 months to 3 to 10 
months) must be vaccinated against bru­
cellosis in order to be classified as official 
vaccinates; and (3) increase the period 
(from 3 through 8 months to 3 to 10 
months) during which female calves of 
beef breeds in areas other than range or 
semirange areas may be vaccinated and 
classified as official vaccinates for pur­
poses of such regulations.

Such changes will bring the regulations 
in Part 51 and Part 78 (9 CFR) into con­
formity with the provisions of the “Uni­
form Methods and Rules for the Estab­
lishment and Maintenance of Certified 
Brucellosis-Free Herds of Cattle and 
Modified Certified Areas,” which are 
adopted by the U.S. Animal Health As­
sociation and approved by the Division.
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The foregoing amendments should be 

made effective promptly in order to facil­
itate the Federal-State cooperative bru­
cellosis control eradication programs. Ac­
cordingly, under the administrative pro­
cedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedine concerning the 
amendments are impracticable and un­
necessary; therefore, they may be made 
effective less than 30 days after publica­
tion in the F ederal R egister.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of September, 1969.

R. J .  Anderson,
Acting Administrator, 

Agricultural Research Service.
[F.R. Doc. 69-1128Ï; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

Title 14— AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE

Chapter I— Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration, Department of Transportation
[Airworthiness Docket No. 69-WE-20-AD; 

Arndt. 39-842]

PART 39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES

General Dynamics Model 22 and 
22M Airplanes

There have been failures of the main 
landing gear axle beams during ground 
operations on General Dynamics Model 
22 and 22M Airplanes with 10,000 or 
more hours time in service. These fail­
ures which occurred under static con­
ditions are typical of sustained load type 
failures in high strength steel. Evidence 
indicates that the initial crack developed 
due to stress corrosion or hydrogen em­
brittlement. Since this condition is likely 
to exist or develop in other airplanes of 
the same design, an airworthiness direc­
tive is being issued to require inspection 
and rework of the affected area of the 
axle beam in accordance with the manu­
facturer’s service bulletins and repair 
manual, or equivalent action approved 
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Di­
vision, FAA Western Region.

The 2,000 hours’ time in service com­
pliance time for the inspection and re­
work has been established by the agency 
on the basis of safety considerations. 
This compliance time provides the lead- 
time for operators to schedule and plan 
compliance with the AD with a minimum 
burden. To prescribe the inspection and 
rework required by this AD under the 
usual, notice and public procedures fol­
lowed by the agency within the time the 
agency has determined is required in the 
interest of safety, would necessarily re­
sult in a reduction of the compliance time 
for the required inspection and rework 
and could possibly leave the operators 
insufficient time to schedule airplanes 
for compliance with the AD. Therefore, 
accomplishment of the inspection and
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rework required by this AD within the 
time the agency has determined is neces­
sary makes strict compliance with the 
notice and public procedure provisions 
of the Administrative Procedure Act im­
practicable and this amendment becomes 
effective 30 days after publication in the 
F ederal R egister. However, interested 
persons are invited to submit such writ­
ten data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire regarding this AD. Communi­
cations should identify the docket num­
ber and be submitted in duplicate to the 
Federal Aviation Administration, FAA 
Western Region, Attention: Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Rules Docket, Post 
Office Box 92007, Worldway Postal Cen­
ter, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. All com­
munications received before the effec­
tive date wil be considered by the Ad­
ministrator, and the AD may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments .will be available both before 
and after the effective date in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. Operators are urged to submit 
their comments as early as possible since 
it may hot be possible to evaluate com­
ments received near the effective date 
in sufficient time to amend the AD before 
it becomes effective.

The substance of this AD has been in­
formally coordinated with the Air Trans­
port Association, and the aircraft oper­
ators. One objection, based upon enforced 
compliance with the entire service bulle­
tin in the time limits proposed, was re­
ceived. The objector stated that partial 
compliance with the service bulletins in 
combination with some corrosion and 
mechanical protection would serve as 
well; he proposed replacing the cadmium 
plating and baking process specified in 
the service bulletins with painting, for 
corrosion protection, and the application 
of a silicon rubber coating for protection 
against nicks which could lead to stress 
corrosion; and recommended that the 
AD allow the cadmium plating and bak­
ing to be deferred indefinitely.

The FAA has requested, but has not re­
ceived, positive evidence that the above 
alternatives to the service bulletin re­
quirements provide an equivalent level of 
safety. The manufacturer has pointed out 
that the baking process for the relief of 
hydrogen embrittlement is one of the 
most important requirements of the serv­
ice bulletin. Based on present informa­
tion, the FAA finds that the proposed 
alternative rework does not provide an 
effective substitute for the baking proc­
ess and, therefore, is not a satisfactory 
alternative to complete compliance with 
the service bulletin.

An operator has objected to the time 
limits for compliance listed in the AD, 
stating that no correlation exists between 
the total time in service and the failures 
which have occurred in the industry to 
date. The operator concludes that the 
compliance times are unjustifiably short. 
The FAA finds otherwise and regards the 
scatter in total time in service for pre­
vious incidents as adequate justification 
for the time limits proposed. This scatter 
indicates that these failures could occur 
in an unprotected beam at any time ap­
proximating the flight hours of the axle

beams which have had failures and that 
the compliance time is realistic, with due 
consideration for scheduling perform­
ance of the AD.

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697), 
4  39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia­
tion Regulations is amended by add­
ing the following new airworthiness 
directive:
General Dynamics. Applies to all Model 22 

Aircraft equipped with axle beam P/N  
9729-68-1 and Model 22M Aircraft 
equipped with axle beam P/N 1057-68-1.

Compliance required within the next 2,000 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD or before the accumulation of 9,000 
hours’ total time in service, whichever oc­
curs later, unless already accomplished.

Several failures of the main landing gear 
axle beam have been attributed to cracks 
originating near the center jack pad on the 
beam lower surface. The crack then pro­
gresses upward until complete failure of the 
beam occurs at a point above the axle beam 
pivot pin. The initial crack in the beam de­
velops due to stress corrosion or hydrogen 
embrittlement. To prevent further failures 
of' this nature, accomplish the following or 
an equivalent approved by the Chief, Air­
craft Engineering Division, FAA Western 
Region.

(a) Inspect and rework each Model 22 Air­
craft axle beam assembly P/N 9729-68-1 in 
accordance with General Dynamics/Convair 
880 Service Bulletin No. 32-87, dated Feb­
ruary 7, 1966 (or later FAA-approved revi­
sion) , and each Model 22M Aircraft axle beam 
assembly P/N 1057-68-1 in accordance with 
General Dynamics/Convair 880M Service 
Bulletin No. 32-56, dated February 7, 1966 
(or later FAA-approved revision).

(b) Removal of beam material extending 
below 0.006-inch depth from the original 
beam surface will require individual evalu­
ation by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, FAA Western Region.

This amendment becomes effective Oc­
tober 18, 1969.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423, sec. 
6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 49 
U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Sep­
tember 8, 1969.

Lee E. Warren,
Acting Director, Western Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11272; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. 69-EA-92; Arndt. 39-843]
PART 39— AIRWORTHINESS 

DIRECTIVES
Pratt & Whitney Aircraft Engines
The Federal Aviation Administration 

is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
amend AD 69-1-4 applicable to Pratt & 
Whitney Type JT3D aircraft engines.

AD 69-1-4 required the daily inspec­
tion and replacement where necessary of 
No. 6 bearing oil tube assemblies. The AD 
also permitted replacement of the tubes 
with tubes of increased durability thereby 
ending the need for further compliance 
with the AD. Since the publication of the 
AD however, further study by FAA and 
NTSB together with the availability of

quantities of the new tubes, it is found 
that the tubes must be replaced at the 
first practical instance which is the hot 
section inspection.

Since a situation exists which requires 
expeditious adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public proce­
dure hereon are impracticable.

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to me 
by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.85 (31 
F.R. 13697), §39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended 
by amending AD 69-1-4 as follows:

1. Reletter present paragraph (c) and 
(d) as (d) and (e) respectively and insert 
the following new paragraph (c ):

(c) Within 8,000 hours’ time in service 
after the effective date of this airworthiness 
directive, unless otherwise accomplished, re­
place all No. 6 bearing oil tube assemblies, 
P/N 415907, 415908, 432000, or 432004 with in­
creased durability No. 6 bearing oil tube as­
semblies and support brackets as identified 
in Pratt & Whitney Aircraft Turbojet Engine 
Service Bulletin No. 2081 Revision No. 2 or 
later' revision, approved by the Chief, En­
gineering and Manufacturing Branch, East­
ern Region.

This amendment is effective Octo­
ber 20, 1969.
(Sec. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
Of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423, sec. 
6(c), Department of Transportation Act 49 
U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on Septem­
ber 8, 1969.

W ayne Hendershot,
Acting Director.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11276; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 69—SO-27]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS
Designation of Transition Area

On March 29, 1969, a notice of pro­
posed 'rule making was published in the 
F ederal R egister (34 F.R. 5953), stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would designate the Cedar Springs, 
Ga., transition area.

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

Subsequent to publication of the no­
tice, the geographic coordinate (lat. 31 °- 
10'30" N., long. 85°05'40" W.) for Great 
Northern Airport was obtained from 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. It is neces­
sary to alter the description by inserting 
the geographic coordinate for the airport.

Since this amendment is editorial in 
nature, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary and action is 
taken herein to alter the description 
accordingly.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Octo­
ber 13, 1969, as hereinafter set forth.
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In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the follow­

ing transition area is added:
Cedar Springs, Ga.

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Great Northern Airport (lat. 31°10'30'' 
N., long. 85°05'40" W.); within 2 miles each 
side of the Dothan VORTAC 110° radial, ex­
tending from the 5-mile radius area to 15 
miles east of the VORTAC.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem­
ber 11, 1969.

J ames G. R ogers, 
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11268; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 69-SO-80]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS
Designation of Transition Area

On August 9, 1969, a notice of pro­
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal R egister (34 F.R. 12952), stat­
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration was considering an amendment 
to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Reg­
ulations that would designate the Bur­
lington, N.C., transition area.

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

Subsequent to publication of the no­
tice, the geographic coordinate (lat. 
36°02'45i' N., long. 79°28'40" W.) for 
Burlington Municipal Airport was ob­
tained from Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
It is necessary to alter the description 
by inserting the geographic coordinate 
for the airport.

Since this amendment is editorial in 
nature, notice and public procedure here­
on are unnecessary and action is taken 
herein to amend the description 
accordingly.

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 
November 13, 1969, as hereinafter set 
forth.

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the follow­
ing transition area is added:

Burlington, N.C.
That airspace extending upward from 700 

feet above the surface within a 6.5-mlle 
radius of Burlington Municipal Airport (lat. 
36°02'45'' N„ long. 79°28'40'' W.); within 
3 roiles each side of the Greensboro VORTAC 
090° radial, extending from the 6.5-mile 
radius area to 17 miles east of the VORTAC.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a), sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem­
ber 10, 1969.

, J ames G. R ogers, 
Director, Southern Region.

[F,R. Doc. 69-11269; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
6:46 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 69-SW-51]
pa rt  71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS
Designation and Alteration of 

Transition Areas
The purpose of this amendment to 

Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to designate the Monticello, Ark., 
transition area and alter the Crossett, 
Ark., transition area.

On August 5,1969, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the F ed­
eral R egister (34 F.R. 12715) stating 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to alter controlled airspace in 
the Monticello, Ark., terminal area.

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

The portion of the Crossett, Ark., 1,200- 
foot transition area within the State of 
Mississippi is now included in the Mis­
sissippi transition area (§ 71.181 (34 F.R. 
7122)) . Action is taken herein to exclude 
this airspace from the Crossett transition 
area description.

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 
November 13, 1969, as hereinafter set 
forth.

(1) In §71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the 
following transition area is added:

Monticello, Ark .
That airspace extending upward from 700 

feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Monticello Municipal Airport (lat. 33 °- 
38'10" N, long. 91°45'10" W.), and within 
2 miles each side of the Monticello VORTAC 
336° radial extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to the VORTAC.

(2) In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4670), the 
Crossett, Ark., transition area 1,200-foot 
portion is amended in part by deleting 
“* * * lat. 33°33'43" N., long. 91°42'56" 
W., to point of beginning.” and substitut­
ing therefor “* • * lat. 33°37'00" N., 
long. 91°34'00" W., to point of beginning, 
excluding the portion within the State of 
Mississippi.”
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348, sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Sep­
tember 11, 1969.

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

[F.R. Doc. 69-11270; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 69-SW-52]

pa rt  71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS
Designation of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to designate the Vivian, La., 
transition area.

On August 5,1969, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the F ederal 
R egister (34F.R. 12716) stating the Fed­
eral Aviation Administration proposed 
to designate a 700-foot transition area 
at Vivian, La.

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

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., No­
vember 13, 1969, as herein set forth.

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the follow­
ing transition area is added:

Vivian, La.
That airspace extending upward from 700 

feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Vivian Municipal Airport (lat. 32° 51'55" 
N., long. 94o00'30, ' W.), and within 2 miles 
each side of tthe Shreveport VORTAC 299° 
radial extending from the 5-mile radius area 
to 5.5 miles northwest of the VORTAC.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
49 U.S.C. 1348, sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Septem­
ber 11, 1969.

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

[F.R. Doc. 69-11271; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

Title 24— HOUSING AND 
HOUSING CREDIT

Chapter II— Federal Housing Admin­
istration, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development

SUBCHAPTER A— GENERAL
PART 200— INTRODUCTION

Subpart D—-Delegations of Basic 
Authority and Functions 

M iscellaneous Amendments

In Part 200 in the Table of Contents a 
new § 200.94 is added to read as follows:
Sec.
200.94 Loan Assistance Committee.

In § 200.57 paragraph (i) is amended 
to read as follows:

§ 2 0 0 .5 7  A s s i s  ta n  I C om m issioner for  
M ultifam ily  H ousin g  and D eputy.
* * * * *

(i) To act for the Commissioner in 
approving applications for financial 
assistance under section 106 of the Hous­
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
and section 207 of the Appalachian 
Regional Development Act of 1965, as 
amended, and in approving the waiver 
of interest on such loans made to non­
profit organizations under the Appa­
lachian Regional Development Act of 
1965.

*  *  *  *  *

In Part 200 §200.61 is amended to 
read as follows:
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§ 2 0 0 .6 1  D irector o f  the Low and M od­

erate Incom e H ousing D ivision  and  
D eputy.

To the position of the Director of the 
Low and Moderate Income Housing 
Division and under his general super­
vision to the position of Deputy Director 
of the Low and Moderate Income Hous­
ing Division there is delegated the au­
thority to develop and recommend poli­
cies and establish operating plans and 
procedures for the insurance of multi­
family housing mortgages under sec­
tion 231 and section 221(d)(3), ex­
clusive of prescribing forms and pro­
cedures for cooperatives and condo­
miniums; for insurance of mortgages 
under section 221(h); for insurance 
of mortgages under the homeowner- 
ship assistance program, the rental 
housing assistance program, and the 
credit assistance program; for tech­
nical and loan assistance to nonprofit 
sponsors of low and moderate income 
housing and for administration of the 
direct loan program for housing for the 
elderly or handicapped under section 202 
of the Housing Act of 1959; for admin­
istration of the rent supplement pro­
gram, the homeownership assistance 
program, the rental housing assistance 
program, and the credit assistance pro­
grams; to act for the Commissioner in 
approving applications for financial 
assistance uiidër section 106 of the Hous­
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
and section 207 of the Appalachian Re­
gional Development Act of 1965, as 
amended, and in approving the waiver 
of interest on such loans made to non­
profit organizations under the Appa­
lachian Regional Development Act of 
1965; and to approve or direct the ap­
proval of loans for housing for the elderly 
or handicapped under section 202 of the 
Housing Act of 1959, „ including full 
authority to make contracts, sign and 
execute documents and take any action 
incident thereto, and to be responsible 
for conversion of section 202 projects 
to insured private financing with interest 
assistance under section 236 of the 
National Housing Act.

In Part 200 a new § 200.94 is added to 
read as follows:
§ 2 0 0 .9 4  Loan Assistance Com m ittee.

(a) Members. The Loan Assistance 
Committee is composed of the following 
members: Assistant Commissioner for 
Multifamily Housing, Chairman; Assist­
ant Commissioner-Comptroller; and As­
sistant Commissioner for Programs, or 
their designees.

(b) Function. The function of the 
Loan Assistance Committee is to approve 
or disapprove the waiver of repayment 
in whole or in part of loans made under 
section 106 of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 and section 207 
of the Appalachian Regional Develop­
ment Act of 1965, as amended.

(c) Minutes. The Committee shall 
meet at the call of the Chairman and 
shall maintain minutes of each meeting. 
Such minutes shall be dated, consecu­
tively numbered and shall be signed by 
each member who attended the meeting.

RULES AND REGULATipNS
The original of such minutes shall be 
retained by the Assistant Commissioner- 
Comptroller in the official FHA records.

In § 200.96 a new paragraph (d) is 
added to read as follows:
§ 2 0 0 .9 6  F ield  Office D irectors, D eputy  

D irectors and Assistant D irectors; 
and D irector, M ultifam ily H ousing  
Insuring O ffice (N ew  Y o r k ).
* * * * *

(d) To approve loans under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Develop­
ment Act of 1968 subject to the avail­
ability of funds, and under section 207 
of the Appalachian Regional Develop­
ment Act of 1965, as amended, subject 
to the availability of funds and concur­
rence of the Appalachian Regional Com­
mission and to approve waiver of interest 
on loans made to nonprofit organizations 
under the Appalachian Regional Devel­
opment Act of 1965.
(Sec. 2, 48 Stat. 1246, as amended; sec. 211, 
52 Stat. 23, as amended; sec. 607, 55 Stat. ©1, 
as amended; sec. 712, 62 Stat. 1281, as 
amended; sec. 907, 65 Stat. 301, as amended; 
sec. 807, 69 Stat. 651, as amended; 12 U.S.C. 
1703, 1715b, 1742, 1747k, 1748f, 17501)

Issued at Washington, D.C., Septem­
ber 15, 1969.

W illiam B. Ross,
Acting Federal 

Housing Commissioner.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11255; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]

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

Department of Labor
PART 699— TEXTILE AND TEXTILE 

PRODUCTS 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 1949-53 Comp., p. 
1004), and by means of Administrative 
Order No. 607 (33 F.R. 12103), the Sec­
retary of Labor appointed and convened 
Industry Committee No. 85 for the Tex­
tile and Textile Products Industry in 
Puerto Rico; referred to the Committee 
the question of the minimum wage rate 
or rates to be paid under section 6(c) 
of the Act to employees in the industry, 
and gave notice of a hearing to be held 
by the Committee.

Following an investigation and hearing 
conducted according to the notice, the 
Committee has filed with the Adminis­
trator of the Wage and Hour and Public 
Contracts Divisions of the Department 
of Labor a report containing its findings 
of fact and recommendations with re­
spect to the matters under consideration.

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 the Industry

Committee No. 85 are hereby published 
to be effective October 6, 1969, in this 
order amending § 699.2 of Title 29, Code 
of Federal Regulations, as follows:
§ 6 9 9 .2  W age rates.

* * * * *
(a) Pre-1961 coverage classifications. 

The classifications in this paragraph (a) 
apply to all activities of employees in 
the textile and textile products industry 
in Puerto Rico to which section 6 of the 
Act applies without reference to the Fair 
Labor Standards Amendments of 1961.

(1) Mattress and pillow classification.
(i) The minimum wage for this classi­
fication is $1.60 an hour.

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of mattresses and 
pillows.

(2) Multiple-needle power-driven ma­
chine operations on hooked rugs classi­
fication. (i) The minimum wage for this 
classification is $1.45 an hour.

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the punching or tufting In the manufac­
ture of hooked or punched rugs and car­
peting with multiple-needle machines 
containing five or more needles, includ­
ing the operation of the machine, the 
work of the assistant or helper thereon, 
and the work of the maintenance em­
ployees who set up or repair these ma­
chines.

(3) Other operations on hooked rugs 
classifications, (i) The minimum wage 
for this classification is $1.15 an hour.

(ii) This classification is defined as 
all operations and processes in the man­
ufacture of hooked or punched rugs and 
carpeting except those included in the 
multiple-needle power-driven machine 
operations on hooked rugs classification 
as defined in subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph.

(4) G eneral classification, (i) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
$1.35 an hour.

(ii) This classification is defined as all 
services and the manufacture of all prod­
ucts included in the textile products in­
dustry in Puerto Rico, except those prod­
ucts and activities included in any other 
classification of this industry.

(b) 1961 coverage classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica­
tion is $1.60 an hour.

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities of employees in the textile and 
textile products industry to which sec­
tion 6 of the Act applies only by reason 
of the Fair Labor Standards Amend­
ments of 1961.

(c) 1966 coverage classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica­
tion is $1.30 an hour for the period end­
ing January 31, 1970; $1.45 an hour for 
the period beginning February 1, 1970, 
and ending January 31, 1971; and $1.60 
an hour thereafter.

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities of employees in the textile and 
textile products industry to which sec­
tion 6 of the Act applies solely by reason 
of the Fair Labor Standards Amend­
ments of 1966.
(Secs. 5, 6, 8, 52 Stat. 1062, 1064, as amended; 
29 U.S.C. 205, 206, 208)
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Signed at Washington, D.C., this 16th 

day of September 1969.
B en P . R obertson, 

Acting Administrator, Wage and 
Hour and Public Contracts 
Divisions, U.S. Department of 
Labor.

[F.R. Doc. 60-11290; Piled, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

Title 43— PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR

Chapter II— Bureau of Land Manage?
ment, Department of the Interior

APPENDIX— PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
[Public Land Order 4695]

ALASKA
Modification of Public Land Order 

No. 4582
By virtue of the authority vested in the 

President by section 1 of the Act of 
June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847, as amended; 
43 U.S.C. 141), and pursuant to Execu­
tive Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952 (17 
P.R. 4831) , it is orderèd as follows:

Public Land Order No. 4582 of Janu­
ary 17, 1969, withdrawing all unreserved 
pubic lands in Alaska for the determina­
tion and protection of the rights of the 
native Aleuts, Eskimos, and Indians of 
Alaska, is hereby modified to permit:

1. The disposal of timber or vegetative 
products under the Act of May 14, 1898 
(30 Stat. 414, as amended, 48 U.S.C. 421), 
and the Act of July 31, 1947 (61 Stat. 
681, as amended, 30 U.S.C. 601), to the 
extent of 10 million board feet of pilng 
and construction material for the drilling 
of oil wells on the Alaska North Slope 
and to provide firewood and materials 
required locally for residential, commer­
cial, mining, and other internal require­
ments of the Alaska economy. Disposals 
will not exceed 500,000 board feet in each 
sale or 25,000 board feet in each free-use 
permit.

2. The issuance of grazing leases under 
the Act of March 4, 1927 (44 Stat. 1452, 
as amended, 48 U.S.C. 471 et seq.), and 
reindeer permits under the Act of Sep­
tember 1, 1937 (50 Stat. 902, 48 U.S.C. 
250m).

Walter J . H ickel, 
Secretary of the Interior.

September 16,1969.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11257; Piled, Sept. 19, 1969;

8.46 a.m.]

Title 45— PUBLIC WELFARE
Subtitle A— Department of Health, 

Education, and Welfare, General 
Administration

PART 73— STANDARDS OF CONDUCT
Miscellaneous Amendments

Part 73 is amended as follows: Sec­
tion 73.735-304(b) is amended to correct

references and add citation to the De­
partment’s policy and procedures on 
foreign awards in the General Admin­
istration Manual: Section 73.735-402(a) 
is amended to delete subparagraph (1) 
the general introductory paragraph 
which is no longer needed and subpara­
graph (4) concerning expected compen­
sation to correspond with previous dele­
tion of compensation information in re­
quests for approval of outside work ; 
§ 73.735-604(a) (2) is amended to add 
reference to the statute that pre­
scribes a penalty for use of Govern­
ment automobiles for other than of­
ficial purposes; § 73.735-904(a) (3) re­
quiring amount of compensation or 
benefits for outside work is deleted to 
correspond with previous deletion of 
compensation information in request for 
approval of outside work; § 73.735-1002 
(b) is amended to correct reference; 
Appendix A is amended to delete items 
25, 35, 37, 38, 39,. 41, and 47 which refer 
to revoked Executive orders, to correct 
references in items 13 and 24, and to 
insert a new item 25 concerning activities 
connected with riots and civil disorders; 
Appendix C is revised to update the posi­
tions incumbents of which must submit 
statements of employment and financial 
interests.
Subpart C— Gifts, Entertainment, and 

Favors
1. Paragraph (b) of § 73.735-304 is 

amended to read as follows:
§ 7 3 .7 3 5 —3 0 4  Acceptance o f  awards.

* * * * *
(b) An employee shall not accept a 

gift, present, decoration or other thing 
from a foreign government unless au­
thorized by Congress as provided by the 
Constitution and in 5 U.S.C. 7342 and 
22 U.S.C. 2621, 2625. (See General Ad­
ministration Manual Chapter 20-25 for 
Department policy and procedures.)

Subpart D— Outside Employment
2. Paragraph (a) of § 73.735-402 is 

amended to read as follows:
§ 7 3 .7 3 5 —4 0 2  P rofession al and consu l­

tative services.
(a) Employees may engage in outside 

professional or consultative work only 
after meeting certain conditions. Except 
as provided in §§ 73.735-403, 73.735-404, 
and 73.735-405, the conditions which 
must be met are :

(1) The work is not to be rendered to 
organizations, institutions, or State or 
local governments with which the official 
duties of the employee are directly re­
lated, or indirectly related if the indirect 
relationship is significant enough to per­
mit existence of conflict or apparent 
conflict of interest, and

(2) The work is not to be rendered for 
compensation to help institutions or gov­
ernment units prepare or aid in the prep­
aration of grant applications, contract 
proposals, program reports, and other 
material which are designed to become 
the subject of dealings between the in­
stitutions or government units and the 
Federal Government. All requests to per­
form consultative services, both com­

pensated and uncompensated, for insti­
tutions or government units which have 
recently negotiated or may in the near 
future seek a contract or grant from the 
Federal Government must be carefully 
appraised to avoid any conflict or ap­
parent conflict of interest.

(3) Advance administrative approval, 
in accordance with Subpart I of this part 
must be obtained. Such approval is re­
quired whether or not the services are 
for compensation, and whether or not 
related to the employee’s official duties. 

* * * * *
Subpart F— Conduct on the Job
3. Paragraph (a) (2) of § 73.735-604 is 

amended to read as follows:
§ 7 3 .7 3 5 —6 0 4  U se o f  G overnm ent prop­

erty.
(a) * * *
(2) Employees may drive or use Gov­

ernment automobiles only on official 
business. (See item 13 of Appendix A 
for penalty that attaches for incorrect 
use.)
Subpart I— Administrative Approval 

for Certain Activities 
§ 7 3 .7 3 5 —9 0 4  [A m ended]

4. In § 73.735-904 Annual reporting 
paragraph (a) (3) is deleted.
Subpart J— Statements of Employ­

ment and Financial Interest
5. In § 73.735-1002 Applicability par­

agraph (b) is amended by substituting 
“paragraph (a) (2), (3), or (4)” for 
“paragraph (a)(5)” to read as follows:
§ 7 3 .7 3 5 —1002  A pplicability .

* * * * *
(b) As new positions are established 

or duties of other positions change to 
bring them within the criteria stated in 
paragraph (a) (2), (3), or (4) of this 
section and such positions do not fall 
within the listings already appearing in 
Appendix C to this part, they shall be 
identified and reported to the Office of 
Personnel and Training, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration, 
Office of the Secretary, for inclusion as a 
part of the regulations in this part 
through publication in the F ederal 
R egister. Exclusion of such positions 
from this requirement may be made 
when the operating agency head or his 
designee determines that the duties of 
a position are at such a level of responsi­
bility that the submission of a statement 
bf employment and financial interests by 
the incumbent is not necessary because 
of the degree of supervision and review 
over the incumbent and the remote and 
inconsequential effect on the integrity 
of the Government. Exclusions under this 
provision must be documented in writing 
and retained at the level of the deter­
mining official.

* * * * *
6. Appendix A “Index to Some Stat­

utes and Executive Orders Related to 
Conflict of Interest and Other Prohib­
ited Activities” is amended to delete 
items 25, 35, 37, 38, 39, 41, and 47; to 
revise item 13 by substituting “31 U.S.C.
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635a(c)” for “31 U.S.C. 638(a) (c)” ; to 
revise item 24 by substituting “5 U.S.C. 
7351” for “5 U.S.C. 113”; to insert a new 
item 25 for the deleted one. Items 13, 24, 
and 25 read as follows:

13. Using or authorizing the use of Gov­
ernment automobiles for other than official 
purposes (13 U.S.C. 635a(c)).

* * * * *
24. Making or soliciting gifts for official 

superiors, or accepting gifts from employees 
receiving a lower salary (5 U.S.C. 7351).

25. Conviction for participating in or 
organizing or inciting a riot or civil disorder 
(5 U.S.C. 7313).

7. Appendix C “Additional Positions 
the Incumbents of Which Must Com­
plete Employment and Financial Inter­
est Statements” is revised to read as 
follows:

O f f i c e  o f  t h e  S e c r e t a r y

O FFIC E O F FIELD COORDINATION

Regional Director.
O FFIC E OF AD M IN ISTRA TIO N

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Adminis­
tration.

Executive Office 
Executive Officer.
Chief, Supply Operations Branch.
Supervisory Contracting Specialist.

Division of Surplus Property Utilization 
Director.
Regional Representatives (Surplus Property 

Utilization).
Office of General Services

Director.
Deputy Director.
Director, Property Management Branch. 
Director, Procurement Management Branch. 
All positions GS-13 and above in GS-1102 

and GS-2003 series.
ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR H E A LTH  AND 

SC IEN TIFIC  AFFAIRS

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health and 
Scientific Affairs.

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Science. 
Special Assistant for Patent Policy.
Special Assistant to Assistant Secretary 

(Medical and Pharmaceutical Research). 
Director of Office of Planning and Program 

Coordination.
OFFIC E OF GENERAL CO UN SEL

Deputy General Counsel.
Assistant General Counsel, Business and 

Administrative Law Division.
Deputy Assistant General Counsel, Business 

and Administrative Law Division.
Assistant General Counsel, Pood, Drug and 

Environmental Health Division.
Deputy Assistant General Counsel, Pood, 

Drug and Environmental Health Division. 
Assistant General Counsel, Public Health 

Grants and Services Division.
Deputy Assistant General Counsel, Public 

Health Grants and Services Division.
Legal Adviser, National Institutes of Health. 
Legal Adviser, National Communicable Dis­

ease Center.
Assistant General Counsel, Civil Rights 

Division.
Deputy Assistant General Counsel, Civil 

Rights Division.
Assistant General Counsel, Health Insurance 

Division.
Deputy Assistant General Counsel, Health 

Insurance Division.

OFFIC E O F T H E  COM PTROLLER

Audit Agency
All Auditors in positions GS-13 and above. 

Office of Education

O FFIC E OF T H E  C O M M ISSIO N ER

Immediate Office of the Commissioner•- 
Deputy Commissioner.
Associate Commissioner for Federal-State 

Relations.
IN S T IT U T E  O F INTER NA TIONA L STUDIES

Office of the Associate Commissioner
Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.

Division of International Exchange and 
Training

Director.
Division of Foreign Studies

Director.
Chief, Fellowships and Overseas Projects 

Branch.
International Services and Research Staff 

Director.
OFFIC E O F CO N STRU C TIO N  SERVICE

Assistant Commissioner.
Deputy Assistant Commissioner.
Director, Construction Support Division. 
Director, Facilities Development Division.

O FFICE OF AD M IN ISTRA TIO N

Assistant Commissioner.
Director, Contracts and Grant Division. 
Contracts and Grants Division,. Section 

Chiefs.
O FFIC E O F FIELD SERVICES

Regional Assistant Commissioner.
Director, Urban and Community Education 

Programs.
Director, Education Research.
Director, Higher Education.
Director, Adult, Vocational, and Library 

Programs.
MDT Training Officer.
Contracts Officer.
Financial Management Officer.
Regional Engineer.
OFFIC E OF PROGRAM P L A N N IN G  AND EVALUATION

Assistant Commissioner.
Deputy Assistant Commissioner.
Director, Elementary and Secondary Pro­

grams Division.
Director, Post-Elementary and Special Edu­

cation Programs Division.
Director, Program Support Division.
NATION AL CENTER FOR EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS

Assistant Commissioner.
Deputy Assistant Commissioner.
Director, Division of Survey Planning and 

Analysis.
Director, Division of Statistical Information 

and Studies.
Director, Division of Survey Operations.

BUREAU OF ELEM ENTA RY AND 
SECONDARY EDUCATION

Office of the Associate Commissioner
Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.
Director, Program Planning and Evaluation.

Division of Compensatory Education 
Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Operations Branch.
Chief, Program Development Branch.
Chief, Follow Through Branch.

Division of School Assistant in  Federally 
Affected Areas

Director.
Chief, Technical Operations Branch.
Chief, Field Operations Branch.
Division of Equal Educational Opportunities 
Director.
Deputy Director.
Chief, East Coast Branch.
Chief, Southern Branch.
Chief, Southwestern Branch.
Chief, Northern-Western Branch.

Division of State Agency Cooperation 
Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Program Management Branch.
Chief, Development Staff.
Chief, Western Program Operations Branch. 
Chief, Southeast Program Operations Branch! 
Chief, Upper Midwest Program Operations 

Branch.
Chief, Mid-Continent Program Operations 

Branch.
Chief, Northeast Program Operations Branch. 
Division of Plans and Supplementary Centers 
Director.
Chief, Program Analysis and Dissemination 

Branch.
Chief, Grants Management Branch.
Chief, Demonstration Projects Branch.
Chief, State Plans Branch.
Chief, Pupil Personnel Services Branch.

BUREAU O F ADULT, VOCATIONAL, AND LIBRARY 
PROGRAMS

Immediate Office of the Associate 
Commissioner

Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.
Program Evaluation Officer.

Division of Manpower Development and 
Training

Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, State Programs and Services Branch. 
Chief, National Programs and Services 

Branch.
Division of Adult Education Programs 

Director.
Chief, Adult Education Branch.
Chief, Civil Defense Education Branch.
Chief, Community Services and Continuing 

Education Branch.
Division of Vocational and Technical 

Education
Director.
Deputy Director.
Chief, Service Branch.
Chief, Development Branch.
Chief, Planning and Evaluation Branch. 
Chief, Pilot and Demonstration Branch.
Division of Library Services and Educational 

Facilities
Director.
Chief, Library Program and Facilities Branch. 
Chief, Library Training and Resources 

Branch.
Chief, Library Planning and Development 

Branch.
Chief, Library and Information Science 

Branch.
Educational Broadcasting Facilities Program 
Director.

BUREAU OF H IG H ER  EDUCATION

Immediate Office of the Associate 
Commissioner

Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.
Chief, Program Planning and Reports Staff.
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Division of Graduate Programs 

Director.
Chief, Graduate Facilities Branch.
Chief, Graduate Academic Programs Branch.

Division of College Support 
Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Developing Institutions Branch.
Chief, Personnel Development Branch.

Division of Student Financial Aid 
Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Loans Branch.
Chief, Work-Study Branch.
Chief, Insured Loans Branch.
Chief, Educational Opportunity Grants 

Branch.
Division of College Facilities

Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Program Operations Branch.

Division o f Student Special Services 
Director.
BUREAU O F EDUCATION FOR T H E  HANDICAPPED

Immediate Office of the Associate 
Commissioner

Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner,
Planning and Evaluation Officer.

Division of Educational Services 
Director.
Chief, Aid to States Branch.
Chief, Media Services and Captioned Films 

Branch.
Chief, Projects Centers Branch.

Division of Training Programs 
Director.
Chief, Mental Retardation Branch,
Chief, Communication Disorders Branch. 
Chief, Special Learning Problems Branch..

Division of Research
Director.
Chief, Projects and Program Research 

Branch.
Chief, Research Laboratories and Demonstra­

tion Branch,
Chief, Curriculum and Media Branch,

BUREAU O F RESEARCH

Immediate Office of the Associate 
Commissioner 

Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.
Program Planning and Evaluation Officer.

Arts and Humanities Program 
Director.

Division of Educational Laboratories 
Director.
Chief, Laboratory Branch.
Chief, Research and Development Centers 

Branch.
Division of Elementary and Secondary 

Education Research
Director.
Chief, Basic Studies Branch.
Chief, Instructional Materials and Practices 

Branch.
Chief, Organization and Administration 

Studies Branch.
Regional Research Program

Director.
Division of Information Technology and 

Dissemination
Director,
Chief, Educational Resources Information 

Centers.

Chief, Library and Information Sciences Re­
search Branch.

Chief, Equipment Development Branch. 
Chief, Research Utilization Branch.

Division of Higher Education Research 
Director.
Chief, Basic Studies Branch.
Chief, Instructional Materials and Practices 

Branch.
Chief, Organization and Administration 

Studies Branch.
Chief, Research Training Branch.
Division of Comprehensive and. Vocational 

Education Research
Director.
Chief, Basic Studies Branch.
Chief, Instructional Materials and Practices 

Branch.
Chief, Organization and Administration 

Studies Branch.
Chief, Career Opportunities Branch.

BUREAU O F EDUCATIONAL PER SO N N EL 
DEVELOPM ENT

Associate Commissioner.
Deputy Associate Commissioner.

Teacher Corps
Director.
Deputy Director. - 
Chief, Programs Branch.
Chief, Corps Member Services Branch.

Division of College Programs 
Director.
Assistant Director.
Chief, Basic Studies Branch.
Chief, Trainers of Teacher Trainers Branch. 
Chief, Educational Leadership Development 

Branch.
Chief, Educational Administration Branch. 
Chief, Support Personnel Branch.

Division of School Programs
Director.
Chief, Vocational Education Training 

Branch.
Chief, Staff Development Branch.
Chief, State Programs Branch.
Chief, Career Opportunities Branch.
Chief, Special Education Training Branch.

Division of Assessment and Coordination 
Director.
Program Planning Officer.

Division of Program Resources 
Director.

Consumer P rotection and Environmental 
Health Service

OFFICE O F T H E  ADM INISTRATOR

Immediate Office 
Administrator.

Legislative Affairs 
Special Assistant.

DEPUTY ADM INISTRATOR

Immediate Office 
Deputy Administrator.

Grants Policy Management
Grants Management Officer.
Grants Management Specialist.

Standards and Compliance 
Standards and Compliance Officer.

Regional Offices
All Regional Assistant Administrators.

ASSOCIATE ADM INISTRATOR

Immediate Office 
Associate Administrator.

Intergovernmental Affairs 
Special Assistant.

ASSISTAN T ADM INISTRATOR FOR RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPM ENT

Immediate Office
Assistant Administrator.
Deputy Assistant Administrator.

A SSISTAN T ADM INISTRATOR FOR 
PROGRAM DEVELOPM ENT

Immediate Office
Assistant Administrator.
Deputy Assistant Administrator.

ASSISTANT ADM INISTRATOR FOR 
A D M IN ISTRA TIO N

Immediate Office
Assistant Administrator.
Deputy Assistant Administrator.

'D ivision  of Accounting
Office of the Director.

Director.
Deputy Director.

Cost Advisory Branch.
Cost Accountant.

Division of Administrative Services
Office of the Director.

Director.
Division of Budget

Office of the Director.
Director.
Deputy Director.

Facility Management.
All.

Division of Management Systems
Office of the Director.

Director.
Systems Planning and Management Analysis

Management Analysis Officer.
Division of Procurement and Supply 

Management
Office of the Director.

Director.
Deputy Director.
GS—1102-13 and Above Procurement 

Analysts.
Contract Cost Advisory Branch.

GS-13 and above Accountants.
Environmental Control Administration

Office of the Commissioner
Commissioner.
Deputy Commissioner.
Special Assistant to the Commissioner. 
Assistant Commissioner for Training and 

Manpower Development.
Special Assistant to the Commissioner for 

Regional Operations.
Assistant Commissioner for Pregram Develop­

ment. _
Assistant Commissioner for Program Devel­

opment.
Director, Office of Public Information and 

Education.
Executive Officer.
Deputy Executive Officer.
Administrative Operations Officer.
Positions in GS-1102-13 and above.

Office of Grants Management
Director.
Deputy Director.
Program' Coordinator.
Chief, Grants Management Branch.
Chief, Review Branch.
Executive Secretaries, Study Section.
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Bureau of Community Environmental 

Management
Bureau Director.
Deputy Bureau Director.
Associate Bureau Director.
Program Officer.
Executive Officer.
Research Development Officer.
Grants Management and Programing Officer.
Special Assistant (Vector Control).
Special Assistant (Injury Oontrol).
Special Assistant (Housing and Urban 

Planning).
Special Assistant (Ecology Centers).
Chief, Division of E n v i r o n m e n t a l  

Improvement.
Chief, Community Environmental Health 

Branch (Acting).
Chief, Injury Control Branch (Acting).
Chief, Insect and Rodent Control Branch 

(Acting).
Deputy Chief, Insect and Rodent Control 

Branch (Acting).
Program Chief, Arctic Health Field Research 

Unit.
Associate Chief, Arctic Health Field Research 

Unit.
Administrative. Management Officer, Arctic 

Health Field Research Unit.
Chief, Division of Planning and Standards.
Deputy Chief, Division of Planning and 

Standards.
Chief, Injury Oontrol Research Laboratory.
Deputy Chief, Injury Control Research 

Laboratory.
Chief, Housing and Urban Planning Branch.

Bureau of Radiological Health
Director.
Deputy Director.
Associate Director.
Associate Director (Regional Operations).
Assistant Director (Industry).
Assistant Director (Military).
Assistant Director (¡Radiology).
Assistant Director (Training).
Executive Officer.
Information Officer.
Chief, Office of Criteria and Standards.
Deputy Chief, Office of Criteria and Stand­

ards.
Chief, Division of Biological Effects. ~
Deputy Chief, Division of Biological Effects.
Branch Chiefs, Division of Biological Effects.
Chief, Division of Electronic Products.
Deputy Chief, Division of Electronic 

Products.
Associate Chief, Division of Electronic 

Products.
Branch Chief, Division of Electronic 

Products.
Chief, Division of Medical Radiation Ex­

posure.
Deputy Chief, Division of Medical Radiation 

Exposure.
Branch Chiefs, Division of Medical Radiation 

Exposure.
Chief Program Officer.
Chief, Compliance Officer.
Chief, Division of Environmental Radiation.
Deputy Chief, Division of Environmental 

Radiation.
Branch Chiefs, Division of Environmental 

Radiation.
Directors, Deputy Directors, and Management 

Officers GS-13 and above of BRH Labora­
tories.

Bureau of Occupational Safety and Health
Director.
Assistant Director.
Executive Officer.
Chief, Division of Criteria and Standards.
Chief, Division of Occupational Injury and 

Disease Controls.

RULES AND REGULATIONS
Chief, Division of Epidemiology and Special 

Services.
Bureau of Solid Waste Management

Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant to the Director.
Assistant Bureau Director for Information. 
Executive Officer.
Assistant Bureau Director for Program 

Development.
Assistant Bureau Director for Cincinnati 

Operations.
Chief, Division of Demonstration Operations. 
Chief, Division of Research and Development. 
Chief, Division of Technical Operations. 
Deputy Chief, Division of Technical Opera­

tions.
Deputy Chief, Division of Research and 

Development.
Deputy Chief. Division of Demonstration 

Operations.
Bureau of Water Hygiene

Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Program Officer.
Chief, Division of Criteria and Standards. 
Chief, Division of Technical Operations. 
Chief, Division of Epidemiology and Biom­

etries.
Director, Cincinnati Laboratory.
Director, Northeastern Water Hygiene Lab­

oratory.
Director, Gulf Coast Water Hygiene Labora­

tory.
Director, Northwestern Water Hygiene Lab­

oratory.
Administrative Officer, Northeastern Water 

Hygiene Laboratory.
Grant Program Officers—ECA-wide.
Contract Project Officers—ECA-wide.

F ood and Drug Administration 
Office of Commissioner.

Immediate Office of the Commissioner
Deputy Commissioner.
Hearing Examiner.
Committee Management Officer.

Office of Assistant Commissioner for 
Field Coordination

All Food and Drug Officers, GS-15 and 14.
Office of Legislative and Governmental 

Services
Director Legislative and Governmental 

Services.
Office of the Associate Commissioner for 

Science
Extramural Research Administrator, 602-17. 
Pharmacologist, GS-15.

Office of the Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance

Associate Commissioner for Compliance. 
Deputy Associate Commissioner for Compli­

ance.
All Food and Drug Officers, GS-15,14, and 13.

Office of the Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration

Executive Officer.
Deputy Executive Officer.
Director, Division of General Services.
Deputy Director, Division of General Services. 
All positions GS-13 and above in the 1102 

Contract and Procurement Series.
BUREAU o r  VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE

Director, Bureau of Voluntary Compliance.

BUREAU O F M ED ICIN E

All GS-15 and above position.
Assistant Director for Medical Advertising.

BUREAU O F  VETERINARY M ED ICIN E 
(EXCLUDING BELTSVILLE ACTIVITY)

All Veterinarians, GS-14 and above.
All Chemists, GS-14 and above.

BUREAU OF REGULATORY COM PLIANCE

Director, Bureau of Regulatory Compliance. 
Deputy Director, Bureau of Regulatory Com­

pliance.
Director, Division of Case Guidance 
Deputy Director, Division of Case Guidance. 
Chief, Drug Case Branch.
Chief, Food Case Branch.
Chief, Shellfish Sanitation Branch.

BUREAU O F SCIEN CE

Director, Bureau of Science.
Deputy Director, Bureau of Science. 
Assistant Director for Biological Sciences 

Research.
Assistant Director for Physical Sciences 

Research.
Assistant Director for Program Management. 
Assistant Director for Regulatory Programs. 
Chief, Petitions Control Branch.

Division of Colors and Cosmetics
Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant to the Director.
AH Branch Chiefs.
Division of Food Chemistry and Technology
Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant to the Director.
All Branch Chiefs.

Division of Microbiology
Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant to the Director.
All Branch Chiefs.
Division of Pharmacology and Toxicology

Director.
Deputy Director.
All Branch Chiefs.
Review Scientists, GS-14.

Division of Pesticides
Director.
Deputy Director.
All Branch Chiefs.

Division of Nutrition
Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant to the Director.
Chief, Special Dietary Foods Branch.
Chief, Vitamin Analysis Section.

DISTRICT O FFIC ES
Director.
Deputy Director.
Food and Drug Officers, GS-13 and above. 
Chief Chemists, GS-1320-14.
Supervisory Inspectors, GS-696-13 and above.

National Air Pollution Control 
Administration

Commissioner.
Deputy Commissioner.
Associate Commissioner.

Director, Office of Manpower Development. 
Director, Office of Technical Information 

and Publications.
Director, Office of Research Grants. 

Assistant Commissioner, Office of Science and 
Technology.

Assistant Commissioner, Office of Program 
Development.
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Assistant Commissioner, Office of Standards 
and Compliance.

Director, Office of Administration.
Assistant Director.

Chief, General Services Branch.
Chief, Negotiated Contracts Section. 
Chief, Purchase and Contracts Section. 
Chief, Supply and Property Section. 

Director, Office of Education and Informa­
tion.

Director, Bureau of Criteria and Standards. 
Deputy Director.
Chief, Office of Criteria and Standards. 
Executive Officer.

Director, Division of Air Quality and 
Emission Data.

Director, Division of Economic Effects 
Research.

Director, Division of Health Effects Re­
search.

Director, Bureau of Engineering and Physical 
Sciences.

Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.

Director, Division of Chemistry and 
Physics.

Director, Division of Meteorology. 
Director, Division of Motor Vehicle Re­

search and Development.
Director, Division of Process Control 

Engineering.
Director, Bureau of Abatement and Control. 

Assistant Director.
Assistant to the Director.
Executive Officer.

Director, Division of Abatement. 
Director, Division of Control Agency 

Development.
Deputy Director.

Director, Division of Motor Vehicle Pol­
lution Control.

Deputy Director.
Chief, West Coast Field Station.

Health Services and Mental H ealth 
Administration

OFFIC E O F T H E  ADM INISTRATOR

Associate Administrator.
Assistant A d m i n i s t r a t o r  for Legislation. 
Assistant Administrator for Management.* . 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Man­

agement.
Director, Office of Grants Management. 
Regional Health Directors.

Office of Financial Management
Director. • , -
Deputy Director.
Chief, Cost Advisory Branch.
Assistant Chief, Cost Advisory Branch.

Office of Procurement and Material 
Management

Director.
Chief, Material Management Branch.
Chief, Procurement Branch.
Officer in Charge, Supply Service Center. 
Procurement Agent, Supply Service Centeir. 
Positions in the GS-1102 series at grades 13 

and above.
national center for health services

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPM ENT

-Director. ; '
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Associate Director, Program Development. 
Deputy Associate Director, Program Develop­

ment.
Program Management Officer, Program 

D evelopm ent.
Associate Director, Office of Grants and Con­

tracts Review and Management.
Director, Review Branch.
Contract Review Officer.
Director, Management Branch.

RULES AND REGULATIONS
All project officers involved in grant and con­

tract activities at grades GS-13 and above.
REGIONAL MEDICAL PROGRAMS SERVICE

Division of Chronic Disease Programs
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Chief, Office of Grants Management and 

Coordination.
Assistant Chief, Office of Grants Management 

and Coordination.
Division of Regional Medical Programs

Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Financial Management Officer.
Grants Management Officer.
Chief, Grants Review Branch.

C O M M U N IT Y  H E A LTH  SERVICE

Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant Directors.
Executive Officer.
Director, Division of Health Care Services. 
Associate Director, Division of Health Care 

Services.
Coordinator for Rural and Migrant Health. 
Director, Division of Comprehensive Health 

Planning.
Chief, Grants and Contracts, Division of 

Analysis and Evaluation.
IN D IA N  H E A L T H  SERVICE

Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
.Assistant Executive Officer.
Indian Health Area Office Directors, Execu­

tive Officers, and General Services Officers: 
Aberdeen, Albuquerque, Anchorage, Mount 
Edgecumbe, Billings, Oklahoma City, 
Phoenix, Portland.

FEDERAL H E A LTH  PROGRAMS SERVICE

Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Director, Hospital Administrative Officer, 

and General Services.
Officer, USPHS Hospitals: Baltimore, Bos­

ton, Carville, Detroit, Galveston, New 
Orleans, Norfolk, San Francisco, Savan­
nah, Seattle, Staten Island.

Director, Division of Federal Employee 
Health.

Executive Officer, DFEH.
Medical Director, Prison Medical Services.. 
Director, Division of Emergency Health 

Services.
Deputy Director, DEHS.
Assistant Director for Engineering.
Executive Officer, DEHS.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Chief, Training Branch.
Statistician, Health Resources and Research 

Branch. . >
Public Health Advisor, Training Branch. 
Principal Regional Representatives, DHEW 

Regional Offices.
H E A LTH  FA CILITIES P L A N N IN G  AND CONSTRUC­

T IO N  SERVICE
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
General Services Officer.
Assistant Director for Plans and Policies. 
Education Officer.
Director and Deputy Director, Architectural, 

Engineering and Equipment Office. 
Director and Deputy Director, Office o f State 

Plans.
Medical Officer (Administration), Office of 

State Plans.

14647
Public Health Advisor, Office of Director of 

State Plans.
Director and Deputy Director, Office of Pro­

gram Planning and Analysis.
Health Administration Advisor.
Principal Regional Representatives, DHEW 

Regional Offices.
NA TION AL CO M M U NICA BLE DISEASE CENTER

Director.
Deputy Director.
Assistant Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Chief, Office of Research Grants.
Deputy Chief, Office of Research Grants.
Director, Foreign Quarantine Pregram.
Deputy Director, Foreign Q u a r a n t i n e  

Program.
Director, State and Community Services 

Division.
Chief, Immunization Branch.
Chief, Tuberculosis Branch.
Chief, Venereal Disease Branch.
Director, Laboratory Division.
Assistant Director, Laboratory Division.
Chief, Licensure and Development Branch.
Chief, Licensure and Performance Evalua­

tion Section.
Assistant Chief, Licensure and Performance 

Evaluation Section.
Chief, Field Examination Activity Licensure 

and Performance Evaluation Section.
Chief, Biological Reagents Section.
Chief, Laboratory Consultation and Develop­

ment Section.
Scientist Administrator, Laboratory Con­

sultation and Development Section.
Chief, Management Consultation Unit, 

Laboratory Consultation and Development 
Section.

Chief, Administrative Services Branch.
Deputy Chief, Administrative Services 

Branch.
Chief, Negotiated Contracts Activity.
Contract Administrator.
Contract Specialist.
Chief, Contracts and Purchases Section.

N A TION AL IN S T IT U T E  O F M EN TA L H E A LTH

Director, Deputy Director, Assistant Director, 
Assistant to Director, National Center for 
Mental Health Services, Training and 
Research.

Superintendent, Assistant Superintendent, 
and First Assistant Physician, Saint 
Elizabeths Hospital.

Executive Officer and Assistant Executive Offi­
cer, Saint Elizabeths Hospital.

Chiefs and Directors of Clinical Divisions 
and Departments, Saint E l i z a  b e t h  s 
Hospital.

Director, Laboratory Branch, Saint Eliza­
beths Hospital.

Procurement Officer, Saint E l i z a b e t h s  
Hospital.

National I nstitutes of Health . , 
Office of the Director

Deputy Director.
Deputy Director for Science.
Associate Director for Extramural Research 

and Training.
Associate Director for Direct Research.
Associate D i r e c t o r  for Clinical Care 

Administration.
Associate Director for Program Planning and 

Evaluation.
Associate Director for Administration.
Assistant Director for Collaborative Research.
Deputy Associate Director for Administra­

tion.
Institutes and Research Divisions, Division 

of Research Services, and Division of 
Research Grants

Director.
Deputy Director.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 181— SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1969



14648 RULES AND REGULATIONS
Associate Director.
Assistant Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Positions at GS-14 or 15, or those held by 

Director grade officers, whose incumbents 
are engaged in making judgments or de­
terminations which materially affect the 
awarding and monitoring of grants and 
fellowships.

Project and administrative officers respon­
sible for negotiating, supervising, accept­
ing, and terminating research contracts, 
GS-13 or above.

Procurement, Contract, and administrative 
officers who are required to exercise judg­
ment in making a Government decision to 
purchase, contract, and accept material 
and/or services from non-Government 
entities, GS-13 or above.

Accountants and auditors, GS-13 or above, 
who are required to exercise judgment in 
making a Government decision concern­
ing a proposed contractor’s financial abil­
ity, and the propriety of payments during 
the course of contract administration.

Engineering positions and positions in the 
1640 series in the Division of Research 
Services, GS—13 or above, and engineering 
positions in the National Institute of En­
vironmental Sciences, GS-18 or above, 
whose incumbents are authorized to ap­
prove contract change orders and deter- 
•mine acceptability of a contractor’s 
performance.

Positions in the Division of Biologies Stand­
ards whose incumbents make independent 
inspections of establishments subject to 
Federal controls and ore the recommending 
agents for approval of licenses, labels 
and/or products, GS-13 or above.

Bureau of Health Professions Education and 
Manpower Training

Office of the Bureau Director.
Director.
Deputy Director.
Associate Director.
Executive Officer.
Deputy Executive Officer.
Supervisory Contract Administrator. 
Contract Specialist.

Division of Nursing
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Chief, Research Grants Branch.
Chief, Nurse Education and Training Branch.
Division of Health Manpower Educational 

Services
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Chief, Health Manpower Grants Branch.
Chief, Student Loan and Scholarship Branch.

Division of Physician Manpower
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Grants Management Officer, Educational Fa­

cilities Branch.
Chief, Physician Education Branch.
Chief, Continuing Education Branch.

Division of Allied Health Manpower
Director.
Assistant Director for Planning and Opera­

tions.
Chief, Educational Program Development 

Branch.
Chief, Manpower Resources Branch.
Chief, Program Assistance Branch.

Division of Dental Health
Director.
Deputy Director.

Executive Officer.
Chief, Research Grants Unit.
Chief, Education and Facilities Branch.

National Library of Medicine
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Assistant Executive Officer.
Contract Management Officer.
Grants and Contracts Management Officer, 

Extramural Programs.
Office Services Manager.

S o c i a l  a n d  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  S e r v ic e  

Office of the Administrator
Deputy Administrator.
Associate Administrator.
Confidential Assistant to the Administrator. 
Assistant Administrator for Field Operations. 
Regional Commissioner, Region I.
Regional Commissioner, Region II.
Regional Commissioner, Region III.
Regional Commissioner, Region IV.
Regional Commissioner, Region V.
Regional Commissioner, Region VI.
Regional Commissioner, Region VII.
Regional Commissioner, Region VIII. 
Regional Commissioner, Region IX.
Assistant Administrator for Administration. 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Admin­

istration.
Director, Finance Division.
Director, General Services Division.
All positions GS-13 and above in GS-1102 

series.
Director, Management Systems Division. 
Director, Data Processing Division.

Office of Research, Demonstrations and 
Training

Assistant. Administrator.
Deputy Assistant Administrator.
Program Management Officer.
Chief, Research and Demonstrations Divi­

sion. ■'<
Deputy Chief, Research and Demonstrations 

Division.
Chief, Intramural Research Division.
Deputy Chief, Intramural Research Division. 
Chief, Division of Grants Management. 
Grants Management Officer.
Chief, Division of Research and Training 

Centers. v
Chief, Division of International Activities. 
Assistant Chief, Research, Division of Inter­

national Activities.
Assistant Chief, Training, Division of Inter­

national Activities.
Chief, Division of Manpower Development 

and Training.
Office of Juvenile Delinquency and Youth 

Development
Director.
Deputy Director.

Cuban Refugee Program
Director.
Deputy Director.

Administration on Aging
Deputy Commissioner.
Associate Commissioner.
Executive Officer.
Director, Division of Older Americans Serv­

ices.
Director, Research and Demonstrations Staff. 
Director, Training Grants Staff.
Director, Foster Grandparent Program Staff.

Children’s Bureau
Deputy Chief.
Associate Chief.
Assistant Chief.
Executive Officer.
Director., Division of Health Services.

Chief, Administrative Methods Branch, Divi­
sion of Health Services.

Director, Division of Family and Child Wel­
fare Services:

Assistant Director, Division of Family and 
Child Welfare Services.

Chief, Program Operations Branch, Division 
of Family and Child Welfare Services. ' 

Director, Division of Research.
Associate Director, Division of Research. 
Administrative Officer, Division of Research. 
Director, Work and Training Division.

Rehabilitation Services Administration
Associate Commissioner.
Executive Officer.
Director, Mental Retardation Division. 
Director, Rehabilitation Training Division. 
Director, Rehabilitation Facilities and Work­

shops Division.
Director, State Plans and Projects Division. 

Assistance Payments Administration
Commissioner.
Deputy Commissioner.
Assistant Commissioner for Field Services. 
Executive Officer.

Medical Services Administration
Commissioner.
Deputy Commissioner.
Executive Officer.
Director, Health Services Division.
Director, Medical Program Evaluation Divi­

sion.
Director, Medical Program Management Divi­

sion.
Director, Medical Program Planning and De­

velopment Division.
S o c i a l  S e c u r i t y  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n

OFFIC E O F  C O M M ISSIO N ER

Office of Commissioner, Field
Assistant Commissioner, Field.
Deputy Assistant Commissioner, Field. 
Regional Commissioner.

OFFIC E O F T H E  ACTUARY

Chief Actuary.
OFFIC E O F A D M IN ISTRA TIO N

Office of Assistant Commissioner
Assistant Commissioner.
Deputy Assistant Commissioner.
Employee Management Relations and Equal 

Employment Opportunity Staff
Civil Rights and Labor Relations Adminis­

trator.
Division of Systems Coordination and 

Planning
Director.
Deputy Director.
Digital Computer Systems Officer.
Chief, Systems Controls and Standards 

Branch.
Division of Operating Facilities

Director. V
Deputy Director.
«Deputy Director (Realty and Space).
Chief, Property Management Branch.
Deputy Chiefs, Property Management Branch. 
Chief, Contract and Purchase Section.
Chief, Receiving, Storage and Issue Section. 
Chief, Equipment Management Section.
Chief, Inventory Management Section. 
Contract Specialist.
Chief, Printing and Records Management 

Branch.
Deputy Chief, Printing and Records Man­

agement Branch.
Printing Officer.
Chief, Graphics Section.
Chief, Management Services Branch.
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OFFIC E OF IN FO R M A TIO N  

Assistant Commissioner for Public Affairs.
OFFICE O F PROGRAM EVALUATION AND P L A N N IN G  

Assistant Commissioner.
OFFICE O F RESEARCH AND STATISTICS

Assistant Commissioner.
Chief, Research Grants Staff.

BUREAU O F DATA PROCESSING AND ACCOUNTS

Director (Bureau).
Deputy Director (Bureau) .
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.
Assistant Bureau Director.
Assistant to the Director (Health Insurance). 
Director (Division).
Deputy Director (Division).
Social Insurance Operations Advisor (GS- 

15).
Supervisory Computer Systems Analyst 

(GS—14)."
Supervisory Communications Specialist (GS- 

13).
Micro-Photographic Systems Analyst.

BUREAU O F DISABILITY IN SU RA N CE

Office of the Director
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.
Technical Advisor.

Division of Management and Appraisal
Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.
Division of Disability Policy and Procedures
Assistant Bureau Director.
Chief, Systems and Procedures Branch.
Office of Assistant Bureau Director, Disability 

Operations
Assistant Bureau Director, Operations. ,

BUREAU OF DISTRICT O F FIC E OPERATIONS

Director.; . ”
Deputy Director.

BUREAU O F FEDERAL CREDIT U N IO N S

Director.
Deputy Director.
Director, Division of Administration.

BUREAU O F H E A LTH  IN SU RA N CE

Office of the Bureau Director 
Bureau Director.
Deputy Bureau Director..
Assistant to the Bureau Director.
Chief Medical Officer.
Field Liaison Officer.

Professional Organizations Liaison Staff 
Supervisory Professional Relations Specialist.

Division of Management 
Assistant Bureau Director.
Administrative Management Officer (GS-14). 
Administrative Officer (GS-13).

Regional Staff
Social Insurance Administrator (GS-14, 15).

Division of Reimbursement 
Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.
Medical Insurance Reimbursement Adminis- 

trator (GS-14, 15).
Supervisory Social Insurance Reimburse­

ment Specialist (GS-14).
Supervisory Accountant (GS-14, 15). 
Accountant (GS-14).

Division of Policy and Standards 
Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.

( G £ lT l5 Sooial Insurance Specialist

Hospital Insurance Determinations Review 
Officer (GS-14).

Hospital Insurance Reimbursement Admin­
istrator (GS-15).

Division of Intermediary Operations
Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director. 
Supervisory Contract Operations Specialist 

(GS-14, 15).
Supervisory Contract Evaluation Specialist 

(GS-14, 15).
Supervisory Audit Review Specialist (GS-14). 
Supervisory Fiscal Control Specialist (GS-14, 

15)..
Division of State Operations

Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.
Social Insurance Advisor (GS-15). 
Supervisory State Agency Operations Analyst 

(GS-15).
Division of Systems

Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.

BUREAU O F H EARIN GS AND APPEALS

Office of the Director
Director.
Deputy Director.

BUREAU O F  RETIR EM EN T AND SURVIVORS 
IN SU RA N CE

Office of the Director
Director.
Deputy Director.
Executive Officer.

Office of the Assistant Bureau Director 
(Administration)

Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.
Chief, Administrative Management Branch. 
Chief, Operating Services Section.

Division of Methods and Procedures
Assistant Bureau Director.
Deputy Assistant Bureau Director.

Payment Center Staff
Regional Representative.
Director of Management.
Assistant Director of Management.
Chief, Administrative Services Branch. 
Director of Operations.

These amendments were approved 
by the Civil Service Commission oil July 
17, 1969, and are effective on publication 
in the F ederal R egister.

Dated: September 16, 1969.
R obert H. F inch,

Secretary. .
[F.R. Doc. 69-11294; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:48 am .]

Chapter II— Social and Rehabilitation 
Service (Assistance Programs), De­
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare

PART 250— ADM INISTRATION OF 
MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Subpart A-—General Administration
Agreements W ith  P roviders of Services

Part 250, Subpart A, is amended by 
adding a new § 250.21 as follows:
§ 2 5 0 .2 1  Stale p lan  requirem ents; agree­

m ents with providers.
A State plan for medical assistance 

under Title XEX of the Social Security

Act must provide for agreements with 
every person or institution providing 
services under the State plan under 
which such person or institution agrees:

(a) To keep such records as are nec­
essary fully to disclose the extent of the 
services provided to individuals receiving 
assistance under the State plan; and

(b) To furnish the State agency with 
such information, regarding any pay­
ments claimed by such person or insti­
tution for providing services under the 
State plan, as the State agency may from 
time to time request.
(Sec. 1102, 49 Stat. 647, 42 UJS.C. 1302)

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective on the date of its publi­
cation in the F ederal R egister.

Dated: August 19, 1969.
Mary E. Switzer, 

Administrator, Social and 
Rehabilitation Service.

Approved: September 16, 1969.
R obert H. F inch,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11293; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:48 am .]

Title 50— WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES

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

PART 32— HUNTING
National Wildlife Refuges in Illinois, 

Minnesota, and North Dakota
The following special regulations are 

issued and are effective on date of pub­
lication in the F ederal R egister.
§ 3 2 .1 2  Special regu lations; m igratory  

gam e birds; fo r  ind ividual w ild life  
refu g e  areas.

I llinois

CHAUTAUQUA NATIONAL W ILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of geese on the Chau­
tauqua National Wildlife Refuge, 111., is 
permitted from October 25 through No­
vember 30, 1969, and the hunting of 
ducks and coots is permitted from No­
vember 1 through November 30,1969, blit 
only on the area designated by signs as 
open to hunting. This open area com­
prising 745 acres, is delineated on a map 
available at refuge headquarters, Ha­
vana, 111., and from the Regional Direc­
tor, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, Federal Building, Fort Spelling, 
Twin Cities, Minn. 55111, Hunting shall 
be in accordance with all applicable 
State and Federal regulations subject to 
the following special condition:

(1) Blinds. Temporary blinds of ap-- 
proved material may be constructed. 
Blinds do not become the property of 
those constructing them and will be 
available on a daily basis.

The provisions of this special regu­
lation supplement the regulations which
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govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen­
erally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through November 30, 
1969.

M innesota

TAMARAC NATIONAL W ILDLIFE REFUGE

Public hunting of ducks and coots on 
the Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge, 
Minn., is permitted from October 4,1969, 
through November 12, 1969, and the 
hunting of geese is permitted from Oc­
tober 4, 1969, through December 12, 1969, 
but only on the area designated by signs 
as open to hunting. This open area, com­
prising 9,000 acres, is delineated on a 
map available at the refuge headquar­
ters, Rochert, Minn. 56578, and from the 
office of the Regional Director; Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Federal 
Building, Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, 
Minn. 55111. Hunting shall be in accord­
ance with all applicable State and 
Federal regulations.

The provisions of this special regula­
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen­
erally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 12, 
1969.

North Dakota

J .  CLARK SALYER NATIONAL W ILDLIFE 
REFUGE

Public hunting of geese on the J. Clark 
Salyer National Wildlife Refuge, N. Dak., 
is permitted from October 1 through De­
cember 25, 1969, and the hunting of 
ducks and coots is permitted from Octo­
ber 4 through November 12, 1969, and 
the hunting of common snipe (Wilson’s) 
is permitted from October 1 through No­
vember 1, 1969, but only on the area des­
ignated by signs as open to hunting. This 
open area, comprising 2,850 acres, is de­
lineated on a map available at the refuge 
headquarters, Upham, N. Dak., and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Federal Building, 
Fort Snelling, Twin Cities, Minn. 55111. 
Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State and Federal regula­
tions subject to the following special 
conditions:

(1) Blinds. Temporary blinds of ap­
proved material may be constructed.

(2) Retrieving zones. Retrieving zones 
will be designated by signs. Possession of 
firearms in retrieving zones is prohibited.

The provisions of this special regula­
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen­
erally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 25, 
1969.

Lewis R. Garlick, 
Acting Regional Director, Bu­

reau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife.

September 10,1969.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11298; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]

RULES AND REGULATIONS
PART 32— HUNTING

Quivira National Wildlife Refuge, 
Kans.

The following special regulation is is­
sued and is effective on date.of publica­
tion in the F ederal R egister.
§ 3 2 .2 2  S p e c i a l  regu lations; up land  

gam e; for  individual w ild life  refu ge  
areas.

Kansas

QUIVIRA NATIONAL W ILDLIFE REFUGE

The public hunting of ring-necked 
pheasants, bobwhite, squirrel, rabbits, 
and crows on the Quivira National Wild­
life Refuge, Kans., is permitted only in 
the areas open to waterfowl hunting. 
These areas, comprising 7,990 acres, are 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Stafford, Kans.,^and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 
1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103.

Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State regulations governing 
the hunting of ring-necked pheasants, 
bobwhite, squirrel, rabbits, and crows 
October 4,1969 through January 15,1970, 
inclusive, subject to the following special 
conditions:

(1) The use of rifles is prohibited for 
taking squirrel, rabbits, and crows.

(2) The hunting of any species after 
sunset is prohibited.

The provisions of this special regula­
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through January 15, 1970.

Charles R. Darling, 
Refuge Manager, Quivira Na­

tional Wildlife Refuge, Staf­
ford, Kans.

S eptember 15,1969.'
[F.R. Doc. 69-11288; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:47 a.m.]

Title 21— FOOD AND DRUGS
Chapter I— Food and Drug Adminis­

tration, Department of Health, Edu­
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER B— FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 120—-TOLERANCES AND EX­

EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI­
TIES

Trichlorobenzyl Chloride
A petition (PP 9F0791) was filed with 

the Food and Drug Administration by 
the Monsanto Co., 800 North Lindbergh 
Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 63116, propos­
ing the establishment of tolerances for 
negligible residues of the herbicide tri­
chlorobenzyl chloride and its metabolite 
trichlorobenzoic acid in or on the raw 
agricultural commodities com forage and 
fodder (including field com, popcorn, and 
sweet com) at 0.1 part per million; in 
eggs and in meat, fat, and meat byprod­

ucts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, poul­
try, and sheep at 0.05 part per million; 
and in milk and in or on corn grain 
including field com, popcorn, and sweet 
com (kernels plus cob with husk 
removed) at 0.02 part per million.

The Secretary of Agriculture has certi­
fied that this pesticide chemical is “useful 
for the purposes for which the tolerances 
are being established.

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition, and other rele­
vant material, the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs concludes that:

1. Since residues of the pesticide are 
not reasonably expected to transfer to 
eggs, meat, milk, and poultry from the 
proposed use, tolerances regarding these 
items are unnecessary. The usage is clas­
sified in the category specified in § 120.6 
(a )(3).

2. The tolerances established by this 
order will'protect the public health.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120), Part 120 is amended as follows:

1. Section 120.3(e) (4) is amended by 
alphabetically inserting in the list of 
chlorinated organic pesticides two new 
items, as follows:
§ 1 2 0 .3  T olerances for  related pesticide  

chem icals.
* * * " * *

* * *
(4) * * *

Trichlorobenzoic acid.
Trichlorobenzyl chloride.

* * * * *
2. The following new section is added 

to Subpart C:
§ 1 2 0 .2 7 3  T richlorobenzyl ch loride; to l­

erances for  residues.
Tolerances are established for negligi­

ble residues of the herbicide trichloro­
benzyl chloride and its metabolite tri­
chlorobenzoic acid in or on raw agricul­
tural commodities as follows:

0.1 part per million in or on com forage 
and fodder (including field com, pop­
corn, and sweet com ).

0.02 part per million in or on corn grain 
including field com, popcorn, and sweet 
com (kernels plus cob with husk 
removed).

Any person who will be adversely af­
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the F ederal R egister file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Wejfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec­
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objection­
able and the grounds for the objections. 
If a hearing is requested, the objections 
must state the issues for the hearing. A 
hearing will be granted if the objections 
are supported by grounds legally suffi­
cient to justify the relief sought. Objec­
tions may be accompanied by a memo­
randum or brief in support thereof.
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Effective date. This order shall become 

effective on the date of its publication in 
the F ederal R egister.
(Sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 UJS.C. 346a
( d ) (2) )

Dated: September 15,1969.
R . E. D uggan,'

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance»

{F.R. Doc. 69-11249; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:45 a.m.]

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

Phorate
A petition (PP 8F0673) was filed with 

the Food and Drug Administration by 
the American Cyanamid Co„ Post Office 
Box 400, Princeton, N.J. 08540, proposing 
the establishment of a tolerance of 0.5 
part per million for residues of the in­
secticide phorate and its cholinesterase- 
inhibiting metabolites in or on the raw 
agricultural commodity potatoes.

Subsequently, the petitioner amended 
the petition to request the following 
tolerances: 0.5 part per million in or on 
potatoes; 0.05 part per million (negligi­
ble residue) in meat, fat, and meat by­
products of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep; 0.02 part per million (negli­
gible residue) in milk.

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition and other rele­
vant materials, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs concludes that the 
tolerances established by this order will 
protect the public health.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2) ) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120), § 120.206 is revised to read as fol­
lows to establish the subject tolerances:
§ 120.206 P horate; tolerances for  resi­

dues.
Tolerances are established for residues 

of the insecticide phorate (0,0-diethyl 
£-(ethylthio) methyl phosphorodithio- 
ate), and its cholinesterase-inhibiting 
metabolites, in or on raw agricultural 
commodities as follows:

3 parts per million in or on sugar beet 
tops.

0.5 part per million in or on corn 
forage and potatoes.

0.3 part per million in or on sugar 
beet roots.

0.1 part per million in or on corn grain, 
sweet corn (kernels plus cob with husk 
removed), lettuce, peanuts, and rice.

0.05 part per million (negligible resi­
due) in meat, fat, and meat byproducts 
01 c^tle, goats, hogs, horses, and sheep.

0.02 part per million (negligible resi­
due) in milk.

Any person who will be adversely af- 
ected by the foregoing order may at any 

wfthin 30 days from the date of its 
Publication in the F ederal R egister file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
wealth, Education, and Welfare, Room

5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec­
tions thereto, preferably in quintupli­
cate. Objections shall show wherein the 
person filing will be adversely affected 
by the order and specify with particu­
larity the provisions of the order deemed 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof.

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the F ederal R egister.
(Sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 TJ.S.C. 346a 
( d ) ( 2 ) )

Dated: September 15, 1969.
R. E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11248; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

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

Borax and Boric Acid
Acting on a request received from Sun- 

kist Growers, Ontario, Calif. 91764, an 
association of citrus growers in Cali­
fornia and Arizona, the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs proposed in the F ederal 
R egister of May 30, 1969 (34 F.R. 8372), 
that a tolerance be established for natur­
ally occurring boron arid residues of 
boron from postharvest application of 
the fungicides borax (sodium tetraborate 
decahydrate) and boric acid in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity citrus fruits 
a t 8 parts per million.

In response to the proposal:
1. A comment was received suggest­

ing that the tolerance be restricted to 
residues of borates or boric acid with 
allowances for naturally occurring boron.

2. No requests were received for re­
ferral of the proposal to an advisory com­
mittee pursuant to section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

Having considered the data submitted 
in the request from the association, the 
comment received on the proposal, and 
other relevant information, the Commis­
sioner of Food and Drugs concludes that 
the tolerance should be established as 
proposed.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of the act (sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 
TJ.S.C. 346a(e)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120), the following hew section is added 
to Subpart C of Part 120:
§ 1 2 0 .2 7 1  Borax and boric a c i d t o l e r ­

ances fo r  residues.
A tolerance of 8 parts per million is 

established for total boron in or on citrus 
fruits, such tolerance to be calculated as

elemental boron and to cover residues 
from the postharvest application of the 
fungicides borax and boric acid to, plus 
the naturally occurring boron in, citrus 
fruits.

Any person who will be adversely af­
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the F ederal R egister file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec­
tions thereto, preferably in quintu­
plicate. Objections shall show wherein 
the person filing will be adversely af­
fected by the order and specify with 
particularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objections. If a hearing is re­
quested, the objections must state the 
issues for the hearing. A hearing will be 
granted if the objections are supported 
by grounds legally sufficient to justify 
the relief sought. Objections may be ac­
companied by a memorandum or brief 
in support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall be­
come effective on the date of its publica­
tion in the F ederal R egister.
(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 346a(e) )

Dated: September 12,1969.
J . K. K irk ,

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

(F.R. Doc. 69-11246; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

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

PART 121— FOOD ADDITIVES 
Aldicarb

A. A petition (PP 9F0798) was filed 
with the Food and Drug Administration 
by Union Carbide Corp., 270 Park Ave­
nue, New York, N.Y. 10017, proposing the 
establishment of a tolerance of 0.1 part 
per million for residues of the insecti­
cide aldicarb (2-methyl-2-methylthio) 
propionaldéhyde O- (methylcarbamoyl) 
oxime) and its cholinesterase-inhibiting 
metabolites 2-methyl-2-methylsulfinyl) 
propionaldéhyde O- (methylcarbamoyl) 
oxime and 2-methyl-2- (methylsulfonyl) 
propionaldéhyde O- (methylcarbomoyl) 
oxime in or on the raw agricultural 
commodity cottonseed.

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer­
tified that this pesticide chemical is use­
ful for the purpose for which the toler­
ance is being established.

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition, and other rele­
vant material, the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs concludes that:

1. Since there is no reasonable expec­
tation for such residues to occur in eggs, 
meat, milk, and poultry from the pro­
posed use, tolerances regarding these 
items are unnecessary. The usage is in 
the category specified in § 120.6(a) (3).
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2. The tolerance established by this 

order will protect the public health.
Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 

of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2) ) and undér authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR
2.120), Part 120 is amended as follows:

1. Section 120.3(e)(5) is amended by 
alphabetically inserting in the list of 
cholinesterase-inhibiting pesticides a 
new item, as follows:
§ 1 2 0 .3  T olerances fo r  related pesticide  

chem icals.
.• ■♦ * * * *

(e) * * *(5) * * *
Aldicarb ( 2fmeth.yl-2 - ( methylthio) propi­

onaldéhyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime) and 
its cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites 2- 
methyl - 2 - ( methylsulfinÿl ) propionaldéhyde 
O- (methylcarbamoyl) oxime and 2-methyl-2- 
(methylsulfonyl) propionaldéhyde O- (meth­
ylcarbamoyl) oxime.

* * * * *
2. The following new section is added 

to Subpart C:
§ 1 2 0 .2 6 9  A ldicarb; tolerances for  resi­

dues.
A tolerance of 0.1 part per million is 

established for residues of the insecticide 
and nematocide aldicarb (2-methyl-2- 
(methylthio) proprionaldehyde O- (meth­
ylcarbamoyl) oxime) and its cholines­
terase-inhibiting metabolites 2-methyl- 
2- (methylsulfinyl) propionaldéhyde O-
(methylcarbamoyl) oxime and 2-methyl- 
2- (methylsulfony 1 ) propionaldéhyde O- 
(methylcarbamoyl) oxime in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity cottonseed.

B. Having evaluated the data in a food 
additive petition (FAP 9H2418) sub­
mitted by the aforementioned petitioner, 
and other relevant material, the Com­
missioner concludes that the food addi­
tive regulations should be amended to 
establish a food additive tolerance of 0.3 
part per million for residues of the sub­
ject pesticide chemical and its metabo­
lites in cottonseed hulls resulting from 
application of the pesticide, chemical to 
the growing crop and that such food 
additive tolerance is safe.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions 
of said Act (sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 
21 U.S.C. 348(c)(1)), and under au­
thority delegated as cited above, Part 121 
is amended by adding to Subpart C the 
following new section:
§ 1 2 1 .3 3 0  Aldicarb.

A tolerance of 0.3 part per million is 
established for residues of the in­
secticide and nematocide aldicarb (2- 
methyl - 2 - (methylthio) propionaldéhyde 
O-(methylcarbamoyl)oxime) a n d  its 
cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites 2- 
methyl - 2 - (methylsulfinyl) propionalde - 
hyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime and 
2 - methyl-2-(methylsulfonyl) propional­
déhyde O-(methylcarbamoyl) oxime in 
or on cottonseed hulls. Such residues may 
be present therein only as a result of ap­
plication of the pesticide chemical to the 
growing raw agricultural commodity 
cotton.

Any person who will be adversely af­
fected by the foregoing order may at any

time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the F ederal R egister file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec­
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objection­
able and the grounds for the objections. 
If a hearing is requested, the objections 
must state the issues for the hearing. A 
hearing will be granted if the objections 
are supported by grounds legally suffi­
cient to justify the relief sought. Objec­
tions may be accompanied by a memo­
randum or brief in support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication 
in the F ederal R egister.
(Sec. 408(d)(2), 409(c)(1), 68 Stat. 512, 72 
Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d)(2), 348(c)(1))

Dated: September 15,1969.
J. K. K irk,

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11245; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

PART 121— FOOD ADDITIVES
Subpart C— Food Additives Permitted 

in the Feed and Drinking Water of 
Animals or for the Treatment of 
Food-Producing Animals

Lignin Sulfonate, P oloxalene

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data submitted in

(2) In feed as a surfactant for the 
flaking of feed grains when added to liq­
uid grain conditioner in an amount not 
to exceed 1.0 percent of the conditioner. 
The conditioner is added to the feed at 
a rate of 1 quart per ton of feed.

* * * * *
Any person who will be adversely af­

fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the F ederal R egister file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec­
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per­
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob-

petitions (MF‘ 3395, MF 3412) filed by 
Fults-Sanko, Post Office Box 331, Tulare, 
Calif. 93274, and other relevant material, 
concludes that §§ 121.234 and 121.295 
should be amended to provide for the 
safe use of lignin sulfonate and poloza- 
lene as adjuvants in the flaking of feed 
grains. Therefore, pursuant to the pro­
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 
1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c) (1)) and under the 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), Part 121 is amended as 
follows:

1. Section 121.234 is revised to read 
as follows:
§ 1 2 1 .2 3 4  L ignin  su lfonates.

Lignin sulfonate may be safely used in 
animal feed in accordance with the fol­
lowing prescribed conditions:

(a) The food additive is either one, 
or a combination, of the ammonium, cal­
cium, magnesium, or sodium salts of the 
extract of spent sulfite liquor derived 
from the sulfite digestion of wood.

(b) It is used in animal feed as follows:
(1) As the sole pelleting aid in an 

amount not to exceed 4 percent of the 
finished pellets.

(2) As a binding aid in the flaking of 
feed grains in an amount not to exceed 
4 percent of the flaked grain.

2. Section 121.295(b) is revised to, read 
as follows:
§ 1 2 1 .2 9 5  P oloxalene.

♦  *  *  *  *

(b) It is used or intended for use:
(1) In animals as follows:

jectionable and the grounds for the ob­
jections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds le­
gally sufficient to justify the relief sought. 
Objections may be accompanied by . a 
memorandum or brief in support thereof.

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication 
in  the F ederal R egister.
(Sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(c)(1))

Dated: September 12,1969.
R . E. Duggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11247; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:45 a.m.]

Principal ingredient A m ount Limitations Indications for use

Gram» per  
100-lb. 

body weight 
p er  day

1. Poloxalene...................... 1.5 For cattle in  molasses block containing 6.6% 
of the additive; adm inister at 0.8 oz. of block 
per 100-lb. body w eigh t per day.

Prevention of legume 
(alfalfa, clover) bloat.

2. Poloxalene...................... 1.0-2.0 For cattle; administer in  feed starting 2 to 3 
days prior to exposure and continuing 
during exposure to  bloat-producing condi­
tions, at 1 to  2 gm. per 100-lb. of body weight 
according to bloat-producing conditions.

Do.
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Proposed Rule Making
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Consumer and Marketing Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 966 1
TOMATOES GROWN IN FLORIDA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Exceptions With
Respect to Proposed Amendment of
Marketing Agreement and Order
Pursuant to the rules of practice and 

procedure governing proceedings to for­
mulate marketing agreements and mar­
keting orders, as amended (7 CFR Part 
900), notice is hereby given of the filing 
with the Hearing Clerk of this recom­
mended decision with respect to the 
proposed amendment of Marketing 
Agreement No. 125 and Order No. 966, 
both as amended (7 CFR Part 966), 
hereinafter referred to collectively as the 
“order,” regulating the handling of 
tomatoes grown in the Florida produc­
tion area. This regulatory program is 
effective pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
hereinafter referred to as the “act.”

Interested persons may file written ex­
ceptions to this recommended decision 
in quadruplicate with the Hearing Clerk, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Room 
112, Administration Building, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20250, not later than the close 
of business on the 15th day after its pub­
lication in the Federal Register. All 
such communications will be made 
available for public inspection at the of-- 
fice of the Hearing Clerk during regular 
business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

Preliminary statement. The public 
hearing, on the record of which the pro­
posed amendment of the order was for­
mulated, was held in Orlando, Fla., 
June 30, 1969, pursuant to notice thereof 
published in the June 14, 1969, issue of 
the Federal R egister (34 F.R. 9393). The 
notice set forth proposed amendments to 
the order which were submitted, with a 
request for a hearing thereon, by the 
Florida Tomato Committee, the adminis­
trative agency established pursuant to 
the order and hereinafter referred to as 
the “committee.”

Material issues. The material issues 
presented on the record of hearing are as 
follows:

(1) The amendment of § 966.7, Han­
dle, to extend its applicability so as to 
authorize regulation of shipments of 
tomatoes within the regulated area;

(2) The amendment of § 966.12, Ma­
turity, to provide for determination of 
the degree of ripeness of each lot of 
tomatoes at the time of inspection; and 
the amendment of § 966.60, inspection 
and certification, to delete the reinspec­
tion requirement for regraded, resorted

or repacked tomatoes if the identity of 
the inspected lot can be maintained;.

The amendment of § 966.18 Export, to 
mean the shipment of tomatoes beyond 
the boundaries of the 48 contiguous 
States of the United States, to clear up 
an ambiguity which exists in the pres­
ent definition and to include Alaska;

(4) The amendment of the authority 
to regulate containers, in § 966.52, by 
adding “markings,” including labels and 
stamps; and

(5) The amendment of such other 
sections as are necessary to conform 
the present order to the proposed 
amendments.

Findings and conclusions. The findings 
and conclusions on the material issues, 
all of which are based upon the evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof, are as follows:

(1) The term “handle,” as defined in 
the present order, as amended, is synony­
mous with “ship” and means to sell, 
transport or in any other way to place 
fresh tomatoes, produced in the produc­
tion area, in the current of commerce 
between the regulation area and any 
point outside thereof in the United 
States, Canada, or Mexico.

The proposed amendment of this sec­
tion would add authority to regulate 
shipments within the regulated area, if 
the Committee so recommends, in addi­
tion to the present authority for regulat­
ing shipments moving out of the area.

The proposed new definition would ex­
clude “field-run” tomatoes delivered or 
sold to a “registered handler” by the 
producer of the tomatoes for grading and 
packing within the production area, from 
the definition “handle.”

The proposed new definition also would 
change the phrase “regulation area” to 
read “regulated area” for clarification, 
and it would delete the phrase “in the 
United States, Canada, or Mexico” from 
the end of the definition.

These are the important changes in 
the proposed new definition, all of which 
were well supported in the record for the 
purpose of improving the administra­
tion and operation of the order.

The term “regulated area” has the 
same meaning as “regulation area” in 
the present order. I t  is defined in the 
present order to mean “that portion of 
the State of Florida which is bounded 
by the Suwannee River, the Georgia 
border, the Atlantic Ocean, and the Gulf 
of Mexico.” No change is proposed in the 
meaning of the phrase, as the geographic 
boundaries of the regulated area remain 
the same as the boundaries of the regula­
tion area.

For information purposes, the 
regulated area encompasses the same 
territory as the production area did when 
the order was first made effective at 
which time there were five districts. The 
present order, as amended, has four dis­

tricts in the production area, as former 
District No. 5 in North Florida was 
deleted. So the regulated area includes 
all of the production area, Districts 1 
through 4, plus former District No. 5 
which is no longer in the production area 
but which is included in the regulated 
area only for purposes of compliance.

According to the record evidence, over 
five million people live in the State of 
Florida and a good majority of them 
live within the regulated area. They 
comprise an important segment of the 
consuming public and a substantial 
market for tomatoes, especially Florida 
grown tomatoes.

The market within the regulated area 
should be protected, when necessary, 
against the sale of poor quality and un­
der-sized tomatoes the same as markets 
outside the regulated area. The practice 
of selling below grade and below sizes 
tomatoes, that is, tomatoes which do not 
meet the grade or size requirements of 
the marketing order regulations, within 
the regulated area depresses prices for 
the better quality and preferred sizes 
of tomatoes. In addition, sales of re­
stricted tomatoes often return little or 
nothing to the producer.

During the 1968-69 marketing season, 
shipments of tomatoes out of the regu­
lated area were restricted as to grade, 
size, pack and maturity. However, toma­
toes shipped within the regulated area 
were not restricted. As a result, below 
grade and below size tomatoes were per­
mitted to move freely within the regu­
lated area. The handling of these 
tomatoes resulted in the regulated area 
becoming a dumping ground for re­
stricted grades and sizes of tomatoes and 
caused a depressing effect upon the 
tomato market.

With no limitations on movement 
within the regulated area, restricted 
tomatoes moved freely from packing 
houses and fields, from one town to an­
other and from one county to another. 
Sometimes these restricted grades and 
sizes of tomatoes found their way into 
channels of commerce to points outside 
the regulated area.

A trucker, for example, could obtain a 
load of restricted tomatoes and states 
that he was selling them within the reg­
ulated area. Some of these truckers were 
able to bypass the road guard stations 
and sell such tomatoes outside the regu­
lated area. This added to the enforce­
ment problems.

Tomatoes below permitted grades and 
sizes compete with preferred grades and 
sizes. To sell, they must be discounted. 
Since they also increase the supply, lower 
prices are offered for good quality toma­
toes. The result is a lower price to 
producer for all tomatoes and the pro­
ducers probably receive little or no re­
turns for the restricted grades and sizes.
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Modem methods of rapid communica­

tion enable tomato buyers and sellers 
to be in close touch with one another. 
When markets are generally overloaded 
with tomatoes at the receiving points, 
prices decline and supplies of tomatoes 
back up resulting in a surplus at shipping 
points and a weakening of prices. Con­
versely, reductions in supplies of toma­
toes at shipping points, due to weather 
or other conditions, are quickly reflected 
in receiving markets by a strengthening 
of prices for tomatoes. Prices at shipping 
points and at terminal markets tend to 
be closely related because factors affect­
ing supplies at shipping points are soon 
known and reflected in prices at terminal 
markets and the reverse is also the case.

Production area tomatoes that are 
shipped to a market within the regulated 
area are sometimes diverted to markets 
outside the regulated area and even out­
side the State. On very short notice, a 
shipper can, and often does, divert toma­
toes moving to a particular market to 
some other market and it is not always 
known at the time of shipment whether 
the tomatoes will be marketed within the 
regulated area or outside of it.

The price of tomatoes handled for 
marketing within the regulated area has 
a direct effect on the price of tomatoes 
sold in the terminal markets. In fact, all 
handling of tomatoes, including han­
dling within the State, or in the regu­
lated area, directly affects the handling 
of tomatoes in interstate commerce.

Because of the interdependence of 
markets and the effect on all markets of 
any sale and shipment of tomatoes, 
whether for distribution within the regu­
lated area or outside thereof, it is found 
that all handling, as described herein, is 
in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce, or directly burdens, obstructs, 
or affects such commerce. Hence, all 
movement and sale of tomatoes grown 
in the production area, whether for dis­
tribution within the regulated area or 
for shipment outside thereof, should be 
subject to the authority of the act and 
to the order as herein proposed to be 
amended.

The record indicates that during nor­
mal production and marketing seasons 
shipments within the regulated area as 
well as shipments to destinations outside 
thereof should be regulated. There is au­
thority in the order, however, to regulate 
differently for different markets. There 
may be times when marketing conditions 
would make it economically desirable to 
regulate differently for the market within 
the regulated area than for markets out­
side or even to have no regulations for 
shipments within the regulated area if 
the committee so recommends and the 
Secretary approves.

Under the present order, the growing 
and harvesting of tomatoes are producer 
functions and should continue to be con­
strued as operations of the producer in 
his capacity as a producer.

Growers who sell tomatoes from the 
field, however, are performing a handler 
function and should be held responsible
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for compliance with the handling regu­
lations issued pursuant to the order.

Similarly, growers who transport to­
matoes to market are performing a 
handling function and they too are re­
sponsible for compliance with the han­
dling regulations issued under the order.

The most common practice in the pro­
duction area, however, is for the grower 
to produce and harvest the tomatoes and 
then to sell, transport, or deliver them to 
a packinghouse in the production area 
for grading, packaging, and marketing.

Under the present order there is a 
rule and procedure for registering han­
dlers with the committee. The rule pro­
vides that any handler who has adequate 
facilities in the production area for 
grading and packing tomatoes may be 
registered by the committee as a regis­
tered handler. When registered, he must 
assume the responsibility for compliance 
with the quality, inspection, assessment 
and other requirements of the order. The 
record shows that the procedure of reg­
istering handlers should continue under 
the order as proposed to be amended.

The transportation, sale or delivery of 
field-run tomatoes, therefore, by a pro­
ducer of such tomatoes to a registered 
handler within the production area for 
grading and packing should be excepted 
from the definition of “handle.” Such 
tomatoes have not yet been prepared for 
market nor are they in their existing 
condition being transported to market. 
Most sellers and buyers do not consider 
them as yet suitable or appropriate for 
commercial transactions, and as such, 
they should be exempted from the regu­
lation at this time.

With the exception of the activities 
which are specifically excluded from the 
definition of the term handle, all activi­
ties, from the time the tomatoes grown 
in the production area are harvested 
until they are offered for retail sale, are 
included in the process of handling. The 
definition of handle should not include 
the producing functions nor the sale of 
tomatoes at retail by a person in his 
capacity as a retailer as these are ex­
cluded under the act.

It is concluded, therefore, that the 
definition of “handle” should be amended 
as hereinafter set forth and that such 
amendment will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act.

(2) The term “maturity,” as defined in 
the present order, means the various 
degrees of ripeness for tomatoes as 
established by the committee with ap­
proval of the Secretary.

The U.S. Standards for Grades of 
Fresh Tomatoes (§§ 51.1855-51.1877 of 
this title), which are part of the record 
evidence, contain a section on color 
classification (§ 51.1864) specifying six 
different stages of maturity as deter­
mined by color, with a description of 
each.

The record indicates that the Federal- 
State inspectors can certify the degree 
of ripeness of tomatoes at the time the 
inspection is performed in accordance 
with the color classifications in the U.S. 
Standards for Grades of Fresh Tomatoes,

or as such standards are modified by the 
regulations. The inspector will indicate 
on the inspection certificate the per­
tinent information with respect to color 
and the degree of ripeness of the toma­
toes at the time inspection is performed.

It is concluded, therefore, that the 
definition of “maturity” should be 
amended to clearly specify that the ma­
turity of each lot of tomatoes shall be 
determined at the time the tomatoes 
are inspected..

The record indicates that during the 
1968-69 marketing season, when the reg­
ulation specified a larger minimum size 
for ripe tomatoes than for mature greens, 
repackers within the regulation area 
were at a comparative disadvantage 
with repackers outside the regulation 
area. If they bought mature green toma­
toes of the permitted sizes, ripened 
them in their ripening rooms and re­
packed them as had been their practice, 
they could not ship the smaller sizes to 
their customers outside the regulation 
area. Otherwise, they would have been in 
violation of the size requirement for ripe 
tomatoes. Their competitors outside the 
regulation area could do this. Tomato 
repackers in the regulation area were 
prevented from carrying out their cus­
tomary commercial practices by the 
provision in § 966.60, Inspection and cer­
tification, which requires a second in­
spection on any lot of tomatoes which 
had been previously inspected but has 
been regraded, resorted, or repacked.

About the only tomatoes which have 
been regraded, resorted, and repacked, 
are those tomatoes which were shipped 
to repackers within the regulation area. 
The repackers in the regulation area 
receive mature green tomatoes and hold 
them in their ripening rooms until they 
are ready for repackaging. They resort, 
regrade, and repackage them and deliver 
them to their customers.

It was testified that it should not nor­
mally be necessary to require more than 
one inspection and certification of the 
tomatoes if the committee and the Sec­
retary of Agriculture can be assured that 
that all tomatoes handled by the re­
packer have been inspected and certi­
fied as meeting the requirements of the 
regulations which are in effect. Such 
inspection and certification is usually 
performed before the tomatoes are deliv­
ered to the repacker’s plant. If, however, 
they have not been inspected and accom­
panied by an inspection certificate, then 
they must be inspected at the repacking 
plant.

In order to provide assurance to the 
committee and the Secretary of Agricul­
ture that all tomatoes handled have been 
inspected and certified, and that the 
regulations are being complied with, the 
committee should establish adequate 
safeguard rules which will be required of 
repackers. Such safeguards should in­
clude the requirement that complete rec­
ords will have to be maintained by each 
repacker and reports shall be made by 
him to the committee on the quantities, 
sizes, qualities, and maturities of 
tomatoes received by him and of the
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quantities, sizes, qualities, and maturities 
of tomatoes disposed of by him. Such re­
ports shall be submitted on a weekly or 
other basis as required by the committee 
and/or the Secretary pursuant to 
§ 966.80, Reports.

It is concluded, therefore, that para­
graph (b) of § 966.60, Inspection and cer­
tification, should be deleted, and para­
graphs (c) and (d) should be redes­
ignated as paragraphs (b) and (c), so 
that the revised § 966.60 will read as 
hereinafter set forth.

(3) The definition of “Export,” 
§ 966.18, in the present order, conflicts 
to a certain extent with the wording in 
the definition of “handle” with respect 
to destinations outside the United States.

The record indicates that both of these 
definitions should be revised to clarify 
the meaning intended. By deleting ref­
erence to Canada and Mexico from the 
definition of handle, as proposed herein, 
shipments to Canada and Mexico would 
be considered as export markets. Also, 
by revising the definition of “Export” as 
proposed herein, to mean the shipment 
of tomatoes beyond .the boundaries of 
the 48 contiguous States (including the 
District of Columbia) of the United 
States, Alaska would be considered an 
export market. The proposed new defini­
tion would permit the same regulations 
which would apply to shipments of 
tomatoes to Canada to apply to ship­
ments to Alaska.

Most export markets, such as Euro­
pean Countries, Mexico and Canada, 
normally use smaller sizes of tomatoes 
than are preferred by consumers within 
the 48 States. Also, the Alaska market 
may be considered in this group. It is 
quite possible that the committee will 
find it desirable at times to recommend 
smaller sizes to move into the export 
market, especially since such shipments 
would not have a detrimental effect on 
the domestic market.

At the present time, export shipments 
of tomatoes are comparatively small. 
However, in the future, it is possible 
that export markets may become a big 
factor and the authority of the com­
mittee to recommend, and the Secretary 
to issue, different regulations for such 
export markets is both necessary and 
desirable.

The definition of the term “Export” 
should, therefore, be amended accord­
ingly, so that it will clearly show that 
shipments beyond the 48 contiguous 
States of the United States may be con­
sidered as export shipments and hence 
may be subject to different regulations 
than those which are made applicable to 
the domestic market.

(4) An amendment to add “mark­
ings,” including labels and stamps, to the 
authority already included in the order 
for regulating containers, was also pro­
posed by the proponents.

The record shows that there has been 
a practice among some handlers of 
Florida tomatoes of packing tomatoes in 
used containers which have markings al­
ready on them and which may not cor­
respond to the grade, size, quality, pack, 
or maturity of the tomatoes packed in
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these used containers. Such a practice 
is contrary to the provisions of the Per­
ishable Agricultural Commodities Act 
and the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 
I t  should not, therefore, work a hard­
ship on handlers if the committee were 
to recommend, and the Secretary were 
to issue regulations requiring that old 
markings on containers be obliterated 
if they do not correspond to what is ac­
tually in the container; also, to require 
markings, including labels or stamps, to 
be placed on containers to correspond 
to the grade, size,- quality, pack, or ma­
turity of the tomatoes packed in such 
containers. This is good commercial 
practice and would help promote more 
orderly marketing. It would also help to 
solve some of the compliance problems 
with respect to production area tomatoes.

Authority to require markings, upon 
committee recommendations with the ap­
proval of the Secretary, should also 
benefit distributors and producers, in 
that distributors would know what they 
are purchasing in the way of grade, size, 
maturity, or pack. Each quality and size 
would be identifiable and sell for what it 
is.

Authority to regulate markings (in­
cluding labels and stamps) is considered 
by the proponents to be incidental to, 
and not inconsistent with, the grade, 
size, quality, maturity, pack, and con­
tainer provisions already authorized 
under this marketing order program and 
the record shows that such additional 
authority is necessary to properly effec­
tuate these provisions.

It is concluded that paragraph (d) 
of § 966.52, Issuance of regulations, 
should be amended as hereinafter set 
forth.

(5) Conforming changes are necessary 
in § 966.4, Production area and regulation 
area, to change the phrase “regulation 
area” to read “regulated area.”

As set forth in item (1), under the 
findings for the proposed amendment of 
“handle,” it was stated that “regulation 
area” should be changed to read “regu­
lated area.” Such a change would not 
alter the meaning in any way but would 
simply be made to facilitate the under­
standing of the phrase. Therefore, such 
conforming changes should be made in 
two places in § 966.4 to read as herein­
after set forth.

No evidence was presented by the pro­
ponents in support of the proposal which 
appeared in the notice of hearing to es­
tablish a new section titled “Shippers 
Advisory Committee.” Therefore, no ac­
tion is being taken on this proposal in 
this proceeding.

Rulings on proposed findings and con­
clusions. The Hearing Examiner set Au­
gust 4, 1969, as the final date for filing 
briefs with respect to the matters in­
volved at the hearing. No briefs were 
filed. However, a motion was filed by 
counsel for William Wright, Inc., Walter 
Holm & Co., and West Coast Vegetable 
Distributors Association of Nogales, Ariz. 
In said motion counsel states that the 
Arizona importers of Mexican tomatoes 
which he represents had intended to 
participate in the hearing under the be-
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lief that they might be affected by any 
amendment of the tomato order result­
ing from the hearing by reason of sec­
tion 608e-l of the Agricultural Market­
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended. 
However, the Hearing Examiner ruled 
that they were not interested parties to 
the proceeding and, therefore, would not 
be allowed to present testimony or cross- 
examine witnesses. Counsel, therefore, 
moved that the Secretary quash the pro­
ceeding and exempt the parties he rep­
resents and all others similarly situated 
from the effects of> any amendments re­
sulting from this hearing.

In order to be in a better position to 
rule on this motion the Department on 
'August 15, 1969, sent a letter to said 
counsel requesting additional informa­
tion relating to his clients’ interest in the 
hearing. In said letter it was requested 
that he specify which of the proposed 
amendments contained in the notice of 
hearing his clients had desired to pre­
sent testimony on, and to provide a sum­
mary statement of the facts and in­
formation they proposed to elicit by 
testimony and by the cross-examination 
of witnesses. A reply was requested on or 
before August 25,1969.

A reply dated August 25, 1969, was re­
ceived from counsel in which he com­
mented solely on the 10 days provided 
in which to reply and stated:

We find that we are unable to comply with 
your request during such a short period. As 
you can understand, it is very difficult to 
figure out what a witness might have said H 
he had been cross-examined when the cross- 
examination was prohibited.

However, the Department’s letter re­
quested facts and information pertain­
ing to the direct testimony the Arizona 
importers would have presented as well 
as facts and information they proposed 
to elicit by cross-examination of wit­
nesses. Since such importers appeared at 
the hearing intending to participate 
therein, they were obviously aware of 
any facts and information they desired 
to present by way of direct testimony.

In any event, the proposed amend­
ments to the Florida Tomato Marketing 
Order which were the subject of the 
hearing were not of the type which, if 
adopted, would have an effect on regula­
tions issued under section 608e-l of the 
Act pertaining to the importation of 
tomatoes. Section 608e-l of the Act pro­
vides that whenever a marketing order 
contains any terms or conditions regu­
lating the grade, size, quality, or matu­
rity of tomatoes and' other specified 
commodities produced in the United 
States, the importation into the United 
States of any such commodity shall be 
prohibited unless it complies with the 
grade, size, quality, and maturity provi­
sions of such order. As previously in­
dicated, the proposed amendments to the 
Florida tomato order which were under 
consideration at the hearing were 
concerned with:

(1) Amending the order to provide 
for the regulation of tomatoes grown in 
the production area and marketed 
within the regulated area within the
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State of Florida. Under the terms of the 
present order such tomatoes marketed 
within the regulated area are not sub­
ject to the marketing order controls;

(2) Amending the Florida order to 
delete their requirement for reinspection 
of Florida grown tomatoes after they 
have been regraded, resorted or repacked 
within the regulated area provided that 
the identity of the tomatoes involved in 
the original inspection can be main­
tained with respect to such inspection. 
Thus, the maturity of the tomatoes 
would be determined at the time of the 
original inspection; and

(3) Other proposed amendments re­
lated to the redefinition of the term 
“export” to mean shipments of Florida 
tomatoes beyond the boundaries of the 
48 contiguous States of the United 
States; and amending the authority to 
regulate containers of Florida tomatoes 
by adding to that provision the word 
“markings.”

A further amendment to provide for a 
shippers advisory committee was not 
supported at the hearing and no action 
thereon is taken in this decision.

Clearly the issues under considera­
tion at the hearing and the amendments 
herein proposed would not and do not 
involve the substance of the grade, size, 
quality, and maturity provisions of the 
Order in a way which would affect regu­
lations pertaining to the importation of 
Mexican tomatoes. Accordingly, the mo­
tion filed by the Arizona importers of 
Mexican tomatoes is denied and the 
Hearing Examiner’s ruling relating to 
their participation in the hearing is 
upheld.

General findings. Upon the basis of 
evidence introduced at the hearing and 
the record thereof it.is found that:

(1) The amended marketing agree­
ment and order, as both are hereby pro­
posed to be amended, and all of the terms 
and conditions thereof, will tend to effec­
tuate the declared policy of the act;

(2) The amended marketing agree­
ment and order, as both are hereby pro­
posed to be amended, regulate the han­
dling of tomatoes grown in the produc­
tion area in the same manner as, and are 
applicable only to persons in the respec­
tive classes of industrial and commercial 
activity specified in a marketing order 
upon which a hearing has been held;

(3) The amended marketing agree­
ment and order, as both are hereby pro­
posed to be amended, are limited in ap­
plication to the smallest regional produc­
tion area which is practicable, consistent 
with carrying out the declared policy of 
the act; and the issuance of several 
orders applicable to subdivisions of the 
production area would not effectively 
carry out the declared policy of the act;

(4) The amended marketing agree­
ment and order, as both are hereby pro­
posed to be amended, prescribe, so far 
as practicable, such different terms, ap­
plicable to different parts of the produc­
tion area, as are necessary to give due 
recognition to the differences in the pro­
duction and marketing of tomatoes 
grown in the production area; and

(5) All handling of tomatoes grown in 
the production area, as defined in the 
amended marketing agreement and 
order, as hereby proposed to be amended, 
is in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce, or directly burdens, obstructs, 
or affects such commerce.

Recommended amendments to the 
marketing agreement and order. The fol­
lowing proposed amendments to the 
marketing agreement and order are rec­
ommended as the detailed means by 
which the aforesaid findings and conclu­
sions may be carried out:

1. Amend paragraph (b) of § 966.4, 
Production area and regulation area, to 
read:
§ 9 6 6 .4  P roduction  area and regulated  

area.
* * * * #

(b) “Regulated area” means that por­
tion of the State of Florida which is 
bounded by the Suwannee River, the 
Georgia border, the Atlantic Ocean, and 
the Gulf of Mexico.

2. Amend § 966.7 Handle to read:
§ 9 6 6 .7  H andle.

“Handle” or “ship” means to sell, 
transport, deliver, or in any other way 
to place fresh tomatoes, produced in the 
production area, in the current of com­
merce within the regulated area or be­
tween any point in the regulated area 
and any point outside thereof. Such term 
shall not include the transportation, sale 
or delivery of field-rim tomatoes within 
the production area by the producer 
thereof to a handler registered with the 
committee for the purpose of having such 
tomatoes prepared for market.

3. Amend § 966.12 Maturity to read: 
§ 966.12 Maturity.

“Maturity” means any of the various 
degrees of ripeness of tomatoes as estab­
lished by the committee with approval 
of the Secretary as determined at the 
time of the inspection, pursuant to 
§ 966.60(a).

4. Amend § 966.18 Export to read:
§ 9 6 6 .1 8  E xport.

“Export” means shipment of tomatoes 
beyond the boundaries of the 48 con­
tiguous States (including the District of 
Columbia) of the United States.

5. Amend paragraph (d) of § 966.52 to 
read:
§ 9 6 6 .5 2  Issuance o f  regulations. 

* * * * *
(d) Fix the size, weight, capacity, 

dimensions, markings (including labels 
and stamps), or pack of the container or 
containers which may be used in the 
packaging, transportation, sale, ship­
ment, or other handling of tomatoes.

6. Amend § 966.60 Inspection and 
certification to read:
§ 9 6 6 .6 0  Insp ection  and certification .

(a) During any period in which the 
handling of tomatoes is regulated pur­
suant to this subpart no handler shall

handle tomatoes unless such tomatoes 
have been inspected and certified as 
meeting the requirements of this subpart 
by an authorized representative of the 
Federal or Federal-State Inspection 
Service, or such other inspection service 
as the Secretary shall designate, and 
such tomatoes are covered by a valid in­
spection certificate except when relieved 
from such requirements pursuant to 
§ 966.53 or § 966.54 or both.

(b) Insofar as the requirements of this 
section are concerned, the length of time 
for which an inspection certificate is 
valid may be established by the Secretary 
upon the recommendation of the 
committee.

(c) When tomatoes are inspected in 
accordance with the requirements of this 
section a copy of each inspection certifi­
cate issued shall be made available to 
the committee by the inspection service.

Copies of the notice of recommended 
decision may be obtained from the Hear­
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul­
ture, Room 112, Administration Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, or may be in­
spected there.

Dated: September 16,1969.
John C. B lum, 

Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11285; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:47 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Wage and Hour Division 

E 29 CFR Part 694 ]
[Administrative Order 608]

SPECIAL INDUSTRY COMMITTEE FOR 
VIRGIN ISLANDS .

Establishment and Convention; 
Notice of Hearing

Pursuant to section 5 of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 205) 
and Reorganization Plan No. 6 of 1950 
(3 CFR 1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), I hereby 
Establish Special Industry Committee 
No. 12 for the Virgin Islands.

In accordance with section 8 of the act 
(29 U.S.C. 208) and Reorganization Plan 
No. 6 of 1950,1 hereby convene this com­
mittee. I refer to it the question of the 
minimum rate or rates of wages to be 
fixed for those industries in the Virgin 
Islands to which section 6 of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act applies solely by 
reason of the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1966 as those industries 
are defined in 29 CFR 694.1(b), exclud­
ing, however, agriculture as defined in 
29 CFR 694.1(b)(1) and the general 
classification as defined in 29 CFR 694.1 
(b)(5), for which previously appointed 
industry committees have determined the 
maximum permissible legal minimum 
wage rates. The minimum wage rates to 
be recommended by industry committee 
No. 12 may not be in excess of $1.30 an 
hour for the period ending January 31,
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1970; $1.45 an hour for the period be­
ginning February 1, 1970, and ending 
January 31, 1971; and $1.60 an hour 
thereafter.

Hearings will be held by this Industry 
Committee at the time and place indi­
cated below. It shall investigate condi­
tions in all industries in the Virgin 
Islands which are referred to in the pre­
ceding paragraph and the Committee, or 
any authorized subcommittee thereof, 
shall hear such witnesses and receive 
such evidence as may be necessary or 
appropriate to enable the Committee to 
perform its duties and functions under 
the act.

The special industry committee shall 
meet in executive session a t 9:30 a.m. on 
December 1, 1969, on the second floor of 
Government House, Charlotte Amalie, 
St. Thomas, V.I., and shall commence its 
hearing at 10:30 a.m. on thè same day 
at the same place.

The special industry committee shall 
recommend to the Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour and Public Contracts Di­
visions of this Department the highest 
minimum wage rates (not less than the 
currently effective rates) which it de­
termines having due regard to economic 
and competitive conditions, will not sub­
stantially curtail employment in the in­
dustry and will not give any industry in 
the Virgin Islands a competitive advan­
tage over any industry in the United 
States outside of Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands, and American Samoa.

Whenever the committee finds that a 
higher minimum wage may be deter­
mined for employees engaged in certain 
activities or in the manufacture of cer­
tain products in an industry than may 
be determined for other employees in 
that industry, the committee shall rec­
ommend such reasonable classifications 
within that industry as it determines 
to be necessary for the purpose of fixing 
for each classification the highest mini­
mum wage rate that can be determined 
for it under the principles set forth 
herein which will not substantially cur­
tail employment in such classification 
and will not give a óòmpetitive advantage 
to any group in the industry. No classi­
fication shall be made, however, and no 
minimum wage rate shall be fixed solely 
on a regional basis or on the basis of age 
or sex. In determining whether there 
should be classifications within an in­
dustry, in making such classifications, 
and in determining the minimum wage 
rates for such classifications, the com­
mittee shall consider, among other rele­
vant factors, the following : (1) Competi­
tive conditions as affected by transpor­
tation, living, and production costs; (2) 
wages established for work of like or 
comparable character by collective labor 
agreements negotiated between employ­
ers and employees by representatives of 
their own choosing; and (3) wages paid 
for work of like or comparable character 
by employers who voluntarily maintain 
minimum wage standards in the 
industry.

The Administrator shall prepare an 
economic report containing such data as 
he is able to assemble pertinent to the
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matters referred to the committee. Copies 
of this report may be obtained at the 
Washington, D.C., and Puerto Rican 
Offices of the U.S. Department of Labor 
as soon as they are completed and prior 
to the hearing. The committee will take 
official notice of the facts stated in the 
economic report to the extent they are 
not refuted by evidence received at the 
hearing.

The procedure for Special Industry 
Committee No. 12 for the Virgin Islands 
shall be governed by the regulations pub­
lished in Part 511 of Title 29, Code of 
Federal Regulations. As a prerequisite to 
participation, those regulations require* 
among other things, that interested per­
sons shall file prehearing statements, 
containing certain specified data not 
later than November 21,1969.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of September 1969.

G eorge P. Shultz, 
Secretary of Labor.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11258; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ]

[Airworthiness Docket No. 69-WE-22-AD]
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE 

Boeing Model 727 Series Airplanes
The Federal Aviation Administration 

is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
Boeing Model 727 airplanes. There have 
been failures of the generator overload 
protection circuit silicon controlled recti­
fiers, causing a single generator system 
lockout on Boeing 727 Series airplanes. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop in other airplanes of the same 
type design, the proposed airworthiness 
directive would require replacement of 
both silicon controlled switches CR 10 
and CR 28 with a transistorized amplifier 
and a miniature two pole relay on Boeing 
Model 727 airplanes, in accordance with 
Westinghouse Service Bulletin No. 66- 
103, dated September 15, 1966, and Sup­
plement dated September 30, 1966, or an 
equivalent FAA approved modification.

The FAA has pending a notice of pro­
posed rule making in Airworthiness 
Docket No. 69-WE-17-AD, 34 F.R. 12951, 
proposing an AD to require installation 
of a capacitor in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin No. 24-47, dated 
March 3, 1969, or equivalent installation. 
As both NPRM’s involve modifications 
of the generator control panel, it is antic­
ipated that the publication of the AD’s 
and the compliance times required there­
in will be simultaneous to enable opera­
tors to schedule compliance on a 
one-time basis.
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Interested persons are invited to par­

ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du­
plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration, FAA Western Region, Atten­
tion: Regional Counsel, Airworthiness 
Rules Docket, Post Office Box 92007, 
Worldway Postal Center, Los Angeles, 
Calif. *90009. All communications re­
ceived on or before October 20, 1969, will 
be considered by the Administrator be­
fore taking action upon the proposed rule. 
The proposals contained In this notice 
may be changed in the light of com­
ments received. All comments will be 
available, both before and after the clos­
ing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons.

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) and of 
section 6(c) of the Department of Trans­
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 3913 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add­
ing the following new airworthiness 
directive:
Boeing. Applies to  Boeing 727 airplanes.

Compliance required as indicated within 
the next 2500 hours time in service after the 
effective date of this AD, unless already 
accomplished.

To prevent generator system lockout, ac­
complish the following or an equivalent mod­
ification approved by the Chief, Aircraft En­
gineering Division, FAA Western Region.

Modify the generator control panels in ac­
cordance with Part II, Paragraph A and C of 
Westinghouse Service Bulletin No. 66-103, 
dated September 15, 1966, and the supple­
ment dated September 30, 1966, or later FAA 
approved revisions.

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Sep­
tember 10,1969.

Arvin O. Basnight, .
Director, FAA Western Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11273; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[ 14 CFR Part 71 1
[Airspace Docket No. 69—SO—93]

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA

Proposed Designation
The Federal Aviation Administration 

is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate the Miami, Fla. (Transi­
tion and Training Airport), control zone 
and transition area.

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Area Manager, 
Miami Area Office, Air Traffic Branch, 
Post Office Box 2014, AMF Branch, 
Miami, Fla. 33159. All communications
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received within 21 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal R egister 
will be considered before action-is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but arrange­
ments for informal conferences with Fed­
eral Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Air Traffic Branch. Any data, views, or 
arguments presented during such con­
ferences must also be submitted in writ­
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received.

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, South­
ern Regional Office, Room 724, 3400 
Whipple Street, East Point, Ga.

The Miami (Transition and Training 
Airport) control zone would be desig­
nated as:
Within a 5-mile radius of Miami Transition 

and Training Airport (lat. 25°51'46" N., 
long. 80°53'50'' W.).
The Miami (Transition and Training 

Airport) transition area would be desig­
nated as:
That airspace extending upward from 700 feet 

above the surface within an 8.5-mile radius 
of Miami Transition and Training Airport 
(lat. 25°51'46” N., long. 80°53'50" W.).
The Miami Transition and Training 

Airport is scheduled to become opera­
tional on November 15, 1969, and a re­
quirement exists to provide adequate 
controlled airspace protection for air­
craft arriving and departing the airport.

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 3Q7 (a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and of section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Septem­
ber 11,1969.

James G. R ogers, 
Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11274; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[ 14 CFR Part 71 1
[Airspace Docket No. 69-WE—65]

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate a 700-foot transition 
area for Fort Collins-Loveland Airport, 
Colo.

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule-making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Chief, Airspace and Program Standards 
Branch, Federal Aviation Administra­
tion, 5651 West Manchester Avenue, Post 
Office Box 92007, Worldway Postal Cen­
ter, Los Angeles, Calif. 90009. All com­
munications received within 30 days after

publication of this notice in the F ederal 
R egister will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con­
ferences with Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration officials may be made by contact­
ing the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief. Any data, views,, or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord­
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received.

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 5651 West 
Manchester Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90045.

The 700-foot transition area is required 
to provide controlled airspace protection 
for aircraft executing prescribed instru­
ment procedures utilizing the Fort Col­
lins-Loveland radiobeacon.

In view of the foregoing the FAA pro­
poses the following airspace action:

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637) the follow­
ing transition area is added:

F ort Collins

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within 9.5 miles east 
and 5 miles west of the 173° and 353° bear­
ings from the Fort Collins-Loveland RBN 
(latitude 40° 26'49" N., longitude 105°00'22" 
W.) extending from 6.5 miles north to 18.5 
miles south of the RBN.

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed­
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended 
(72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348(a)), and of 
section 6(c) of the Department of Trans­
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on Sep­
tember 10, 1969.

Lee E. Warren,
Acting Director, Western Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11275; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[ 14 CFR Part 71 1
[Airspace Docket No. 69-AL-ll]

CONTROL ZONE 
Proposed Revocation

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would revoke the Minchumina, 
Alaska, control zone.

The Minchumina control zone is ef­
fective from 0745 to 1545 local time 
Wednesday through Sunday. These times 
coincide with the hours of operation of 
the Minchumina Flight Service Station. 
Weather observations required to sup­
port the control zone designation are 
taken by the one flight service station 
specialist assigned to Minchumina. Dur­
ing the times when the Minchumina FSS 
is not in operation Minchumina air/ 
ground communications are remotely 
controlled by the McGrath FSS.

The Federal Aviation Administration 
plans to remove the specialist from Min­
chumina and have the Minchumina air/ 
ground communications remotely con­
trolled from McGrath on a full-time 
basis. Normal air traffic control and FSS 
services will be provided continuously. 
However, weather observations will not 
be available to support the control zone 
designation.

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Alaskan Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 632 
Sixth Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 
All communications received within 20 
days after publication of this notice in 
the F ederal R egister will be considered 
before final action is taken on this pro­
posed amendment. No public hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange­
ments for informal conference with Fed­
eral Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Air Traffic Division. Any data, views, 
or arguments presented during such con­
ference must also be submitted in writ­
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received.

The public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 632 Sixth 
Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501.

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348) and of section 6(c) of the Depart­
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)).

Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on Sep­
tember 10,1969.

W illiam P. Comstock, 
Brigadier General, U.S. Air 

Force, Acting Director, Alas­
kan Region.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11277; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

Federal Highway Administration 
[ 49 CFR Part 371 1

[Docket No. 2-14; Notice 2]
FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY 

STANDARDS
Seat Belt Assembly Anchorages; Pas­

senger Cars, Multipurpose Passen­
ger Vehicles, Trucks, and Buses
The Administrator is considering 

amending § 371.21 of Title 49, CFR by 
revising Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 210 and extending its application so 
as to prescribe requirements for the 
installation of seat belt assembly anchor­
ages in multipurpose passenger vehicles, 
trucks, and buses.

An advance notice of proposed rule 
making relating to this proposal was 
published in the Federal R egister on
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October 14, 1967 (32 F.R. 14281). Com­
ments received in response to that notice 
have been considered.

This proposal is part of a series of 
related rule making actions which in­
clude a revision of Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 208 to require that seat 
belt assemblies be installed in multi­
purpose passenger vehicles, in trucks, 
and at the driver’s seating position in 
buses. At present, Standard No. 208 re­
quires the installation of seat belt assem­
blies in passenger cars only, and Stand­
ard No. 210 requires the installation of 
seat belt assembly anchorages only in 
passenger cars. I t  is estimated that more 
than 17 percent of the vehicles produced 
for sale in the United States each year 
will not fall into the passenger car cate­
gory. The interests of motor vehicle 
safety would seem to require that, to the 
maximum extent practicable, occupants 
of those vehicles should be afforded the 
means of protecting themselves from 
personal injury and death that the avail­
ability of properly anchored seat belts 
provide.

The proposed amendment would re­
quire the installation of seat belt assem­
bly anchorages in multipurpose passen­
ger vehicles, trucks, and buses, as well 
as passenger cars: Manufacturers of 
those vehicles would be required to in­
stall anchorages for all designated seat­
ing positions except passenger seats in 
buses. The type of anchorage that would 
be required depends on the nature of 
the vehicle and the location of the seat­
ing position. In vehicles other than 
convertibles, open-body type vehicles 
(vehicles which either have no top or 
a top which the user can remove and 
install at his convenience), walk-in van- 
type trucks, and trucks which have a 
gross vehicle weight rating of more than
10,000 pounds, a  Type 2 anchorage would 
be required for each outboard seating 
position that includes the windshield 
header within the head impact area. 
Type 1 anchorages would be permissible 
for any other seating position for which 
anchorages are required.

The proposed amendment would also 
clarify the standard’s requirement for 
the location of the anchorage for the 
upper end of the upper torso restraint 
of a Type 2 seat belt assembly by a ref­
erence to the location range specified in 
SAE Standard J787b, “Motor Vehicle 
Seat Belt Anchorage,” September 1966. 
The location of anchorages for Type 1 
seat belt assemblies would be clarified 
by specifying that the angle between a 
horizontal line and a line from the an­
chorage to the seating reference point 
inust be not less than 30° and not more 
than 60®. At present, the standard re- 
™ s  the angle to be “as near as practi­
cable to 45°,” a formulation which 
uiay have caused confusion because of 
its uncertain parameters. A rate and 

application have been spec­
ified in the demonstration procedure, 
„ h e r  clarifying changes in the standard 
are proposed.

Interested Persons are invited to sub-
t written data, views, or arguments 

pertaining to the proposed rule. Com-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING
ments on the cost of, and the time re­
quired for, compliance are particularly 
invited. Comments must identify Docket 
No. 2-14 and must be submitted in 10 
copies to:
Docket Section, Federal Highway Adminis­

tration, Room 512, 400 Sixth Street SW.,
Washington, D.O. 20591.
All comments received within 90 days 

after the date this notice is published in 
the F ederal R egister will be considered 
by the Administrator. All comments will 
be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address before and 
after the closing date for comments.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Administrator proposes to amend Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 210 in 
§ 371.21 of Part 371 of Title 49 CFR, effec­
tive January 1, 1971, to read as set forth 
below.

This 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 delegation of 
authority by the Secretary at 49 CFR 
1.4(c).

Issued on September 15, 1969.
F. C. T urner,

Federal Highway Administrator. 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 210

SEAT BELT ASSEMBLY ANCHORAGES— PAS­
SENGER CARS, MULTIPURPOSE PASSENGER
VEHICLES, TRUCKS, AND BUSES

51. Purpose and scope. This standard 
establishes requirements for seat belt 
assembly anchorages to insure their 
proper location for effective occupant 
restraint and to reduce the likelihood of 
their failure in collisions.

52. Application. This standard applies 
to passenger cars, multipurpose pas­
senger vehicles, trucks, and buses.

53. Definition. “Seat belt anchorage** 
means the provision for transferring seat 
belt assembly loads to the vehicle 
structure.

54. Requirements.
54.1 Type.
54.1.1 Except in convertibles, open- 

body type vehicles, buses, walk-in van- 
type trucks, and trucks which have a 
gross vehicle weight rating of more than
10.000 pounds, seat belt anchorages for 
a Type 2 seat belt assembly must be 
installed for each forward-facing out­
board designated seating position.

54.1.2 Seat belt anchorages for a Type 
1 or a Type 2 seat belt assembly must 
be installed for each designated seating 
position except a passenger seat in a bus 
or a designated seating position for 
which seat belt anchorages for a Type 2 
seat belt assembly are required by S4.1.1.

54.2 Strength.
S4.2.1 When tested in accordance with

55.1 or an approved equivalent dynamic 
test, no anchorage for a seat belt as­
sembly shall fail when a 5,000-pound 
load is applied to the body block. The 
5,000-pound load shall be applied in a 
forward direction to test anchorages for 
forward-facing seats, in a rearward di­
rection to test anchorages for rearward-

14659
facing seats and in both a forward and 
a rearward direction (parallel to the 
centerline of the vehicle) to test an­
chorages for side-facing seats.

54.2.2 When tested in accordance 
with S5.2 or an approved equivalent dy­
namic test, a Type 2 seat belt anchorage 
shall not fail when both a 3,000-pound 
load is applied to the pelvic body block 
and a 3,000-pound load is simultaneously 
applied to the upper torso body block. 
The loads shall be applied in a forward 
direction.

54.2.3 Permanent deformation, in­
cluding rupture or breakage, of any seat 
belt anchorage or its surrounding area 
does not constitute failure if the required 
load is attained.

54.2.4 Except as provided in S4.2.5, 
floor-mounted seat belt anchorages for 
laterally adjacent designated seating 
positions shall be tested by simultane­
ously loading the seat belt assemblies 
attached to those anchorages.

54.2.5 A common seat belt anchorage 
for a forward-facing and a rearward­
facing seat belt assembly shall not be 
tested by loading both seat belt as­
semblies simultaneously.

S4.3 Location.
54.3.1 Seat belt anchorages for Type 

1 seat belt assemblies and the pelvic por­
tion of Type 2 seat belt assemblies.

54.3.1.1 In an installation in which 
the seat belt passes around the outside 
of the seat, a line from the seat belt 
anchorage to the seating reference point, 
for a nonadjustable seat, or from the seat 
belt anchorage to a point 2.5 inches hori­
zontally forward of, and 0.375 inches 
vertically above, the seating reference 
point, for an adjustable seat in its rear­
most position, shall extend forward of a 
vertical line through the anchorage and 
shall make an angle with the horizontal 
of not less than 30° and not more than 
60°.

54.3.1.2 In an installation in which 
the belt passes through the springs or 
over the seat frame, the seat belt anchor­
age shall be aft of the rearmost portion 
of the springs or seat bottom frame bar, 
and the line of the belt from the seating 
reference point to the anchorage with the 
belt snug but not loaded shall extend 
forward of a vertical line through the 
anchorage and shall make an angle with 
the horizontal of not less than 30° and 
not more than 60°.

54.3.1.3 Seat belt anchorages for an 
individual seat belt assembly shall be 
located at least 15 inches apart laterally.

S4.3.2 Seat belt anchorages for the 
upper torso portion of Type 2 seat belt 
assemblies.

S4.3.2.1 The seat belt anchorage for 
the upper torso portion of a Type 2 seat 
belt assembly shall be located as follows:

(a) Position the “H” point of the two- 
dimensional manikin described in Society 
of Automotive Engineers’ Standard 
J826, “Manikin for Use in Defining Vehi­
cle Seating Accommodation,” November 
1962, on the seating reference point and 
adjust the torso line of the manikin, as 
defined in section 2.3.6 (page E1.01) of 
Society of Automotive Engineers’ Aero­
space-Automotive Drawing Standards,
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September 1963, to coincide with a line 
drawn through the seating reference 
point and at the same angle from the 
vertical as the designated seat back 
angle.

(b) Locate the seat belt anchorage for 
the upper end of the upper torso re­
straint within the acceptable range 
shown in Figure 4 of Society of Automo­
tive Engineers’ Standard J787b, “Motor 
Vehicle Seat Belt Anchorage,” Septem­
ber 1966.

S5. Demonstration procedures.
55.1 Seats unth Type 1 or Type 2 seat 

belt anchorages. With the seat in its 
rearmost position, the load specified in
S4.2.1 shall be applied to the body block 
described in Society of Automotive En­
gineers’ Standard J787b, or an approved 
equivalent device, restrained by a Type 
1 or the pelvic portions of a Type 2 seat 
belt assembly, as applicable, at a rate 
between 2 and 4 inches of pull per 
minute parallel to the centerline of the 
vehicle and at an angle of not less than 
5° and not more than 15° above the hori­
zontal.

55.2 Seats unth Type 2 seat belt 
anchorages. With the seat in its rearmost 
position, the load specified in S4.2.2 shall 
be applied to the body block as described 
in Society of Automotive Engineers’ 
Standard J787b, or an approved equiva­
lent device, restrained by a Type 2 seat 
belt assembly, parallel to the centerline 
of the vehicle and a t an angle of not less 
than 5° and not more than 15° above 
the horizontal.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11264; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

[ 49 CFR Part 371 ]
[Docket No. 2-13; Notice 2]

FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY 
STANDARDS

Seat Belt Installations; Passenger 
Cars, Multipurpose Passenger Ve­
hicles, Trucks, and Buses

The Administrator is considering 
amending §§ 371.3 and 371.21 of Title 
49, CFR by (1) adding a definition of 
the term “Open body type vehicle”, (2) 
amending the definition of “designated 
seating position”, (3) extending the 
application of Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 208 to prescribe require­
ments for the installation of seat belt 
assemblies in multipurpose passenger ve­
hicles, in trucks, and at the driver’s seat­
ing position in buses, and (4) requiring 
installation of seat belt assemblies for 
side- and rear-facing seats.

An advance notice of proposed rule 
making relating to this proposal was 
published in the F ederal R egister on 
October 14, 1967 (32 F.R. 14281). Com­
ments received in response to that have 
been considered.

At present, Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 208 requires the installa­
tion of seat belt assemblies in passenger 
cars only. However, an estimated 17 per­
cent of the motor vehicles produced for 
sale in the United States do not fall into

the passenger car category. The interests 
of motor vehicle safety would seem to 
require that, to the maximum practica­
ble extent, drivers and passengers in 
those vehicles should be afforded the 
means of protecting themselves from 
personal injury and death that the avail­
ability of seat belts provide.

The proposed amendment would re­
quire the installation of seat belt assem­
blies in multipurpose passenger vehicles, 
trucks, and buses manufactured after 
December 31, 1970. Manufacturers of 
these vehicles would be required to in­
stall a seat belt assembly at each desig­
nated seating position except a bus pas­
senger’s seat. Side-facing seats and rear­
facing seats are no longer excepted. 
Under the proposed rule, manufacturers 
could comply with the standard by in­
stalling a Type 2 seat belt assembly at 
any seating position in those vehicles. 
However, in the case of a convertible, an 
open body type vehicle (defined as a 
vehicle having no top or a top which the 
user can install or remove at his con­
venience), a bus, a walk-in van-type 
truck, or a truck with a GVW rating of 
more than 10,000 pounds, the proposed 
standard could be satisfied by installa­
tion of a Type 1 assembly. A Type 2 as­
sembly would be mandatory in other 
vehicles in each outboard seating posi­
tion at which a seat belt assembly must 
be installed if that position includes the 
windshield header within the head im­
pact area; otherwise, either type of as­
sembly may be installed in the position.

Restraint systems or devices for pas­
senger seats in buses are not included in 
this proposal. The Administrator has 
concluded that the issue of whether such 
systems or devices should be required for 
bus passenger seats must be considered 
in the larger context of developing a 
standard for passenger seating systems 
in buses, in order to provide for a syste­
matic attack on hazards to the safety 
of bus passenger. Work on such a stand­
ard is now going forward. Rule making 
action growing out of that work will be 
announced and considered under Docket 
No. 2-11.

Editorial changes for the purpose of 
clarifying the standard are proposed. In­
terested persons are invited to submit 
written data, views, or arguments per­
taining to the proposed rule. Comments 
on the cost, and time required for, com­
pliance are particularly invited. Com­
ments must identify Docket No. 2-13 and 
must be submitted in 10 copies to:
Docket Section, Federal Highway Administra­

tion, Room 512, 400 Sixth Street SW.,
Washington, D. C. 20591.

All comments received within 90 days 
after the date this notice is published in 
the F ederal R egister will be considered 
by the Administrator. All comments will 
be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address before and 
after the closing date for comments.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Administrator proposes to amend Part 
371 of Title 49, CFR, effective January 1, 
1971, by:

(1) Adding the following new defini­
tion to § 371.3:

“Open body type vehicle” means a ve­
hicle having no top or a top which can 
be installed or removed by the user at 
his convenience.;

(2) Amending the definition of “desig­
nated seating position” in § 371.3 to 
read:

“Designated seating position” means 
any plan view location intended by the 
manufacturer to provide seating accom­
modation for a person at least as large 
as a 5th pencentile adult female while 
the vehicle is in motion, except auxiliary 
seating accommodations such as tem­
porary or folding jump seats; and

(3) Amending Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard No. 208 to read as follows:
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 208
SEAT BELT INSTALLATIONS— PASSENGER CARS,

MULTIPURPOSE PASSENGER VEHICLES,
TRUCKS, AND BUSES

51. Purpose and scope. This standard 
establishes requirements for seat belt in­
stallations to reduce deaths and injuries 
to occupants of vehicles by ejection from 
the vehicle or contact with its interior.

52. Application. This standard applies 
to passenger cars, multipurpose passen­
ger vehicles, trucks, and buses.

53. Requirements.
53.1 Except for a passenger seat in 

a bus, a seat belt assembly that conforms 
to Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 209 
shall be installed for each designated 
seating position as follows:

(a) In convertibles, open-body type ve­
hicles, buses, walk-in van-type trucks, 
and trucks that have a gross vehicle 
weight rating of more than 10,000 
pounds, a Type 1 seat belt assembly must 
be installed for each designated seating 
position.

(b) In all vehicles not specified in sub- 
paragraph (a), a Type 2 seat belt assem­
bly must be installed for each outboard 
designated seating position that includes 
the windshield header within the head 
impact area, and a Type 1 seat belt 
assembly must be installed for each other 
designated seating position.

53.1.1 A Type 2 seat belt assembly 
may be installed for any location where a 
Type 1 seat belt assembly is required 
by S3.1. A Type 2a shoulder belt and a 
Type 1 seat belt assembly may be in­
stalled for any location where a Type 
1 or Type 2 seat belt assembly is re­
quired by S3.1.

This 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 delegation of 
authority from the Secretary of Trans­
portation to the Federal Highway Ad­
ministrator contained in § 1.4(c) of the 
regulations of the Office of the Secretary, 
49 CFR 1.4(c).

Issued on September 15, 1969.
F. C. T urner,

Federal Highway Administrator.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11265; Filed, Sept, 19, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]
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[ 49 CFR Part 371 1
[Docket No. 2—12: Notice 2]

FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY 
STANDARDS

Seating Systems; Passenger Cars, 
Multipurpose Passenger Vehicles, 
Trucks, and Buses
The Administrator is considering 

amending Motor Vehicle Safety Stand­
ard No. 207 in § 371.21 of Title 49, CFR 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 207 
relates to motor vehicle seats.

The purpose of the proposed amend­
ment is to extend the requirements of 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 207 
(now applicable only to passenger oars) 
to multipurpose passenger vehicles, 
trucks, and buses, and to make editorial 
changes which will clarify the meaning 
of the standard. In addition, the pro­
posal would prohibit seat adjusters which 
slip during application of loads to the 
seat in any adjusted position. - 

An advance notice of proposed rule 
making relating to Standard No. 207 
was published in the F ederal Register 
on October 14, 1967 (32 F.R. 14281). 
Comments received in response to that 
notice have been considered.

As noted above, the existing standard 
specifies requirements for anchorage of 
seats in passenger cars only. However, an 
estimated 17 percent, of the motor ve­
hicles produced for sale in the United 
States do not fall into the passenger car 
category. The interests of motor vehicle 
safety would seem to require that, to the 
maximum practicable extent, occupants 
of those vehicles should be afforded the 
protection of adequate seats in the event 
of a crash. Hence, the Administrator 
proposes to apply the standard to multi­
purpose passenger vehicles, trucks, and 
buses.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit written data, views, or arguments 
pertaining to the proposed rule. Com­
ments on the cost of, and time required 
for, compliance are particularly invited. 
Comments must identify Docket No. 2- 
12 and must be submitted in 10 copies to :
Docket Section, Federal Highway Adminis­

tration, Room 512, 400 Sixth Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591.

All comments received on or before the 
close of business on December 18, 1969, 
will be considered by the Administrator. 
AH comments will be available for exam­
ination in the docket at the above ad­
dress before and after the closing date 
for comments.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Administrator proposes to amend Part 
371 Of Title 49, CFR, effective Janu­
ary 1, 1971, by amending Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 207 in § 371.21 to 
read as set forth below.

This notice of proposed rule making 
inissued under the authority of sections 
103 and 119 of the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966, 15 

1392, 1407, and the delegation of 
authority from the Secretary of Trans­

portation to the Federal Highway Ad­
ministrator contained in § 1.4(c) of the 
regulations of the Office of the Secretary, 
49 CFR 1.4(c).

Issued on September 15, 1969.
F. C. Turner,

Federal Highway Administrator. 
Motor Vehicle Safety S tandard No. 207
SEATING SYSTEMS----PASSENGER CARS, M ULTI­

PURPOSE PASSENGER VEHICLES, TRUCKS,
AND BUSES

51. Purpose and scope. This standard 
establishes requirements for seats, their 
attachment assemblies, and their in­
stallation to minimize the possibility of 
their failure by forces acting on them as 
a result of vehicle impact.

52. Application. This standard applies 
to passenger cars, multipurpose passen­
ger vehicles, trucks, and buses.

53. Definition. “Occupant seat” means 
a seat which provides at least one desig­
nated seating position.

54. Requirements.
54.1 Driver’s seat. Each vehicle must 

have an occupant seat for the driver.
S4r.2 General performance require­

ments. When tested in accordance with 
S5.1, each occupant seat, other than a 
side-facing seat or a passenger seat in a 
bus, must withstand the following loads 
in each position to which it can be 
adjusted:

(a) Twenty times the weight of the 
seat applied in a forward longitudinal 
direction;

(b) Twenty times the weight of the 
seat applied in a rearward longitudinal 
direction;

(c) If a seat belt assembly is attached 
to the seat, the loads specified in sub- 
paragraphs (a) or (b) applied simultane­
ously with the loads imposed on the seat 
by the seat belt assembly when it is 
loaded in accordance with section S4.2 of 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 210; and

(d) A load which produces a 3,300 
inch-pound moment about the seating 
reference point for each designated seat­
ing position which the seat provides ap­
plied to the upper cross-member of the 
seat back or the upper seat back in a 
rearward longitudinal direction for for­
ward-facing seats and in a forward lon­
gitudinal direction for rearward-facing 
seats.

54.2.1 Seat adjusters. The seat ad­
juster—

(a) Must remain in its adjusted posi­
tion during the application of the loads 
specified in S4.2; and

(b) Need not be operable after the 
application of the loads specified in S4.2.

S4.3 Restraining device for hinged or 
folding seats or seat backs. Except for a 
passenger seat in a bus or a seat having 
a back which is adjustable only for the 
comfort of its occupants, a hinged or 
folding occupant seat or occupant seat 
back must be equipped with a self­
locking device for restraining the hinged 
or folding seat or seat back and a control 
for releasing that restraining device.

54.3.1 Accessibility of release control. 
The control for releasing the restraining 
device must be readily accessible to the 
occupant of the seat equipped with the 
device and to the occupant of any seat 
immediately behind that seat.

54.3.2 Performance of restraining 
device.

54.3.2.1 Static load. Once engaged, 
the restraining device must not release 
or fail when a forward longitudinal load 
equal to 20 times the weight of the pivot­
ing or folding portion of the seat is ap­
plied to the center of gravity of that 
portion of the seat.

54.3.2.2 Inertia load. Once engaged, 
the restraining device must not release 
or fail when it is subjected to an inertia 
load of 20 g. in a longitudinal direction.

S4.4 Labeling. Seats not designated 
for occupancy while the vehicle is in mo­
tion must be conspicuously labeled to 
that effect.

S5. Demonstration procedures.
55.1 Except as provided in S5.2, 

S5.3, and S5.4, compliance with S4 shall 
be demonstrated by tests conducted in 
accordance with Society of Automotive 
Engineers’ Recommended Practice J879b, 
“Motor Vehicle Seating Systems,” July 
1968, using the values and procedures 
specified in this standard.

55.2 If a seat has an adjustable head 
restraint, the test for demonstrating 
compliance with S4.3.2.1 shall be con­
ducted with the head restraint in its 
fully extended design position.

55.3 An approved physical demon­
stration may be used in lieu of the cal­
culated inertia loading analysis specified 
in paragraph 5 of Society of Automotive 
Engineers’ Recommended Practice J879b 
to demonstrate compliance with S4.3.2.2.

55.4 Distributed loads may be re­
placed by concentrated loads at the 
centers of gravity of the components.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11266; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

t 49 CFR Part 393 1
[Docket No. MC-13; Notice 69-14]

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
REGULATIONS

Requirements for Red Flags; With­
drawal of Advance Notice of Pro­
posed Rule Making and Denial of 
Petition for Rule Making

On January 3, 1969, the Safety Flag 
Company of America filed a petition for 
rule making seeking an amendment to 
§ 393.95 (k) of the Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulations to require fluorescent red 
flags, instead of plain red flags, to be 
used as a daytime warning for stopped 
vehicles. On April 24, 1969, an advance 
notice of proposed rule making was pub­
lished in the F ederal R egister (34 F.R. 
6852), inviting interested persons to sub­
mit data, views, and arguments as to 
the desirability of amending § 393.95 (k) 
to grant the relief requested in the peti­
tion. Comments were specifically re­
quested on two questions: “ (1) Do the
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red flags in normal use constitute an 
adequate daylight warning device for 
stopped vehicles? (2) Is there evidence 
to indicate that the use of fluorescent 
flags would increase the safety of opera­
tion of commercial vehicles?”

Upon evaluating the comments re­
ceived in response to the advance notice 
and after study of the issues, the Admin­
istrator has concluded that the available 
evidence does not demonstrate that the 
present flags are inadequate or that the

safety of operation of commercial vehi­
cles would be measurably increased by 
requiring fluorescent flags. The amend­
ment to § 393.95 (k) is therefore not ap­
propriate a t this time. The advance no­
tice of proposed rule making designated 
as Docket No. MC-13, Requirements for 
Red Flags, is hereby withdrawn, and the 
petition of the Safety Flag Company of 
America for rule making is denied. The 
Federal Highway Administration may 
issue another notice in the future on the

same or a similar subject should condi­
tions warrant such action.
(Sec. 204, Interstate Commerce Act, as 
amended, 49 U.S.C. 304; sec. 6, Department 
of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655; dele­
gation of authority at 49 CFR 1.4(c) )

Issued on September 12, 1969.
F . C. T urner,

Federal Highway Administrator.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11263; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:46 a.m.]
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Notices
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT
ASSISTANT CONTROLLER FOR 

ACCOUNTING ET AL.
Redelegation of Authority To 

Adjudicate Claims
The following is the text of a redelega­

tion of authority made by the Assistant 
Postmaster General, Bureau of Finance 
and Administration, on September 10, 
1969, effective on that date.

Pursuant to § 812.9(b), CFR, the au­
thority delegated by the Postmaster Gen­
eral to the Assistant Postmaster Gen­
eral, Bureau of Finance and Administra­
tion, is redelegated as set forth below:

1. To the Assistant Controller for Ac­
counting. To take action under the 
provisions of: 31 U.S.C., sections 82a-l, 
82a-2, and 82c, 39 U.S.C., section 2401, 39 
U.S.C., section 2403.

2. To the Director, Financial Systems 
Management Division and Directors-, 
Postal Data Centers—a. Claims for Re­
lief (Except for claims or debts arising 
from the wrong payment of money or­
ders or from stolen money orders). To 
take action under the provisions of: 31 
U.S.C., sections 82a-l, 82a-2, and 82c, 
39 U.S.C., section 2401, 39 U.S.C., section 
2403.

The authority redelegated to Directors, 
Postal Data Centers, under section 2403 
(a) (1) is $10,000. The authority redele­
gated to the Directors, Postal Data Cen­
ters, under the other statutes does not 
exceed $5,000. Claims for amounts ex­
ceeding $5,000, except those falling un­
der 39 U.S.C. 2403(a)(1), must be re­
referred to the Assistant Controller for 
Accounting or to the Director, Financial 
Systems Management Division, for adju­
dication.

b. Federal Claims Collection Act of 
1966, Public Law 89-508; 31 United States 
Code 951-953. Directors, Postal Data 
Centers, are redelegated authority to 
compromise, terminate collection, or re­
fer to the General Accounting Office for 
further collection action, claims (except 
tort claims) for amounts up to and in­
cluding $1,000. Such claims for amounts 
exceeding $1,000 must be referred to the 
Assistant Controller for Accounting or 
to the Director, Financial Systems Man­
agement Division, for compromise, ter­
mination of collection action or referral 
to the General Accounting Office.

Unless there is positive evidence (for 
example: Credit information) that a 
claim of $100, but not in excess of $1,000, 
is uncollectible, it must be referred for 
further collection action to the Claims 
Division, U.S. General Accounting Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20548, Attention: 
Chief, Debt Branch.

c .Appellate review. The Assistant 
controller for Accounting or the Direc­
tor, Financial Systems Management Di­

vision, may in his discretion, review, re­
verse, or sustain in whole or in part any 
decision made by the Directors, Postal 
Data Centers, under this redelegation.

3. To the Director, Money Order Divi­
sion. To adjudicate claims arising from 
the wrong payment of money orders or 
the payment of stolen money orders 
under the provisions of : 81 United States 
Code section 82a-l, 39 United States 
Code section 2401.

The Assistant Controller for Account­
ing may in his discretion review, reverse, 
or sustain in whole or in part a decision 
made by the Director, Money Order 
Division, under this redelegation.

With the exception of claims not in 
excess of $10,000 (39 U.S.C. 2403), the 
Comptroller General, or his désignée, 
must concur before relief may be granted 
or reimbursement made to the claimant. 
The Comptroller General’s Office re­
quires that claims for relief submitted 
for his concurrence bear the true signa­
ture of the incumbent of the position 
having authority to adjudicate claims, 
or the one officially occupying the posi­
tion in an acting capacity. Claims signed 
by a person in an acting capacity must, 
be accompanied by a copy of his designa­
tion to so act and show thè period he 
occupies that status.

David A. Nelson, 
General Counsel.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11291; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969, 
8:48 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

[S 695]

CALIFORNIA
Order Opening Public Lands

September 15, 1969.
1. Public Land Order No. 1633 of May 

8, 1958 revoked in part Executive Order 
No. 4203 of April 14, 1925, which with­
drew lands in California and Nevada in 
aid of classification for national forest 
status under the Act of February 20 
1925 (43 Stat. 952).

2. Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior and pur­
suant to Bureau Order No. 701 of July 
23, 1964 (29 F.R. 10526) as amended, 
and pursuant to authority redelegated 
to me by the Manager November 18, 1965 
(30 F.R. 14444) as amended, the follow­
ing described lands, affected by this 
order, which were not included in the 
restoration made by Public Land Order 
No. 1633, will at 10 a.m. on October 15, 
1969, be open to the operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, equitable claims, 
the requirements of applicable law, and 
rules ancl regulations:

Mount Diablo Meridian

T. 6 N., R. 14 E.,
Sec. 26, Ey2SEy4 .

The area described contains approxi­
mately 80 acres of public land in Cala­
veras County.

3. The lands have been open to appli­
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws and to location for metal­
liferous minerals under the U.S. mining 
laws. They will be open to location for 
nonmetalliferous minerals under the U.S. 
mining laws beginning at 10 a.m., on 
October 15, 1969.

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Sacramento, Calif.

J esse H. J ohnson,
Acting Chief,

Lands Adjudication Section.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11297; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:48 a.m.]

Fish and Wildlife Service 
FISHERIES LOAN FUND 

Applications
September 18,1969.

Applications for loans from the Fish­
eries Loan Fund have been more numer­
ous and larger in size than anticipated. 
In order to prevent the exhaustion of 
funds available for these loans and to 
assure that these funds will assist the 
largest number of vessel operators pos­
sible, it is necessary to restrict the size 
of loans.

Effective on the date of publication of 
this notice in the F ederal R egister, until 
further notice, no applications for loans 
from the Fishery Loan Fund will be ac­
cepted for more than $40,000.

W illiam M. T erry, 
Acting Director.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11324; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

National Park Service
GLEN CANYON NATIONAL 

RECREATION AREA
Notice of Intention To Issue 

Concession Permit
Pursuant to the provisions of section 

5, of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969,16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given that thirty (30) days after the date 
of publication of this notice, the De­
partment of the Interior, through the 
Superintendent, Glen Canyon National 
Recreation Area, proposes to issue a 
concession permit to D.C. Christensen 
authorizing him to provide concession 
facilities and services for the public at
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Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 
for a period of approximately 1 year, 7 
months, from May 13, .1969, through 
December 31,1970.

The foregoing concessioner has per­
formed his obligations undejr a prior per­
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit 
and in the negotiation of a new permit. 
However, under the Act cited above, the 
National Park Service is also required 
to consider and evaluate all proposals 
received as a result of this notice. Any 
proposal to be considered and evaluated 
must be submitted within thirty (30) 
days after the publication date of this 
notice.

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Glen Canyon National 
Recreation Area, Post Office Box 1507, 
Page, Ariz. 86040 for information as to 
the requirements of the proposed permit.

Dated: August 25,1969.
J ames L. Monheiser, 

Acting Superintendent, Glen 
Canyon National Recreation 
Area.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11289; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:48 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Research Service 

[PP.C. 640, Amended]
DOMESTIC QUARANTINE

Gypsy Moth and Brown-Tail Moth; 
Deletion From List of Establishments

Pursuant to § 301.45-2 of the gypsy 
moth and brown-tail moth quarantine 
(Notice of Quarantine No. 45, 7 CFR 
301.45), and § 301.45-2b(8) of the sup­
plemental regulation (7 CFR 301.45- 
2b(8)), under sections 8 and 9 of the 
Plant Quarantine Act of 1912, as 
amended, and section 106 of the Federal 
Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161, 162,150ee), 
the list of approved establishments (33 
F.R. Î7368) eligible to ship stone and 
quarry products, which are gypsy moth 
regulated articles, without certification 
or permit from areas regulated under the 
said notice of quarantine and supple­
mental regulations, is hereby amended 
by deleting therefrom the reference to 
the establishment known as the Pink 
Granite Co., Madison, N.H., and the ref­
erence to the regulated article (granite) 
listed in respect to such establishment.
(Secs. 8, 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amended, sec. 106, 
71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 29 F.R. 
16210, as amended, 7 CFR 301.45-2)

This amendment shall become effec­
tive upon publication of this notice in the 
F ederal R egister! . -

Under the provisions of 7 CFR 301.45-2, 
mined, quarried, or manufactured stone 
and quarry products, shipped directly 
from establishments specifically ap­
proved by the Director, are exempted 
under certain conditions from the certifi­

cation and permit requirements of regu­
lations supplemental to the gypsy moth 
and brown-tail moth quarantine. The 
establishment involved is deleted from 
the list of specifically approved premises 
because such establishment has been 
determined to be infested with the gypsy 
moth. This deletion has the effect of im­
posing certain restrictions necessary to 
prevent the spread of the gypsy moth, 
and should be made effective promptly 
in order to carry out the purposes of the 
regulations. In accordance with the ad­
ministrative procedure provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU­
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration 
DEL MONTE CORP.

Canned Peaches and Canned Fruit 
Cocktail Deviating From Identity 
Standards; Temporary Permit for 
Market Testing

Pursuant to § 10.5 (21 CFR 10.5) con­
cerning temporary permits to facilitate 
market testing of foods deviating from 
the requirements of standards of identity 
promulgated pursuant to section 401 (21 
U.S.C. 341) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act, notice is given that a 
temporary permit has been issued to Del 
Monte Córp.,, 215 Fremont Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94119. This permit 
covers interstate marketing tests of 
canned peaches and canned fruit cock­
tail with added ascorbic acid, an ingredi­
ent not provided for by the standard of

th a t notice and  o ther public procedures 
w ith respect to  th is deletion are im prac­
ticable and  contrary  to  the  public in ­
terest, and  good cause is found for 
m aking th is  deletion effective less th a n  
30 days a fte r publication in  the  F ederal 
R egister.

Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 16 th day 
of September 1969.

D. R. Shepherd,
Director,

Plant Pest Control Division.
[F.R'. Doc. 69-11282; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:47 a.m.]

identity for canned peaches (21 CFR 
27.2) or canned fruit cocktail (21 CFR 
27.40).

The finished food will contain approxi­
mately 700 parts per million by weight 
of ascorbic acid, but not in excess of 850 
parts per million of added ascorbic acid 
in any individual can. Labels on the food 
are to name the ingredient on each prin­
cipal display panel by the statement 
"Ascorbic acid added to preserve color.” 

The term of this permit is from Octo­
ber 15, 1969, to October 15, 1970.

Dated: September 15,1969.
R . E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner, 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11251; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:45 a.m.]

HERCULES, INC.
Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 

Pesticide Chemical
Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed­

eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.

Packers and Stockyards Administration
FARIBAULT HORSE MARKET ET AL.

Notice of Changes in Names of Posted Stockyards
It has been ascertained, and notice is hereby given, that the names of the 

livestock markets referred to herein, which were posted on the respective dates 
specified below as being subject to the provisions of the Packers and Stockyards 
Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), have been changed as indicated 
below.

Original name of stockyard, location, 
and date of posting

Minnesota

Faribault Livestock Sales, Faribault, Sept. 24, Faribault Horse Market, Mar. 1, 1969. 
1963.

Missouri

Palmyra Livestock Auction Market, Inc., Palmyra,
Mar. 14,1963.

H. W. Arnett & Son Livestock Auction Company,
Warrensburg, July 23,1957.

Nebraska

Current name of stockyard and 
date of change in name

Palmyra Livestock Auction Market, 
May 14,1969.

Johnson County Livestock Market, Inc., 
Aug. 11,1969.

Plattsmouth
1959.

Sale Barn, Plattsmouth, Apr. 25,

South Texas Auction & Commission 
Alice, May 1,1957.

T exas

Company,

Plattsmouth Livestock Auction, Aug. 1, 
1969.

South Texas Auction Company, Aug. 8, 
1969.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 15th day of September 1969.
G. H. H opper,

Chief, Registrations, Bonds, and Reports 
Branch, Livestock Marketing Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 69-11286; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 8:47 a.m.]
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408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a
(d) (1)), notice is given that a petition 
(PP 0F0876) has been filed by Hercules, 
Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899, proposing 
the establishment of tolerances (21 CFR 
120.171) for negligible residues of the in­
secticide dioxathion in or on the raw 
agricultural commodities the stone fruit 
group and walnuts at 0.14 part per 
million.

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
insecticide is the procedure of C. L. 
Dunn, “Agricultural and Food Chem­
istry,” vol. 6, page 203 (1958).

Dated: September 12, 1969.
J . K . K ir k ,

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11252; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

NACA INDUSTRY TASK FORCE FOR 
PARATHION AND METHYL PARA- 
THION

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 OF078) has been filed by National 
Agricultural Chemicals Associations In­
dustry Task Force for Parathion and 
Methyl Parathion, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005, proposing the 
establishment of tolerances (21 CFR 
120.121) for residues of the insecticide 
parathion and its methyl homolog in or 
on the raw agricultural commodities: 
Soybean hay at 1 part per million; 
cottonseed at 0.75 part per million; and 
soybeans at 0.1 part per million.

The analytical methods proposed in 
the petition for determining residues of 
the insecticide and its methyl homolog 
are gas chromatographic techniques 
using electron capture detector systems.

Dated: September 12,1969.
J .  K . K ir k ,

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11253; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

OLIN MATHIESON CHEMICAL 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 OF0874) has been filed by Olin 
Mathieson Chemical Corp., 120 Long 
Ridge Road, Stamford, Conn. 06904, pro­
posing the establishment of a toler­
ance of . 0.05 part per million for 
negligible residues of the plant regulator

¿9-hydroxyethylhydrazine in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity pineapples.

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
plant regulator is a procedure in which 
the residue is extracted, separated, react­
ed with cinnamaldehyde, and determined 
spectrophotometrically at 420 millimi­
crons.

Dated: September 15, 1969.
R . E. D uggan,

Acting Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11254; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

Public Health Service
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND EN­

VIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICE
Statement of Organization, Func­
tions, and Delegations of Authority

Functional statement for the ECA 
Training Institute of the Environmental 
Control Administration.

Part 3 (Consumer Protection and En­
vironmental Health Service) of the 
Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and delegations of Authority of the d e­
partment of Health, Education, and Wel­
fare (33 F.R. 19044-54 dated Dec. 
20, 1969, and 34 F.R. 9895-96 dated 
June 26, 1969) is amended by adding a 
functional statement for the ECA Train­
ing Institute in the Office of Training 
and Manpower Development, Environ­
mental Control Administration.

Section 3-B is amended as follows:
S ec. 3-B Organization. * * *
(3) Environmental Control Adminis­

tration. * * *
(f) Office of Training and Manpower 

Development. * * *
(f—1) ECA Training Institute. De­

velops, conducts and coordinates the 
technical short course and related direct 
training activities of ECA including: 
Technical short courses on behalf of and 
in cooperation with the Bureaus as 
needed to enhance the national supply 
of non-Federal personnel qualified to 
execute environmental control programs 
being encouraged by the component 
units of ECA; training courses de­
signed to meet the needs of continued up­
grading of ECA personnel; and pilot 
training course development in spe­
cialized areas of environmental control 
for replication by other agencies, insti­
tutions and organizations. Maintains 
cognizance of the latest developments in 
training techniques, methodologies and 
materials and encourages or carries out 
adapting them for use in environmental 
control short-course training. Provides 
resources in facilities, training aids or 
manuals, and supportive servioes for 
training or training-related activities 
sponsored by the respective Bureaus, or 
conducted in cooperation with other 
agencies.

*  *  *  *

Effective date. This amendment is 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the F ederal R egister.

Dated: August 7, 1969.
Charles C. Johnson, Jr., 

Administrator, Consumer Pro­
tection and Environmental 
Health Service.

Approved: September 15,1969.
James Farmer,

Assistant Secretary 
for Administration.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11292; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 
8:48 a.m.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket No. 21322; Order 69-9-68]

DOMESTIC TRUNKLINE CARRIERS
Order of Investigation and Suspension 

Regarding Proposed Passenger 
Fare Revisions

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 12th day of September 1969.

By tariff revision1 filed August 1, 1969, 
and marked to become effective Septem­
ber 15, 1969, United Air Lines, me., pro­
posed to revise its domestic passenger 
fares within the 48 contiguous States. 
Subsequently, on August 7 and 11, 1969, 
Eastern Air Lines, Inc., and Continental 
Air Lines, me., respectively, also filed 
proposed fare revisions1 marked to be­
come effective October 1, 1969. On Au­
gust 13, 1969, American Airlines, Inc., 
proposed to revise its domestic passen­
ger fares1 effective September 27, 1969. 
Northwest Airlines, me., filed proposed 
revisions1 to its domestic passenger fares 
on August 20,1969, with an effective date 
of October 4, 1969, and Braniff Airways, 
me., on August 22, 1969, filed revisions1 
to its domestic passenger fares with an 
effective date of October 1,1969.

All of the tariff revisions propose in­
creased fares, although each of the six 
carriers takes a different approach to 
the appropriate level and structure of 
domestic passenger fares. With the ex­
ception of Continental and United, all 
of the carriers propose to adjust fares 
in accordance with a formula based on a 
fixed charge per passenger plus a vari­
able charge based on mileage. United 
likewise proposes a dual element for­
mula but with a fixed mileage charge, 
whereas Continental proposes instead to 
adjust fares by a stated percentage and/ 
or dollar increases which may vary ac­
cording to distance. All of the carriers 
except United propose to establish first- 
class fares at 125 percent of coach. 
United proposes a ratio of 120 percent. 
With regard to night coach fares, Ameri­
can would raise all present night coach 
fares by $3, while the other carriers

1 Revisions to Airline Tariff PubUshers, Inc., 
Agent, Tariffs CAB Nos. 90, 98, and 101.
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would set night coach fares a t a level 
of 75 to 85 percent of the revised jet 
coach fares.

Several of the carriers have proposed 
revisions of their domestic discount fare 
structure concurrently with the proposed 
changes in coach and first-class fares. 
Six carriers have proposed to reduce the 
Discover America discount from 25 per­
cent to 20 percent. A number of carriers 
would also reduce the youth standby and 
children’s discount from 50 to 40 percent, 
the youth reservation discount from 33%. 
to 20 percent, and the family fare dis­
counts for spouses to 20 percent and for 
children to 33% percent. The proposed 
fare changes heretofore described are 
detailed in tabular form in Appendix 
A1* of this order.

A complaint has been filed by the 
Honorable John E. Moss, M.C. (Cali­
fornia), and 19 other Members of Con­
gress requesting suspension and investi­
gation of the proposed tariff revisions. 
The complainants also seek a general 
fare investigation to determine whether 
the present fare structure produces a 
just and reasonable fare. The complain­
ants filed a substantially similar com­
plaint in response to tariff revisions pro­
posed by several of the domestic carriers 
in March of 1969. The Board, in ordering 
those tariff revisions suspended and in­
vestigated (Order 69-5-28), either dis­
posed of or rendered moot this earlier 
complaint except as to the request for a 
general fare investigation, which was 
deferred pending further informal in­
vestigation by the Board’s staff into a 
cost oriented formula for structuring 
fares. The complainants have incorpo­
rated, by reference, the factual justifi­
cation for the earlier complaint into the 
instant complaint. Inasmuch as the de­
ferred issue in the earlier complaint is 
included in the instant complaint, we 
intend our action herein to be dispositive 
of the open issue in the earlier complaint.

The principal contentions made by the 
complainants are that the Board has 
never established cost and load factor 
standards against which fares could be 
judged for fairness and reasonableness, 
and that the proposed increases should 
not be permitted until such standards are 
established and the increases weighed 
against those standards. The complain­
ants further assert that the fare pro­
posals will further depress load factors 
and earnings; bring about even greater 
increases in costs, air traffic congestion, 
and air pollution; lead to more uneco­
nomical and inefficient use of the nation’s 
airports and airways; and thereby fur­
ther increase the financial burden to the 
taxpayers and passengers.

An answer to the complaint has been 
filed by American. The carrier asserts 
that the complaint does not set forth 
facts or arguments warranting a con­
tinued postponement of fare adjustments 
that are urgently required in light of 
the industry’s deteriorating financial 
position. American alleges that the com­
plaint fails to recognize that over the

la< Appendices'A-D'filed as part of the orig­
inal document.
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years the airlines have been able to 
offset the effects of inflation only by 
means of improved operating efficiencies, 
and that such an offset is no longer possi­
ble under current economic conditions; 
that the complainants’ sole reason for 
opposing the fare increases is that the 
Board has never established standards 
for cash costs and load factors; and that 
the alleged lack of fair cash cost and load 
factor standards is not a valid reason for 
denying the proposed fare adjustments.

In response to the Board’s Order, 69- 
8-108, setting oral argument on the gen­
eral question of a fare increase, the do­
mestic trunklines and local service 
carriers have filed statements of position 
and presented their views a t the oral 
argument. The carriers urge that there 
is a pressing need for an increase in 
regular and promotional fares in order 
to meet increasing costs which are being 
incurred in every expense category.

Most of the domestic carriers favor 
the adoption of a cost-oriented formula 
for establishing and defining domestic 
normal passenger fares: Provided, That 
it produces substantial additional reve­
nue; that it more accurately reflects the 
varying, costs of service; and that it be 
administered with enough flexibility to 
permit deviation in market situations 
where justification for a departure from 
the formula is shown.

Several carriers while not objecting to 
a formula per se, express reservations 
about the formulas so far considered. 
They feel that further analyses should 
be made to refine the determination of 
carrier costs in different types of mar­
kets, while some are concerned that 
value of service may not have been ade­
quately considered particularly in con­
nection with short-haul fares. The crit­
icisms of the formula approach are of 
varying degrees and range from advo­
cacy of greater flexibility of application 
to requests for fare increases that do not 
change the present fare structure. The 
major criticisms of the formula ap­
proach are: (1) That such approach is 
premature a t the present time; (2) that 
it may produce serious anomalies and 
inequities; (3) that its actual impact is 
unknown and will vary depending on the 
carrier and the Carriers’ operations; (4) 
that in short-haul markets, it may result 
in unreasonable fare increases and tend 
to divert traffic to other modes of trans­
portation; and (5) that it gives no con­
sideration to other rate-making factors 
such as type of traffic, competition, char­
acteristics of the market, type of travel, 
and so forth.

A proposal has been made by Mohawk 
Airlines, Inc., for revising the present 
method of dividing interline fares. The 
division of fares proposed by Mohawk 
is based on the forinula approach for 
establishing coach fares and would ap­
portion an amount to each party to the 
through fare equal to the fixed, or ter­
minal, charge in the formula, whether 
the through fare is a joint fare or a 
combination of locals, with the remain­
der of the fare being apportioned be­
tween the parties in accordance with the 
normal rate prorate.

Upon consideration of the tariff pro­
posals, the complaint and answer there­
to, the statements filed prior to the oral 
argument and comments made thereat, 
and other relevant matters, the Board 
finds that the proposals may be unjust, 
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
unduly, preferential, or unduly prejudi­
cial, or otherwise unlawful and should 
be investigated. The Board further con­
cludes that the tariffs in question should 
be suspended pending investigation.8

The Board is, however, of the opinion 
that the carriers have adequately demon­
strated a need for some additional 
revenue and would be disposed to grant 
an increase computed in accordance with 
the criteria set out below. Because of 
the many anomalies in the existing fare 
structure and the somewhat tenuous 
relationship that existing fares on oc­
casion bear to costs of service, we have 
concluded that adoption of a cost- 
oriented fare formula would produce a 
substantial improvement in the domestic 
fare structure. We are aware that signifi­
cant objections to such a formula struc­
ture have been voiced by certain carriers, 
particularly with regard to the inhibiting 
effect it would have on managerial dis­
cretion in special situations where 
factors other than cost should be con­
sidered. With this in mind, we propose to 
allow a degree of flexibility in the ap­
plication of the formula. We are also 
especially cognizant that the value of 
service considerations are highly 
pertinent in many markets. The fare 
formula which we propose, while geared 
to costs, does in fact give substantial 
recognition to value of service in both 
long haul and short haul markets, 
through retention of the concept of 
internal subsidy, whereby long haul fares 
are priced above cost plus a fair return, 
so as to compensate for short haul fares 
which must be priced somewhat below 
fully allocated costs in order for traffic 
to move.

In determining the fare formula 
which we would accept as providing a 
reasonable increase in revenue for the 
carriers while at the same time sub­
stantially improving the domestic pas­
senger fare structure, we have reviewed 
both the formulas developed by the 
Board’s staff, and circulated to the in­
dustry for comments earlier this year, 
and those formulas proposed by the car­
riers in the recent tariff filings. We find 
that the formula proposed by American 
produces a reasonable increase in rev­
enues and recognizes the economies in­
herent in long haul carriage, actually 
achieving a  reduction from present rates 
on some long haul routes, as well as the 
value of service limitations in short haul 
markets. We therefore propose to accept 
the basic American formula subject to 
certain modifications as detailed in the 
discussion below.

Before considering the formula in 
detail, however, we deem it appropriate

2 For procedural reasons the proposed tariff 
revisions of United Air Lines, Inc., have been 
ordered suspended and investigated by sep­
arate Order, 69-9-30, dated Sept. 5, 1969.
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to consider the complaint heretofore 
described. The complaint is based in large 
part of the alleged failure of the Board 
to establish fair cash cost standards. The 
Board’s staff has over the past 3 years 
conducted extensive studies of carrier 
costs as related to the fares being 
charged. In addition, many carriers have 
conducted similar studies of their own 
which have been available to the Board 
and the staff. One of the results of the 
staff’s study was the submission of sev­
eral possible fare formulas earlier this 
year to the industry for comments, one 
of the formulas being based solely on 
costs of service. The American formula 
bears a strong correlation to this latter 
cost formula, although it reflects what we 
consider a reasonable deviation for long 
haul and short-haul routes as previously 
discussed and produces a higher overall 
level of revenues to compensate for in­
flationary cost increases occurring since 
the staff’s study of costs was made.

As set forth in a subsequent portion 
of this order, the carriers have ade­
quately demonstrated a significant in­
crease in costs, which the complainants 
recognize. To require the carriers to con­
tinue operating at present fare levels 
with operating costs spiraling upward 
would be contrary to the statutory policy 
and rate-making criteria contained in 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958.® We are 
of the opinion that the formula which we 
are proposing, while perhaps falling 
short of the ideal, does offer a substantial 
improvement over the existing structure 
and its adoption would be consistent with 
our statutory duty.

A general fare investigation as re­
quested by complainants is by its very 
nature a long and complex proceeding. 
To leave the carriers in status quo while 
such an investigation was conducted 
could result in serious and permanent 
financial damage to some carriers, and 
there is no rational method available to 
make a fare increase, which might be 
granted at the conclusion of the investi­
gation, retroactive as can be done, for 
example,. in a mail rate investigation/ 
Nevertheless, we have decided not to dis­
pose of the request for a general fare 
investigation at this time. The com­
plainants have raised some questions for 
which no fully satisfactory answer pres­
ently exists, especially the question of 
load factor standards, and we believe 
there are other important questions un­
derlying evaluation of fare structure and 
level, not raised by complainants, which 
should be given thorough review. How­
ever, notwithstanding the existence of 
these questions, the condition of the in­
dustry detailed herein is sufficiently seri-

3 See secs. 102, 404, and 1002(e) thereof.
4 In any event section 1002(g) permits the 

Board to suspend tariffs for a maximum pe­
riod of 180 days, and a proceeding of the 
scope proposed by the complainants would 
be impossible to complete in so short a time. 
In this connection, we would point out that 
five interim fare increases were permitted 
during the pendency of the General Passen­
ger Pare Investigation which took some 4*4 
years to complete.

ous as to require immediate fare relief. 
Moreover, pending our further study of 
these matters, the Board is unable to 
conclude at this time that the additional 
earnings which this order will provide 
could be achieved by the industry 
through other courses of action within 
the carriers’ control.

For these reasons, we have determined 
to undertake an exploration, within the 
Board, of a number of matters relating 
to questions such as: What the appro­
priate rate of return on a carrier’s in­
vestment should be; how a carrier’s rate 
of return should be computed; should 
load factor standards be set and if so 
at what level; should there be a taper 
in the line haul rate and if so to what 
degree; what method is most appropriate 
for determining terminal charges; and 
what is the proper differential between 
first-class and coach fares. At the con­
clusion of our consideration of these 
matters, we should be in a better posi­
tion to determine whether a fare investi­
gation is appropriate and, if so, to <phan- 
nel such investigation along the most 
productive patterns so as to expedite 
completion of the proceeding within a 
reasonable time span. We expect to com­
plete our consideration of the foregoing 
matters and thus be in a position to rule 
upon complainants' request for a fare 
investigation in December 1969. Accord­
ingly, we will defer action, on the com­
plaint until that time.

Complainants have also challenged the 
appropriateness of using a line-haul rate 
based on aircraft mileage rather than 
aircraft hours. In essence, the complain­
ants take the position that aircraft 
transit time between city pairs where 
the airport at one or both is relatively 
congested is greater than between sim­
ilarly distant city pairs where a conges­
tion problem does not exist. Thus, it is 
alleged, costs are higher between the 
former city pair than the latter. From 
this they reason that the passengers fly­
ing between the congested city pair are 
given an undue or unreasonable prefer­
ence over passengers flying between a 
city pair where this problem does not 
exist, since the former are paying a lesser 
percentage of the carrier’s cost for their 
transportation than are the latter.

We are of the view that an important 
goal of any fare structure is a relatively 
great degree of uniformity throughout 
the system, and we recognize that some 
anomalies will always result from any 
method of determining fares in a system 
as complex as the domestic air transport 
system. Carrying complainants’ reason­
ing to its logical end would not only re­
sult in many different fares between dif­
ferent city pairs similarly distant rela­
tive to one another, but could also result 
in many different fares between the same 
city pair depending upon the period of 
the day, day of the week, and so on. More­
over, the formula we propose would avoid 
difficulties such as long-haul-short-haul 
inconsistencies which might arise under 
a revenue hour approach. A much sim­
pler approach, and one which would ac­

complish substantially the same result, 
would be a variable terminal charge based 
primarily on congestion but including 
other terminal variables, such as landing 
fees. This concept was proposed in sev­
eral of the formulas developed by the 
staff and Included in the previously ref­
erenced study which was distributed to 
the industry earlier this year. We have, 
however, decided not to support this rel­
atively simple concept at this time be­
cause, even here, there are many un­
known or unmeasurable variables which 
have not so far been reflected in deter­
mining the appropriate variation be­
tween terminals. Thus, we believe that 
the advantage to be gained from a vari­
able terminal charge is presently too 
tenuous to outweigh the advantage in 
moving now to greater systemwide uni­
formity. We note, however, that this is 
one of the questions to be pursued in the 
explorations previously described.

Turning now to the actual formula 
which we propose to accept, coach fares 
will form the core of the fare structure 
from which all other fares will be based. 
We believe that the revenue increase 
produced by the American formula is 
appropriate as discussed hereinafter, and 
therefore adopt that formula for our 
model, to wit:
Fixed charge for all markets: $9 

plus
A variable charge based on mileage and in 

accordance with the following rates per 
mile for the applicable portions of the 
total mileage:

Rate per
Mileage blocks mile

(cents)
0-500 _____ _________ _____ 6.0
501-1,000 ______ ....................... 5̂ 6
1,001-1,500 ________________ 5.2
1,501-2,000 ________________ 5.0
Over 2,000_________________ 4.8

Use of this formula will have the de­
sirable result of reducing slightly some 
long haul fares (e.g., Los Angeles-New 
York from $145 to $141) which have for 
some time been considerably in excess of 
costs, while at the same time producing 
only moderate increases in short haul 
fares, thus minimizing the impact on the 
movement of traffic in these markets.

American has proposed that city cen­
ter to city center mileage be used in com­
puting fares. However, we are of the 
opinion that direct airport-to-airport 
mileage offers a more reasonable and 
rational basis for computing fares and 
will adopt that mileage basis for our 
model. We recognize that there will be 
instances where application of a mileage 
basis will be inequitable or impractical, 
as for example, where a carrier is re­
quired by its certificate to operate via 
a circuitous routing. We will permit ex­
ceptions to the rule over a particular 
routing where good cause is shown. Fur­
ther, it is not our intent to discourage 
common faring of cities or of airports 
situated about a single city; we would 
expect to permit common faring under 
the proposed formula in much the same 
manner as we have heretofore, provided
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the mileage used bears a rational rela­
tionship to the points so common rated*

The Board has concluded that it would 
be appropriate at this time for the in­
dustry to revert to the conventional tech­
nique of rounding computed fares up 
or down to the nearest dollar. The tech­
nique used in recent years was designed 
to add slightly more taper to the fare 
structure, a need which is obviated by 
adoption of the proposed formula.

The Board proposes that first class 
jet fares be set at 125 percent of the 
coach fare derived by the above formula, 
except where the first class fare is today 
greater than 125 percent of the proposed 
coach fare, in which case the present 
fare would be retained* We have selected 
this level since our cost studies indicate 
that even with this increase, the first 
class fares will fall well short of fully 
meeting the costs of providing the serv­
ice. On the other hand the Board finds 
merit in the contention of the carriers 
generally that we should move gradually 
toward closer cost orientation in light of 
value of service limitations and the im^ 
pact of varying ratios on the overall eco­
nomics of dual configuration aircraft. It 
is the Board’s intention that this fare 
level apply only to services which are 
truly first class in character and quality 
and not in name only. We would accept 
night coach fares computed at 75 percent 
of the new coach fares/ For classes of 
service not specifically enumerated here­
in, we believe that maintenance of the 
present dollar differential from jet 
coach fares provides an acceptable 
relationship.

' With respect to the various promo­
tional fares, the Board would permit the 
following reduced discounts based on the 
coach fares derived from the above de­
scribed formula:

Percent 
discount8

Type of fare
Discover America___ __   20
Youth Standby________   40
Youth Reservation_________________  20
Family Plan:

Children 2-11________   50
Children 12-21______    33 y3

B The city of Seattle, in a statement of po­
sition at the oral argument, has requested 
more equitable treatment vis-a-vis Portland 
with respect to fares between the two cities 
and the midwest and southwest, contending 
that the present disparity in fares is not 
justified by the mileage differential between 
the two cities. We believe that application 
of the proposed formula will alleviate this 
alleged inequity.

8 Consistent with recent Board policy, and 
since the carriers are well along in phasing 
out propeller services, we will continue tO 
permit establishment of propeller first class 
fares at the Jet level in those markets where 
the carrier offers jet first class fares. Almost 
all trunklines have completed phasing out 
propeller aircraft and the other trunklines 
have extremely minor propeller services in 
relation to overall operations.

7 In applying this relationship, the Board 
will not require reductions in existing night 
coach fares.

8 With respect to the contention of North­
west Airlines that discounts on discounts 
should be eliminated, the Board would look 
with favor on tariff amendments that would 
eliminate these practices (such as children’s 
50 percent discount on Discover America ex­
cursion fares).

As we have previously indicated, the 
Board concludes that an increase in the 
industry’s revenues is warranted. The 
carriers point to inflationary cost in­
creases which have exceeded the addi­
tional revenue which they received as a 
result of the fare increase permitted in 
February. Despite that fare increase, the 
carrier earnings in the second quarter 
of 1969 were down substantially from 
those realized in the corresponding 1968 
period. It is clear from data before the 
Board that payroll expenses have in­
creased significantly since the Board 
permitted a fare increase to become ef­
fective last February. Labor contracts 
signed by a number of trunkline carriers 
will involve as much dollar increase in 
expenses as the February fare increase 
would yield in dollar revenue. Landing 
fees have risen sharply; and in the oral 
argument on September 4, stress was 
placed by Airport Operators Council, In­
ternational and others on the probability 
of further increases. Fuel costs have es­
calated. Despite some progress in 1969 
in alleviating airport congestion, the 
problem is not solved; and delays at air­
ports impose additional payroll and fuel 
costs on the carriers. Increased commis­
sion rates to travel agents for various 
categories of domestic ticket sales were 
made effective as of September 1, 1969. 
Every trunk carrier is firmly committed 
to a major capital expansion program in­
volving both new and expensive flight 
equipment, and major expenditures for 
ground property and equipment, in order 
to keep pace with the requirements of 
the public convenience and necessity and 
the anticipated growth in traffic. Even 
if projected capital expenditures of the 
next several years were adjusted to re­
flect only the bare minimum capital im­
provement programs to keep pace with 
traffic growth, assuming restoration of 
improved passenger load factors, the in­
dustry is confronted with a multibillion 
dollar requirement for additional capital 
funds over and above the internally gen­
erated cash flow from depreciation and 
reinvested earnings pursuant to con­
servative dividend polices. Such addi­
tional funding requirements come at the 
very time when interest rates are at 
peak levels. Taking into consideration 
these cost pressures on the carriers, and 
the marked decline in earnings and 
profit margin since the February in­
crease, the Board finds that a further in­
crease in fares a t this time is necessary 
from the standpoint of the rate-making 
standards of section 1002(e) of the Act 
and the need to maintain the financial 
vitality of the carriers as a group.

We estimate that the fare adjustments 
we are prepared to accept would produce 
increased revenues for the trunkline in­
dustry of 7.4 percent in first-class service 
and 3.6 percent in coach service. Cur­
rently, about 82.6 percent of trunkline 
passenger miles involve travel at coach 
or economy fares and only about 17.4 per­
cent at first class fares, so that (consider­
ing the traffic “mix”) such basic fares

will be increased by about 4.25 percent.* 
Further, we estimate that an annual in­
crease in revenues equivalent to 2.1 per­
cent may stem from adjustments in 
promotional fares. Thus, there may be a 
total revenue increase of approximately 
6.35 percent (assuming ho diversion or 
loss of traffic). To the extent of any such 
dilution, of course, the revenue increase 
would be less than 6.35 percent. In light 
of the low level of earnings realized in 
the most recent periods and the inflation­
ary cost increases being experienced by 
the carriers, there appears to be no pros­
pect that the fare increases approved 
herein will enable the industry to reach 
the 10.5 percent return guideline for the 
immediate future.10

The Board has concluded to permit 
tariff filings implementing the fare ad­
justments described above within the 48 
contiguous States effective no earlier 
than October 1, 1969, provided that 
tariffs shall be filed on not less than 14 
days’ notice.

In proposing that the industry now 
adopt a cost-oriented formula, it is not 
the Board’s intent that its application be 
so rigid as to stifle fare innovation on 
the part of individual carrier manage­
ments. We continue to regard healthy 
price competition as essential both to de­
velopment of the industry and the needs 
of the public. Accordingly, the Board in­
tends to consider fares produced by the 
formula as a “just and reasonable” ceil­
ing, and any fare in excess of this ceiling 
would be viewed prima facie as outside 
the realm of justness and reasonableness 
and would ordinarily be suspended and 
ordered investigated. However, increases 
above the ceiling would be considered 
where strong justification was shown, 
and upon a tariff filing providing at least 
75 days’ notice to permit the Board ade­
quate time for review of the arguments 
in justification. This approach will also 
pertain in the case of filings proposing 
increases in any other fares which have 
not been specifically dealt with herein. 
On the other hand, fares proposed below 
the ceiling would continue to receive 
normal scrutiny by the Board, and the 
Board will not expect the above notice 
period for such filings.

On May 8, 1969, in an order suspend­
ing proposed passenger fare revisions the 
Board expressed the following view with 
respect to the situation stemming from 
the absence of published joint fares be­
tween numerous domestic points where 
passengers are now traveling in signifi­
cant numbers:

“* * * the Board is of the opinion that 
inconsistencies arising from the lack of 
published joint fares are inseparable

9 As Indicated in the footnote of Appendix 
B (filed as part of the original document), 
the estimated fare increase is overstated to 
the extent that intrastate fares currently at 
depressed levels are not susceptible of im­
mediate increase to the level of the basic 
formula.

10 The diminished level of net income and 
rate of return experienced by the industry 
for the 12-month period ending Mar. 31, 1969, 
as compared with the prior period, is set forth 
in Appendix C which is filed as part of the 
original document.
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from the inconsistencies which may exist 
in presently published local fares. We be­
lieve that correction of both should pro­
ceed simultaneously. A significant num­
ber of passengers are today traveling in 
markets where one carrier service is not 
available, and where no joint fare is pub­
lished for intercarrier connecting serv­
ice. Passengers traveling in such mar­
kets must pay a combination of local 
fares, each of which reflects the Febru­
ary increases. Fares for these passen­
gers, therefore, reflect a compounding 
of increases which the formula permitted 
by the Board in February 1969 was not. 
intended to reflect. The Board finds no 
reason for continuing such inequity.” 
(Order 69-5-28)
Subsequently by Order 69-8-85, dated 
August 15, 1969, the Board granted all 
domestic carriers authority to discuss 
single-sum joint fares and open routings 
for such fares for a period of 90 days from 
the date of the order. We consider the 
fare structure improvements to be de­
rived from the formula proposed herein 
and increased publication of joint fares 
are interrelated parts of an integrated 
whole, and the Board is not prepared to 
accept one without the other.

For this reason, we will require that 
any tariff filed implementing the pro­
posed formula, shall contain an expira­
tion date of January 31, 1970. In order 
to insure an effective tariff after that 
date we will also require that such tariff 
filing shall be accompanied by a refiling 
of existing fares for a proposed effective 
date of February 1, 1970, so as to require 
the filing of a new tariff subject to review 
by the Board before the carriers can ex­
tend the effectiveness of the new fare 
filings beyond January 31, 1970. We will 
also extend the discussion authority 
granted in Order 69-8-85, which pres­
ently expires November 13, 1969, to 
January 15, 1970.

The Board is concerned that the pres­
ent division of through fares as be­
tween long haul and short haul carriers 
may be resulting in an inequitable dis­
tribution of revenue to the short haul 
carrier. Accordingly, we will amend Or­
der 69-8-85 to include in the discussions 
authorized the question of division of 
fares between long and short haul car­
riers. We favor a division which is more 
closely oriented toward actual costs of 
the respective carriers involved, and be­
lieve that there may be considerable 
merit in the approach proposed by Mo­
hawk, particularly in view of the fact that 
the formula we are proposing will not 
Produce fares in short haul markets 
which will cover the fully allocated costs 
of such services. We expect that a more 
equitable method of division will pro­
vide the short haul carriers with a sig­
nificantly greater percentage benefit 
than will be the case with the long haul 
carriers, and have considered this even­
tuality in reaching a decision as to the 
.level of increased revenues which we will 
Permit. We therefore wish to make clear 
that in reviewing the tariffs to be filed

for effectiveness on and after Febru­
ary 1, 1970, the Board will give great 
weight to the industry’s conformance 
with the Board’s findings as to the need 
for publication of additional joint fares 
at a satisfactory level, as well as to the 
implementation of a more satisfactory 
division of interline revenues that would 
reflect the cost and value of service 
considerations inherent in long haul vs. 
short haul pricing.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 
thereof:

It is ordered, That:
1. An investigation is instituted to 

determine whether the fares and provi­
sions described in Appendix D attached 
hereto,1* and rules, regulations, or prac­
tices affecting such fares and provisions, 
are or will be, unjust or unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, unduly prefer­
ential, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise 
unlawful, and if found to be unlawful to 
determine and prescribe the lawful fares 
and provisions, and rules, regulations, 
and practices affecting such fares and 
provisions;

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the fares and provisions described 
in Appendix D hereto are suspended and 
their use deferred to and including De­
cember 25,1969, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Board, and that no changes be 
made therein during the period of "sus­
pension except by order or special per­
mission of the Board.

3. The request for the institution of a 
general rate proceeding to investigate 
the structure and construction of domes­
tic passenger fares, contained in the 
complaint in Docket 21326, is hereby 
deferred. Except to the extent deferred 
or granted herein the complaint in 
Docket 21326 is denied.

4. Order 69-8-85 be amended to the 
extent that the period during which dis­
cussions are authorized is extended to 
January 15, 1970.

5. Order 69-8-85 be further amended 
to add to the subject matter authorized 
for discussion the question of the divi­
sions of through fares between partici­
pating carriers including specifically the 
actual formula for allocating such 
divisions;

6. The investigation be assigned for 
hearing before an examiner of the Board 
at a time and place hereafter to be 
designated;

7. A copy of this order will be filed 
with the aforesaid tariffs and served upon 
American Airlines, Inc., Braniff Airways, 
Inc., Continental Air Lines, Inc., Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., 
and United Air Lines, Inc., which are 
made parties to this proceeding; and

8. A copy of this order will also be 
served upon Air West, Inc., Allegheny 
Airlines, Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc., 
Frontier Airlines, Inc., Mohawk Airlines, 
Inc., National Airlines, Inc., North Cen­
tral Airlines, Inc., Northeast Airlines, 
Inc., Ozark Air Lines, Inc., Piedmont 
Aviation, Inc., Southern Airways, Inc.,

Texas International Airlines, Inc., Trans 
World Airlines, Inc., and Western Air 
Lines, Inc., and upon the complainants 
herein, which are made parties hereto.

This order will be published in the 
F ederal R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.11
[seal] H arold R . S anderson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11302; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:49 a.m.]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. RI70-187, etc.]
HUNT OIL CO. ET AL.

Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates, and Allowing Rate Changes 
To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund 1

S eptember 12, 1969. 
The Respondents named herein have 

filed proposed changes in rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched­
ules for sales of natural gas under Com­
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in Ap­
pendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un­
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds: It is in the pub­
lic interest and consistent with the Natu­
ral Gas Act that the Commission enter 
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed changes, and that the 
supplements herein be suspended and 
their use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders:
(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par­

ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula­
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR Ch. I), 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, public hearings shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed changes.

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the “Date Suspended Un­
til” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act: Provided, hoioever, That the 
supplements to the rate schedules filed 
by Respondents, as set forth herein, shall 
become effective subject to refund on the 
date and in the manner herein prescribed 
if within 20 days from the daté of the 
issuance of this order Respondents shall 
each execute and file under its above-

n Concurring and dissenting statement of 
Vice Chairman Murphy and members Minetti 
and Adams filed as part of the original 
document.

1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis­
pose of the several matters herein.
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designated docket number with the Sec­
retary of the Commission its agreement 
and undertaking to comply with the re­
funding and reporting procedure re­
quired by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder, 
accompanied by a certificate showing 
service of copies thereof upon all pur­
chasers under the rate schedule involved. 
Unless Respondents are advised to the 
contrary within 15 days after the filing 
of their respective agreements and un­
dertakings, such agreements and under­

takings shall be deemed to have been ac­
cepted.2

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup­
plements, nor the rate schedules sought

2 If an acceptable general undertaking, as 
provided in Order No. 377, has previously been 
filed by a producer, then it will not be neces­
sary for that producer to file an agreement 
and undertaking as provided herein. In such 
circumstances the producer’s proposed in­
creased rate will become effective as of the 
expiration of the suspension period without 
any further action by the producer.

• Appendix A

to be altered, shall be changed until dis­
position of these proceedings or expira­
tion of the suspension period.

(D) Notices of intervention or peti­
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37 (f) ) on or before October 30, 
1969.

By the Commission.
[seal] Gordon M. Grant,

Secretary.

Docket
N o. Respondent

R ate Sup- 
sched- píe- 

ule m ent 
N o. N o.

Purchaser and 
producing area

A m ount Effective
of D ate date D ate -

annual filing unless suspended
increase tendered suspended until—

C ents per Mcf

Rate
in

effect

R ate in 
effect

Proposed subject to
increased refund in

rate dockets Nos.

RI70-187-.

RI70-188-.

RI70-189..

RI70-190-

RI70-191.

RI70-192.

RI70-193-.

H un t Oil C o .,1401 E lm  
St., Dallas, Tex. 75202, 
Attention: Donald K .

*67 1 Trunkline Gas Co. (Blocks 179 and 
187 Fields, South Timalier Area, 
Offshore Louisiana).

$8,700 8-19-69 4 9-19-69 »  9-20-69 7 « » 18.5 5 4 7 2 0 .0

Young, Esq.
Placid Oil Co., 2500 First 

National B ank Bldg., 
Dallas, Tex. 75202, 
Attention: Paul W.

» 46 «1 ____ do...........................  ____________ 8,700 8-18-69 4 9-18-69 » 9-19-69 7 «7218. 5 4 4 7 2 0 .0

Hicks, Esq.
. Forest Oil Corp., 1300 

N ational B ank of 
Commerce Bldg., San

13 50 2 U nited Fuel Gas Co. (Block 162 
Field, Vermilion Area, Offshore 

»Louisiana).

16,200 8-18-69 i  9-18-69 «  9-19-69 7 «7418.5 44 7 2 0 .0

Antonio, Tex. 78205.
. Pan American Petroleum  

Corp., Post Office Box
307 33 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (B ig P iney  

Field, Sublette C ounty, Wyo.).
689 8-11-69 ‘ >* 9- 1-69 M 9- 2-69 « 17.0 

............................ »1 8 .0
« 17 W M17.1276 
4 77 » 18.1350

RI69-374.
RI69-374.

591, Tulsa, Okla. 74102. 
........do.................... ........... . 415 4 Mountain Fuel Supply Co. (West 

Side Canal U nit, Carbon County,
750 8-11-69 »  9- 1-69 » 9- 2-69 20 15. o 4 77 7415.075

........do............................. — 457 1
Wyo.).

E l Paso Natural Gas Co. (Mickelson 
Creek Field, Sublette County,

11 8-11-69 15 9 -  1-69 76 9- 2-69 2014.3584 4 77 7414.46609

........do.................................... 507 1
Wyo.).

Mountain Fuel Supply Co. (West 
Side Canal Area, Carbon County,

1,256 8-11-69 74 9- 1-69 » 9- 2-69 2015 .0 4 77 7415.075

. Pan American Petroleum  
Corp. (Operator) et al.

409 2
Wyo.).

M ontana-Dakota U tilities Co. (E lk  
Basin Field, Park County, Wyo.).

143 8-11-69 7* 9- 1-69 » 9- 2-69 13.0 4 77 7413.065

. Estate of N ellie L .
Barnes, decreased, 115 
South Jefferson St.,

1 2 Panhandle Producing C o .21 (H utch­
inson C ounty, Tex.) (R R . District 
N o. 10).

320 8-18-69 22 9-18-69 74 9-19-69 24 7 .7 5

M exico, M o. 65265.
. American Petrofina C o. 70 13 Phillips Petroleum C o .27 JTexas- 175 2« 8-20-69 22 9-20-69 74 9-21-69 2510.5924 22 212.810 .7301 RI61-384.

of Texas, Post Office 
Box 2159, Dallas, Tex. 
75221.

H ugoton Field , Sherman County, 
Tex.) (R R . D istrict N o. 10).

* Contract dated N ov . 27, 1968.
* T he stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice 

period, or the date or initial delivery, whichever is later.
« R ate increase filed pursuant to  Paragraph (A) of Opinion N o. 546-A issued 

M ar. 20,1969.
* Pressure base is 15.025 p.s.i.a.
7 Subject to quality adjustments.
» Area base rate for gas w ell gas sold under contracts dated after Oct. 1, 1968, as 

established in Opinion N o. 546.
» In itial rate as conditioned by temporary certificate issued July 7,1969, in  Docket 

N o. CI69-727.
w> Contract dated N ov . 27, 1968.
u A s supplem ented b y  letter dated Aug. 18,1969.
«  Initial rate as conditioned by temporary certificate issued July 7,1969, in Docket 

N o. C169-781.
is Contract dated Apr. 11,1969.
u Initial rate as conditioned by  temporary certificate issued Aug. 8,1969, in Docket 

N o. GI69-1027.
w T he stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent.
io The suspension period is lim ited to 1 day.
Hunt Oil Co. (Hunt) and Placid Oil Co.

(Placid) request that their proposed rate 
increases be permitted to become effective 
as of September 15, 1969. Forest Oil Corp.
(Forest) requests that its proposed rate 
increase be permitted to become effective on 
the date of initial delivery. The Estate of 
Nellie L. Barnes, Deceased (Barnes), requests 
a retroactive effective date of February 1,
1968, and the American Petrofina Company of 
Texas (Petrofina) requests that its proposed 
rate increase be permitted to become effec­
tive as of August 1, 1969. Good cause has 
not been shown for waiving the 30-day notice 
requirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit earlier effective 
dates for the aforementioned producers’ 
rate filings and such requests are denied.

i? Tax reimbursement increase. . .
is Tax portion of rate does not apply to volum es attributable to state or federal 

royalty. . , ,
i» For gas delivered to  buyer at 860 p.s.i.g. or below.
20 Initial rate. _ , , , _  _  . ...
21 Panhandle Producing resells the gas to Colorado Interstate Gas Co. under its

R ate Schedule N o. 2 at a rate of 15 cents plus applicable tax reimbursement and under 
its  R ate Schedule N o. 3 at a rate of 17 cents plus applicable tax reimbursement subject 
to refund in D ocket N o. RI64-576. ' L i

22 T he stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice.
23 Periodic rate increase.
24 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a.
25 Subject to a downward B .t .u . adjustment.
2« Corrected b y  filing subm itted on Aug. 25,1969.
27 Phillips gathers and processes the gas and resells the residue gas to Michigan 

W isconsin Pipe Line Co. under its F P C  Gas R ate Schedule N o. 4 at a rate of 15." 
cents plus applicable tax reimbursement subject to refund in Docket N o. RI65-¡wo. 
A  rate of 16.22 cents plus applicable tax reimbursement is under suspension in DocKet 
N o. RI70-28 u n til Jan. 1, 1970.

cents for casinghead gas subject to quality 
adjustment). Deliveries of gas have not as 
yet commenced under the subject sales.

Consistent with previous Commission 
action on similar rate filings, we conclude 
that these producers’ proposed rate increases 
should be suspended for 1 day from Sep­
tember 19, 1969, the expiration date of the 
statutory notice, or for 1 day from the 
date of initial delivery, whichever is later. 
Thereafter, Hunt, Placid and Forest’s pro­
posed increased rates may be placed in ef­
fect subject to refund under the provisions 
of section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act 
pending the outcome of the Area Bate Pro­
ceeding in Docket No. AR69-1.

Pan American Petroleum Corp. and Pan 
American Petroleum Corp. (Operator), et al.

Hunt, Placid, and Forest’s proposed rate 
increases from 18.5 cents to 20 cents per Mcf 
involve sales of third vintage gas well gas in 
offshore Louisiana and were filed pursuant 
to ordering paragraph (A) of Opinion No. 
546-A which lifted the indefinite morato­
rium imposed in Opinion No. 546 as to sales 
of offshore gas well gas under contracts 
entitled to a third vintage price (18.5 cents 
as adjusted for quality) and permitted such 
producers to file for contractually authorized 
increases up to the 20-cent base rate estab­
lished in Opinion No. 546 for onshore gas 
well gas. The producers involved herein were 
issued conditioned temporary certificates 
authorizing the collection of the third vin­
tage prices established in Opinion No. 546 
(18.5 cents for offshore gas well gas and 17
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(both referred to herein, as Pan American), 
proposes increased rates reflecting partial re­
imbursement for the recently enacted Wyo­
ming Severance Tax. Pan American’s pro­
posed rate increases exceed the area increased 
rate ceiling of 13 cents per Mcf for Wyoming 
as announced in the Commission’s statement 
of general policy No. 61-1, as amended (18 
CFR 2.56). Consistent with prior Commis­
sion action on tax reimbursement increases 
that exceed the increased ceiling rate, Pan 
American’s proposed increased rates are sus­
pended for 1 day. Pan American requests 
waiver of the 30-day notice requirement to  
the extent necessary to permit an effective 
date of September 1, 1969, for its proposed 
tax reimbursement increases. Good cause 
has been shown for granting Pan American’s 
request for waiver of the statutory notice to 
permit an effective date of September 1, 1969, 
for the subject rate filings. Pan American’s 
rate filings are suspended for 1 day from 
September 1, 1969, the requested effective 
date. Pan American is advised, however, that 
in the event that the Wyoming severance 
tax is held invalid upon judicial review, Pan 
American will be required to refund the 
amounts collected relating to such tax.

Petrofina proposes an increase in rate from 
10.5924 cents to 10.7306 cents for a sale of 
gas to Phillips Petroleum Co. (Phillips) in 
Texas Railroad District No. 10. Phillips 
gathers and processes the gas in its Sherman 
Gasoline Plant and resells the gas under its 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4 to Michigan 
Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. at a current effective 
rate otf 15.22 cents plus tax reimbursement 
which is subject to refund in Docket No. 
RI65-526. Phillips has recently filed an in­
crease to 16.22 cents plus tax reimbursement 
which is currently suspended until Janu­
ary 1, 1970, in Docket No. RI70-28. Although 
Petrofina’s proposed 10.7306-cent rate does 
not exceed the 11 cents per Mcf area in­
creased rate ceiling for Texas Railroad Dis­
trict No. 10 as announced in the Commis­
sion’s statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended, it should be suspended because 
such ceiling is applicable to Phillips’ resale 
rate and not to Petrofina’s rate. Since 
Phillips’ resale rates are in effect subject to 
refund, we conclude that Petrofina’s rate

increase should be suspended for 1 day from 
September 20, 1969, the expiration date of 
the statutory notice.

Barnes proposes an increase in rate from 
7.75 cents to 8.75 cents for a sale of gas to 
Panhandle Producing Co. (Panhandle) in 
Texas Railroad District No. 10. Panhandle 
gathers and processes the gas in its Hender­
son Gasoline Plant and resells the gas to 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co. under its FPC 
Gas Rate Schedules Nos. 3 28 ami 2 at rates of 
17 cents plus tax reimbursement effective 
subject to refund in Docket No. RI64-576 «.nri 
a rate of 15 cents not subject to  refund, plus 
tax reimbursement, respectively. Although 
Barnes’ proposed rate increase to 8.75 cents 
per Mcf does not exceed the area increased 
rate ceiling of 11 cents per Mcf for Texas 
Railroad District No. 10 as announced in the 
Commission’s statement of general policy No. 
61—1, as amended, it  should be suspended 
because such ceiling is applicable to Pan- 
handle’s resale rate not to Barnes’ rate. Since 
Panhandle’s rates are in effect subject to 
refund, we conclude that Barnes’ rate should 
be suspended for 1 day from September 18, 
1969, the expiration date of the statutory 
notice.
[P.R. Doc. 69—11173; Piled, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

[Docket No. RI70-194, etc.]
SKELLY OIL CO. ET A L

Order Providing' for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes 
in Rafes 1

September 12,1969.
The Respondents named herein have 

filed proposed increased rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched-

æ Previously Ashland Oil & Refining Co.’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 107. Panhandle 
succeeded to the interests of Ashland under 
this rate schedule.

1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis­
pose of the several matters herein.

ules for sales of natural gas under Com­
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in 
Appendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds : I t is in the pub­
lic interest and consistent with the Natu­
ral Gras Act that the Commission enter 
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed changes, and that the 
supplements herein be suspended and 
their use be deferred as ordered below.

The Commission orders:
(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par­

ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula­
tions pertaining thereto (18 CPR Ch. I ) , 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, public hearings shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed changes.

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred nnt-n 
date shown in the “Date Suspended Un­
til” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act.

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup­
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis­
position of these proceedings or expira­
tion of the suspension period.

(D) Notices of intervention or peti­
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before October 30 
1969.

By the Commission.
[seal] G ordon M. Grant,

Secretary.

Docket
No. Respondent

R ate Sup-
sched- pie- Purchaser and producing area 

ule m ent 
N o. N o.

A m ount D ate Effective D ate  
of annual filing date sus- 
increase tendered unless pended  

suspended u n til—

C ents per M cf R ate in
. .--------------------------------- -—  effectsub-

R ate in  Proposed in- ject to  re­
effect creased rate fund in

dockets Nos.

RI70-194.. Skelly  Oil Co. Post 
Office Box 1650, 
T ulsa, Okla. 74102, 
A ttention: D avid  E . 
Byers, Esq.

---------d<x.____________________

do.

-do.

BI7Q-195.. W. L . Popejey, 1519 
The 600 B ld ¿ ,
Corpus Christi, - 
Tex. 78401.

RI70-196.. Granite Oil Trust N o.
2, P ost Office Box 
12364, San Antonio, 
T ex . 78212.

5170-197.. Estate of Elizabeth R . 
Sharp, deceased, 
c/o H . I .  Rucker, 
Esq.., F irst N ational 
Bank B ldg., M idland, 

Dr.  , Tex. 797017 
5170.-198.. Pan American

Petroleum  Corp.,
Post Office Box 591, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74102.

10 13 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a 
division of Tenneco Inc. (B ay  
C ity  Field , Matagorda 
C ounty, Tex.) (R R .
D istrict N o. 3).

$18,835 8-18-69 * 9-18-69 2-18-70 15.6 * ** 16.6 RI65-595.

11 11 Tennessee Gas Pipeline C o., a 
division of Tenneco Inc. (East 
B ay  C ity  F ield , Matagorda 

C ounty, Tex.) (R R .
D istrict N o . 3).

51, 776 8-18-69 * 9-18-69 2-18-70 15.6 * * 16.6 RI65-695.

126 6 West Lake N atural Gasoline 
C o.' (N ena Lucia Field, 
N olan C ounty, Tex.) (R R .  
D istrict N o. 7-B ).

3,540 8-21-69 * 9-21-69 ' 1 -  1-70 9.0 * * 9.5 RI65-175.

170 1 N orthern N atural Gas Co. 
(H itchland Field, Hansford 
C ounty, Tex.) (R R .  
D istrict N o . 10).

1,026 8-18-69 *9-18-69 2-18-70 •1 6 .5 **»18.5

1 3 Transcontinental Gas Pipe  
Line Co, (Washburn Ranch  
Field , La Salle C ounty , Tex.) 
(R R . D istrict N o. 1).

5,400 8-18-69 M9-18-69 2-18-70 “ 14.0 * « 1 5 .5

1 10 U nited Gas P ipe L ine Co. 
(A lbreeht Field , Goliad 
C ounty, Tex.) (R R .  
D istrict N o. 2) .

1,834 8-18-69 »•9-18-69 2-18-70 1 2 .0 * “  1* 18.3

1 2 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (R ed  
H ills  Area, Lea C ounty,
N . Mex.) (Permian Basin  
Area),

5,615 8-18-6J *9-18-69 2-18-70 “ 17 .® » * “ 19.®

251 5 Mountain F u e l Supply Co. 
(Trail U nit Area, Sweet­
w ater C ounty W yo.).

6,030 8-15-69 *9-29-® 2-28-70 “ 13.065 * * 1 4 .0 7 0

See footnotes at end of table.
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D ocket R ate Sup­
N o. R espondent sched­ ple- Purchaser and producing area

ule m ent
N o. N o.

RI70-199__ Texas Pacific Oil Co., 79
Inc.,181700 One 
Main PI., Dallas,
Tex. 75250.

R170-200-. Texaco, Inc ., P ost 291
Office Box 3109,
Midland, Tex.

_ __do___________________ 292

d o .:— ; . . — -— —  293

do.................... . . . . . .  294

do............349

do.........1....................  350

RI70-201-. Texaco Inc. (Operator) 328 
et al.

RI70-202.. E tchieson&  Gross 1
Associates, Post 
Office Box 188,
Borger, Tex.

RI70-203-. 'Humble Oil & Refin- 356
ing Co., P ost Office 
Box 2180, Houston,
Tex. 77001.

RI70-204-. Phillips Petroleum 5
Co. (Operator),
Bartlesville, Okla.
74003.

R I70-205.. Thomas E . Berry, 1
agent (Operator), 
et al., P ost Office 
Box 111, Stillwater,
Okla.

RI70-206............ d o . . . . ...................-  3

2 Kansas-Nebraska N atural Gas 
Co. (Wind River Basin Field, 
Fremont and Natrona  
Counties, Wyo).

21 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. 
(Spraberry Trend Field, 
Reagan C ounty, Tex.) (R R . 
D istrict N o. 7-C).

8  E l Paso N atural Gas Co.
(Sweetie Peck Field, Midland 
C ounty, Tex.) (R R . D istrict 
N o. 8 ) .

9 E l Paso N atural Gas Co.
(Pegasus Gasoline P lant, 
M idland County, Tex.) (R R . 
District N o. 8).

7 E l Paso N atural Gas Co.
(Spraberry D rive Field, 
Reagan C ounty, Tex.) (R R . 
D istrict N o. 7-C ).

5 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. 
(Pegasus Gasoline Plant, 
Midland C ounty, Tex.) (R R . 
D istrict N o . 8 ).

8  E l Paso N atural Gas Co.
(North Justice Field, Lea 
County, N . Mex.).

7 E l Paso N atural Gas Co.
(Fuller Gasoline Plant,
Scurry C ounty, Tex.)
(R R . D istrict N o. 8 )

4 Phillips Petroleum C o .24 (Hugo­
ton Field, Texas County, 
Okla. (Panhandle Area) and 
Sherman C ounty, Tex.)
(R R . D istrict N o. 10)

3 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Co. (Northwest Avard Field, 
Woods C ounty, Okla.) (Okla­
homa “Other” Area).

32 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Co. (Hansford Plant, H ugo­
ton Field, Hansford County, 
Tex.) (R R . District N o. 10). 

6  Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 
(Mocane Field. Beaver 
County, Okla.) (Panhandle 
Area).

6 ____ do

RI70-207. - C ities Service Oil 221
C o., Post Office 
Box 300, Tulsa,
Okla. 74102.

.........do ................................ 303

£170-208. - H usky Oil Co. of 22
Delaware, Post 
Office Box 380,
C ody, Wyo. 82414.

RI70-209.- T he Fluor Corp., 20
L td ., 615 Midland 
Tower, M idland,
Tex. 79701.

2 Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line  
Co. (Aledo Field, H unton  
Formation, D ew ey and  
Custer Counties, Okla.) 
(Oklahoma “ Other” Area).

2 Panhandle Eastern P ipe Line  
Co. (Aledo Field, Shallow, 
D ew ey , and Custer Counties, 
Okla.) (Oklahoma “ Other” 
A rea).

2 Northern N atural Gas Co.
(Shapley (Morrow) Field, 
Hansford C ounty, Tex.)
(R R . D istrict N o. 10).

3 Phillips Petroleum  C o .33 (West
Panhandle Field , Moore 
and Sherman Counties,
Tex.) (R R . D istrict N o. 10).

A m ount 
of annual 
increase

D ate
filing

tendered

Effective
date

unless
suspended

C ents perM cf R ate in  
effect sub­
ject to  re­

fund in  
lockets Nos,

sus­
pended  
u n til—

R ate in  
effect

Proposed in­
creased rate

<3

$18,680 •8-18-69 *10- 1-69 3 - 1-70 » 1 5 .0 2 3 16.0

1,723 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 18.2430 2 4 2419.2665 RI68-457i

2,754 8-18-69 »  9-18-69 2-18-70 2214.85 2 4 2419.2665

37 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 18.158 «  2419.1667 RI68-467.

193 8-18-69 »9-18-69 - 2-18-70 18.2430 2 4 2419.2565 !RI68-467.

64 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 18.1580 2 4 24 19.1667 RI68-462.22

9,410 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 16.50 2 4 17.50

5,980 8-18-69 »  9-18-69 2-18-70 17.1148 2 4 24 18.1216 RI65-116.

480 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 » 9 .0 3 4 23 1 0 .0

RI68-461.

RI65-184.

84 8-18-69 2 10- 1-69 3 - 1-70 2317.0 2 4 9 18.016 RI68-261.

218,000 8-18-69 2 10- 1-69 3 - 1-70 »14.0 3 4 9 16.0 RI66-220.

281 24 8-13-69 »9-13-69 2-13-70 »  23 39 18.853 8 4 26 28 26 80 19. 977 RI67-142.

403
388 24 8-13-69 »9-13-69i 2-13-70

MW 24 19.329 
26 26 82 83 17. 4$8

8 4 26 26 80 31 20. 481 
8 4 26 26 82 88 18. 596

RI67-142.

1,652 9 29 34 18.1 » 4 « 22 M 19.315 RI67-143.
266,800 8-22-69 »9-22-69 2-22-70 2315.0 4 26 36 17. 9

2,146 8-22-69 2 9-22-69 2-22-70 2315.0 4 26 J5 17. 9

562 8-25-69 2 10- 9-69 3- 9-70 2317.0 3 4 2318.0

1,518 8-20-69 2 9-20-69 2-20-70 341 1 .0 34  341 2 .0

2 T he stated effective date is th e effective date requested b y  Respondent.
* Periodic rate increase.
4 Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a.
> For resale to  E l Paso N aturai Gas Co. underW est Lake’s FP C  Gas R ate Schedule

• Expiration of the suspension period for W est Lake’s related rate increase.
2 Revenue-sharing rate increase.
» Tw o-step periodic rate increase.
» Subject to  a dow nw ard'B.t.u. adjustment.
io T he stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice.
» From  initial rate to  contractually provided for periodic increase.
w Tem porary certificated in itial rate per D ocket N o. CI69-1170.
43 Redeterm ined rate increase.
44 Includes compression and dehydration charges of 4.3 cents perM cf. Subject to  

downward B .t.u . adjustment.
43 Base rate of 17.5 cents per Mcf plus B .t.u . adjustm ent of 2.1 cents per Mcfadjusted 

from base of 1,000 B .t .u .
46 Base rate of 16.58 cents p erM cf p lus B .t .u . adjustment of 1.11 cents p erM cf 

adjusted from base of 1,050 B .t.u .
44 Pressure base is 15.025 p .s.i.a.
43 Suspended for 1 day from Sept. 1,1969.
48 Formerly Joseph E. Seagram & Sons, Inc. doing business as 'j’exas Pacific Oil 

Co.
2» Initial rate.
34 Proposed increased rate is contractually provided rate.
22 Applicable to  casinghead gas.
23 Applicable to  residue gas not derived from new  gas-well gas.
24 Phillips gathers and processes the gas and resells th e residue gas to M ichigan  

W isconsin P ipe Line Co. under its  F P C  Gas R ate Schedule N o. 4 at a rate of 15.22 
cents plus applicable tax reimbursement subject to  refund in  D ocket N o. RI65-526.

A  rate of 16.22 cents plus applicable tax reimbursem ent is under suspension in Docket 
N o. RI70-28 un til Jan. 1, 1970.

23 Subject to a 0.4466-cent deduction for sour gas.
23 Subject to  upward and downward B .t .u . adjustm ent.
24 Corrected b y  filing subm itted  A ug. 21, 1969.
23 Kamas U nit.
29 Includes 0.015-cent tax reimbursem ent.
39 Includes base rates of 17 cents plus 1.853 cents upward B .t .u . adjustm ent (lu m as  

Unit-1109 B .t.u . gas) and 2.329 cents upward B .t .u . adjustm ent (W hitmarsh Unit- 
1137 B .t .u . gas) before increase and base rates of 18 cents plus 1.962 cents upward 
B .t.u . adjustm ent (Kam as U nit) and 2.499 cents upward B .t .u . adjustm ent (Whit­
marsh U nit) after increase.

31 W hitmarsh U nit. _ • v
32 Includes base rate of 16 cents plus 1.488 cents upward B .t .u . adjustm ent before 

increase and base rates of 17 cents plus 1.581 cents upward B .t .u . adjustm ent (l,0«o 
B .t .u . gas) after increase.

33 Evans U nit.
34 Rose Sm ith U nit. „ , „ . _  , *
33 “ Fractured” rate increase. Filing from initial certificated rate. Respondent

contractly due 19 cents perM cf. n , q
33 I t cannot be determined whether the gas is resold under Phillips FP C  

R ate Schedules N os. 4 or 5. Phillips resells the gas processed through it s  Hansxora 
and Sherman Co. P la n ts  under its  FP C  Gas R ate Schedule N os. 4 and 6  toM icm - 
gan-Wisconsin P ipe Line Co. and Panhandle Eastern P ipe Line Co. at present eneo- 
t iv e  rates of 15.22 cents, plus applicable tax reimbursement, and 14 cents, respectively, 
w hich are effective subject to  refund. A  rate of 16.22 cents is presently suspended in 
D ock et N o. RI70-28 u n til Jan. 1, 1970 under Phillips’ R ate Schedule N o. 4 ana 
a proposed rate of 15 cents under Phillips’ R ate Schedule N o. 5 is suspended herenu

34 Sweet gas rate. R ate is subject to  0.4466-cent deduction b y  buyer for sour gas.
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NOTICES 14673
W. L. Popejoy requests that his proposed 

rate increase be permitted to become ef­
fective as of August 18, 1969. Granite Oil 
Trust No. 2 requests a retroactive effective 
date of June 19, 1969. Texaco, Inc., and 
Texaco, Inc. (Operator) et al., request an 
effective date of August 1, 1969, for their 
proposed rate increases, and Etchieson & 
Gross Associates requests an effective date 
of August 1, 1969. Good cause has not been 
shown for waiving the 30-day notice re­
quirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit earlier effective 
dates for the aforementioned producers’ rate 
filings and such requests are denied.

Humble Oil & Refining Co. (Humble) re­
quest that should the Commission suspend 
its proposed rate increase that the suspension 
period with respect thereto be shortened to 
1 day. Good cause has not been shown for 
granting Humble’s request for limiting to 1 
day the suspension period with respect to 
Humble’s rate filing and such request is 
denied.

Skelly Oil Co.’s (Skelly) proposed in­
creased rate contained in Supplement No. 6 
to its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 126 is a 
revenue-sharing increase for a sale to West 
Lake Natural Gasoline Co. (West Lake). 
West Lake resells the gas after gathering and 
processing to El Paso Natural Gas Co. (El 
Paso). The contract between Skelly and West 
Lake provides that West Lake pay Skelly 50 
percent of the amount it receives from El 
Paso. West Lake has filed for a periodic in­
crease from 18 cents to 19 cents per Mcf for 
its sale to El Paso. Such increase was sus­
pended in Docket No. RI70—54 for 5 months 
until January 1, 1970, because it exceeds the
11.5 cents per Mcf increased ceiling for the 
area involved. Although Skelly’s proposed 9.5 
cents per Mcf increase does not exceed the
11.5 cents area increased rate ceiling for Texas 
Railroad District No. 7—B as anonunced in  
the Commission’s statement of general policy 
No. 61—1, as amended, it  is a percentage of 
West Lake’s suspended resale rate, and con­
sistent with prior Commission action we con­
clude that it should be suspended until 
January 1, 1970, the expiration date of the 
suspension period for West Lake’s related 
increase.

Etchieson & Gross Associates (Etchieson) 
proposes an increase from 9 cents to 10 cents 
per Mcf for a sale to Phillips Petroleum Co. 
(Phillips) which is resold under Phillips’ 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4. Phillips has 
field for a 16.22 cents rate under its FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 4 which is currently

suspended until January 1, 1970. In these 
circumstances we believe Etchieson’s pro­
posed rate should be suspended until Janu­
ary 1, 1970, to coincide with Phillips’ sus­
pension period, even though Etchieson’s pro­
posed rate increase is below the area 
increased rate ceiling for Texas Railroad 
District No. 10.

The Fluor Corp., Ltd., (Fluor) also pro­
poses an increase to Phillips from 11 cents 
to 12 cents per Mcf. However, it cannot be 
determined whether the gas is resold by 
Phillips under its Rate Schedule Nos. 4 or 
5. Phillips has proposed an increased rate 
to 15 cents for the sale of gas under its FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 5 which is suspended 
herein for 5 months from October 1, 1969, 
in Docket No. RI70—204. Phillips’ proposed 
increased rate of 16.22 cents for sales under 
its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4 is also 
under suspension in Docket No. RI70-28 until 
January 1, 1970. Fluor’s proposed 12 cents 
rate exceeds the area increased rate ceiling 
of 11 cents for Texas Railroad District No. 
10. Since it cannot be determined whether 
the gas is resold under Phillips’ Rate Sched­
ule Nos. 4 or 5, we believe that Fluor’s 
proposed rate should be suspended until 
January 1, 1970, the lesser of the two sus­
pension periods involved under Phillips’ Rate 
Schedule Nos. 4 and 5.

All of the producers’ proposed increased 
rates and charges exceed the applicable area 
price levels for increased rates as set forth 
in the Commission’s statement of general 
policy No. 61-1, as amended (18 CFR 2.56) 
with the exception of the rate increases filed 
by the Estate of Elizabeth R. Sharp, De­
ceased, in the Permian Basin Area which ex­
ceeds the just and reasonable rate established 
by the Commission in Opinion No. 468/ as 
amended, and Skelly and Etchieson’s rates.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11174; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

[Docket No. RI70—210, etc.]
TEXAS PACIFIC OIL CO., INC., ET AL.
Order Providing for Hearings on and 

Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates 1

S eptember 12, 1969. 
The Respondents named herein have 

filed proposed increased rates and
1Does not consolidate for hearing or dis­

pose of the several matters herein.
A ppendix  A

charges of currently effective rate sched­
ules for sales of natural gas under Com­
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in Ap­
pendix A hereof.

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds : It is in the pub­
lic interest and consistent with the Na­
tural Gas Act that the Commission enter 
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed changes, and that the 
supplements herein be suspended and 
their use be deferred as ordered below.

The Commission orders :
(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par­

ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula­
tions pertaining thereto (18 CPR Ch. I ) , 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, public hearings shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed changes.

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the “Date Suspended Un­
til” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural Gas 
Act.

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup­
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis­
position of these proceedings or expira­
tion of the suspension period.

(D) Notices of intervention or peti­
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before October 29, 
1969.

By the Commission.
[seal] G ordon M. G rant,

Secretary.

Docket
No.

RI70-210 Texas Pacific Oil Co., 11 16
I n c .,>* 1760 One Main PL,
Dallas, Tex. 76250.

.........do.1*...............    13 21

.........do.1* . . . ................................  ̂ 14 14

------ do.1» . . . . .........   15 9

-.„ .d o .«* .............. .........................  17 10

.........do.1*.........  2 0  1 0

.........do.u„ . ...........; ___ . . . . . . .  37 12

Respondent
R ate Sup- 

sched- ple- 
ule m ent 
N o. N o.

See footnotes at end of table.

A m ount 
of annual 
increase

D ate Effective 
filing date unless 

tendered suspended

D ate
sus­

pended
until-7-

C ents per Mcf R ate in  
effect 

subject to 
refund in  

dockets 
N os.

Purchaser and producing area R ate in  
effect

Proposed
increased

rate

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (P ayton  
Field , Pecos C ounty, Tex) (R R . 
D istrict N o . 8) (Permian B asin  
A rea).

$189 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 16.7228 « » 17.7363 RI69-598.

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Jalmat, 
et al., F ields, Lea C ounty, N . 
Mex.) (Perm ian B asin Area).

34,270 8-14-69 * 9-14-69 2-14-70 » « 16.8793 » ‘ » 17.9023 RI69-598.
2,193 * 16.44 ‘ *»17.9023

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (South  
Fullerton P lant, Andrews 
C ounty, Tex.) (R R . D istrict N o. 
8 ) (Permian Basin A rea).

3,914 • 8-14-69 * 9-14-69 2-14-70 15.19 ‘ » 19.1044

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Spraberry 
Field , Reagan C ounty, Tex.) 
(R R . D istrict N o. 7-C) (Permian  
Basin A rea).

523 8-14-69 • 9-14-69 2-14-70 14.5 ‘ » 19.2565

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Bagley  
Field , Lea C ounty. N . Mex.) 
(Permian Basin A rea).

»  8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 » 16.8793 * ‘ » 17.9023 RI69-598.

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (R ing  
M ountain Field, U pton C ounty, 
T ex.) (R R . D istrict N o. 7-C) 
(Perm ian Basin Area).

1,368 8-14-69 * 9-14-69 2-14-70 15.2025 * ‘ 16.2160 RI69-585.

E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Levelland  
Field , Cochran C ounty, Tex.)

46 8-14-69 *9-14-69 2-14-70 16.7228 »*17.7363 RI69-585.

(R R . D istrict N o. 8) (Permian  
Basin Area).
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Appendix A

Docket
N o.

B ate  Sup-
R espondent ached- pie- Purchaser and producing area

ule m ent 
N o; N o.

C ents per M cf R ate in
A m ount D ate  E ffective D ate  ------------------------------. effect
of annual filing date unless sus- R ate in  Proposed subject to 
Increase tendered suspended pended effect increased refund in  

u n til— rate dockets
N os.

R170-210 Texas Pacific Oil Oo.,
Inc., «  1700 One M ain PL, 
D allas, Tex. 75260.
.........do .12____ - — .........

38

41

____ do.» ...........j— ; ____ — — 44

. . . „ d o .» . . ___ - ................. 66

. . . . . d o .« — ........... - ....... ......... -  57
RI70-211-. Texas Pacific Oil Co. (Oper- 28

ator) et a l.»

.........d o .» .I ............................... — 40

.do.»............................. - ___  42

.d o .» ..— . . - ............ — —  43

.d o .» ...... .................. ...........  66

...... do.»...............-........... - 68

____ d o . . . . . . _____ -___ - .........  69

R 170-212.. G ulf Oil Corp., Post Office 402 
Box 1589, Tulsa, Okla.
74102.

RI70-213-. A tlantic Richfield Co., 620
Post Office Box 2819,
D allas, Tex. 75221.

RI70-214-. W. J. Goldston et aL, c/o 3
Goldston Oil Corp., 1015 
H ouston B ank &  Trust 
Tower, H ouston, Tex.
77002.

9 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Crosby-
D evonian Field, Lea C ounty, 
N .M ex .) (Permian Basin Area).

10 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Jalmat 
Field , Lea C ounty. N . M ex.) 
(Permian Basin Area).

14 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Langlie- 
M attix Field, Lea C ounty, N . 
M ex.) (Perm ian B asin Area).

14 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Jalmat 
Field, Lea C ounty. N . M ex.) 
(Perm ian B asin Area).

1 3 ____ d o .— . ......................... ....................
13 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Eum ont

Field , Lea C ounty. N . M ex.) 
(Perm ian Basin A rea).

18 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Langlie- 
M attix  and Jalm at Fields, Lea 
C ounty, N .M ex .) (Permian Basin  
Area).

21 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Various 
Field, Lea C ounty. N . M ex.)
(Permian B asin Area).

1 2 ........ do..........................: ...............................
7 E l Paso Natural Gas Co. (Hender­

son Field , Winkler County, Tex.) 
(R R . D istrict N o . 8) (Permian 
Basin Area). -

29 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Various
Field, Lea County. N . Mex.)
(Permian Basin Area).

14 E l Paso N atural Gas Co. (Jalmat
Field, Lea County. N . Mex.)
(Permian Basin Area).

2 Transw estem  Pipeline Co. (R ock  
T ank Morrow Field, E d d y  
C ounty, N . Mex.) (Permian

10 E l  Paso N atural Gas Co. (Headlee
P lant, Ector County, Tex.) (R R .  
D istrict N o . 8) (Permian B asin  
Area.)

1 Kansas-Nebraska N atural Gas Co., 
Ine. (F lat T op  Field , Converse 
C ounty, Wyo.).

(») 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 14.12 »»»17.9023

(» ) 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 13.20 »»»17.9063

$941 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 »16.8793 »»*17.9023 RI69-586.

573 8-14-69 *9-14-69 2-14-70 » 16.8793 **»17.9023 RI69-585.

51
1,054

8-14-69
8-14-69

»9-14-69
»9-14-69

2-14-70
2-14-70

116.8793
*16.8793

» * * 17.9023 
» * » 17.9023 RI69-586.

3,680 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 * 16.8793 »*»17.9023 RI69-586.

5,238 8-14-69 »9-14-69 2-14-70 »16.8793 » * » 17.9023 R 169-586.

102
0 °)

8-14-69
8-14-69

*9-14-69
»9-14-69

2-14-70
2-14-70

• 16.8793 
14.5

» * « 17.9023 
* » 17.7363

RI69-586.

27,437 8-14-69 *9-14-69 2-14-70 »16.8793 **»17.9023 RI69-586.

460 8-14-69 *9-14-69 2-14-70 »16.8793 »*»17.9023

3,082 8-18-69 *9-18-69 2-18-70 »16.48 *»17.66

(»•) 8-18-69 »9-18-69 2-18-70 15.74 *»19.1283

1,680 8-19-69 *9-19-69 2-19-70 15.0 **18.0

J T he stated effective date is the effective date requested b y  Respondent.
* Periodic rate increase.
« Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.La.
‘ Includes partial reimbursement for the full 2.55 percent N ew  Mexico Emergency 

School
«N ot applicable to  acreage added b y  Supplem ent N o. 18.

i Increase from applicable area ceiling rate to contract rate;
» Initial rate applicable to acreage added b y  Supplement N o. 18.
• Corrected b y  filing of Aug. 27,1969.
»  N o  current production.
» In itia l rate. _  „
»  Formerly Joseph E . Seagram & Sons, Inc. doing business as Texas Pacific Oil Co.

W. J. Goldston et al. (Goldston), requests 
waiver of the statutory notice to permit their 
proposed rate increase to become effective 
as of August 19, 1969. Good cause has not 
been shown for waiving the 30-day notice 
requirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit an earlier effective 
date for Goldston’s rate filing and such re­
quest is denied.

Fourteen of the proposed rate increases 
herein reflect partial reimbursement for the 
full 2.55 percent New Mexico Emergency 
School Tax. The buyer, El Paso Natural Gas 
Co. (El Paso), in  accordance with its policy 
of protesting tax filings proposing reimburse­
ment for the New Mexico Emergency School 
Tax in excess of 0.55 percent, is expected to 
file a protest to these rate increases. El Paso 
questions the right of the producer under 
the tax reimbursement clause to file a rate 
increase reflecting tax reimbursement com­
puted on the basis of an increase in tax rate 
by the New Mexico Legislature in excess of 
0.55 percent. While El Paso concedes that the 
New Mexico legislation effected a higher rate 
of at least 0.55 percent, they claim there is 
controversy as to whether or not the new leg­
islation effected an increased rate in excess of 
0.55 percent. In view of the contractual prob­
lem presented, we shall provide that the hear­
ings herein with respect to the rate filings 
containing such tax shall concern themselves 
with the contractual basis for the rate filings, 
as well as the statutory lawfulness of the 
proposed increased rates and charges.

With the exception of the rate increase 
filed by Goldston which exceeds the area in­
creased rate ceiling for Wyoming as an­
nounced in the Commission’s statement of 
general policy No. 61-1, as amended, the rate 
increases filed by the producers for sales in  
the Permian Basin Area exceed the just and 
reasonable rates established by the Commis­
sion In Opinion No. 468, as amended.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11175; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

[Docket No. CP70-54] /  .

MARENGO CORP.
Notice of Application

S e p t e m b e r  15, 1969.
Take notice that on September 8,1969, 

Marengo Corp. (Applicant), 415 First 
National Building, Birmingham, Ala. 
35203, filed in Docket No. CP70-54 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au­
thorizing Applicant to construct and 
operate certain facilities to be used in 
the transportation of natural gas in in­
terstate commerce, all as more fully set 
forth in the application, which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection.

Applicant proposes to transport gas 
from Southern Natural Gas Co.’s (South­
ern) main line to the Naheola Plant of 
American Can Co. (American) by means 
of regulating facilities a t the point of 
delivery and a transmission line of 6% 
inches O.D. steel pipe near M.P. 113.303 
on Southern’s main south line. Appli­
cant states the construction and opera­
tion of the proposed facilities will enable 
it to meet the increase in demand at the 
Naheola Plant due to an increase in 
production by American.

The total estimated cost of the pro­
posed facilities is $251,838, which will 
be financed by cash on hand or conver­
sion 6f temporary investments.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
13, 1969, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac­
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding.
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Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a  
party in any hearing therein must file a  
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own' 
review of the matter finds that a grant, 
of the certificate is required by the pub­
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti­
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re­
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given.

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

, Gordon M. G rant, 
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11243; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
CHARTER NJEW YORK CORP.

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 
Stock by Bank Holding Company
In the matter of the application of 

Charter New York Corp., New York, N.Y., 
for approval of acquisition of voting 
shares of the successor by merger to 
Scarsdale National Bank and Trust Co., 
Scarsdale, N.Y. *

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)), and § 222.3 
(a) of Federal Reserve Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 222.3(a)), an application by 
Charter New York Corp., New York, N.Y., 
a registered bank holding company, for 
the Board’s prior approval of the acquisi­
tion of all (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the outstanding voting shares 
of a new national bank into which it is 
Proposed that Scarsdale National Bank
and Trust Co., Scarsdale, N.Y., will be 
merged.

As required by section 3(b) of the Act, 
the Board gave written notice of receipt 
of the application to the Comptroller of 
the Currency and requested his views 
and recommendation. The Comptroller’s 
views are consistent with approval of the 
application.

^  discussed in the accompanying 
statement, the New York State Banking 
Board approved an application involving 
the same proposal in accordance with a 
recommendation of the New York State 
superintendent of Banks, and advised 
this Board of its action.

Notice of receipt of the application was 
Published in  the F ederal R egister o n

June 17, 1969 (34 F.R. 9472), which pro­
vided an opportunity for interested per­
sons to submit comments and views with 
respect to the proposed acquisition. A 
copy of the application was forwarded to 
the U.S. Department of Justice for its 
consideration. Time for filing comments 
and views has expired and all those re­
ceived have been considered by the 
Board.

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s Statem ent1 of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved, provided that the 
acquisition so approved shall not be con­
summated (a) before the 30th calendar 
day following the date of this order, or 
(b) later than 3 months after the date of 
this order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York pur­
suant to delegated authority,

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of September 1969.

By order of the Board of Governors.2
[seal] Robert P. F orrestal, 

Assistant Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11244; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:45 a.m.]

VALLEY BANCORPORATION
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank

Stock by Bank Holding Company
In the matter of the application of 

Valley Bancorporation, Appleton, Wis., 
for approval of acquisition of 80 percent 
or more of the voting shares of The New 
American Bank of Oshkosh, Oshkosh, 
Wis.

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3), and § 222.3 
(a) of Federal Reserve Regulation Y (12 
CFR 222.3(a)), an application by Valley 
Bancorporation, Appleton, Wis., for the 
Board’s prior approval of the acquisition 
of 80 percent or more of the voting 
shares of The New Aiperican Bank of 
Oshkosh, Oshkosh, Wis.

As required by section 3(b) of the Act, 
the Board gave written notice of receipt 
of the application to the Commissioner 
of Banking of the State of Wisconsin 
and requested his views and recommen­
dation thereon. In response, the Com­
missioner interposed no objection to ap­
proval of the application.

Notice of receipt of the application 
was published in the Federal R egister 
on August 7, 1969 (34 F.R. 12850), pro­
viding an opportunity for interested per­
sons to submit comments and views with 
respect to the proposal. A copy of the 
application was forwarded to the U.S.

1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York.

9 Voting for this action: Chairman Martin 
and Governors Robertson, Mitchell, Maisel, 
Brimmer, and Sherrill. Absent and not vot­
ing: Governor Daa/ne.

Department of Justice for its consider­
ation. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired and all those received 
have been considered by the Board.

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s statem ent1 of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved: Provided, That the 
acquisition so approved shall not be con­
summated (a) before the 30th calendar 
day following the date of this order or 
(b) later than 3 months after the date 
of this order, unless such time shall be 
extended for good cause by the Board 
or by the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Chicago pursuant to delegated authority.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of September 1969.

By order of the Board of Governors.2
[seal] R obert P. F orrestal,

Assistant Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11287; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969; 

8:47 a.m.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION

[70-4785]
AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER CO., 

INC., AND OHIO POWER CO.
Notice of Proposed Sale of Utility 

Assets to Nonaffiliate
S eptember 16, 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 with 
this Commission a declaration regarding 
a proposal by AEP to cause its electric 
utility subsidiary company, Ohio Power 
Co. (“Ohio Power”), 301 Cleveland Ave­
nue SW., Canton, Ohio 44701, to sell cer­
tain electric utility facilities to the 
Standard Oil Co. (Ohio) (“Standard”), 
a nonaffiliate. Section 12(d) and Rule 44 
have been designated as applicable to the 
proposed transaction. All interested per­
sons are referred to the declaration, 
which is summarized below, for a 
complete statement of the proposed 
transaction.

Standard is presently engaged in a 
substantial expansion of its refinery and 
petrochemical facilities which are served 
with electrical energy by Ohio Power. 
Standard and Ohio Power have entered 
into an agreement pursuant to which 
Ohio Power will rebuild its West Lima 
Substation (“Substation”) and re­
arrange and increase the capacity of the 
portion of that Substation which serves 
Standard. Pursuant to that agreement/

1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Chicago.

«Voting for this action: Chairman Martin 
and Governors Robertson, Mitchell, Maisel, 
Brimmer, and Sherrill. Absent and not vot­
ing: Governor Daane.
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Ohio Power contemplates selling to 
Standard for a cash consideration of 
$376,000, such of the expanded and re­
built facilities and related properties as 
are presently used solely to serve Stand­
ard, including four 34.5-kv. electrical cir­
cuit lines extending from the Substation 
to certain other substations presently 
owned by Standard. The terms of sale 
were negotiated through arms-length 
bargaining and the facilities will be sold 
free and clear of the lien of Ohio Power’s 
Mortgage and Deed of Trust. The pur­
chase price includes reimbursement to 
Ohio Power for the cost of rearranging 
and increasing the capacity of the 
Substation.

It is stated that the transaction is 
proposed to provide such facilities as may 
be necessary to meet, in the most eco­
nomical and efficient manner, Standard’s 
increased power requirements.

I t  is stated that the fees, commissions, 
or expenses to be paid or Incurred by 
Ohio Power or AEP in connection with 
the proposed transaction will be nominal. 
I t  is further s tated 'tha t it is believed 
that no Federal commission, other than 
this Commission, and no State commis­
sion have jurisdiction over the proposed 
transaction.

Notice is further given that any inter­
ested person may, not later than Oc­
tober 9, 1969, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such 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: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
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 the 
declarant 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 
filed or as it may be amended, may be 
permitted to become effective as pro­
vided in Rule 23 of the general rules and 
regulations promulgated 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. Per­
sons who request a hearing or advice as 
to whether a hearing is ordered Will re­
ceive notice of further developments in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone­
ments thereof.

For the Commission (pursuant to 
delegated authority).

[seal] O rval L. D tjBo is ,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 69-11259; Filed, Sept. 10, 1969;
8:46 a.m.]

NOTICES
FEDERAL OIL CO.

Order Suspending Trading
S eptember 16, 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., a Nevada corporation, being 
traded otherwise than on a national se­
curities exchange is required in the pub­
lic 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 Sep­
tember 17, 1969, through September 26, 
1969, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[ seal] Orval L. DuB ois,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11261; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]

[70-4771]
NORTHEAST UTILITIES

Notice of Posteffective Amendment 
Regarding Capital Contribution by 
Holding Company to Subsidiary 
Company

S eptember 16, 1969.
Notice is hereby given that Northeast 

Utilities (“Northeast”) , 174 Brush Hill 
Avenue, West Springfield, Mass. 01089, a 
registered holding company, has- filed 
with this Commission a posteffective 
amendment to its declaration in this 
proceeding. The amendment designates 
section 12(b) of the Public Utility Hold­
ing Company Act of 1935 (“Act”) and 
Rule 45 promulgated thereunder as ap­
plicable to the transaction proposed 
therein. All interested persons are re­
ferred to the declaration, as now 
amended, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transaction.

By order dated August 22, 1969 (Hold­
ing Company Act Release No. 16454), the 
Commission authorized Northeast to 
issue and sell and to renew or extend its 
promissory notes to banks in an aggre­
gate principal amount outstanding at 
any one time of not more than $35 mil­
lion. In its declaration Northeast states 
that the proceeds from the sale of the 
notes will be used, in part, to make such 
loans and capital contributions to its 
subsidiary companies as may be author­
ized by the Commission. Northeast by 
posteffective amendment now requests 
authority to make a  $15 million capital 
contribution to The Connecticut Light 
and Power Co. (“CL&P”) , one of its sub­
sidiary companies. CL&P will use this 
cash contribution to finance, in part, its 
1969-70 construction program and for 
other corporate expenses (Holding Com­
pany Act Release No. 16332).

Notice is further given that any inter­
ested person may, not later than Oc­
tober 14, 1969, request in writing that a 
hearing be held in respect of such matter, 
stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request, and the issues of 
fact or law raised by said amended dec­
laration which he desires to controvert; 
or he may request that he be notified 
should the Commission order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be ad­
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex­
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of sudi request should be 
served personally or by mail (airmail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mail­
ing) upon the declarant 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 by said post­
effective amendment or as it may be fur­
ther amended, may be permitted to be­
come 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 if may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear­
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive notice of further de­
velopments in this matter, including the 
date.of thè hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof.

For the Commission (pursuant to del­
egated authority).

[seal] O rval L. D uBo is ,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11260; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;
8:46 ajn.]

PACIFIC FIDELITY CORP.
Order Suspending Trading

S eptember 16, 1969.
It appearing to the Securities and Ex­

change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Pacific Fidelity Corp., a Nevada 
corporation, and all other securities of 
Pacific Fidelity Corp. being traded other­
wise than on a national securities ex­
change is required in the public interest 
and for the protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Sep­
tember 17, 1969, through September 26, 
1969, both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
[seal] O rval L. D uB o is ,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11262; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:46 a.m.]
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF

S eptember 17, 1969.
Protests to the granting of an applica­

tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1100.40 of the general rules of prac­
tice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the F ederal R egister.

\ Long-and-S hort H aul

FSA No. 41760—Sulphuric acid to 
Charlotte, N.C. Filed by O. W. South, Jr., 
agent (No. A6128), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on sulphuric acid, in 
tank carloads, as described in the appli­
cation, from Occidental, Fla., to Char­
lotte, N.C.

Grounds for relief—Market competi­
tion.

Tariff—Supplement 91 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-671.

By the Commission.
[seal] H . Neil G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11295; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:48 a.m.]

[No. 35120]

MISSISSIPPI INTRASTATE RAIL 
FREIGHT RATES AND CHARGES, 1969
At a session of the Interstate Com­

merce Commission, Division 2, held at 
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
9th day of September 1969.

By petition filed on May 26,1969, com­
mon carriers by railroad operating 
within the State of Mississippi aver that 
(with minor exceptions) the Mississippi 
Public Service Commission has refused 
to authorize or permit increases in 
freight rates and charges corresponding 
to those authorized by this Commission 
m Ex Parte No. 259, Increased Freight 
Rates, 1968, 332 ICC 714, 332 ICC 590. 
Several replies thereto were filed re­
questing that the petition for an inves­
tigation be denied, limited in scope, or, 
m the alternative, that should the peti­
tion be granted, consultation and joint 
hearings be held with the Mississippi 
Public Service Commission. For good 
cause appearing:

It is ordered, That the petition be, and 
it is hereby, granted; that an investiga­
tion be, and it is hereby, instituted 
Pursuant to section 13 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act; and that all common 
carriers by railroad operating within the 
State of Mississippi be, and they are 
hereby, made respondents to this 
proceeding.

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this order be served upon each of the 
said respondents and upon each of the 
replicants; that the State of Mississippi 
Pe notified of the proceeding by sending 
a copy of this order by certified mail to

the Governor of the State, Jackson, Miss., 
and a copy to the Mississippi Public 
Service Commission, Jackson, Mis®.; and 
that further notice of this proceeding 
be given to the public by depositing a 
copy of this order in the office of the Sec­
retary of this Commission at Washing­
ton, D.C., and by filing a copy with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register, 
Washington, D.C., for publication in the 
F ederal R egister.

I t  is further ordered, That this pro­
ceeding be assigned for hearing at such 
time and place as the Commission may 
hereafter designate.

And it is further ordered, That the re­
quests of the replicants be, and they are 
hereby, denied for the reason that suffi­
cient grounds have not been presented 
to warrant granting the actions sought, 
without prejudice to their participation 
as parties to this proceeding.

By the Commission, Division 2.
[seal] h . Neil  G arson,

Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-11296; Filed, Sept. 19, 1969;

8:48 à.m.]

[Notice 410]
MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 

PROCEEDINGS
S eptember 16, 1969.

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com­
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre­
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 1132), 
appear below :

As provided in the Commission’s special 
rules of practice any interested person 
may file a petition seeking reconsidera­
tion of the following numbered proceed­
ings within 20 days from the date of 
publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Com­
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis­
position. The matters relied upon by pe­
titioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-35427. By order of Sep­
tember 5,1969, the Motor Carrier Board, 
on reconsideration, approved the lease 
for one year to Bajet Van Lines, Inc., 
Wausau, Wis., of certificate No. MC- 
82838 issued September 21, 1942, to 
George L. Cline, doing business as North­
ern Transfer Co., Wausau, Wis., author­
izing the transportation of: Household 
goods, as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 17 
M.C.C. 467, over irregular routes, between 
Wausau, Wis., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points and places in Illinois, 
Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, and Ohio, 
traversing the State of Indiana, for oper­
ating convenience only. New furniture, 
over irregular routes, between Wausau, 
Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Chicago, 111. Eugene R. Crooks, 419 Hen­
rietta Street, Wausau, Wis. 54401, attor­
ney at law.

No. MC-FC-71469. By supplemental 
order entered September 11, 1969, the 
Motor Carrier Board approved the trans-

fer to Milton Transportation, Inc., 
Milton, Pa., permit No. MC-96098 (Sub- 
No. 28), issued July 3, 1969, to H. H. 
Follmer Transportation, Inc., Milton, 
Pa., authorizing the transportation of: 
Printing paper, from Urbana, Franklin, 
and Dayton, Ohio, to points in New 
York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
Pennsylvania; and gummed paper seal­
ing tape, from Troy, Ohio, to points in 
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, and 
Pennsylvania. George A. Olsen, 69 Ton- 
nele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306, 
representative for applicante.

No. MC-FC-71570. By order of Sep­
tember 11,1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Le Mars Trans­
fer Co., Inc., 31 Plymouth Street NW„ 
Le Mars, Iowa 51031, of certificate of 
registration No. MC-58270 (Sub-No. 1) 
issued July 22, 1964, to George N. 
Wolbers doing business as Le Mars 
Transfer Co., 12% Plymouth Street SE., 
Le Mars, Iowa 51031, evidencing a right 
to engage in interstate or foreign com­
merce within the State of Iowa.

No. MC-FC-71574. By order of Sep­
tember 11, 1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Marshall’s 
Moving Service, Inc., Paterson, N.J., of 
certificate No. MC-95117 issued Febru­
ary 16, 1967, to James Marshall, Jr., do­
ing business as Marshall’s Moving Serv­
ice, Hawthorne, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation of household goods, as 
defined by the Commission, between 
specified points in New Jersey, New York, 
and Pennsylvania. John M. Zachara, 
Post Office Box Z, Paterson, N.J. 07509, 
practitioner for applicants.

No. MC-FC-71576. By order of Sep­
tember 12,1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Ralph M. 
Picardo, doing business as Picardo 
Trucking, Union City, N.J., of a portion 
of the operating rights in corrected cer­
tificate No. MC-127974 (Sub-No. 1) is­
sued June 24, 1969, to P. Liedtka Truck­
ing, Inc., Trenton, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation of : General commodities, 
with exceptions, from New York, N.Y., 
to Washington, D.C., over U.S. Highway 
1. George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, 
Jersey City, N.J. 07306, representative 
for applicants.

No. MC-FC-71577. By order of Sep­
tember 12,1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to William Childs 
Ltd., Ottawa, Ontario, Canada, of cer­
tificate No. MC-127622 issued August 10, 
1966, to William Childs, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Canada, authorizing the transportation 
of: Brick, from ports of entry on the 
United States-Canada boundary line, 
located on the St. Lawrence River to 
points in New York, and returned ship­
ments of brick. William J. Hirsch, 43 
Niagara Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14202, a t­
torney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-71581. By order of Sep­
tember 12,1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Victor Grot- 
haus, doing business as Grothaus Ex­
press, Kingsley, Iowa, of Certificate No. 
MC-114647 issued April 10, 1957, to Rob­
ert E. Pletcher, doing business as Pletcher 
Transfer & Storage, Forest City, Iowa,
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authorizing the transportation of; 
Household goods, as defined by the Com­
mission, between points in Iowa, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Minnesota, and manufactured fertilizer, 
from Forest City, Iowa, to points in spec­
ified counties in Minnesota. Donald L. 
Stem, 630 City National Bank Building,

Omaha, Nebr. 68102, attorney for appli-

No. MC-FC-71598. By order of Sep­
tember 12,1969, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to A & W Trucking 
Company, Inc., Mosinee, Wis., of a por­
tion of the certificate in No. MC-34509, 
issued December 18, 1940, to George 
Herrmann, Onalaska, Wis., authorizing

the transportation of general commodi­
ties, with exceptions, between named 
points in Wisconsin, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Minnesota 
within 50 miles of La Crosse, Wis.

[seal] H . Neil Garson,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-11215; Filed, Sept. 18, 1969; 
8:48 am.]
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135-_________________—____- ____ 14424
183_______________________  14124,14464
241_______________________ .______ 14584
250_______     14281\
P roposed R u les :

13_________________________* 14079
39— _ 14226,14227,14331,14657
47___________ ;___ __________  14079
61_____ _____________ 14081, 14331
63____________________— —_ 14331
71______________ 1____  13999,

14082, 14176, 14285, 14286, 14332,
14437, 14477-14479, 14609, 14657, 
14658

75_ 14002,14227,14332,14479
91___________________________ 14079
167______________________ — 14129
24l____     14479
288_____         14078
399_________________________  14078

15 CFR
30— ___________ ________  14592,14593
390—_______     14326
P roposed R u l e s :

30—___________ — __________ 14607

16 CFR
13—___ ——— 14326,14327,14464-14466
15__  13988,14467,14517,14518
303____________________    14593
P roposed R u les :

245— ____ —_____   14176

17 CFR
231— _______________________ -  14125
240__________ :__________________ 14209
249_________   14209
P roposed R u l es :

210______________________ — 14227
230______  — _____________  14228
239 _______________________  14234
240 _______________________ 14235
249__________________ 14238, 14240

19 CFR
4___________________________ __ _ 14467
12 ___  14328
16— — I II——I— II___—__  14595
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21 CFR Pago
1------------------------------------------  14070
3----------- ------------------------------14167
19 -------------------------------  14070, 14596
20 -;-------------------------- ----- 14071
31-----------------------------------------  14369
120— ______________________  14073,

14126, 14168, 14328, 14329, 14650,
14651

121-------------------------------------- 14168,
14169, 14428, 14429, 14467, 14518,
14651,14652

130 -----------------------  14596
131 ---------------------- --------14167
141c--------------------------__ 14429, 14598
146--------- ------------------------------  14596
146c----------------------------  14429, 14598
148e
148 j__________________ _______ 14598
148n
191 _
Proposed R ules:

22
128a
148d______________
148m
191___________

22 CFR
201________________

24 CFR
200—_______ __
1600...............

25 CFR
152................

26 CFR
601_______
Proposed R ules:

151............ .............. .
301__________

29 CFR
101___
102____
545—
601 __
699__
720__
Proposed R ules:

694______

31 CFR <
251__

254. 14126
14126

31 CFR— Continued Page
256------- --------------------------------  14126
290__--------------------------------------H126

32 CFR
163---------------------------    14027
501------------ -------------------------- 14126
806---------------------------------------  14209
809------------------------------------ __ 14210

32A CFR
OIA(Ch.X):

OI Reg. 1-------------------------  14283

33 CFR
40---------— ------------------ --------14211

36 CFR
2------------------------------  14170
5------------------------------------------- 14212
7-------------------------------- 14212,14468
P roposed R u l es :

7------- ------------------- 13994, 14035
37 CFR
1-----------------------------------------   14430
P roposed R u l es:

1----------------- — ------------ 14176
38 CFR
21------------------------------    14468

39 CFR
123-------------- -------------------------14170
126 ------------------------------- - 14170
127 ------------------------------------ 14171
132--------------------------  14171
156----------------------------------------14171
221----------------------------------------  14028
222__—----------------------------------  14028
243--------------------- ------ ----------  14028
247---------------------------------------  14028

41 CFR
9-7----------------------------------------14519
12-1-------------------------------------- 14213
12-3-----------------------------    14221
12-7--------------------- -------- -------- 14222

42 CFR
81------ ------------ -------------  14520, 14521

43 CFR
2240-------------------------------------  14075
P ublic L and Orders:

1095 (revoked by PLO 4685) __ 14370 
3064 (revoked in part by PLO 

4691)----------------------------  14605

43 CFR— Continued Page
P ublic Land Orders—Continued 

4582:
Modified by PLO 4682____  14076
Modified by PLO 4695____  14643

4657 (corrected by PLO 4686) _ 14604
4682 ---------    14076
4683 ------------------------------ 14369
4684 ------------------------------ 14370
4685 ------------------------------ 14370
4686 ------------------------------ 14604
4687 ------------------------------ 14604
4688 ------------------------------ 14604
4689 ------------------------------ 14605
4690— ----   14605
4691- ------- 1___________  14605
4692 --     14605
4693 ------------------------------ 14605
4695-----   14643

45 CFR
73-----------------------------------------  14643
177-------------------------------- — 14430
250-----------------------    14649

47 CFR
0 ----------------------------------  14330,14374
1 --------------------- —  14375,14376,14469
73----------------  13989,14222,14375,14469
91----------------------------------------- 13990
93-------------------------   14470
P roposed R u les :

73----------------- ---------  14000,14384

49 CFR
231---------------------- ¿2------------ - 14377
371----------------   14376
1033—------------------------   14172
1048--------------------¿----------------14174
P roposed R u les : -

371-----------------  14438,14658-14661
393------   14661
Ch. IV----------------------------- 14054
1002__-------------------------------14000
1300--------------------------------- 14242
1307—------------------------------ 14242

50 CFR
10--------------------- ---------  14028, 14223
28----------------------- ---------- ------- 14330
32----------------------- ----------------  13991,

14032-14034, 14074, 14075, 14174,
14283, 14284, 14330, 14431, 14471-
14473, 14521, 14522, 14649, 14650

33—------- ------------------------------  14074
P roposed R u l es :

32 ------------------------  14079,14474
33 --------------------------------  14474
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