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Rules and Regulations

Title S—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of Defense

Section 213.3306 is amended to show
that the position of Confidential Assist-~
ant (Economic Utilization Policy) to the
Director, Defense Supply Agency, is no
longer excepted under Schedule C,

Effective on publication in the FEDERAL
RecisTerR (4-27-72), paragraph (d) of
§ 213.3306 is revozed.

(6 U.8.C. secs. 3301, 8302, E.O. 10577; 3 CF.R.
1954-58 Comp. p. 218)
Unitep StaTES CIviL SERV-

ICE COMMISSION,

JAMES C. Spry,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.7T2-6474 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am |

[sEAL]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of the Interior

Section 213.3312 is amended to show
that the position of Director, Office of
Minerals and Solid Fuels, is no longer ex-
cepted under Schedule C.

Effective on publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (4-27-72), subparagraph (16)
of paragraph (a) of § 213.3312 is revoked.

(6 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 8302, E.O, 10577; 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp. p. 218.)

Unrtep StaTEsS Crvin SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. Spry,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.72-6473 Piled 4-26-72;8:52 amj

[sEAL]

Title 21—F0OD AND DRUGS

Chaptgr I—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER E—REGULATIONS UNDER SPECIFIC
ACTS OF CONGRESS OTHER THAN THE FEDERAL
FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT

PART 295—REGULATIONS UNDER THE

POISON PREVENTION PACKAGING
ACT OF 1970

Child Protection Packaging Standards
for Preparations Subject to the Com-
Prehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970

In the FEpErAL REGISTER
of October 15,
1971 (36 FR, 20046), the Commissioner

FEDERAL

of Food and Drugs proposed child pro-
tection packaging standards for sub-
stances subject to the Comprehensive
Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act
of 1970 (Public Law 91-513; 84 Stat.
1236 et seq.; 21 U.S,C. 801 et seq.). The
30-day period allowed for comments
thereon was extended to January 19,
1972, by subsequent notices (36 F.R.
21832, 25235).

Thirteen comments were received in
response, The principal points raised and
the Commissioner’s conclusions are as
follows:

A. Support with suggestions. 1. A
consumer interest group supports the
proposal but recommends adoption of a
broader regulation to require child pro-
tection packaging for all potentially toxic
prescription and nonprescription drugs.
Such an approach is presently being

considered and will be the subject of:

future proposals.

2. The American Academy of Pediatrices
supports the proposal but recommends
that it include a statement of the intent
of the Poison Prevention Packaging Act
of 1970 regarding the noncomplying
package exemption for prescribed drugs.
The Commissioner concludes that this is
unnecessary because section 4(b) of the
act clearly indicates that prescribed
drugs requiring special packaging can be
dispensed in noncomplying packages only
by order of a medical practitioner li-
censed to prescribe or upon request by
the purchaser.

B. Effectiveness specifications. A pack-
aging development firm suggests that
child-resistant effectiveness greater than
85-90 percent and approaching 100 per-
cent be required to prevent a child from
obtaining a toxic or harmful amount of
confents, The firm objects to packaging
being called “special packaging” on the
basis solely of closures which if opened
by a child allow access to the entire con-
tents of the package. The Commissioner
concludes that to require 100 percent
child resistance is prohibited by section
2(4) of the act. If experience with special
packaging demonstrates a need for
changing the effectiveness specifications,
such changes may be made if the result-
ing special packaging is technically
feasible, practicable, and appropriate,
Although § 295.10 Testing procedure for
special packaging (21 CFR 295.10; 36
F.R. 22151, 37 F.R. T41) provides for test-
ing special packaging of unit package
type, section 3(d) of the act expressly
prohibits preseribing specific packaging
designs in establishing special packaging
standards.

C. Noncomplying package. A State
pharmaceutical association objects to the
requirement that a pharmacist must dis-
pense preseribed drugs in special pack-
aging unless otherwise directed by the
prescribing licensed practitioner or upon
request of the purchaser. The associa-

tion suggests that a preseribed drug be
dispensed in a noncomplying package at
the discretion of the pharmacist as well
as under the above two conditions (stated
in section 4(b) of the act) because older
citizens are unable to use the special
packaging. The Commissioner concludes
that section 4(b) of the act provides the
only conditions by which prescribed
drugs can be dispensed in noncomplying
packages and that there is no statutory
authority to permit a pharmacist to dis-
pense prescribed drugs in noncomplying
packages at his discretion.

D. Applicability, 1. A pharmaceutical
trade association suggests that the
standards should not apply to those
drugs containing controlled substances
in combination with noncontrolled sub-
stances which vitiate the potential for
abuse and therefore are exempt from the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970. The Commis-
sioner disagrees because a finding that
a combination drug is exempt from that
act due to vitiation of potential for abuse
does not necessarily mean that the
drug is not potentially injurious if acci-
dentally ingested by children under 5
years of age. For example, a number of
preparations exempt from control by reg-
ulations promulgated under that act con-
tain aspirin, and the Commissioner has
found that aspirin-containing prepara-
tions, a leading cause of fatalities and
hospitalizations of children under 5 years
of age, must be specially packaged (36
FR. 17512). The Commissioner con-
cludes that to protect children from seri-
ous personal injury or serious illness spe~
cial packaging is required for any prep-
aration consisting in whole or in part of
any substance subject to control under
the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Preven-
tion and Control Act of 1970.

2. Three pharmaceutical manufac-
turers and a pharmaceutical trade asso-
ciation object to the statement in pro-
posed § 295.2(a) (4) that controlled sub-
stances in dosage forms customarily con-
sumed, used, or stored in or about the
household shall be specially packaged.
They contend that as written the state-
ment could be considered to require that
even bulk shipments be in special pack-
aging if the preparations are in dosage
form suitable for use in the household.
In response to these comments the regu-
lation has been changed for clarification.
(See paragraph G below for further dis-
cussion of the subject of nonconsumer

packages.)

3. Two pharmaceutical manufacturers
recommend that the standards apply
only to those controlled drugs which most
readily lend themselves to child abuse or
which have great inherent danger and
the greatest frequency of use in and
around the household where children are
present. Since all drugs subject to con=
trol under the Comprehensive Drug
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Abuse Prevention and Control Act of
1970 are potentially injurious if acciden-
tally ingested by children, the Commis-
sioner concludes that special packaging is
required for all such drugs to protect
children from serious personal injury or
serious illness.

E. Technically feasible, practicable,
and appropriate. Three pharmaceutical
manufacturers and one pharmaceutical
trade association question the technical
feasibility, practicability, and appropri-
ateness of the proposed special packag-
ing. Also, the trade association requests
that the Commissioner publish the rea-
sons for his finding in this matter as re-
quired by section 3(¢c) of the Poison Pre-
vention Packaging Act of 1970. On the
basis of reports and data from industry
and other relevant information, the
Commissioner finds that the special
packaging required herein is: F

1. Technically feasible because tech-
nology exists to produce special packag-
ing conforming to these standards. At
least 15 different special packages have
been tested in accordance with § 295.10
that meet or exceed the child-resistant
effectiveness and adult-use effectiveness
specifications in § 295.3(b).

2. Practicable in that it is susceptible
to modern mass production and assembly
line techniques. Reported production
data indicate a capability adeguate to
meet the needs of affected industries.

3. Appropriate since the special pack-
aging is not detrimental to the integrity
of the subject substances and will not
interfere with their storage or use.

No comments were received concerning
the finding made by the Commissioner
pursuant to section 3(a) (1) of the act,
and the finding is hereby confirmed.

F. Sample packages. A pharmaceuti-
cal manufacturer and a pharmaceutical
trade association object to proposed
§ 295.2(b) which would require the sub-
mission of sample packages. The manu-
facturer objects that it will require an
inordinate number of packages from any
one manufacturer, and the association
objects that the act does not specifically
provide for submission of samples, The
Commissioner concludes that this re-
quirement is necessary to accomplish the
purposes of the act and will assist in
determining whether a substance offered
by a manufacturer or packer in a non-
complying package is also being supplied
by such manufacturer or packer in popu-
lar size packages complying with the
standards. Section 295.2(b), which was
promulgated in the final order for special
packaging of aspirin preparations
(Feb. 16, 1972; 37 F.R. 3427), was modi-
filed to reduce the number of packages
that must be submitted by each manu-
facturer or packer.

G. Nonconsumer packages, Seven
pharmaceutical manufacturers and a
pharmaceutical trade assoclation vari-
ously request that the standards not ap-
ply to bulk shipments of pharmaceuti-
cals, to packages of prescription drugs
larger than the normal prescription size,
to unit packaged drugs for institutional
use and those distributed as physicians
samples, and to drugs being investigated

RULES AND REGULATIONS

in outpatient clinical trials, and that the
standards establish pharmacists’ respon-
sibility for distributing prescription
drugs in special packaging. The Commis-
sioner concludes that the person who
places a household substance subject
to these standards into a container or
package must determine if that container
is in fact a package in which the sub-
stance may be delivered to the con-
sumer for use or storage in the house-
hold. If it is not, these standards do not
apply. The responsibility, however, for
repackaging prescribed drugs in accord-
ance with these standards rests with the
individual dispensing such substances at
the retail or user level.

H. Supplemental new-drug applica-
tions. Approved new-drug applications
(NDA’s) are in effect for some controlled
drugs that are subject to the new-drug
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355) and the
regulations thereunder (21 CFR Part
130). A pharmaceutical manufacturer
and a trade association request that pro-
vision be made for manufacturers or
packers of these drugs to implement use
of special packaging complying with the
standards prior to receiving approval of
supplemental new-drug applications sub-
mitted to provide for such packaging
changes. Since packaging changes may
be significant variations in the approved
NDA, the Commissioner concludes that
implementation of special packaging
prior to approval of a supplemental NDA
is not appropriate. However, the process-
ing of such applications will be expedited
by FDA to facilitate implementation of
the child protection packaging standards.

1. Conflicting requiremenis. A phar-
maceutical manufacturer comments that
the proposed standards are incompatible
with various sealing techniques employed
to comply with the requirement of the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970 that containers
of certain controlled substances be se-
curely sealed (21 U.S.C. 825(d), 21 CFR
302.07) . The manufacturer requests that
a determination be made as to which
requirement takes precedence at the
pharmaceutical manufacturer’s Ilevel.
The Commissioner, after consultation
with the Bureau of Narcotics and Dan-~
gerous Drugs, concludes that the above-
named act does not preclude a pharma-
ceutical manufacturer from changing
sealing techniques to be adaptable to
special packaging which will be required
by these standards and that compliance
with both statutes is required.

J. Effective date. Three pharmaceuti-
cal manufacturers and one pharmaceu-
tical trade association express concern
over the effective date of the proposed
standards in light of the length of time
required to obtain suitable special pack-
aging, to conduct stability and compati-
bility tests, and to modify production
lines to utilize the special packaging.
One manufacturer requests an effective
date of at least 9 months after publica-
tion of this order in the FEpErRAL REG-
1sTER. Another manufacturer and the
trade association request an effective

date of 1 year after publication. The

trade association also states that com-
pliance with the proposed standards
within 1 year will be impossible for some
of the products involved and requests
procedure for deferring application of
the standards to such products. The
Commissioner concludes that a period of
180 days is a necessary, reasonable, and
sufficient time to allow affected persons
to achieve full compliance with these
standards. A sufficient amount of special
packaging for controlled drugs is nct
presently available to permit an effective
date of less than 180 days.

K. Exemptions. A pharmaceutfics]
trade association and a pharmaceuticol
manufacturer recommend that dosage
forms or packages that are not involved
in child poisonings be exempted from
thece standards by a general regulation,
Specifically, they name vials, disposable
syringes, aerosols, ointments, amnoules,
powders, and suppositories. The legisla-
tive history of the Poison Prevention
Packaging Act of 1970 indicates that ex-
emntions from special packaging stand-
ards may be granted, and the preamble
to the document promulgating § 295.10
(published Nov, 20, 1971; 36 F.R. 22151)
indicates that the Commissioner is pre-
pared to grant individual exemntions. A
request for exemption must be directed in
writing to the Commissioner, Food and
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, Md. 20852, and must furnish
reasonable grounds therefor, including,
but not limited to, available human ex-
perience data, relevant experimental
data, toxicity information, product and
packaging specifications, labeling, mar-
keting history, and the justification for
the exemption. If the request furnishes
reasonable grounds therefor, the Com-
missioner will publish in the FEpErAL
ReGISTER & proposal to amend the stand-
ards. Following such publication the
proceedings shall be the same as pre-
seribed by section 5 of the act.

Therefore, having considered the com-
ments received and other relevant mate-
rial, the Commissioner concludes that
the proposal, with changes, should be
adopted as set forth below. Accordingly,
pursuant to provisions of the Poison
Prevention Packaging Act of 1970 (secs.
2(4), 3, 5, 84 Stat. 1670-72; 15 USC.
1471-74) and under authority delegated
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), &
new subparagraph (4) is added t0
§ 295.2(a) as follows (§§ 295.2 and 2953
were promulgated in the FEpERAL REGIS
TER of Feb. 16, 1972; 37 F.R. 3427);

§295.2 Substances requiring ‘“special
packaging.”

(a) Substances. The Commissioner of
Food and Drugs has determined that the
degree or nature of the hazard to chil-
dren in the availability of the following
substances, by reason of their packaging,
is such that special packaging is Tré-
quired to protect children from serious
personal injury or serious illness result-
ing from handling, using, or ingesting
such substances, and that the special
packaging herein required is technically
feasible, practicable, and appropriate for
these substances:

. . L] . ¢
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(4) Controlled drugs. Any preparation
consisting in whole or in part of any
substance subject to control under the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention
and Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C. 801
et. seq.) shall be packaged in accordance
with the provisions of § 295.3 (a), (b),
and (¢).

© - - - .

Effective date. This order shall become
effective 180 days after its date of pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(Secs. 2(4), 3, b, 84 Stat. 1670-72; 15 U.S.C.
1471-74)

Dated: April 21, 1972.

© Sam D, FiINE,
Associale Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR Doc.72-6488 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter |—Agricultural Marketing
Service (Standards, Inspections,
Marketing Practices), Department of
Agriculture

PART 81—INSPECTION OF POULTRY
AND POULTRY PRODUCTS

Introduction of Oil and Water Base
Solutions

On November 19, 1971, there was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER (36 F.R.
22053) an amendment to the regulations
Eoverning the inspection of poultry and
poul.t»w products (7 CFR Part 81) per-
faining to the preparation and labeling
of certain raw poultry products that are
brocessed with solutions. The amend-
ment was based on information and data
submitted by interested persons in re-
sbonse to the notice of proposed rule-
making published in the FeperAL REGIS-
TER on October 8, 1970 (35 F.R. 15817),
and other available information. The
amendment provides for the introduc-
tion of 3 percent of a specified solution
for basting or other product improve-
ment purposes in the thick muscles
(breast and legs) of ready-to-cook whole
poultry carcasses, separate poultry parts
therefrom and poultry roasts, including
chunked and formed products.

_ On the basis of the eomments, opin-
lt(;lns and views submitted in response to

e October 8, 1970, notice, it did not ap-
pear that further public rulemaking pro-
cedure on the amendment would make
aDddltxomI information available to the

epartment, Accordingly, it was deter-
mined that further proceedings were im-
bracticable ang unnecessary, and the
amendment was made effective 90 days
after publication in the November 19,
1971, FEDERAL REGISTER,

}imvever, comments received by the
U;Dartmenq since said amendment of
tle regulations was published indicate
y };at further study should be directed to

e circumstances associated with raw
ﬁ(e)mtry roasts and especially to such

ms that are processed with solutions.
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It appears from the comments that some
persons did not previously supply signifi-
cant information and data that they
have and which is related to the ready-
to-cook poultry roasts made with and
without solutions. Such comments indi-
cate that the requirements with respect
to poultry roasts could prevent the pro-
duction of poultry roasts since the pre-
scribed liquid addition rate may be in-
adequate for the satisfactory production
of the roasts.

Under the circumstances, the Depart-
ment considers it necessary that oppor-
tunities be provided for the submission
and review of such pertinent information
and that, in the interim, the regulations
be amended to delefe poultry roasts, in-
cluding chunked and formed products,
from the requirements of § 81.134(¢) (7).

Therefore, §81.134(c) (7)) (1) is
amended to read:

§ 81.134 Product specifications for la-

beling purposes.
. El L - .
(o) e S A

(7) Ready-to-cook poultry products to
which solutions are added.

(1) Butter alone, or solutions of poul-
try broth, poultry stock, water, or edible
fats, or mixtures thereof, in which are
included functional substances such as
spices, flavor enhancers, emulsifiers,
phosphates, coloring materials, or other
substances, approved by the Administra-
tor in specific cases, may be introduced
by injection into the thick muscles
(breast and legs) of ready-to-cook poul-
try carcasses and may be introduced by
injection or marinating into any sepa-
rate bone-in part therefrom for the pur-
pose of providing a basting medium or
similar function. The ingredients of the
added materials and the manner of addi~
tion to the products must be found ac-
ceptable by the Administrator in all
cases. The introduction of the added
materials shall increase the weight of the
processed product by approximately 3
percent over the weight of the raw prod-
uct after washing and chilling in compli~
ance with § 81.50. The weight of the
added materials introduced into the
poultry products as provided in this sub-
paragraph shall be included as part of
the weight of the poultry for purposes
of the net weight labeling provisions in
§ 81.130(a) (3).

- - L] ki L
(Sec. 8(b), 82 Stat. 799, 21 U.S.C. 457; sec.

14, 71 ‘Stat. 447, as amended, 21 U.5.C. 463;
37 F.R. 6327)

The comments received indicate suffi-
cient reason why requirements with re-
spect to introduction of solutions into
ready-to-cook poultry roasts should be
further reviewed to make certain they
are properly prepared and labeled. To
insure a minimum of processing disrup-
tions during the period required for a
thorough review and so poultry roast
products with familiar characteristics
are available to consumers, the amend-
ment described above should be imple-
mented at the earliest date. Therefore,
under the administrative procedure pro-
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visions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon
good cause that notice and public pro-
cedure on this amendment is imprac-
ticable and good cause is found for mak-
ing the amendment effective less than
30 days after its publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ment shall become effective upon publi-
cation hereol in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(4-27-712).

Done at Washington, D.C., on April 17,
1972,

Ricuarp E. LyNG,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6423 Piled 4-26-72;8:48 am]

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Nuts),
Department of Agriculiure

[Navel Orange Reg. 266]

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

Limitation of Handling
§ 907.566 Navel Orange Regulation 266.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and Order
No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part 907),
regulating the handling of Navel oranges
grown in Arizona and designated part of
California, effective under the applicable
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of
the recommendations and information
submitted by the Navel 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 Iimi-
tation of handling of such Navel oranges,
as hereinafter provided, will tend to effec-
tuate the declared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that
it is impracticable and contrary to the
public interest to give preliminary no-
tice, engage in public rule making pro-
cedure, and postpone the effective date of
this section until 30 days after publica-
tion hereof in the FEDpERAL REGISTER (5
U.8.C. 553) because the time intervening
between the date when information upon
which this section is based became avail-
able and the time when this section must
become effective in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act is insufficient,
and a reasonable time is permitted, under
the circumstances, for preparation for
such effective time; and good cause exists
for making the provisions hereof effec-
tive as hereinafter set forth. The com-
mittee held an open meeting during the
current week, after giving due notice
thereof, to consider supply and market
conditions for Navel oranges and the need
for regulation; interested persons were
afforded an opportunity to submit in-
formation and views at this meeting; the
recommendation and supporting infor-

mation for regulation during the period
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specified herein were promptly submit-
ted to the Department after such meet-
ing was held; the provisions of this sec-
tion, including its effective time, are iden-
tical with the aforesaid recommendation
of the committee, and information con-
cerning such provisions and effective
time has been disseminated among han-
dlers of such Navel oranges; it is neces-
sary, in order to effectuate the declared
policy of the act, to make this section ef-
fective during the period herein speci-
fied; and compliance with this section
will not require any special preparation
on the part of persons subject hereto
which cannot be completed on or before
the effective date hereof, Such committee
meeting was held on April 25, 1972,

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanta~
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period
April 28, 1972, through May 4, 1972, are
hereby fixed as follows:

(1) District 1: 924,000 cartons.

(ii) District 2: 176,000 cartons.

(iii) District 3: Unlimited.

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

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.8.C.
601-674)

Dated: April 26, 1972,

Paur A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.72-6558 Filed 4-26-72;11:20 am]

[ Valencia Orange Reg. 389]

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

Limitation of Handling

§ 908.689 Valencia Orange Regulation
389.

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

(2) It is hereby further found that
it is impracticable and contrary to the
public interest to give preliminary no-
tice, engage in public rule making pro-
cedure, and postpone the effective date
of this section until 30 days after pub-
lication hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(5 U.S.C. 553) because the time inter-
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vening between the date when informa-
tion upon which this section is based
became available and the time when
this section must become effective in
order to effectuate the declared policy
of the act is insufficient, and a reasonable
time is permitted, under the circum-
stances, for preparation for such effec~
tive time; and good cause exists for
making the provisions hereof effective
as hereinafter set forth. The committee
held an open meeting during the current
week, after giving due notice thereof, to
consider supply and market conditions
for Valencia oranges and the need for
regulation; interested persons were af-
forded an opportunity to submit infor-
mation and views at this meeting; the
recommendation and supporting infor-
mation for regulation during the period
specified herein were promptly submitted
to the Department after such meeting
was held; the provisions of this section,
including its effective time, are identi-
cal with the aforesaid recommendation
of the committee, and information con-
cerning such provisions and effective
time has been disseminated among han-
dlers of such Valencia oranges; it is
necessary, in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act, to make this
section effective during the period herein
specified; and compliance with this sec-
tion will not require any special prepara-
tion on the part of persons subject
hereto which cannot be completed on
or before the effective date hereof. Such
committee meeting was held on April 25,
1972.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan-
tities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari-
zona and designated part of California
which may be handled during the pe-
riod April 28, 1972, through May 4, 1972,
are hereby fixed as follows:

(i) District 1: 22,451 cartons;

(ii) District 2: 77,578 cartons;

(iii) District 3: 200,000 cartons.

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

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

Dated: April 26, 1972.

PAvuL A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.72-6559 Filed 4-26-72;11:20 am]

Title S0—WILDLIFE AND
FISHERIES

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

PART 28—PUBLIC ACCESS, USE, AND

RECREATION

Montezuma National Wildlife Refuge,

N.Y.

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective on date of publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER (4-27-72),
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§ 28.28 Special regulations, public access,
use, and recreation, for individual
wildlife refuge areas.

NeEw YORK
MONTEZUMA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

Travel by motor vehicle or on foot is
permitted on designated travel routes for
the purpose of nature study, photog-
raphy, and sightseeing during daylight
hours. Pets are allowed if on a leash
not over 10 feet in length. Picnicking is
permitted in designated areas where
facilities are provided. Fishing and hunt-
ing under special regulations may be per-
mitted on parts of the refuge.

The refuge area, comprising 6344
acres, is delineated on maps available at
refuge headquarters and from the Re-
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fish-
eries and Wildlife, Post Office and Court-
house, Boston, Mass. 02109,

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement, the regulations which
govern recreation on wildlife refuge
areas generally, which are set forth in
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 28, and are effective through Decem-
ber 31, 1972,

RiIcHARD E, GRIFFITH,
Regional Director, Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife.

AprIL 20, 1972.
[FR Doc.72-6412 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am)|

Title 12—BANKS AND
BANKING

Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank
Board

SUBCHAPTER B—FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
SYSTEM

[No. 72-476]

PART 528—NONDISCRIMINATION
REQUIREMENTS
Aprir 21, 1972

Resolved that, notice and public proce-
dure baying been afforded (37 F.R. 811)
and all relevant material presented or
available having been considered by it.
the Federal Home Loan Bank Board,
upon the basis of such consideration,
determines to amend Subchapter B of
Chapter V of Title 12, CFR, for the pur-
pose of prohibiting discrimination by
member institutions in their lending and
employment practices and in their ad-
vertising and requiring that such insti-
tutions display an Equal Housing Lender
Poster. Accordingly, the Federal Home
Loan Bank Board hereby amends said
Subchapter B by adding therefo a new
Part 528 to read as follows, effective
May 1, 1972:

Sec.
528.1 Definitions.
5282 Nondiscrimination in lending and
other services.

5283 Nondiscrimination in applications.
5284 Nondiscriminatory advertising.
528.5 Equal Housing Lender Poster.
528.6 [Reserved].
5287 Nondiscrimination in employment.
528.8 Complaints.
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Avrmaorrry: The provisions of this Part 528
issued under title VIII, Public Law 90-284, 82
Stat, 81, 42 U.S.C. 3601-3619; 16 Stat. 144, 14
gtat, 27, 42 U.S.C. 1981, 1982; E.O. 11068, 27
FR. 11527; title VII, Public Law 88-352, 78
Stat. 253, 42 U.S.C. 2000e—2000e-15; E.O.
11246, 30 F.R. 12319; sec. 17, 47 Stat. 736, as
amended, 12 U.S.C. 1437; secs 402, 403, 407. 48
Stat. 1256, 1257, 1260, as amended: 12 US.C.
1725, 1726, 1730; sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as
amended: 12 U.S.C. 1464. Reorg. Plan No, 3 of
1047, 12 F.R. 4981, 3 CFR, 1943-48 Comp.,
p. 1071,

§528.1 Definitions.

As used in this Part 528—

(a) Member institution. The term
“member institution” means any institu-
tion which is a member of a Federal
Home Loan Bank, other than:

(1) A savings bank whose deposits are
insured by the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation,

(2) An insurance company, or

(3) The Federal Home Loan Mortgage
Corporation.

(b) Dwelling. The term “dwelling”
means any building, structure, or por-
tion thereof, including a mobile home,
which is occupied as, or designed or in-
tended for occupancy as a residence by
one or more families, and any vacant
land which is offered for sale or lease for
the construction thereon of any such
building, structure, or portion thereof.

§528.2 Nondiscrimination in lending and
other services.

No member institution shall deny &
loan or other service rendered by the
member institution for the purpose of
purchasing, constructing, improving, re-
pairing, or maintaining a dwelling, or dis-
grlminate in the fixing of the amount,
interest rate, duration, application proce-
dures, collection or enforcement proce-
dures, or other terms or conditions of
such loan or other service because of the
race, color, religion, or national origin of

(a) An applicant for any such loan or
any other service rendered by the mem-
ber institution;

(b) Any person associated with such
applicant in connection with such loan or
other service or the purposes of such
loan or other service;

(¢) The present or prospective owners,
lessees, tenants, or occupants of the
dwelling or dwellings in relation to which
such loan or other service is to be made
or given; or

(d) The present or prospective owners,
lessees, tenants, or occupants of other
dwellings in the vicinity of the dwell-
ng or dwellings in relation to which such

loan or other service is to be made or
given.

§ 028-_3 Nondiscrimination in applica-
tions,

No member institution shall refuse or
decline to allow, receive, or consider any
application, request, or inquiry with re-
ipect to a loan or other service rendered

y the member for the purpose of pur-
giasing. constructing, improving, repair-
crm maintaining a dwelling, or dis-
e ate in the imposition of conditions
S ﬁ' or in the processing of, any such

Pplication, request, or inquiry, or make
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statements which discourage any such
application, request, or inquiry because
of the race, color, religion, or national
origin of any prospective borrower or
other person who

(a) Makes application for any such
loan or other service;

(b) Requests forms or papers to be
used to make application for any such
loan or other service; or

(c) Inquires about the availability of
such loan or other service.

§ 528.4 Nondiscriminatory advertising.

No member institution which directly
or through third parties engages in any
form of advertising shall use words,
phrases, symbols, directions, forms, or
models in such advertising which imply
or suggest a policy of discrimination or
exclusion in violation of the provisions
of title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of
1968. To the extent feasible, as prescribed
by the Board, advertisements other than
for savings shall include a facsimile of
the following logotype and legend:

EQUAL HOUSING
LENDER

§ 528.5 Equal Housing Lender Poster.

(a) Each member institution shall post
and maintain one or more Equal Housing
Lender Posters, the text of which is pre-
scribed in paragraph (b) of this section,
in the lobby of each of its offices in a
prominent place or places readily appar-
ent to all persons seeking loans. The
poster shall be at least 11 by 14 inches in
size, and the text shall be easily legible.
It is recommended that member institu-
tions post a Spanish language version of
the poster in offices serving areas with a
substantial Spanish-speaking population.

(b) The text of the Equal Housing
Lender Poster shall be as follows:

We Do BUSINESS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
FepEraL “Fam Housing Law”

It Is IuLEGAL, because of race, color, reli-
glon, or national origin, to:

Deny a loan for the purpose of purchasing,
constructing, improving, repalring, or main-
taining a dwelling

or

Discriminate in fixing of the amount, inter-
est rate, duration, application procedures or
other terms or conditions of such a loan,

If you believe you have been discriminated
against, you meay discuss the matter with the

8437

management of this institution or send a
complaint to:

Assistant Secretary for Equal Opportunity,
Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, Washington, D.C. 20410.

or call your local HUD or FHA office.

§ 528.6 [Reserved]
§ 528.7 Nondiscrimination in employ-
ment.

(a) No member institution shall, be-
cause of an individual's race, color, reli-
gion, sex, or national origin:

(1) Fail or refuse to hire such indi-
vidual;

(2) Discharge such individual;

(3) Otherwise discriminate against
such individual with respect to such in-
dividual's compensation, promotion, or
the terms, conditions, or privileges of
such individual’s employment; or

(4) Discriminate in admission to, or
employment in, any program of appren-
ticeship, training, or retraining, includ-
ing on-the-job training.

(b) No member institution shall limit,
segregate, or classify its employees in
any way which would deprive or tend to
deprive any individual of employment
opportunities or otherwise adversely af-
fect such individual's status as an em-
ployee because of such individual’s race,
color, religion, sex, or national origin.

(¢) No member institution shall dis-
criminate against any employee or appli-
cant for employment because such em-
ployee or applicant has opposed any em-
ployment practice made unlawful by
Federal, State, or local law or regulation
or because he has in good faith made
a charge of such practice or testified,
assisted, or participated in any manner
in an investigation, proceeding, or hear-
ing of such practice by any lawfully con-
stituted authority.

(d) No member institution shall print
or publish or cause to be printed or pub-
lished any notice or advertisement relat-
ing to employment by such member in-
stitution indicating any preference, limi-
tation, specification, or discrimination
based on race, color, religion, sex, or na-
tional origin.

(e) This regulation shall not apply in
any case in which the Federal Equal
Employment Opportunities law is made
inapplicable by the provisions of section
2000e-1 or sections 2000e-2 (e) through
(j) of title 42, United States Code.

(f) Any violation of the Department
of the Treasury regulations, 41 CFR,
Subpart 10-12.8—Equal Opportunity in
Employment, as amended from time to
time, by a member institution subject to
such regulations shall be deemed to be
a violation of this Part 528.

§ 528.8 Complaints.

Complaints regarding discrimination in
lending by a member institution should
be referred to the Assistant Secretary for
Equal Opportunity, U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20410. Complaints regard-
ing discrimination in employment by a
member institution should be referred to
the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20506.
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Resolved further that, since the above
amendment must be effective by May 1,
1972, in order to effectuate a waiver
granted by the Assistant Secretary for
Equal Opportunity of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development under
24 CFR 110.25(b) (37 F\R. 3430), publi-
cation for the 30-day period specified in
12 CFR 508.14 and 5 U.S.C. 553(d) prior
to the effective date of the amendment
is impracticable; and the Board hereby
provides that the amendment shall be-
come effective as hereinbefore set forth.

Resolved further that the Board, in
adopting the above amendment, whicn
is only a part of the published regulatory
proposal (37 F.R. 811), determined fo
defer final consideration of § 528.6 of said
published proposal pending further staff
study of comments received and consul-
tation with the other financial regulatory
agencies.

By the Federal Home Loan Bank
Board.

[SEAL] EUGENE M. HERRIN,

Assistant Secretary.
| FR Doc.72-6377 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am |

Title 13—BUSINESS CREDIT
AND ASSISTANCE

Chapter |—Small Business
Administration
[Rev. 11, Amdt. 4]

PART 121—SMALL BUSINESS SIZE
STANDARDS

Definition of Small Business for Sales
of Government Property

On February 25, 1972, there was pub-
lished in the FebpErAL REGISTER (37 F.R.
3993) a notice that the Administrator of
the Small Business Administration pro-
posed to amend the definition of a small
business for the purpose of sales to other
than manufacturers and stockpile pur-~
chasers, of Government-owned personal
property. More specifically it was pro-
posed to lower the size standard in ques-
tion from $5 million in average annual
receipts to $1 million in average annual
receipts.

Interested parties were given 30 days
in which to submit written statements of
facts, opinions, and arguments concern-
ing the proposal.

On the basis of all the information
available it has been determined to adopt
the proposal. Accordingly, Part 121 of
Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations is hereby amended by
revising § 121.3-9(a)(2) to read as fol-
lows:

§121.3-9 Definition of small business
for sales of Government property.
- * b d - A
(a)
(2) Other than manufacturers. Any
concern which is primarily not a manu-
facturer (except as specified in subpara-
graph (3) of this paragraph) is small if
its average annual receipts for its preced-

.- & &
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ing three (3) fiscal years do not exceed
$1 million.

" - - - -

Effective date: This amendment shall
become effective thirty days after pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Dated: April 20, 1972,

TrHOoMAS S. KLEPPE,
Administrator,

[FR Doc.72-6388 Filed 4-26-72; 8:46 am|

Title 14-—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation
[Airworthiness Docket No. 72-SW-10, Amdt.

39-1437]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES
Bell Models 206A and 206B
Helicopters

A proposal was published in 32 F.R.
4721 to amend Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations to include an air-
worthiness directive requiring an inspec~
tion of the reinforcing straps, P/N 206-
031-200-23 and 24 for proper fit and for
cracks and loose rivets and requiring an
inspection of the support fittings, P/N
206-031-202-1 and 3, for cracks and loose
rivets. It was also proposed to require re-
placement of a cracked strap, loose rivets
or a cracked support fitting, and to re-
quire a 50-hour repetitive inspection for
poorly fitted straps on Bell Model 206A
and 206B helicopters.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the amendment. No comments
were received. The manufacturer re-
cently revised Service Bulletin No. 206-
20 to add item 8, a procedure for replac-
ing a cracked support fitting. It was ini-
tially proposed to require the replace-
ment of a cracked support; however, no
specific procedure was provided. Item 8
of the revised service bulletin is consid-
ered a satisfactory procedure for such
replacement and is recognized as an al-
ternate means of compliance with the
applicable paragraph of the AD. There-
fore, notice and public procedure hereon
of this change is considered unnecessary,
and the amendment may be made effec-
tive in 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 13697),
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended by adding the following
new airworthiness directive:

Bern. Applies to Bell Models 206A and 206B
helicopters, serial numbers 204, 210, 218,
221, 226, 227, 231, 236, 237, 241, 243, 246,
248, 264, 256, 2567, 260, 261, 262, 267, 268,
272, 276, 278, 279, 282, 283, 288, 296, 299,
303, 345, 350, 351, 362, 368 thru 362, 368,
382 thru 395, 397 thru 497, 499 thru 654,
656 thru 689, 693, 694, 697, 698, 701, 716
thru 725, 727, 728, 730, 733, 734, 735, 738,
742, and 744, certificated in all categories.
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Compliance required within 25 hours' time
in service after the effective date of this AD,
unless already accomplished within the lasg
25 hours, and thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 50 hours' time in service from the
last inspection.

To detect cracks in the straps, P/N 206-
031-200-23 and 24, and mating support
fitting, P/N 208-081-202-1 and 3 and to
determine proper fit of these straps to the
support fitting and to the upper cabin roof
beam, accomplish the following:

(a) Remove the interior lining at the
upper cabin roof beam from station 90 to
station 115 and remove any residue sealant
on the straps on both sides of the roof beam
bottom surface,

(b) Inspect the 10 high shear rivets, P/N
NAS_ 1064, in each strap for looseness and
inspect the remalning rivets in the strap and
support fitting for looseness. If five or more
high-shear rivets are loose, replace the rivets
prior to next fiight. If one to four high-shear
rivets or other rivets in the strap or support
fitting are loose, the aircraft may be flown
only to a repair base in accordance with FAR
21.197 where these rivets must be replaced
prior to the next flight,

(c¢) Inspect straps,' P/N 206-031-200-23
and 24 for deformation and lateral location
in accordance with items 8 and 4 of Bell
Helicopter Company Service Bulletin No.
206-20 dated December 10, 1971 (hereinafter
referred to as SB 206-20) or later approved
revision. If the strap is deformed or mis-
located in excess of that specified in items
3 or 4 of SB 206-20, the strap must be addi-
tlonally Inspected for cracks as specified In
item 5 of SB 206-20.

(1) If both fingers on either strap are
cracked, replace the strap in accordance with
item 7 of SB 206-20 or later approved revi-
sion, prior to next flight.

(2) If either strap has a detectable crack,
replace the strap In accordance with item 7
of SB 206-20 or later approved revision. The
aircraft may be flown only to a base in ac-
cordance with FAR 21.197 where the strap
must be replaced prior to the next flight.

(d) If cracks are found in the straps, in-
spect the left and right support fittings, P/N
206-031-202-1 and 3 for cracks in the area
around the six rivets which go into the box
beam and inboard radil areas just forward
and aft of these rivets, using a dye penetrant
or equivalent inspection method. If cracks
are found in support fitting, replace the
fitting and _ts strap in accordance with items
7 and 8 of Service Bulletin No. 206-20, Re-
vision A, dated February 21, 1972 or later
approved revision, prior to next flight.

(e) The repetitive inspections specified in
this A.D. will no longer be required,

(1) If the strap is not deformed or mis-
located In excess of that specified in items 3
and 4 of SB 206-20 or later approved revi-
sion, or

(2) After the strap has been replaced it
accordance with item 7 of SB 206-20 or later
approved revision.

(f) Equivalent means of compliance With
this' AD. may be approved by the Chiel
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch,
Southwest Region, FAA, Post Office Box 168%,
Fort Worth, TX 76101,

This amendment becomes effective
May 27, 1972.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation ACt
of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423 se%
6(c), Department of Transportation Ach 4
U.8.C. 1655(¢c) )

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on April 17
1972.
HeNrY L. NEWMAN,
Director, Southwest Region.

[FR Doc.72-6405 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]
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[Arspace Docket No, 72-AL-8]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Federal Airway Segment
and Reporting Point

The purpose of these amendments to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to realign Red 39 Federal air-
way segment between MecGrath, Alaska,
and Nenana, Alaska; and alter the Min-
chumina, Alaska, reporting point from
compulsory to on request.

The Minchumina radio range is sched-
uled to be converted to a radio beacon
effective June 22, 1972. Associated with
this facility conversion, action is taken
herein to redescribe the segment of Red
39 airway which is presently described
by use of the Minchumina facility. In ad-
dition, it has been determined that the
Minchumina faecility is no longer re-
quired as a compulsory reporting point,
but should be retained as an on-request
reporting point.

Since these amendments are minor in
nature and no substantive change in the
regulation is effected, notice and public
procedure thereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., June 22,
1972, as hereinafter set forth.

1. In §71.107 (37 F.R. 2008) In R-39
“Minchumina, Alaska, RR;” is deleted
and “Minchumina, Alaska, RBN;" is sub-
stituted therefor.

2, In § 71.211 (37 F.R. 2323) “Minchu-~
mina, Alaska, RR” is deleted.

(Sec. 307(a), of Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), of Department
of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
20, 1972,
ROBERT S. CARNAHAN,
Acling Chief, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.72-6398 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]

[Airspace Docket No. T1-GIL—35]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

. On page 1408 of the FEpERAL REGISTER
Aa'ted. Januax:y 28, 1972, the Federal
tiHatxon Administration published a no-
i of proposed rule making which
‘;‘ould amend §§ 71.171 and 71.181 of the
ederal Aviation regulations so as to
alter the control zone and transition area
at Hibbing, Minn.
! Interested persons were given 45 days
0(; st;:@ttwritten comments, suggestions
Jjections regarding the proposed
amendments, ¥
No objections have been received and
¢ amendments as so proposed are

RULES AND REGULATIONS

hereby adopted, subject to the following
change:

Line 4 of the Hibbing, Minn., transition
area description recited as “tude 47°28'18""
N., longitude 92°60719’° W.):"” is changed to
read “tude 47°23'10’' N., longitude 92°50'19""
W)™

This amendment shall be effective
0901 G.m.t., June 22, 1972,

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
40 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Des Plaines, I1l., on April 6,
1972.
HaroLp W. POGGEMEYER,
Acling Director,
Great Lakes Region.

In § 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056), the follow-
ing control zone is amended to read:

HisBING, MINN.

That airspace within a 5-mile radius of
Chisholm-Hibbing Alrport (latitude 47°23'-
10" N., longitude 92°50°15’* W.); within 2
miles each side of the Hibbing VORTAC 313°
radial extending from the 5-mile radius zone
to 15 miles northwest of the VORTAC; with-
in 1% miles each side of the Hibbing
VORTAC 313° radial extending from the
5-mile radius zone to the VORTAC.

In §71.181 (37 F.R. 2143), the follow-
ing transition area is amended to read:

HissING, MINN,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 111, .mile
radius of the Chisholm-Hibbing Airport (lati-
tude 47°23°10°' N., longitude 92°50°19'* W.);
within 3 miles each side of the Hibbing
VORTAC 313° radial, extending from the
114 -mile radius area to 23 miles northwest
of the VORTAC; within an 11-mile radius
of Eveleth-Virginia Alrport (latitude 47°25’~
65’ N., longitude 92°30°03"* W.); and with-
in 91, miles north and 4!, miles south of
the Eveleth VOR 092* radial, extending from
the 11-mile radius area to 1814 miles east
of the VOR; and that airspace extending up-
ward from 1,200 feet above the surface within
a 27-mile radius of the Hibbing VORTAC,
extending from the Hibbing VORTAC 196°
radial clockwise to the Hibbing VORTAC
340° radial; within a 13-mile radius of Hib-
bing VORTAC extending from the Hibbing
VORTAC 095° radial clockwise to the Hib-
bing VORTAC 196° radial; within 4}, miles
northeast and 9'4 miles southwest of the
Hibbing VORTAC 313° radial, extending from
the 27-mile radius area to 33), mlles north-
west of the VORTAC, excluding the portion
which overlies the Duluth, Minn. transition
area.

[FR Doc.72-6306 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-SW-11]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the Laredo, Tex., control
zone.

On February 29, 1972, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FEpERAL REGISTER (37 F.R. 4218) stating
the Federal Aviation Administration pro-
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posed to alter the Laredo, Tex., control
zone.

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., June
22, 1972, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.171 (37 F.R. 2056), the Laredo,
Tex., control zone is amended by delet-
ing “to 16 miles northwest of VORTAC,
within 2 miles each side of the Laredo
VORTAC 149°” and substituting therefor
“to 16 miles northwest of the VORTAC;
within 2 miles each side of the Laredo
ILS localizer northwest course extend-
ing from the ILS localizer site (latitude
27°36°12.6” N., longitude 99°35'50.2'"
W.) to 7 miles northwest; within 2 miles
each side of the VORTAC 149°.”

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 49
U.S.0. 1348; sec. 8(c), Denartment of Trans-
portation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655 (¢))

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on April 18,
1972.
R. V. REYNOLDS,

Acting Director, Southwest Region,
[FR Doc.72-6395 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-EA-11].

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone

On page 5256 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
for March 11, 1972, the Federal Aviation
Administration published proposed reg-
ulations which would alter the Martins-
burg, W, Va., control zone (37 F.R. 2104).

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed

regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t. June 22, 1972.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1058,
72 Stat. 749; 49 U,S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), of De~
partment of Transportation Act, 49 US.C.
1655(c))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on April 14,
1972.
Lovuis J. CARDINALI,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Martins-
burg, W. Va., control zone and insert the
following in lieu thereof:

Within a b5.5-mile radius of the center
39°24'03'" N., 77°59'09"" W. of Martinsburg
Municipal Airport, Martinsburg, W. Va.;
within a 9.5-mile radius of the center of
the airport, extending clockwise from a 230°
bearing from the airport to a 269° bearing
from the airport; within an 8-mile radius of
the center of the airport, extending clock-
wise from a 269" bearing to a 285° bearing
from the airport; within a 7-mile radius of
the center of the airport, extending clock-
wise from a 285° bearing to a 3156° bearing
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from the airport; within an 8-mlile radius of
the center of the airport, extending clockwise
from a 315° bearing to a 003° bearing from
the airport.

[FR Doc.72-6394 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]

{Airspace Docket No, 72-EA-19]

FPART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 5257 of the FEpErRAL REGISTER
for March 11, 1972, the Federal Aviation
Administration published proposed reg-
ulations which would alter the Endicott,
N.Y., transition area (37 F.R. 2188).

Interested parties were given 30 days
after publication in which to submit
written data or views. No objections to
the proposed regulations have been
received.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t., June 22, 1972.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
72 Stat. 740; 49 US.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), De-
partment of Transportation Acf, 49 US.C.
1655(¢c))

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on April 14,
1972.
Lovuis J. CARDINALY,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Endicott,
N.Y., 700-foot floor transition area and
insert the following in lieu thereof:

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 10-mile
radius of the center 42°04'42"* N., 76°05'49""
W. of Tri-Cities Airport, Endicott, N.Y.;
within a 10.5-mile radius of the center of the
alrport, extending clockwise from a 020°
bearing to a 090° bearing from the airport;
within a 12-mile radius of the center of the
airport, extending clockwise from a 000°
bearing to a 125° bearing from the airport;
within a 18-mile radius of the center of
the airport, extending clockwise from a 125°
bearing to a 235° bearing from the airport;
within a 10.5-mile radius of the center of
the airport, extending clockwise from a 235°
bearing to a 263° bearing from the airport
and within 3.5 miles each side of the Bing-
hamton, N.¥,, VORTAC 340° radial, extend-
ing from the 10-mile radius area to 11.5 miles
north of the VORTAC.

[FR Doc.72-6397 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-S0-19]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Revocation of Transition Area and
Alteration of Transition Area

On March 10, 1972, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FepERAL REGISTER (37 F.R. 5132), stating
that the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion was considering an amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-

FEDERAL
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tions that would revoke the Bartow, Fla.,
fransition area and alter the Lakeland,
Fla., transition area.

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

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., June 22,
1972, as hereinafter set forth,

In § 71.181 (37 F.R. 2143), the Bartow,
Fla., transition area is revoked.

In § 71.181 (37 F.R. 2143), the Lake-
land, Fla., transition area is amended to

LAKELAND, FLA.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile
radius of Lakeland Municipal Alrport (lat.
27°59’15’' N., long. 82°00°56"* W.); within &
miles each side of Lakeland VORTAC 235°
radial, extending from the B.5-mile-radius
area to 8.5 miles southwest of the VORTAC;
within a T-mile radius of Bartow Municipal
Airport (Lat. 27°57°00" N., long, 81°47°00"'
W.); within a 5-mile radius of Plant City
Municipal Afrport (lat. 28°00°00°'* N,, long.
82°09°40"* W.); within a 6.5-mile radius of
Gilbert Field Municipal Ailrport, Winter
Haven, Fia. (Lat. 28°03740’* N., Long. 81°
45’16’ W.); within 25 miles each side of
Lakeland VORTAC 074° radial, extending
from the 6.5-mile-radius area to the Lakeland
Municipal Airport 8.5-mile-radius area.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 1348(n); sec. 6(c), Department
of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1855(c) )

Issued in Ecst Point, Ga., on April 18,
1972.
DuANE W. FREER,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.72-8401 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-80-37]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Revocation of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to revoke the Marathon, Fla.,
transition area.

The Marathon transition area is de-
scribed in § 71.181 (37 F.R. 2143). The
NDB RWY 7 Instrument Approach Pro-
cedure to Marathon Flight Strip, for
which the controlled airspace was desig-
nated, was canceled effective March 31,
1972. It is necessary to revoke the Mara-
thon transition area. Since this amend-
ment lessens the burden on the public,
notice and public procedure hereon are
unnecessary,

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective immediately, as
hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (37 F.R. 2143), the Mara-
thon, Fla., transition area is revoked.
(Sec. 307(a), of Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 US.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(¢) )

19gszsued in East Point, Ga., on April 18,

Duane W. Frerg,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.T2-6400 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am|

{Airspace Docket No. 72-WA-23)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Aleration of Terminal Control Area at
New York, N.Y.

The purpose of these amendments to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the New York, N.Y., ter-
minal control area by raising the TCA
floor from 1,500 feet MSL to 1,800 feel
MSL in an area northeast of Teterboro
Airport, extending the helicopter route
up the East River to the north end of
Welfare Island, and redesignating the
floor of the “B"” area south of JFK Air-
port as “above 500 feet MSL.” These
changes will provide additional airspace
below the TCA floor. These changes have
been discussed with and concurred in by
the FAA-User New York TCA Working
Group.

Since these amendments restore air-
space to the public use and relieve a re-
striction, notice and public procedure
thereon are unnecessary. However, these
amendments will become effective more
than 30 days after publication to provide
sufficient time for revisions to aeronau-
tical charts.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., June 22,
1972, as hereinafter set forth.

Section 71.401 (37 F.R. 2327) the New
York, N.Y., terminal control area Is
amended as follows: -

1. Area B. Delete the phrase “* *
upward from 500 feet MSL * * *” and
substitute “* * * upward from above 500
feet MSL * * *” therefor. 3

2. Area D. a. Delete the phrase “* * *
the JFK VORTAC 314° radial; * *
and substitute “* * * the north end of
Welfare Island; * * *” therefor.

b. Change “LGA VORTAC” to read
“LGA VOR.”

3. Area F. Amend to read as follows:

That airspace extending upward from 1,800
feet MSL to and including 7,000 feet MSL
within an ares bounded by a l.e be
ginning at the intersection of the LGA VOE
337¢ radial and the Erle Lackawanns Rall-
road tracks, thence south along the ratlroad
tracks to the east branch of the Hackens!
River, thence south and west along the l_'“‘ff
to the LGA VOR 299° radial, thence direct
to the intersection of the 6-mile radius C“'C‘f
of LGA VOR and the LGA VOR 264° mdl; )
thence south along the west bank of the Hud-
son River to its intersection with, then coul
terclockwise along the 6.5-mile-radtus circle
centered at lat. 40°41’30" N., long. 74°10 Og_
W., to and southwest along New Jersey Hig
way Route No, 22 to and clockwise along 1‘3
mmramuscsmamteredatmt.wgs,
30" N, long. 74°10°00"’ W., to LGA VOR 3%
radial, thence direct to the point of beg
nmg.
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(Sec. 807(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
40 US.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 US.C. 1655(¢c))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 18,
1972,
ROBERT G. CARNAHAN,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traflic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.72-6399 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 71-AL-12]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area; Correction

On February 26, 1972, F.R. Doc. 72—
2848, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(37 F.R. 4073) described the Big Delta,
Alaska, 700-foot floor transition area as
an amendment to the Big Delta transi-
tion area. The transition area is newly
designated airspace and should have been
identified accordingly.

Since this action effects no substantive
change to the rule as initially adopted,
the effective date of the final rule as
published may be retained.

In consideration of the foregoing, F.R.
Doc. 72-2848 is corrected as hereinafter
set forth:

In the text describing the Big Delta,
Alaska, transition area delete “amended”
and substitute “designated” therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
490 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(¢c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c))

Issued in Anchorage, Alaska,

April 21, 1972,
JACK G. WEBB,
Director, Alaskan Region,

[FR Doc.72-6496 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

on

[Alrspace Docket No. 71-AL-13]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area; Correction
23?5;] February 26, 1972, F.R. Doc. 72—
o published in the FEpERAL REGISTER
7 FR. 4074) described the Nenana,
Alaska, 700-foot floor transition area as
an amendment to the Nenana transition
area. Th_e transition area is newly desig-
nateq airspace and should have been

identifieq accordingly.

Since this action effects no substan-
live change to the rule as initially
adopted, the effective date of the final
rule as published may be retained.

In consideration of the foregoing F.R.
Doc. 72-2849 is corrected as hereinafter
set forth:

In the text describing the Nenana,
Alaska, transition area delete “amended”
and substitute “designated” therefor.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 40 U.S.C. 1655(¢c))

Issued in Anchorage, Alaska,
April 21, 1972.

on

Jack G. WEBB,
Director, Alaskan Region.

[FR Doc.72-6497 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am|]

[Airspace Docket No. 71-WE-58]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Redesignation of Jet Route

On December 1, 1971, a notice of pro-
posed rule making was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (36 F.R. 22848) stating
that the Federal Aviation Administration
was considering an amendment to Part
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
that would designate a jet route from
Phoenix, Ariz., to Abilene, Tex. via
Truth or Consequences, N. Mex., and
Roswell, N. Mex.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the pro-
posed rule making through the submis-
sion of comments. All comments received
were favorable.

It has been determined that the por-
tion of this proposed route from Roswell,
N. Mex., to Abilene, Tex., would not be
used because of the terminal procedures
at Greater Southwest, Tex., and is there-
fore not included in this amendment.
Since this change is minor in nature, no-
tice and public procedure thereon are
unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t.,, June
22, 1972, as hereinafter set forth.

Section 175.100 (37 F.R. 2382) Iis

amended as follows:
Jet Route No. 65 is amended to read:

Jet Route No. 65 (Roswell, N. Mex,, to Red
Bluff, Calif.)

From Roswell, N. Mex., vla Truth or Con-
sequences, N. Mex.; Phoenix, Ariz.; INT Phoe-
nix 272° and Blythe, Calif. 096° radials;
Blythe; Palmdale, Calif.; INT Palmdale 291°
and Bakersfield, Calif. 149° radials; Bakers-
field; Fresno, Calif; Sacramento, Calif.;
to Red Bluff, Callf.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act 6f 1958,
49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c) )
Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
21, 1972.
H. B. HELSTROM,
Chief, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc. 72-6393 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 72-WA-25]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES
Change to Area High Route Waypoint

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to make a change of the name
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Henly, Tex., to Hye, Tex., in area high
route J9TIR.

A policy to eliminate the duplication
of names for air navigation aids has been
adopted by the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration. Therefore, action is taken
herein to make this change.

Since this amendment is minor in
nature and no substantive change in the
regulation is effected, notice and public
procedure thereon are unnecessary. How-
ever, since it is necessary that sufficient
time be allowed to permit appropriate
changes to be made on aeronautical
charts, this amendment will become ef-
fective more than 30 days after publica-
tion.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., May 25,
1972, as hereinafter set forth.

Section 75.400 (37 F.R. 2400 and 2767)
is amended as follows:

In J971R “Henly, Tex., 30°14'02''/
08°26'56’’ Austin, Tex.” is deleted “Hye,
Tex., 30°14’02'"/98°26"56’" Austin, Tex.”
is substituted therefor.

(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 Washington, D.C.,
April 20, 1972.

RoBERT G. CARNAHAN,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.72-6391 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]

on

[Airspace Docket No. 72-WA-26]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Alteration to Area High Routes

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to change the reference facility
for the “Rosewood, Ohio,” waypoint in
area high route J881R. This change of
reference facilities is. desirable to pro-
vide improved overall signal coverage for
this route and for three more routes to
be designated in the future proposing to
use the “Rosewood’” waypoint.

Since this amendment is minor in na-
ture with no substantive change in the
regulation, notice and public procedure
thereon are unnecessary. However, since
sufficient time must be allowed to make
appropriate changes on aeronautical
charts, this amendment will become ef-
fnective more than 30 days after publica-

on.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part

' 75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations

is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., June
22, 1972, as hereinafter set forth.

Section 75.400 (37 F.R. 2400) is
amended as follows:
In J881R delete second waypoint in-
formation “Rosewood, Ohio 40°17°16"" N.
84°02'36'* W. Fort Wayne Ind.” and sub-
stitute “Rosewood, Ohio 40°17°16’" N.
84°02’36’" W. Rosewood, Ohio.” therefor.
(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. 16556(c))
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
20, 1972,
ROBERT G. CARNAHAN,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Trafic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.72-6392 Flled 4-26-72;8:46 am]

[Docket No. 11891, Amdt. 807)

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Miscellaneous Amendments

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations incorporates
by reference therein changes and addi-
tions to the Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures (SIAP’s) that were
recently adopted by the Administrator
to promote safety at the airports con-
cerned.

The complete SIAP’s for the changes
and additions covered by this amend-
ment are described in FAA Forms 3139,
8260-3, 8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a
part of the public rule making dockets
of the FAA in accordance with the proce-
dures set forth in Amendment No. 97-696
(35 F.R. 5609).

SIAP's are available for examination
at the Rules Docket and at the National
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC 20591. Copies of
SIAP’s adopted in a particular region are
also available for examination at the
headquarters of that region. Individual
copies of SIAP's may be purchased from
the FAA Public Document Inspection
Facility, HQ-405, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591, or
from the applicable FAA regional office
in accordance with the fee schedule pre~
scribed in 49 CFR 7.85. This fee is pay-
able in advance and may be paid by
check, draft, or postal money order pay-
able to the Treasurer of the United
States. A weekly transmittal of all
SIAP changes and additions may be ob-
tained by subscription at an annual rate
of $125 per annum from the Superintend-
ent of Documents, U.S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this amendment,
I find that further notice and public
procedure hereon is impracticable and
good cause exists for making it effective
in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended as follows, effective on the dates
specified:

Section 97.15 is amended by establish-
ing, revising, or canceling the following
VOR/DME SIAP's, effective May 25,
1972.

Washington, D.C.—Washington National Air-
port; VOR/DME-1, Original; Canceled.

Washington, D.C.—Washington National Air-
Port; VOR/DME Runway 15, Original;
Canceled.

2. Section 97.21 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing L/MF SIAP’s, effective May 25, 1972,

Kodiak, Alaska—EKodiak Airpors; LFR Run-
way 25, Amadt. 1; Revised.
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3. Section 97.23 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing VOR-VOR/DME SIAP’s, effective
May 25, 1972.

Bennington, Vt.—Bennington State Airport;
VOR-A, Amdt. 3; Revised.

Benton Harbor, Mich.—Ross Field; VOR
Runway 9, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Benton Harbor, Mich.—Ross Field; VOR
Runway 27, Amdt. 10; Revised.

Carlsbad, N. Mex.—Cavern City Air Terminal;
VOR Runway 32L, Amdt. 1; Revised,

Concord, Calif.—Buchanan Field; VOR Run-
way 19R, Amdt. 5; Revised.

Crystal Lake, T11.—Crystal Lake Airport; VOR
Runway 26, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Eugene, Oreg.—Mahlon-Sweet Field; VOR-A,
Amdt. 2; Revised,

Fresno, Calif.—Fresno-Chandler Downtown
Alrport; VOR-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Huntsville, Ala—Huntsville-Madison County
Jetport-Carl T. Jones Field; VOR~B, Amdt.
b; Revised.

Kenosha, Wis—EKenosha Municipal Airport;
VOR Runway 14, Original; Established.
Lewisburg, W. Va.—Greenbrier Valley Air-

port; VOR-A, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Lewiston, Idaho—lLewiston-Nez Perce County
Airport; VOR Runway 8, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Lewiston, Idaho—Lewiston-Nez Perce County
Alrport; VOR Runway 26, Amdt. 7; Revised.

Lihue, Hawall—Lihue Airport; VOR-2, Amdt,
6; Canceled.

Lihue, Hawali—Lihue Airport; VOR-A, Orig-
inal; Established.

Long Beach, Calif —Long Beach (Daugherty
Fleld) Airport; VOR Runway 30, Amdt. 1;
Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Alrport; VOR Runway 7L/R, Amadt,
7; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; VOR Runway 25L, Amdt. 1;
Revised,

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; VOR Runway 25R, Amdt. 1;
Revised.

Mount Vernon, Ill.—Mount Vernon-Outland
Airport; VOR Runway 5, Amadt. 8; Revised.

Mount Vernon, Ill.—Mount Vernon-Outland
Airport; VOR Runway 28, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Phoenix, Ariz.—Phoenix Sky Harbor Interna-
tional Alrport; VOR Runway 26L, Amdt. 16;
Revised,

Porterville, Calif —Porterville Municipal Air-
port; VOR Runway 80, Amdt. 1; Revised.
Salina, Kans.—Municipal Airport; VOR Run-

way 17, Amdt, 7; Revised.

Salinas, Calif—Salinas Municipal Alrport;
VOR Runway 13, Amdt. 8; Revised.

San Antonio, Tex.—International Airport;
VOR Runway 17, Amdt. 20; Revised.

Coffeyville, Kans.—Coffeyville Municipal Air-
port; VOR/DME-A, Original; Established.

Commerce, Tex—Commerce Municipal Air-
port; VOR/DME-A, Original; Established.

Connersville, Ind.—Mettel Field; VOR/DME-
A, Original; Established.

Covington, Ga.—Covington Municipal Alr-
port; VOR/DME Runway 27, Original; Es-
tablished.

Elkhart, Ind—Elkhart Municipal Airport;
VOR/DME Runway 35, Original; Estab-
lished.

Eugene, Oreg—Mahlon-Sweet Fleld; VOR
DME Runway 16, Amdt. 1; Canceled.

Eugene, Oreg.—Mahlon-Sweet Field; VOR
TAC Runway 16, Original; Established.

Eugene, Oreg~—~Mahlon-Sweet Field; VOR/
DME Runway 34, Amdt, 3; Canceled.

Eugene, Oreg.—Mahlon-Sweet Field; VOR
TAC Runway 84, Original; Established.

Kodiak, Alaska—EKodiak Airport; VORTAC
Runway 25, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Lake Havasu City, Ariz.—Lake Havasu City,
Afrport; VOR/DME-A, Original; Estab-
lished.

Lihue, Hawail—Lihue Alrport; VOR/DME
Runway 21, Amdt. 1; Canceled.

Lihue, Hawall—Lihue Alrport; VORTAC
Runway 21, Original; Established.

Mineola, Tex.—Mineola Wisener Fleld; VOR/
DME-A, Original; Established.

Phoenix, Ariz.—~Phoenix Sky Harbor Inter.
national Airport; VOR/DME Runway 8R,
Amdt. 5; Revised.

Sacramento, Calif —Sacramento Metropoli-
tan Airport; VOR/DME Runway 34, Amdt.
3; Revised.

Salinas, Calif.—Salinas Municipal Alirport;
VOR/DME-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Salina, Calif.—Salinas Municipal Alrport;
VOR/DME Runway 13, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Sherman-Denison, Tex—Grayson County
Airport; VOR/DME-A, Original; Estab-
lished.

South Lake Tahoe, Calif.—Lake Tahoe Air-
port; VOR/DME-1, Amdt. 8; Canceled.
South Lake Tahoe, Calif.—DLake Tahoe Air-

port; VOR/DME-A, Original; Established,

Springtown, Tex.—Springtown Airport; VOR/
DME Runway 17, Original; Established.

Union City, Tenn.-—Everett-Stewart Alrport;
VOR/DME-A, Amdt, 2; Revised.

Yazoo City, Miss,—Barrier Pleld; VOR/DME-
A, Amdt, 4; Revised.

Yazoo City, Miss—Barrier Fleld; VOR/DME-
Runway 17, Amdt. 1; Revised.

4. Section 97.25 is amended by estab-
lising, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAP’s, effective
May 25, 1972.

Atlanta, Ga.—Fulton County Airport; LOC-
4, Original; Established. i

Benton Harbor, Mich.—Ross Field; LOC(BC)
Runway 9, Original; Established.

Benton Harbor, Mich.—Ross Field; LOC Run-
way 27, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Cordova, Alaska—Cordova Mile 13 Alrport;
LOC/DME Runway 27, Amdt. 3; Revised.
Dothan, Ala—Dothan Airport; LOC Run-

way 31, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Harrisburg, Pa.—Capital City Alrport; LOC
Runway 8, Original; Canceled.

Islip, N.¥—Islip-MacArthur Airport; LOC
(BC) Runway 24, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Lewisburg, W. Va.—Greenbrier Valley Alr-
port; LOC Runway 4, Original; Established.

Long Beach, Calif.—Long Beach (Daugherly
Field) Airport;; LOC(BC) Runwey 12,
Amdt, 1; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; LOC(BC) Runway OL/R,
Amadt. 2; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif—Los Angeles International
Airport; LOC(BC) Runway 7R, Amdt, §
Revised.

Phoenix, Ariz.—Phoenix Sky Harbor Inter-
national ; LOC(BC) Runway 26L
Original; Established,

Sacramento, Calif.—Sacramento Metropoll-
tan Alrport; LOC(BC) Runway 34, Amdl
3; Revised.

St. Paul, Minn.—St. Paul Downtown-Holman
Field; LOC Runway 30, Amdt. 1; Revised.
St. Petersburg-Clearwater, Fla.—St. Peters-
burg-Clearwater International Afrport;

LOC(BC) Runway 85, Amdt, 9; Revised.

San Diego, Calif.—San Diego Imemauonalj
Lindbergh Field; LOC(BC)-A, Amdt. 14
Revised.

5. Section 97.27 is amended by estale-
lishing, revising or canceling the follow-
ing NDB/ADF SIAP’s, effective May 25,
1972.

Atlanta, Ga.—The William B, Hartsfleld At-
lanta International Airport; NDB Runwey
27L, Amdt. 6; Revised.

Atlanta, Ga—The William B, Hartsfleld At~
lanta International Airport; NDB Runway
27R, Amdt. 6; Revised.

Bardstown, Ky.—Samuels Field; NDB(ADF)
Runway 20, Amdt. 1; Canceled.

Bardstown, Ky—Samuels Field; NDB-4
Original; Established.

REGISTER, VOL, 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1972




Benton Harbor, Mich.—Ross Field; NDB Run-
way 27, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Coffeyville, Kans.—Coffeyville Municipal Air-
port; NDB Runway 35, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Cordova, Alas—Cordova Mile 13 Airport;
NDB-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Covington, Ky—Greater Cincinnati Airport;
NDB Runway 36, Amdt. 23; Revised.

Eugene, Oreg.—Mahlon-Sweet Fleld; NDB
Runway 16, Amdt. 21; Revised.

Fayetteville, N.C.—Fayetteville Municipal/
Grannis Fleld; NDB Runway 3, Amdt. 6;
Revised.

Florence, S.C.—Florence Munlicipal Alrport;
NDB Runway 9, Original; Established.

Fresno, Calif.—Fresno-Chandler Downtown
Alrport; NDB-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Hawthorne, Calif.—Hawthorne Municipal
Airport; NDB-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Islip, N.Y.—Islip-MacArthur Airport; NDB
Runway 6, Amdt, 11; Revised.

Kenosha, Wis.—Kenosha Municipal Airport;
NDB Runway 14, Amdt. 3; Revised.

Lewisburg, W. Va.—Greenbrier Valley Air-
port; NDB Runway 4, Amdt. I; Revised.

Lexington, Nebr.—Lexington Municipal Alr-
port; NDB Runway 14, Original; Estab-
lished.

Long Beach, Calif.—Long Beach (Daugherty
Field) Airport; NDB Runway 30, Amdt. 1;
Revised.

Los Angeles Calif.—Los Angeles International
Airport; NDB Runway 24L/R, Amdt. 6;
Revised,

Los Angeles Calif.—Los Angeles International
Alrport; NDB Runway 26L/R, Amdt. 34;
Revised.

Miami, Fla.—Dade-Collier Training and
Transition Airport; NDB Runway 9, Amdt.
3; Revised.

Mount Vernon, Il.—Mount Vernon-Outland
Alrport; NDB Runway 23, Original;
Established.

Natchitoches, La.—Natchitoches Municipal
Alrport; NDB Runway 34, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Osceola, Wis.—Osceola Municipal Airport;
NDB Runway 28, Amdt. 3; Revised.

Phoenix, Ariz.—Phoenix Sky Harbor Interna-
tlonal Afrport; NDB-A, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Saline, Kans.—Municipal Alrport; NDB Run-
way 35, Amdt. 5; Revised.

San Diego, Calif.—San Diezo Internatfonal-
Lindbergh Field; NDB-A, Amdt. 3; Revised.

San Diego, Calif.—San Diego International-
Lindbergh Field; NDB Runway 9, Amds. 12;
Revised.

Statesboro, Ga.—Statesboro Municipal Afr-
port; NDBE Runway 31, Original; Estab-

Trinidad —_—
- , Colo.—Las Animas Count; 5
NDB(ADF)-~1, Original* Cmee!ed{

Trinidad, Colo.—Las Animas County Alrport;
NDB-A, Original; Established.

Union City, Tenn.—Everett-Stewart Airport;
NDB Runway 18, Amdt. 3; Revised.

Unlon Clty, Tenn.—Everett-Stewart Airport;
NDB Runway 36, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Wake Island—Wake Island Alrport; NDB

w‘(c;DP) Runway 10, Amdt. 10; Canceled.

ite  Palls, Tex—Kickapoo Airport;
NDE-A, Original; Established. 3

_ 8. Section 97.29 is amended by estab-
P g, revising, or canceling the follow-
& ILS SIAP’s, effective May 25, 1972.
Albsny, Ga.—Albany-Dougherty County Air-
port; ILS Runway 4, Original; Established.
Atlanta, Ga.—Fulton County Airport; ILS
Runwey 8R, Amdt, 1; Canceled.
Atxl:il;tt:' g:.—'r?e William B. Hartsfleld At-
ernational Airport; ILS Runwa
2R, Original; Established. ¥
Covington, Ky.—Greater Cincinnati Airport;
— Runway SR, Amdt. 1; Revised.
ngton, Ky—Greater Cineinnatt Airport;
ILS Runway 36, Amdt,. 25; Revised.
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Eugene, Oreg.—Mahlon-Sweet Field; ILS
Runway 16, Amdt, 25; Revised.

Fayetteville, N.C.—Fayetteville Municipal/
Grannis Field; ILS Runway 3, Amdt. 6;
Revised.

Florence, S.C.—Florence Municipal Alrpert;
ILS Runway 9, Original; Established.

Grand Junction, Colo.—Walker Fleld;
Runway 11, Amdt. 2; Revised.

Harrisburg, Pa.—Capital City Airport; ILS
Runway 8, Original; Established.

Islip, N.Y —Islip-MacArthur Airport; ILS
Runway 6, Amdt. 12; Reviséd.

Long Beach, Calif—Long Beach (Daugherty
Field); ILS Runway 30, Amdt. 24; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; ILS Runway 7L, Amdt. 5;
Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; ILS Runway 24L/R, Amdt.
2; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Alrport; ILS Runway 25L/R, Amdt.
2; Revised.

Miami, Flg.—Dade-Colllfer Training and
Transition Airport; ILS Runway 9, Amdt.
3; Revised.

Phoenix, Ariz.—Phoenix Sky Harbor Interna-
tional Afrport; ILS Runway 8R, Original;
Established.

Richmond, Va.—Richard Evelyn Byrd Inter-
national Airport; ILS Runway 6, Amdt. 17;
Revised.

Salina, Kans.—Munieipal Airpert; ILS Run-
way 35, Amdt. 6; Revised.

San Diego, Calif.—San Diego International-
Lindbergh Field; ILS Runway 9, Amdt. 2;
Revised.

7. Section 97.31 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing Radar SIAP’s, effective May 25, 1972,

Abllene, Tex—Abilene Municipal Airport;
Radar-1, Amdt. 1; Revised.

Covington, Ky.—Greater Cincinnat! Alrport;
Radar-1, Amdt. 13; Revised.

Long Beach, Calif.—Long Beach (Daugherty
Field); Radar-1, Amdt. 6; Revised.

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Interna-
tional Airport; Radar-1, Amdt. 28; Revised.

Phoenix, Ariz—Phoenix Sky Harbor Interna-
tional Alrport; Radar-1, Amdt, 4; Revised.

8. Section 97.33 is amended by estab-
lishing, revising, or canceling the follow-
ing RNAV SIAP's, effective May 25, 1972.

Indianapolls, Ind—Indianapolls Municipal-
Welr Cook Airport; RNAV Runway 4L,
Amdt. 1; Revised.

Moses Lake, Wash.—QGrant County Airport;
RNAV Runway 21, Original. Established.
Muskegon, Mich.—Muskegon County Alrport;
RNAV Runway 14, Amdt. 2; Revised. =
Salina, Kans.—Salina Municipal Airport;

RNAV Runway 17, Amdt. 1, Revised.

San Antonio, Tex.—International Airport;

RNAV Runway 30L, Amdt, 2; Revised.

(Sees. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510,
sec. 6(¢), Department of Transportation Act,
49 U.8.C. 1655(¢c) and 6 U.8.C. 552(a) (1))

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
19, 1972.

s

Wirriam G. SHREVE, Jr.,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
Nore: Incorporation by reference pro-
visions in §§97.10 and 97.20 (35 F.R.
5610) approved by the Director of the
Federal Register on May 12, 1969.
[FR Doc.72-8404 Flled 4-26-72;8:47 am]}

8443

Title 17—COMMODITY AND
SECURITIES EXCHANGES .

Chapter Il—Securities and Exchange
Commission
[Release No. IC-7127]

PART 270—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS, INVESTMENT COM-
PANY ACT OF 1940

Sales of Debentures Guaranteed by
Small Business Administration; Cor-
rection

In F.R. Doec. 72-5916 appearing at page
7589 in the issue of Tuesday, April 18,
1972, of the Feperar REGISTER, the sub-
heading reading “[Release No. IC-71371"
should read “[Release No. IC-7127].”

For the Commission pursuant to dele-
gated authority.

[sEAL] RonaLp F, HUNT,

Secretary.
APRIL 21, 1972.
[FR Doc.72-6438 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am}

Title 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS

Chapter |—Department of State
[Dept. Reg. 108.660]

PART 14—EMPLOYEE-
MANAGEMENT RELATIONS

On March 15, 1972, there was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER (37 F.R.
5387), & notice of proposed rule making
to issue regulations establishing proce-
dures and defining rights necessary to
implement Executive Order 11636,
Employee-Management Relations in the
Poreign Service of the United States
(36 F.R. 24901). These regulations will
be added to Title 22 of the Code of Ped-~
eral Regulations as Part 14.

Interested persons were invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions, or
objections regarding the proposed reg-
ulations not later than April 14, 1972,
After consideration of all such revelant
matter presented, the regulations for
Part 14 are hereby adopted, subject to
the following changes:

1. In § 14.2 the scope is amended to
conform with E.O. 11636.

2. In paragraphs (b) through (k) of
§ 143 the definitions are amended to
conform with E.O. 11636.

3. Section 14.5 is amended to author-
ize the Board of the Foreign Service
to request and use the services and as-
sistanee of other agencies.

4. Paragraph (b) of §14.7 is deleted,
the remaining paragraphs are redesig-
nated accordingly, and a new paragraph
(e) is added to state that consultations
shall be in accordance with the proce-
dures, rulings and decisions of the
Commission.
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5. Section 14.8(b) is amended to au-
thorize a grievant to request the exclu-
sion of the organization representative
from part or all of a grievance proceed-
ing to protect the grievant’s right to
privacy.

6. Section 14.12(d) is amended to spec~
ify that the Secretary of State will re-
view all final reports and forward his
recommendations to the President.

7. Section 14.13(c) is amended to
clarify the authority of the heads of
agencies to regulate the use of the
agency'’s facilities.

8. In paragraph (d) of §14.13 the
time for consultation is increased from
forty (40) to forty-eight (48) hours with
a proviso that the time limit will not
apply during the first three months fol-
lowing recognition of an exclusive rep-
resentative, and that the head of each
agency may extend the permissible time
in the interest of reaching agreement.

Effective date. These regulations shall
become effective April 20, 1972.

‘Wirriam P. ROGERS,

Secretary of State,
APRIL 20, 1972.
Sec.
141 Purpose.
142 Bcope.
143 Definitions,
144 General policy and responsibilities.
145 Organs of administration.
146 Recognition.
147 Scope of consultations.
148 Consultation procedures.
149 Appeals,
14,10 Disputes panel.
14.11 Conferral.
14.12 Changes and amendments,
14,13 Organizational activities.
14.14 Miscellaneous.

AvurHORITY: The provisions of this Part 14
Issued under secs. 4, 11, 14, and 16, E.O. 11636,
86 F.R, 24901, Dec. 24, 1971,

§ 14.1 Purpose.

The regulations in this part contain
policies and procedures to implement the
employee-management relations system
for the Foreign Service of the United
States. Their purpose is to promote effec-
tive, equitable, and uniform implementa-
tion of the policies, rights, and responsi-
bilities preseribed by Executive Order
11636 for the Department of State, the
U.S. Information Agency, and the Agency
for International Development (or its
successor agency or agencies),

§ 14.2 Scope.

These regulations and Executive Order
11636 are applicable to all members of
the Foreign Service and to the foreign
affairs agencies: However, The head of a
foreign affairs agency may, in his sole
judgment, suspend temporarily any pro-
vision of this order with respect to any
post, bureau, office, or activity in the
United States or abroad, when he deter-
mines in writing in emergency situations
that this is necessary in the national
interest.

§ 14.3 Definitions.

As used in this part, the following defi-
nitions shall apply:
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(a) “Order” means Executive Order
11636, “Employee-Management Rela-
tions in the Foreign Service of the United
States” (36 F.R. 24901, December 24,
1971).

(b) “Foreign affairs agency” or
“agency,” “employee,” “management of-
ficial,” “confidential employee,” “agency
management,” “organization,” “commis-
sion,” “Board,” “Secretary,” all have the
meaning set forth in section 2 of the
order.

(c) “Recognized organization” means
an organization with the status of exclu-
sive representative for the employees of
an agency for purposes of the order.

(d) “Head of the agency” means: (1)
for the Department of State, the Secre-
tary; (2) for the U.S. Information
Agency, the Director; and (3) for the
Agency for International Development,
the® Administrator.

(e) “Executive Secretary” means the
Executive Secretary of the Board.

(f) “Eligible employee” means any
employee except a management official
or confidential employee.

All other terms .shall have the mean-
ings presecribed in the order or the regu-
lations by the Commission.

§ 14.4 General policy and responsibili-
ties.

(a) The effective participation by the
men and women of the Foreign Service
in the formulation of personnel policies
and procedures affecting the conditions
of their employment is essential to the
efficient administration of the Foreign
Service and to the well-being of its
members. All eligible employees of the
foreign affairs agencies have the right
to choose whether or not they wish to
be represented by an organization for
purposes of this participation and which,
if any, organization they wish to repre-
sent them. It is the policy of the foreign
affairs agencies that, if the employees
of an agency choose to be represented
by an organization, in accordance with
procedures established under the order,
consultation and conferral between the
management, of the agency and that
organization are essential to the effi-
cient administration of the Foreign
Service and to the well-being of its
members.

(b) To effectuate this policy, each
employee of the Foreign Service has the
right, subject to the limitations set forth
below, freely and without fear of penalty
or reprisal, to form, join, and assist any
organization or to refrain from any such
activity, and agency management shall
not diseriminate against employees in
their exercise of these rights.

(c¢) Except as limited in paragraph
(d) of this section, the right to assist an
organization extends to participation in
the management of an organization and
acting for an organization in the capac-
ity of an organizational representative,
including presentation of an organiza-
tion’s views to agency management, offi-
cials of any part of the executive branch,
the Congress, or other appropriate
authority.

(d) Nothing in this section shall ay-
thorize participation in the management,
of an organization or acting as a repre-
sentative of an organization by a man-
agement official or a confidential em-
ployee, or by an employee when the par-
ticipation would result in a conflict, or
apparent conflict, of interest or other-
wise be incompatible with law or with
the official duties of the employee. The
head of each agency, or his designee,
shall provide appropriate guidance for
employees in order to avoid such poten-
tial conflicts.

(e) Recognition of an organization as
the exclusive representative of the em-
ployees of an agency shall not preclude
informal consultations or other dealings
with lawful associations (not eligible for
the status of organization) regarding
topics of particular interest to those
lawful associations as preseribed by
section 7(e) (2) and (3) of the order.

(f) Recognition shall also not pre--
clude an employee, or a group of em-
ployees, regardless of affiliation, from
bringing matters of personal concemn to
the attention of appropriate officials of
an agency under applicable laws, rules,
regulations or established policies, or
from choosing his or their own repre-
sentative in a grievance or other admin-
istrative adjudication: However, This
section does not permit an employee or
group of employees to meet with agency
management through an organization
which is not recognized as the represent-
ative of the employees in that agency to
discuss a matter which is a proper sub-
Jject for consultation.

(g) When the head of an agency tem-
porarily suspends any provision of the
order or these regulations because of an
emergency situation, both agency man-
agement and the organization recog-
nized as the representative of the
employees of that agency shall, to .the
extent practical, considering the require-
ments of the emergency situation, con-
duct themselves in accordance with the
policies of the order. The head of the
agency ordering such a suspension, oOr
his designee, shall instruct the parties
regarding the proper conduet during such
emergencies, including, but not by way
of limitation, by issuing directives as
to which of these provisions is to apply
during the suspension and by providing
other appropriate guidance; such guid-
ance shall, if practicable, be provided
after conferral with the heads of the
other agencies having employees at that
post, and the recognized organizations (if
any) for the affected agencies. No such
suspension, however, shall operate 0
deny access by an employee or a group
of employees to the grievance procedure
established under section 10 of the order.

(h) All management officials and con-
fidential employees shall, to the extent
consistent with their right to join an
organization, maintain strict neutrality
in any public participation in the affairs
of an organization with regard to mat&
ters covered by the order and shall avol
expressions of preference concerning
representation by organizations in gen-
eral or by any specific organization.
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§14.5 Organs of administration.

(a) The Secretary shall exercise the
following functions in the administra-
tion of the order:

(1) Preseribe regulations for the
Board in the administration of its func-
tions under the order;

(2) Establish procedures for recog-
nized organizations to have access 0
agency management for the purposes of
consultation and conferral;

(3) Prescribe regulations for the use
of official time for consultation, con-
ferral, and other representational ac-
tivities by organizations and their
agencies;

(4) Supervise the foreign affairs agen-
cies In the implementation of the order;
and

(5) Report to the President concern-
ing the implementation of the order,
after receiving the views of the Board,
and make recommendations to the
President regarding amendments to the
order.

(b) The head of each respective for-
eign affairs agency, or his designee, shall
exercise the following functions in the
administration of the order:

(1) Preseribe regulations for the
agency after consultation with the recog-
nized organization if any, and, if none,
with all participating organizations to
implement the order and the regulations
promulgated by the Secretary and the
Commission. Such regulations shall in-
clude, but shall not be limited to: ) A
clear statement of the rights of the em-
ployees of the agency under the order;
(i) procedures with respect to consulta-
tion and conferral with recognized orga-
nization; (iii) policies with respect to the
use of agency facilities by organizations;
and (iv) policies and practices regarding
consultation with other lawful associa-
tions, as appropriate;

(2) Suspend temporarily any or all of
the provisions of the order or this part
al any post, bureau, office, or activity,
when he determines in writing that an
emergency situation necessitates such
suspension in the national interest,
subject. to the conditions he prescribes,
and issue temporary regulations govern-
ing employee-management relations
during such suspension; and

(3) Perform such other functions
as the Secretary may, by regulation, or
otherwise, preseribe.

The following offices shall be responsi-
ble for the administration of the
?mbloyee-ma.nagement relations system
or each respective agency: (i) For the
Department of State, the Special Assist-
ant for Employee-Management Relations
to the Director General of the Foreign
iervlce: (ii) for the U.8. Information
2€ncy, the Personmel Planning Staff;
g;ld (i) for the Agenecy for Interna-
Gonal Development, the Welfare and

rievance Staff, Office of Personnel and
Management. Matters relating to the
:hdmmistration of the order by an agency
m:mkd be directed to those officials, and
terin notice, paper, request, or other ma~
sid served upon them shall be con~

ered as served upon the agency.
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(¢) The Board shall perform the fol-
lowing funections in the administration of
the order:

(1) Consider and make recommenda-
tions to the Secretary concerning any
subject of a substantive nature appro-
priate for the implementation of the
order.

(2) Interpret this part and the order,
except for those provisions reserved to
the functions of the Commission;

(3) Perform such other functions as
the Secretary may, by regulation or
otherwise, prescribe;

(4) Perform such other functions as
prescribed in section 4(a) of the order.
All papers or materials to be submitted
to the Board shall be directed to the
Executive Secretary and shall be sub-
mitted in triplicate, at least ten (10)
working days before the date of the
meeting of the Board at which such
papers or materials are to be considered.
In performing the duties imposed on
it by section 4(a) of the order, the Board
may request and use the services and as-
sistance of employees of other agencies
in accordance with section 1 of the Act
of March 4, 1915 (38 Stat. 1084, as
amended; 31 U.S.C. 686).

§ 14.6 Recognition.

(a) Any organization seeking recog-
nition under the order shall, in addi-
tion to meeting the requirements of the
regulations established by the Commis-
sion, submit to the relevant agency a
copy of the organization's constitution
and bylaws, a statement of its objectives,
and a roster of its officers.

(b Recognition shall be accorded
only following an election conducted by
the head of that foreign affairs agency,
under supervision of the Commission,
among all the employees of the agency.

(¢) Recognition of an organization
certified by the Commission as the choice
of the eligible employees of an agency
shall be accorded by that agency follow-
ing the receipt of a notification from
the Commission informing the agency
of the certification of the results of an
election. Recognition shall be accorded
by means of a letter from the head of
the agency to the principal executive
officer (or his designee) of the organiza-
tion to be recognized,

{(d) Recognition of an organization
shall be withdrawn upon the presenta-
tion to the foreign affairs agency of a
ruling by the Commission that the rec-
ognized organization has been found
ineligible for recognition for any reason,
or of a certification by the Commission
of the results of an election in which the
majority of the ballots cast indicate that
the eligible employees of the agency have
selected another organization as their ex-
clusive representative, or that they do
not wish to be represented by that
organization.

(e) Whenever a foreign affairs agency
receives information which creates a sub-
stantial question that an organization
certified by the Commission as the win-
ner of a representation election is in-
eligible for recognition because of non-
compliance with Part 804 of this title or

for any other reason acceptable to the

(f) Whenever the head of an agency
receives information which creates a
good faith doubt that the employees of
an agency desire to have the recognized
organization continue to represent them
he shall, at the earliest time possible
under the regulations of the Commission,
petition to the Commission for the pur-
pose of conducting an election pursuant
to Part 802 of this title.

§ 14.7 Scope of consultation.

(a) Appropriate subjects for consul-
tation between the recognized organiza-
tion and the foreign affairs agency are
those personnel policies and procedures,
including grievance precedures, which
affect working conditions of the em-
ployees which are within the authority
of the foreign affairs agency.

(b) The obligation te consult does not
include matters with respect to the mis~
sion of a foreign affairs agenecy; its
budget; its organization; the number of
employees; and the numbers, types, and
grades of positions or employees assigned
to an organizational unit, work project
or tour of duty; the technology of per-
forming its work; or its internal security
practices. Consultations will not extend
to foreign policy matters or other sub-
stantive responsibilities of the foreign
affairs agencies. This paragraph shall
not preclude consultation with respect to
providing appropriate arrangements for
employees adversely affected by the im-
pact of realignment of work forces or
technological change.

(¢) X consultations are desired for per~
sonnel policies or procedures which
directly affect more than one foreign
affairs agency, such consultations shall
be conducted jointly among the manage-
ments of all agencies involved and the
organizations, if any, recognized by those
agencies.

(d) The obligation to consult shall not
deny the authority and obligation of the
management of such foreign affairs
agency to: (1) direct employees of the
agencles; (2) hire, promete, transfer,
assign, and retain employees in pesitions
within the foreign affairs agencies, and
suspend, demote, discharge or take other
diseiplinary action against employees;
(3) relieve employees from duties be-
cause of the lack of work or for other
legitimate reasons; (4) maintain the ef-
ficiency of the Government operations
entrusted to them; (5) defermine the
methods, means, and personnel by which
operations are to be conducted; and (6)
take whatever actions may be necessary
to carry out the missions of the agencies
in situations of emergency. Such author-
ity and obligation shall remain with the
management of the agency in the admin-
istration of the policies and praetices
which result from the consultation
process.

(e) Consultation shall be in accordance
with the procedures, rulings, and deci-
sions of the Commission.
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§ 14.8 Consultation procedures.

(a) Agency management and the rec-
ognized organization shall to the extent
consistent with applicable law and regu-
lations have the mutual obligation to
consult regularly and prior to the adop-
tion of proposed or revised personnel
policies and procedures which affect
working conditions of employees for the
purpose of arriving at mutually accept-
able policies, changes, or revisions. Such
obligation does not, however, compel
either party to agree to any specific pro-
posal advanced by the other party during
such consultations, nor does it require
the making of a concession on any spe-
cific matter.

(b) After an organization is recog-
nized, a procedure for the resolution of
grievances shall be established by the
agency after consultation with the rec-
ognized organization. The establishment
of such a procedure shall not limit the
right of the individual employee or group
of employees to choose his or their rep-
resentative. When a grievance is brought
under that procedure by an employee or
group of employees and the representa-
tive chosen by the grievant or grievants
is other than the recognized organiza-
tion, the recognized organization may be
present at all sessions of the procedure
at which the representative may be pres-
ent, but the recognized organization may
not intercede or present arguments of
its own unless permission to do so has
been granted by the Executive Secretary
on the grounds that the resolution of the
grievance would have, an important ef-
fect upon consultation rights. In situa-
tions where the Executive Secretary has
not specifically granted permission the
grievant or grievants may ask the Execu-
tive Secretary that the representative
of the organization be excluded from
part or all of the proceedings in order to
protect the privacy of the grievant or
grievants.

(c) Consultations shall be conducted
at reasonable times and places which are
mutually agreeable to the agency man-
agement and the recognized organiza-
tion. Agency management shall inform
the recognized organization whenever a
change or revision in any personal policy
or practice affecting the agency’s em-
ployees—other than foreign policy mat-
ters or other substantive responsibilities
of the foreign affairs agencies—is con-
templated. The organization may pro-
pose such changes or revisions on its own
initiative. Agency management shall not
institute such a change until the parties
have had a reasonable opportunity to
consult and reach agreement or, if the
parties do not agree as to the obligation
to consult, until the Commission resolves
the issue of whether an obligation to con-
sult exists. Such a revision or change may
be instituted without the concurrence
of the recognized organization if that
organization does not request consulta-
tion within ten (10) days after its receipt
of the notification that the agency in-
tends such a change or revision.

(d) The head of each agency shall
issue regulations setting forth the pro-
cedure for such consultations.
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(e) The results of consultation shall
not be effective until signed by the head
of the agency or his designee.

(f) When consultation does not result
in agreement on a substantive issue, the
recognized organization may appeal the
final or last position of the agency to the
Board. During the pendency of such an
appeal, the agency shall not institute any
change or modification in the matter
under consideration unless the head of
the agency determines that immediate
implementation is required by the na-
tional interest, in which case a state-
ment of the reasons for such action shall
be supplied to the recognized organiza-
tion and to the Board.

§ 14.9 Appeals.

(a) When, after a reasonable period
of consultation, no agreement is reached
on a substantive issue the recognized
organization may appeal the final or last
position of the foreign affairs agency to
the Board. Such an appeal shall be made
only after agency management has in-
formed the organization that its position
is final or after the organization has in-
formed management that it considers
that management’s position will not be
substantially changed as a result of fur-
ther consultations. Unless agency man-
agement agrees to reconsider ifs position
within five (5) days after that time, an
appeal must be filed with the Board
within ten (10) days from the date the
organization informs agency manage-
ment that it considers an appeal to be
timely or from the date the agency man-
agement informs the organization that
its position is final. If no appeal is filed
with the Board within ten (10) days, the
final or last position of agency manage-
ment may be implemented as though
agreement had been reached on the
matter.

(b) All appeals shall be made in writ-
ing to the Board, stating the last or final
position of the agency, the position of
the organization, the reasons for the or-
ganization’s position, the prior positions
of the parties during consultation, the
reasons the organization believes a sub-
stantive question is involved, and any
additional facts needed for the Board to
consider the appeal. A copy of all ma-
terial submitted to the Board shall be
provided to the agency at the same time.

(c) Within ten (10) days from the date
the organization submits its material to
the Board and to the agency, the agency
may submit a reply to any or all of the
points raised by the appeal and support-
ing papers. A copy of any reply shall be
provided to the organization at the same
time. The agency may request certain
matters be given priority attention if
their immediate implementation is con-
sidered important.

(d) All papers and other material sub-
mitted to the Board shall be reviewed by
the Executive Secretary for purposes of
determining whether additional material
is necessary, formulating a summary,
and making a recommendation to the
Board regarding the existence of a sub-
stantive question. If the Executive Secre~
tary determines no additional material
is required in order to resolve the issue of

whether a substantive question has been
raised, he shall submit a summary of the
relevant facts and his recommendation
to the Chairman of the Board within ten
(10) days following the time specified
for the receipt of the agency’s reply ma-
terials, and shall provide a copy of such
to the organization and the agency.

(e) The Executive Secretary may re-
quest oral or written statements from the
parties in order to determine whether the
appeal involves a substantive question if
the material filed by the parties is
insufficient.

(f) The Board chall initially deter-
mine whether a substantive question is
raised by the anpeal. For purposes of this
section, a substantive question is raised
when the subject under consideration
creates, defines, or changes rights of the
employees or organizations or the condi-
tions relating to such rights.

(g) The Board shall issue its decision
as to whether a substantive question is
raised as expeditiously as possible follow-
ing the receipt of ‘he Executive Secre-
tarv’s recommendation.

(h) If the Board finds that the appeal
does not raise a substantive question, it
shall dismiss the appeal, and the agency
may imnlement its last or final position
immediately.

(1) If the Board finds a substantive
question has been raised, the appeal
shall be referred to a disputes panel for
a finding of fact and recommendation in
accordance with § 14.10.

(j) After receiving the findings of fact
and recommendations of the disputes
panel], the Board may request or receive
the views of or assistance from any party,

Jperson, organization, or agency. As ex-

peditiously as possible after receipt of
the panel’s findines of fact and recom-
mendations the Board shall issue its
decisions, which will be binding on the
parties, unless overruled by the head of
the agency. :

(k) When the head of the foreign
affairs agency overrules the decision of
the Board, he shall issue a statement ex-
plaining the reasons for which the
Board’s decision is unaccentable and the
position he adopts is required. A copy of
such statement shall be provided to the
organization, the Board, and the
Commission.

(1) The organization and agency man-
agement may, at any time, remove al
appeal from consideration by the Board
or disputes panel by mutual agreement.

§ 14.10 Disputes panel.

(a) A disputes panel to assist the
Board in the consideration of appeals
shall be appointed by the Chairman of
the Board. The panel shall consist of two
Foreign Service employees of any for-
eign affairs ageney who are not part of
agency management or organization offi=
cials, one representative of the Depart-
ment of Labor, one member of the Fed-
eral Service Impasses Panel, and one
public member.

(b) The disputes panel shall present
findings of fact and recommendations t0
the Board for the disposition of the ap-
peal of the dispute, and it may, in cases
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it deems appropriate, mediate disputes or
otherwise attempt to promote agreement
between the parties. The panel may not
impose binding arbitration, but it may
take whatever steps in an advisory ca-
pacity it considers helpful in assisting
the parties to reach agreement.

(¢c) The panel shall conduct its own
investigation in its factfinding capacity.
It may request written or oral state-
ments or arguments from the parties and
may request information, including doe-
uments or witnesses (or depositions, if
more appropriate) from the parties or
from any other source it considers
appropriate.

(d) The presentation of the panel's
findings of fact to the Board shall be
limited to subjects which have been con-
sidered by the parties in the consulta-
tion process. Its recommenations to the
Board shall be within the scope of the
final or last positions taken by the
parties.

(e) The disputes panel shall issue its
findings of fact and recommendations to
the Board within thirty (30) days after
receiving the question, unless the appeal
has been withdrawn earlier. The panel
may request an extension of time from
the Board if additional time is needed to
permit the parties to reach agreement.
All findings of fact and recommenda-
tions shall be provided to the recognized
organization and the agency.

§14.11 Conferral.

(a) The head of each agency whose
employees are represented by an organi-
zation shall appoint appropriate repre-
sentatives of agency management to
meet regularly with the organization for
purposes of conferral and review in re-
gard to matters affecting or affected
by the employee-management relations
system,

(b) Such meetings shall be held at
Umes and locations agreed upon by the
parties. These meetings may be sched-
uled as periodic meetings. Notwith-
standing an agreement to hold such
meetings periodically, the organization
or the agency may request a meeting at
any reasonable time; agency manage-
ment or the organization shall grant
such requests whenever practical.

(¢) There shall be no limitation upon
the topics which may be discussed dur-
ing conferral and review meetings pro-
vided some relationship exists between
the topic and employee-management
relations: However, Matters specifically
excluded from the obligation to consult
by the terms of the order shall be proper
topics for conferral only if the parties
Specifically agree,

(d) Agency management and the rec-
Ognized organization may confer in order
to establish a procedure for resolution of
issues relating to working conditions of
€mployees at any post which would not
affect the foreign service generally. The
:iesults of such conferral, or the posi-
at"“? of the parties if agreement is not
5 tained within a reasonable time, may
0? Submitted to the Board in the form
Oi a recommendation of a change in the
implementation of the order.
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(e) All recognized organizations and
agencies shall meet annually to review
the implementation and administration
of the employee-management relgtions
system established by the order. All
recommendations or conclusions arrived
at after such meetings shall be submitted
to the Board for consideration.

(f) Meetings shall be held with the
recognized employee organizations, if
any, so that the Secretary and the Direc-
tor may take into account the views of
the organizations in designating their
respective members on the Board of the
Foreign Service.

§ 14.12 Changes anC amendments.

(a) All recommendations by any per-
son for amendments to the order or
changes in its implementation shall be
made directly to the Board: However,
The agency or the recognized organiza-
tion shall make such recommendations
only following conferral upon them.

(b) Upon the receipt of a recommen-
dation from any source, or upon its own
initiative, the Board may review the im-
plementation of the order, proposed
amendments to the order or this part,
or any topic related to the effectuation
of the policies of the order. An an-
nouncement of such a review shall be
provided to the foreign affairs agencies,
all known interested organizations, all
employees of the Foreign Service, and
the public.

(¢) Following such announcement the
Board may request or otherwise receive
the views of any interested party.

(d) Within a reasonable time after
the issuance of the announcement, not to
exceed ninety (90) days, the Board shall
issue either a final or interim report to
the Secretary, including, if appropriate,
its recommendations for amendments to
the order or this part. The Secretary shall
review all final reports and forward his
recommendations to the President.

§ 14.13 Organizational activities.

(a) All organizations shall be given
reasonable opportunities to solicit mem-
bership and support for their organiza-
tional activities among the members of
the Foreign Service. Subject to the limi-
tation prescribed by the head of the
agency, representatives of such organi-
zations shall be permitted, upon request,
to post notices or distribute literature or
to hold organizational meetings at any
post. Such permission shall not extend to
meetings during official duty hours or to
activities which disrupt or tend to disrupt
the proper functioning of the post’s
activities.

(b) Official time may not be used by
representatives of organizations for the
purposes of soliciting memberships or
support among the employees of the
agency or for any purpose not relating
directly to the representation of the em-
ployees to management (i.e., consulta-
tions, conferral, grievance representa-
tion , and hearings directed by the
Commission or the Board).

(¢) The use of agency facilities, in-
cluding the interoffice or interdepart-
mental distribution system, will be gov-
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erned by the regulations of the head of
the agency. Use of mail facilities to or
from posts normally used by the public
shall be available to organizations on the
same basis as to any member of the pub-
lHe. Telecommunication facilities may
only be used following a request to, and
written permission by, the Secretary or
his designee.

(d) The amount of official time spent
by representatives of a recognized or-
ganization for the consultation process
shall be limited to that reasonably re-
quired to reach agreement but not to
exceed four (4) hours each month or
forty-eight' (48) hours each fiscal year.
Such time limits will not be applicable
during the first 3 months following rec-
ognition of an exclusive representative of
all the employees of an agency. The head
of each agency may extend the permis-
sible time in the interest of reaching
agreement. The number of organization
representatives who are employed by the
foreign affairs agencies and who are on
official time normally shall not exceed
the number of agency representatives. If
an appeal has been taken under § 14.9,
the Board may request that the head of
the agency permit a representative or
representatives of the organization a
reasonable amount of official time for
purposes of appeals.

(e) The amount of official time spent
by representatives of an organization for
conferral and review shall be over and
above the time used for consultation and
shall be limited to that reasonably nec-
essary. The number of organization par-
ticipants at conferral shall normally not
exceed the number of the agency
participants.

(f) Neither overtime, compensatory
time off, nor travel time will be available
to organizational representatives because
of time spent in the process of consulta-
tion or conferral.

§ 14.14 Miscellaneous.

(a) Nothing in this part, the results
of consultations, or any agreement be-
tween the agency and an organization
shall be construed to iimit the authority
of agency management to establish poli-
cies and practices directly affecting those
employed by the agency other than eligi-
ble employees.

(b) Nothing in the order, this part,
the result of any consultation, or any
agreement shall in any way limit the
authority and responsibility of the head
of an agency to seek any and all appro-
priate judicial and/or administrative
action to terminate or prohibit a strike,
work stoppage, slowdown, or any other
such concerted action which tends to
affect detrimentally the operations of an
agency.

(c) All employees of the Foreign
Service and all persons employed by or
assigned to a foreign affairs agency shall
provide full cooperation to the Board,
the Commission, and disputes panels, and
provide those organs with any and all
information or assistance requested by
them,
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(d) Both agency management and all
organizations shall be bound by the de-
cisions of the Board (unless the head of
the agency directs otherwise in a deci-
sion on an appeal under § 14.9) and the
Commission.

(e) Nothing in the order, this part, the
results of consultation, or any agreement
shall prevent the head of an agency from
excluding any person, party, documents,
or information from any other party or
proceeding if, in his sole discretion, he
determines in writing that such exclu-
sion is required to protect national
interest. Such exclusion shall not -e
interpreted as an admission of any
position.

(f) In computing any period of time

prescribed by or allowed by this part, the -

day of the act, event, or default after
which the designated period of time be-
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gins to run, shall not be included. The
last day of the period so computed is to
be included unless it is a Saturday, Sun-
day, official Federal holiday or local legal
holiday (if the action directly involves a
foreign post) in which event the period
shall run until the end of the next day
which is neither a Saturday, Sunday,
official Federal holiday, or local legal
holiday. When the period of time pre-
scribed or allowed is less than seven (7)
days, intermediate Saturdays, Sundays,
official Federal holidays, and local legal
holidays shall be excluded from the com-
putations. When the regulations in this
part require the filing of any paper, such
document must be received by the desig-
nated recipient before the close of busi-
ness of the last day of the time limit, if
any, for such filing or extension of time
that may have been granted. Whenever
a party has the right or is required to do

some act pursuant to the regulations in
this part within a prescribed period after
service of a notice or paper and the
notice or paper is served on him by mail
within the United States, three (3) days
shall be added to the prescribed pericd
or if outside the United States an appro-
priate amount of ftime: Provided, how-
ever, That such additional time may not
be added if any extension of time may
have been granted.

(g) When an act is required or al-
lowed to be done at or within a specified
time, the time period may be altered
where it shall be manifest that strict
adherence will work surprise or injustice
or interfere with the proper effectuation
of the order.

(h) The regulations in this part shall
be construed liberally to effectuate the
purposes and provisions of the order.

[FR Doc772-6406 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]|

Title 24—HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION
SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE

List of Eligible Communities

Section 1914.4 is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table, which entry reads as follows:

§1914.4 List of eligible communities.

L - - - - - 5
Effective date
Btate County Location Map No. State map repository Local map repository o(lam‘h(.rri?:;nulu
of sale of flood
insurance for ares
"o L LR L LR L L
Alsbama. Mobilee e naaae- Chickasaw........ 101 007:0670 02 .. Alebama Development Office, Office Office of the City Clerk, Chickasaw Apr. 28, 1072
of State Planning, State Office City Hall, 224 North Craft High-
Bldg., 501 Dexter Ave., Montgom-  way, Chlcﬁasaw. AL 36611,
ery, AL 36104,
Alabama Insurance Department,
Room 453, Administrative Bldg.,
Montgomery, Ala. 36104,
California. ... Marin. ... BRIVOROIR .« oo vsic o s smmms s St s 2o e et S S S P A Ao = e e s 4 S e = L A e T e = en Do,
C ticut Hartford Hartford. o ceeeeen 1 09 003 0280 02 Department of Environmental Pro- Commission of the City Plan, Fourth Do.
through tection, Director of Water and Re-  Floor, Bldg., 560 Main
1 00 008 0280 06 Jated Resources, Room 225 State  St., Hartford, 06103,
Office Bldg, Hartford, Conn. 06115,
Connecticut Insurance Department, Office of the City Clerk, First Floor,
Btate Capitol Bldg., 165 Cnpltof Municipal Bildg., 560 Main Bt.,
Ave., Hartford, CT 06115, Hartford, CT 06108.
Georgisa. Clayton UDIDCOTPORBLEA oo oo e ea e cmee e v e e s e e e S A A e et St s e s oo et Do
areas.
Shhals. .. s Kankak R R e g Do:
Massachusetts... Narfolk Holbrook . «eeee- "7 25 021 0488 02 Division of Water Resources, Water Office of the Planning Board, Town Do.
Resources Commission, State Office  Hall, Holbrook, Mass. 02343,
Bldg., 100 Cambridge 8t., Boston,
MA 02202,
Massachusetts Division of Insurance,
‘lg-ﬂwz?mbﬂdge 8t., Boston, MA
Minnesota- - nee. Nicolobo oo oooeno.. North Mankato... T 27 103 5280 02... Division of Waters, Soils, and Min- Cit{ of North Mankato Municipal Do.
erals, Department of Natural Re-  Bldg., 1001 Belgrade Ave., North
sources, Centennial Office Bldg., Mankato, MN 56001.
St. Paul, Minn. 55101.
Minnesota Diviston of Insurance, R-
210 State Office Bldg., St. Paul,
Lakeland Sh T 27 163 3050 01 7 ATRmH Office of the Mayor, Village of Lak Do
== Washington....... elan ores. . 1 s e e s st e P e S ee of the Mayor, age o 0= g
e K land Shores, Lakeland, Minn. 55043.
ater Resources Board, Post Office Office of the Cltf1 Oll‘“.ﬁ City of Now- Deo.

Missourl......... Phelpe ... Nowburg.....o.-.c 129 361 5610 01... Wi

Division of Insurance.

Box 271, Jeflerson City, MO 65101,

, Post Offico
Box 690, Jefferson City, MO 65101,

burg, City ewburg, Mo.
656550,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (titl

17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended (secs. 408410, Public Law 9

gsuthority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 3¢ F.R. 2680, Feb. 27, 1960)

Issued: April 20, 1972,

[FR Doc.72-6846 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]

e XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1069 (33 Fi’;
1-152, Dec. 24, 1969), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4127; and Secretary’s delegation

GeorGe K. BERNSTEIN,
Federal Insurance Administrator.
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PART 1915—IDENTIFICATION OF SPECIAL HAZARD AREAS
List of Communities With Special Hazard Areas
Section 1915.3 is amended by adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table, which entry reads as follows:
§1915.3 List of communities with special hazard areas. =

. - * L * . .
Effective date
of identification
of areas which
have special

State County Location Map No. Btate map repository Local map repository flood hazards

“cr .o e L L - L

ADAMS. e e aaen S Chickasaw........ H 01 007 0670 02_.. Alabama Development Office, Offics Office of the City Clerk, Chickasaw Feb. 23, 1071
e e of State Dblanning, State’ Office City Hall, 224 North Craft Highe
Bldg., 801 Dexter Ave., Montgom-  way, Chickasaw, AL 36611,
ery, AL 36104.
Alabama Ingurance Department,
Room 453, Administrative Bldg.,
Montgomery. Ala. 36104,
California. ... Mapin. e e D L T Ak e et s ooenze Apr. 28, 1972;
Comneoticut..... Hartford.......... Hartford. ... ... H 09 003 0280 02 Dept. of Environmental Protection, Commission of the City Plan, Fourth July 1, 1970,
through Director of Water and Related Re- Floor, Municipal Bldg., 550 Main
H 00003 028008. sources, Room 225 State Office Bldg,  St., Hartford, CT 06103,
Hartford, Conn. 08115, )
Jonnecticut Insurance Department, Office of the City Cleck, First Floor,
State Capitol Bldg., 165 Caplw{ Munlelpal Bldg., 550 Main 8t., Hart-
Ave., Hartford, CT 06115, ford, CT 06103,
Georgia. ...oc... Claytone .o noa.n L0 O U e S B e b e S i e L SR B PR R S RS €, ey
areas.
Illinols. ......... Kankakee.............. s A S e O L I A P ol I R TR Do.
Massachusetts... Norfolk. ... ...... Holbrook. . ....._. H 25 021 0488 02 __

Division of Water Resources, Water Office of the Planning Board, Town Aug, 7, 1970,
Resources Comimission, State Office  Hall, Holbrook, Mass, 02343,
Bldg., 100 Cambridge 8t., Boston,
MA 02202

Massachusetts Division of Insurance,
100 Cambridge St., Boston, MA

Minnesota....... Nicollet........... North Mankato. ..

Do... Washington_ ... __ Eakeland Shores. .

Missouri

3 1) o S —— Newburg.....

02202

H 27 103 5280 02.

erals, Department of

St. Paul, Minn, 55101,

Minnesota Division

H 27 163 3050 01 . .
H 29 161 5610 01

Division of Insurance, Post O

of Insurance,
R-210 State Office Bldg., St. Paul,

Water Resources Board, Post Office Office of the City Clerk, City of New-

Box 271, Jefferson City, MO 65101.
flice
Box 690, Jefferson City, MO 65101,

Division of Waters, Soils, and Min- City of North Mankato, Municipal Nov, 6, 1970.
Natural Re-
sources, Centennial Office Bldg.,

Bldg., 1001 Belgrade Ave., North
Mankato, MN 56001,

Office of the Mayor, Village of Lake- Apr. 8, 1971,

land Shores, Lakeland, Minn, 55043, o
0.

burg, City Hall, Newburg, Mo.

65550,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XIII of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 F.R,
17804, Nov, 28, 1068), as amended (secs. 408-410, Public Law 91-152, Dec. 24, 1969), 42 U.8.C. 40014127, and Secretary's delegation of
authority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 3¢ F.R. 2680, Feb. 27, 1969)

Issued: April 20, 1972.

Title 40—PROTECTION OF
ENVIRONMENT

Chapter I—Environmental
Protection Agency

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDES PROGRAMS

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EX-
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
$I‘:\SN AGRICULTURAL COMMODI-

Subpart D—Exemptions From
Tolerances

N-'AMINOEmYL)EmANOLAmm: SALT OF
DobECYLBENZENE SvurLFoNIc Acip

A petition (PP 1F'1052) was filed by
g}llielwnco Chemical Corp., 400 North
pr:ngan Avenue, Chicago, IL 60611,
. :1051nz establishment of an exemption
residu Tequirement of a tolerance for
e vl)es of the emulsifier N-(amino-
b yDethanolamine salt of dodecyl-
enezene sulfonic acid when used as an

FEDERAL

[FR Doc.72-6347 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]

inert ingredient in liquid emulsifiable
herbicide concentrates.

Part 120, Chapter I, Title 21 was re-
designated Part 420, Chapter III (36
F.R. 424) . Subsequently, Part 420, Chap-~
ter III, Title 21 was redesignated Part
180 and transferred to Subchapter E,
Chapter I, Title 40 (36 F.R. 22369).

Based on consideration given the data
submitted in the petition and other rele-
vant material, it is concluded that the
emulsifier is useful in pesticide formula-~
tions as proposed and exemption from
the requirement of a tolerance will pro-
tect the public health.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21
U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)), the authority trans-
ferred to the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (35 F.R.
15623), and the authority delegated by
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist-
ant Administrator for Pesticides Pro-
grams (36 F.R. 9038), § 180.1001 is
amended by alphabetically inserting a
new item in the table in paragraph (d),
as follows:

GEORGE K. BERNSTEIN,
Federal Insurance Adminisirator.

§ 180.1001 Exemptions from the re-
quirement of a tolerance.
* - * . A
(d) * % %
Inert ingredients Limits Uses

N-(Aminoethyl) For use only in liguid Do.
ethanolamine emulsifiable herbi-
salt of dodecylben-  clde concentrates,
zeneo sulfonic acid.
.- L L

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of an economic poison under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act containing any of the
ingredients listed herein may request,
within 30 days after publication hereof
in the FepeErAL REGISTER, that this pro-
posal be referred to an advisory com-
mittee in accordance with section 408(e)
of the act.

Interested persons may, within 30 days
after publication hereof in the FEDERAL
REecIsTER, file with the Hearing Clerk,

Environmental Protection Agency, Room
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3125, South Agriculture Building, 12th
Btreet and Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20460, written com-
ments (preferably in quintuplicate) re-
garding this proposal. Comments may
be accompanied by a memorandum or
brief in support thereof.

Dated: April 21, 1972,

Wirriam M. UPHOLT,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticides Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6419 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EX-
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI-
TIES

Subpart D—Exemptions From
Tolerances

PRroPIONIC ACID

A petition (PP 2F'1203) was filed by BP
Chemical International Ltd., Devonshire
House, Piccadilly, London, WIX 6AY,
England, in accordance with provisions
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (21 US.C. 346a), proposing estab-
lishment of a tolerance for residues of
the fungicide propionic acid in or on the
raw agricultural commodities the grains
of barley, corn, oats, sorghum, and wheat
at 20,000 parts per million from post-
harvest application. Subsequently, it was
concluded that an exemption from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
of propionic acid would be appropriate
based on the following facts: =

1. Propionic acid is a natural compo-
nent of rumen fluid (“Journal of Agri-
cultural Food Chemistry,” vol. 19, p. 1204
(1970)).

2. In nonruminates, propionic acid is
one of the metabolic products of several
of the amino acids normal to animals,

3. Propionic acid is present as a fer-
mentation byproduct in alfalfa hay and is
a normal constituent of other feeds and
of the metabolic pools of mammals.

4. Propionic acid and/or its sodium
salt are (is) generally regarded as safe
or are (is) exempted from the require-
ment of a tolerance under §§ 180.2(a),
180.1001(¢c), 180.1015, 121.101(d) (Title
21), and 121.101(h) (Title 21).

Part 120, Chapter I, Title 21 was re-
designated Part 420 and transferred to
Chapter IIT (36 F.R. 424). Subsequently,
Part 420, Chapter III, Title 21 was redes-
ignated Part 180 and transferred to Sub-
chapter E, Chapter I, Title 40 (36 F.R.
22369).

Based on consideration given data sub-
mitted in the petition and other relevant
material, it is concluded that the fungi-
cide is useful for the purpose for which
an exemption is being established and the
exemption established by this order will
protect the public health.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat, 512; 21 US.C.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

346a(d) (2)), the authority transferred
to the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (35 FR.
15623), and the authority delegated by
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist-
ant Administrator for Pesticides Pro-
grams (36 F.R. 9038), § 180.304 is de-
leted from Subpart C and a new section
is established in Subpart D to read as
follows: !

§ 180.1023 Propionic aecid: exemption
from the requirement of a tolerance.

Propionic acid is exempt from the
requirement of a tolerance fo' residues
when used as a fungicide in or on the
grains of barley, corn, oats, sorghum,
and wheat from postharvest applica-
tion. These grains are for use only as
animal feeds.

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of an economic poisor under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act containing any of the
ingredients listed herein may request,
within 30 days after publication hereof
in the Feperarl RecisTeEr, that this pro-
posal be referred to an uadvisory com-
mittee in accordance with section 409
(d) of the act.

Interested persons may, within 30
days after publication hereof in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, file with the Hear-
ing Clerk, Environmental Protection
Agency, Room 3125, South Agriculture
Building, 12th Street and Independence
Avenue SW. Washington, DC. 20460,
written comments (preferably in quin-
tuplicate) regarding this proposal. Com-
ments may be accompanied by a memo-
randum or brief in support thereof.

Dated: April 21, 1972.

WiLrram M. UpHOLT,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticides Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6418 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS

AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT

Chapter 15—Environmental
Protection Agency

PART 15-3—PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

Subpart 15-3.1—Use of Negotiation

DISSEMINATION OF PROCUREMENT
INFORMATION

Section 15-3.103, dissemination of pro-
curement information, is hereby added
to Chapter 15, Title 41, of the Code of
Federal Regulations. Interested parties
and Government agencies are invited to
submit written comments to the Direc~
tor, Contracts Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Washington, D.C. 20460. Relevant com-
ments will be considered and may be
incorporated at a later date.

Effective date. This regulation will be-
come effective on its date of publication
in the FPEDERAL REGISTER (4-27-72).

Dated: April 24, 1972,

Winriam D. RUCKELSHAUS,
Administrator,

§ 15-3.103 Dissemination of procure.
ment information.

(a) Debriefing of unsuccessful of-
ferors.

(1) Purpose. This section provides
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) policy and procedures for debrief-
ing unsuccessful offerors in competitive
negotiated procurements.

(2) Policy. (i) The policy of the EPA
is to provide a debriefing, when re-
quested in writing, to an offeror that has
unsuccessfully competed for an EPA
procurement. Exceptions to or deviations
from debriefing policy and procedures
will be approved by the Director, Con-
tracts Management Division.

(ii) A debriefing is intended to:

(a) Tell an unsuccessful offeror which
areas of his proposal were judged to be
weak and deflcient and whether the
weaknesses or deficiencies were factors
in his not having been selected;

(b) Identify the factors which were
the basis for selection of the successful
contractor. If the quality of his pro-
posal to satisfy the mission requirement
was the basis, the unsuccessful offeror
should be so informed, and given a gen-
eral comparison of significant areas but
not a point-by-point comparison of all
the elements considered in the evalua-
tion criteria. If the successful offeror was
selected on the basis of cost, the un-
successful offeror should be told that
such is the case. If selection was based
on other factors, they should be specified.

(iii) If an unsuccessful offeror feels
that his exclusion from the award was
not justified, he will rely, at least in part,
on the information given him in the de-
briefing to determine whether he should
seek recourse against that exclusion. f\c-
cordingly, it is essential that a debriefing
be conducted in & scrupulously fair, ob-
jective, and impartial manner, and that
the information given the unsuccessful
offeror be absolutely factual and con-
sistent with the findings of the Contract-
ing Officer and the basis on which he
made his decision,

(iv) A debriefing should not reveal:

(a) Confidential business informamm;
trade secrets, techniques, or processes 0
the other offerors; and -

(b) The relative merits or technical
standing of the unsuccessful offerors.

(3) Procedures. (i) Once a procure-
ment action has been initiated, through
the evaluation process, and even after
the selection of a contractor, all contrac-
tor queries as to the relative merits of
the submitted proposal shall be cour-
teously but firmly directed to the ap-
propriate procurement official. All other
personnel will avoid exchange of com-

ments with all offerors.
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(ii) Promptly after making awards in
any procurement in excess of $10,000,
the Contracting Officer shall give writ-
ten notice to the unsuccessful offerors
that their proposals were not accepted.
The notice should name the successful
contractor and state the amount of the
award. It is also permissible to give the
number of proposals received, but not the
prices quoted by other unsuccessful of-
ferors. Upon request, unsuccessful of-
ferors shall be furnished the reasons why
their proposals were not accepted, in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (2) of this
paragraph.

No,82—4¢

RULE‘S AND REGULATIONS

(iii). Any EPA employee who receives
from an unsuccessful offeror a request,
written or oral, for a debriefing shall im-
mediately refer the request to the Direc-
tor of the Contracting Operations. This
official or his designee shall be present
at all debriefings, and shall review writ-
ten debriefings prior to release.

(iv) In come cases it may be neces-
sary to arrange informal debriefings to
contractor personnel by EPA evaluation
participants. This determination will be
made by, and meeting arrangements will
be the responsibility of, the Director of
the Confracting Operations.

8451

(v) It is most important that all EPA
personnel engaged in the evaluation and
selection process be aware of the fore-
going policies and procedures. Detailed
and complete records will be maintained
by key technical and business partici-
pants in a manner which will facilitate
either a written or oral debriefing of
any unsuccessful offeror’s proposal.

(4) Report. When a debriefing is held,
a brief report, summarizing the results
of the debriefing, will be prepared and
placed in the contract file.

(40 U.B.C. 486(c), sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 377,
as amended)

[FR Doc.72-8454 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF THE
TREASURY

Bureau of Customs
[ 19 CFR Part 251
CUSTOMS BONDS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given that under the
authority of sections 623 and 624 of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C.
1623, 1624), it is proposed to amend Part
25 of the Customs Regulations by adding
a new § 25.2 relating to the filing of a
Bond Transeript in connection with Cus-
toms bonds in certain cases, and by
amending subparagraphs (16), (19), and
(25) of §25.4(a) relating to Customs
bonds which are approved by district
directors of customs.

The amendments set forth below in
proposed form are designed to enable the
Bureau of Customs to-institute an Auto-
mated Bond Information System in or-
der to facilitate the processing of term
bonds, to relieve the principals on such
bonds where two or more ports of entry
are involved of the burden of furnishing
copies of those bonds for all ports of
entry covered thereby, and to provide
Customs officers current information re-
garding bonds and the charges that have
been placed against them.

It is proposed to initiate this system
with the automation of the following
bonds:

1. Customs Form 7553—Immediate De-
livery and Consumption Entry Bond (Term).

2, Customs Form 7563-A—Bond for Tem-
porary Importations (Term),

3. Customs Form 7569—Vessel, Vehicle, or
Alrcraft Bond (Term).

4. Customs Form 7595—General
Bond for Entry of Merchandise,

5. Customs Form 75699—Bond for Use In
Connection with Requests for Overtime
Bervices Made by or on behalf of Parties in
Interest (Term).

Under the present procedure the bond
principal identifies on each of the above-
mentioned bonds the ports of entry (in-
cluding Customs stations and places of
Customs preclearance) at which the
bond may be used. Under the proposed
procedure, except for Customs Form
75563, which, as now, will cover entries
only at a single port, the bond will be
valid at all ports of entry (including
Customs stations and places of Customs
preclearance) at which transactions
covered by the bond may be effected.

Present law (6 U.S.C. T) requires that
a surety company on a Federal bond ap-
point an agent for the service of process
in each judicial district in which he does
business. Many of the surety companies
which hold certificates of authority as
acceptable sureties on Federal bonds

Term

FEDERAL

do not have agents for the service of
process in each judicial district of the
United States. In these circumstances,
in order that no such surety company
be prevented from writing the four types
of Customs bonds which will be valid
at all ports of entry, it is.proposed to
amend Customs Forms 7563-A, 7569,
7595, and 7599 when the automated sys-
tem is instituted to include in each bond
the condition that the surety agrees to
accept service of process on the Clerk of
the U.S. District Court in the judicial
district where any entries thereunder
are made in which it has failed to ap-
point an agent.

In order that bond data may be auto-
mated, a form of Bond transcript tenta-
tively identified as Customs Form 53
will be required to be completed and
filed with each of the above-mentioned
bonds. The proposed form of Bond
Transeript is as follows:

BoND TRANSCRIPT

Principal’s name on bond:

""3. Bond amount: ——___.___.
4. Bond expiration date (MM/DD/YY):

Sec. No.:

8. To terminate bond currently on file
check here []. Complete all sections above
only and submit with signed request from
principal to terminate bond. Show requested
date of termination: ...,

9. District/pert location and code where
(e 8 1 B R S S S SE SE s

10. List below all additional names on the
bond of principals, and those under which
the principals do business as, including their
importer number(s) and suffix:

Importer name Number
Certification by Customs:
" (approved by) " (District)

The Department of the Treasury.
Bureau of Customs.

To insure that the information with
respect to each bond covered by this
proposal can be sent to the Customs
Data Center, Silver Spring, Md., and dis-
seminated by computer printout to all
ports of entry before the bond becomes
effective, it is necessary to require that
the bond and bond transcript be filed
with a district director of customs at
least 60 days prior to the date on which
the bond is to become effective. This
requirement for 60-day advance filing
would also apply to requests for pre-
mature termination of bonds.

Under the present regulations the
Temporary Importation Bond (Term)

may be furnished in an amount as loy
as $1,000 if it is given to cover the entry
of merchandise at only one port and in
a minimum of $10,000 when the hond
is to cover importations at more than
one port. Since the Temporary Impor-
tation Bond when taken on a term basis
under the automated procedure will be
valid at all ports of entry, the minimum
amount of the bond under the proposed
amendment will be $10,000.

The terms of the proposed amendment
are as follows:

Section 25.2 is added, reading:

§ 25.2 Bond Transcript.

(a) There shall be furnished to the
district director of customs with each
bond on Customs Forms 7553, 7563-A,
7569, 7595, and 7599 a completed Bond
Transeript on Customs Form 53, in trip-
licate. The bond and bond transcript
shall be furnished at least 60 days before
the date on which the bond shows it is
to become effective.

(b) Each request to terminate a bond
of a type named in paragraph (a) of
this section, before the expiration of the
period covered by the bond shall be
accompanied by a completed Customs
Form 53, in triplicate, appropriately
marked to show that it involves a re-
quest for bond termination. The fermi-
nation shall take effect on the date
requested if the request and bond tran-
script are filed at least 60 days in ad-
vance of the requested date. If they are
not so filed, the termination shall take
effect on the 60th day after receipt by
the distriet director of customs of the
request and bond transcript. A bond
transeript shall also be required to fer-
minate an existing bond when a super-
seding bond (also with appropriate bond
transcript) is filed to take effect before
completion of the period covered by the
bond to be superseded.

§25.4, [Amended]

Section 25.4(a) is amended as follows:
1. Subparagraph (18) is amended 0
read: 5
(16) Term hond for temporary im-
portations, Customs Form 7563-A, in the
amount of $10,000 or such larger amount
as may be fixed by the district director
of customs at the port where the bon
is filed. g
2. Subparagraph (19) is amended by
deleting the final sentence. As amended,
subparagraph (19) reads as follows:
(19) Vessel, vehicle, or aircraft term
bond, Customs Form 7569, in the amounE
of $10,000, or such larger amount as may
be fixed by the district director of cus”
toms at the port where the bond is ﬁIG&
3. Subparagraph (25) is amended
read: "
(25) General term bond for the en THS;
of merchandise, Customs Form 7595, .
the amount of $100,000, or such la;gc‘
amount as may be fixed by the dis
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director of customs at the port where
the bond will be filed. A principal desir-
ing to execute this form of bond shall
file with the district director an applica-
tion for permission to file the bond. The
application shall show the general
character of the merchandise to be
entered and the total amount of ordi-
nary Customs duties (including any
taxes required by law to be treated as
duties) accruing on all merchandise im-
ported by the principal during the calen-
dar year preceding the date of the appli-
cation, plus the estimated amount of any
other tax or taxes on the merchandise
collectible by the district director of cus-
toms. Such total amount of duties and
taxes shall be that which would have
been required to be deposited had the
merchandise been entered for consump-
tion, even though some or all of the
merchandise may have been entered
under bond. If no imports were made
during the calendar year prior to the
application, a statement of the duties
and taxes it is estimated will accrue on
all importations during the current year
shall be submitted.

(Secs. 623, 624, 46 Stat. 759, as amended;
19 US.C. 1623, 1624)

Prior to the issuance of the proposed
amendment, consideration will be given
fo any relevant data, views, or arguments
which are submitted in writing to the
Commissioner of Customs, Bureau of*
Customs, Washington, D.C. 20226, and
received not later than 30 days from the
date of publication of this notice in the
F_‘Ennu. REGISTER.

Written material or suggestions sub-
mitted will be available for public inspec-
tion in accordance with § 103.3(b) of the
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 103.3(b))
at the Bureau of Customs, Washington,
DC., during regular business hours.

[sEAL] LEeONARD LEHMAN,
Acting Commissioner of Customs.
Approved: April 14, 1972.

EvcENE T. ROSSIDES,
Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury.

[FR Doe.72-6422 Filed 4-26-72;1:00 pm]

Internal Revenue Service
[26 CFR Part 11
INCOME TAX

Sp_eciol Rules for Reduction of Cred-
lfubl.e Foreign Taxes in the Case of
Foreign Mineral Income

Notice is hereby given that the -
lations set forth in tentative form br:log}lw
él;e broposed to be prescribed by the
o mmissioner of Internal Revenue, with

€ approval of the Secretary of the
ﬂnf:sury or his delegate. Prior to the
2o adoption of such regulations, con-

eration will be given to any comments
Or suggestions thereto which
are submitted in writing (preferably six
copies) to the Commissioner of Internal
Eevenue. Attention: CC:LR:T, Wash-
&ton, D.C. 20224, by May 29, 1972. Any
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written comments or suggestions not
specifically designated as confidential in
accordance with 26 CFR 601.601(b) may
be inspected by any person upon written
request. Any person submitting written
comments or suggestions who desires an
opportunity to comment orally at a pub-
lic hearing on these proposed regulations
should submit his request, in writing, to
the Commissioner by May 29, 1972. In
such case, a public hearing will be held,
and notice of the time, place, and date
will be published in a subsequent issue of
the FepErRAL REGISTER, unless the person
or persons who have requested a hearing
withdraw their request for a hearing be-
fore notice of the hearing has been filed
with the Office of the Federal Register.
The proposed regulations are to be issued
under the authority contained in section
7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805).

[sEaL] JounNIE M. WALTERS,
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

In order to conform the Income Tax
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) to section
901(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954 (relating to taxes on foreign min-
eral income), as added by section 506(a)
of the Tax Reform Act of 1969 (83 Stat.
634), and to section 904(b) of such Code
(relating to election of overall limita-
tion), as amended by section 506(b) of
the Tax Reform Act of 1969 (83 Stat.
635), such regulations are amended as
follows:

PARAGRAPH 1. Section 1.901 is amended
to read as follows:

§ 1.901 Statutory provisions; taxes of
foreign countries and of posscssions
of the United States.

8ec. 901, Tazxes of foreign countries and of
possessions of the United States—(a) Allow-
ance of credit. If the taxpayer chooses to
have the benefits of this subpart, the tax im-
posed by this chapter shall, subject to the ap-
plicable limitation of section 904, be credited
with the amounts provided in the applicable
paragraph of subsection (b) plus, in the
case of a corporation, the taxes deemed to
have been pald under sections 902 and 960.
Such choice for any taxable year may be
made or changed at any time before the
expiration of the period prescribed for mak-
ing & claim for credit or refund of the tax
imposed by this chapter for such taxable
year. The credit shall not be allowed against
the tax imposed by section 56 (relating to
minimum tax for tax preferences), against
the tax imposed by section 531 (relating to
the tax on accumulated earnings), against
the additional tax imposed for the taxable
year under section 1333 (relating to war loss
recoveries) or under section 1351 (relating
to recoveries of foreign expropriation losses),
or against the personal holding company tax
imposed by section 541,

(b) Amount allowed. Subject to the ap-
plicable limitation of section 904, the follow-
ing amounts shall be allowed as the credit
under subsection (a):

(1) Citizens and domestic corporations. In
the case of a citizen of the United States and
of a domestic corporation, the amount of any
income, war profits, and excess profits taxes
pald or accrued during the taxable year to
any foreign country or to any possession of
the United States; and

(2) Resident of the United States or
Puerto Rico. In the case of a resident of the
United States and in the case of an in-
dividual who is a bona fide resident of Puerto
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Rico during the entire taxable year, the
amount of any such taxes paild or accrued
during the taxable year to any possession
of the United States; and

(3) Alien resident of the United Siates
or Puerto Rico. In the case of an alien resi-
dent of the United States and in the case of
an allen individual who is a bona fide resi-
dent of Puerto Rico during the entire tax-
able year, the amount of any such taxes
pald or accrued during the taxable year to
any foreign country; and

(4) Nonresident alien individuals and
Joreign corporations. In the case of any non-
resident alien individual not described in
section 876 and in the case of any foreign
corporation, the amount determined pur-
suant to section 906; and

(5) Partnerships and estates. In the case
of any individual described in paragraph
(1), (2), (3), or (4), who is a member of
a partnership or a beneficiary of an estate or
trust, the amount of his proportionate share
of the taxes (described in such paragraph)
of the partnership or the estate or trust
paid or accrued during the taxable year to
a foreign country or to any possession of the
United States, as the case may be.

(c) Similar credit required jfor certain
alien residents. Whenever the President
finds that—

(1) A foreign country, in imposing in-
come, war profits, and excess profits taxes,
does not allow to citizens of the United
States residing in such foreign country a
credit for any such taxes paid or accrued
to the United States or any foreign country,
as the case may be, similar to the credit
allowed under subsection (b)(3),

(2) Such foreign country, when requested
by the United States to do so, has not acted
to provide such a similar credit to citizens
of the United States residing in such for-
eign country, and

(3) It is In the public Interest to allow
the credit under subsection (b)(3) to eiti-
zens or subjects of such foreign country
only if it allows such a similar credit to
citizens of the United States residing in
such forelgn country, the President shall
proclaim that, for taxable years beginning
while the proclamation remains in effect,
the credit under subsection (b)(3) shall be
allowed to citizens or subjects of such for-
eign country only if such foreign country,
in imposing Income, war profits, and excess
profits taxes, allows to citizens of the United
States residing In such foreign country such
& similar credit.

(d) Corporations treated as foreign. For
purposes of this subpart, the following cor-
porations shall be treated as foreign
corporations:

(1) A corporation entitled to the benefits
of section 931, by reason of receiving a large
percentage of its gross income from sources
wl;hln & possession of the United States;
an

(2) A corporation organized under the
China Trade Act, 1922 (16 U.S.C., chapter
4), and entitled to the deduction provided
in section 941.

(e) Foreign tazes on mineral income—(1)
Reduction in amount allowed. Notwith-
standing subsection (b), the amount of any
income, war profits, and excess profits taxes
paid or accrued during the taxable year to
any foreign country or possession of the
United States with respect to foreign min-
eral income from sources within such coun-
try or possession which would (but for this
paragraph) be allowed under such subsec-
tion shall be reduced by the amount (if
any) by which—

(A) The amount of such taxes (or, if
smaller, the amount of the tax which would
be computed under this chapter with re-
spect to such Income determined without
the deduction allowed under section 613),
exceeds
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(B) The amount of the tax computed un-
der this chapter with respect to such income.

(2) Foreign mineral income defined. For
purposes of paragraph (1), the term ‘“foreign
mineral income"” means income derived from
the extraction of minerals from mines, wells,
or other natural deposits, the processing of
such minerals into their primary products,
and the transportation, distribution, or sale
of such minerals or primary products. Such
term includes, but is not limited to—

(A) Dividends received from a foreign cor-
poration in respect of which taxes are deemed
pald by the taxpayer under section 902, to
the extent such dividends are attributable
to foreign mineral income, and

(B) That portion of the taxpayer’'s distrib-
utive share of the income of partnerships at-
tributable to foreign mineral income.

(f) Cross reference (1) For deductions of
income, war profits, and excess profits taxes
pald to a foreign country or a possession of
the United States, see sections 164 and 275.

(2) For right of each partner to make elec-
tion under this section, see section 703(b).

(3) For right of estate or trust to the
credit for taxes imposed by foreign coun~
tries and possession of the United States
under this section, see section 642(a) (2).

(4) For reduction of credit for failure of

a U.S, person to furnish certain information
with respect to a foreign corporation con-
trolled by him, see section 6038.
[Sec. 901 as amended by sec. 8 (a) and (b),
Act of Sept. 14, 1960 (Public Law 86-780, 74
Stat. 1013); secs. 9(d) (3) and 12(b) (1), Rev.
Act 1962 (76 Stat. 1001, 1031); sec. 207(b)
(7), Rev, Act 1964 (78 Stat. 42); sec. 1(¢) (2),
Act of April 8, 1966 (Public Law 89-384, 80
Stat, 102); sec. 106 (a) (4) and (5) and (b)
(1) and (2), Foreign Investors Tax Act 1966
(80 Stat. 1569); secs. 301(b) (8) and 506(a)
(1) and (2), Tax Reform Act 1969 (83 Stat.
585, 634) ]

Par. 2, Section 1.901-2 is amended by
revising paragraph (a) to read as fol-
lows:

§ 1.901-2 Definitions.

(a) The term “amount of any income,
war profits, and excess profits taxes paid
or saccrued during the taxable year”
means taxes proper, paid or accrued dur-
ing the taxable year on behalf of the tax-
payer claiming credit. No credit is given
for amounts representing interest or pen-
alties. For reduction in the amount of
such taxes paid or accrued with respect
to foreign mineral income, see section
901(e) and § 1.901-3.

- . * » *

Par. 3. The following new section is
added immediately after § 1.901-2:

§ 1.901-3 Reduction in amount of for-
eign taxes on foreign mineral income
allowed as a eredit.

(a) Determination of amount of re-
duction—(1) In general. For purposes of
determining the amount of taxes which
are allowed as a credit under section 901
(a) for taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 1969, the amount of any in-
come, war profits, and excess profits
taxes paid or accrued, or deemed to be
paid under section 902, during the taxa~-
ble year to any foreign country or pos-
session of the United States with respect
to foreign mineral income (as defined in
paragraph (b) of this section) from
sources within such country or posses-
sion shall be reduced by the amount, if
any, by which—
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(i) The smaller of—

(a) The amount of such foreign in-
come, war profits, and excess profits
taxes. or

(b) The amount of the tax which would
be computed under chapter 1 of the Code
for such year with respect to such for-
eign mineral income if the deduction for
depletion were determined under section
611 without regard to the deduction for
percentage depletion under section 613,
exceeds

(ii) The amount of the tax computed

under chapter 1 of the Code for such
year with respect to such foreign mineral
income.
The reduction required by this subpara-
graph must be made on a country-by-
country basis whether the taxpayer uses
for the taxable year the per-country limi-
tation under section 904(a) (1), or the
overall limitation under section 904(a)
(2), on the amount of taxes allowed as
credit under section 901(a).

(2) Determination of amount of tax
on foreign mineral income—(i) Foreign
tax. For purposes of subparagraph (1) (i)
(a) of this paragraph, the amount of the
income, war profits, and excess profits
taxes paid or accrued during the taxable
year to a foreign country or possession
of the United States with respect to for-
eign mineral income from sources within
such country or possession is an amount
which is the greater of—

(@) The amount by which the total
amount of the income, war profits, and
excess profits taxes paid or accrued dur-
ing the taxable year to such country or
possession exceeds the amount of such
taxes that would be paid or accrued for
such year to such country or possession
without taking into account such foreign
mineral income, or

(b) The amount of the income, war
profits, and excess profits taxes that
would be paid or accrued to such coun-
try or possession if such foreign mineral
income were the taxpayer’s only income
for the taxable year,

except that in no case shall the amount
so determined exceed the total of all in-
come, war profits, and excess profits
taxes paid or accrued during the taxable
year to such country or possession. For
such purposes taxes which are paid or
accrued also include taxes which are
deemed paid under section 902. In the
case of a dividend described in paragraph
(b) (2) (i) (@) of this section which is
from sources within a foreign country or
possession of the United States and is
attributable in whole or in part to foreign
mineral income, the amount of the in-
come, war profits, and excess profits
taxes deemed paid under section 902
during the taxable year to such country
or possession with respect to foreign min-
eral income from sources within such
country or possession is an amount which
bears the same ratio to the amount of
the income, war profits, and excess profits
taxes deemed paid under section 902
during such year to such country or pos-
session with respect to such dividend as
the portion of the dividend which is at-
tributable to foreign mineral income
bears to the total dividend. For purposes

of (@) and (b) of this subdivision, foreign
mineral income is to be reduced by any
credits, expenses, losses, and other de-
duetions which are properly allocable to
such income under the law of the for-
eign country or possession of the United
States from which such income is
derived.

(ii) U.S. fax. For purposes of subpara-
graph (1) i) of this paragraph, the
amount of the tax computed under chap-
ter 1 of the Code for the taxable year
with respect to foreien mineral income
from sources within a foreign country or
possession of the United States is the
greater of—

(a) The amount by which the tax
under chapter 1 of the Code on the tax-
payer’s taxable income for the taxable
year exceeds a tax determined under such
chapter on the taxable income for such
year determined without regard to such
foreign mineral income, or

(b) The amount of tax that would be
determined under chapter 1 of the Code
if such foreign mineral income were the
taxpayer's only income for the taxable
year.

For purposes of this subdivision the tax
is to be determined without regard to
any credits against the tax and without
taking into account any tax against
which a credit is not allowed under sec-
tion 901(a). Moreover, the foreign min-
eral income is to be reduced only by
expenses, losses, and other deductions
properiy allocable under chapter 1 of the
Code to such income. However, the for-
eign mineral income is to be computed
without any deduction for personal ex-
emptions under section 151 or 642(b).
(iii) U.S. income taxr computed with-
out deduction allowed by section 613. For
purposes of subparagraph (1) (i) () of
this paragraph, the amount of the tax
which would be computed under chapter
1 of the Code (without regard to section
613) for the taxable year with respect to
foreign mineral income from sources
within a foreign country or possession of
the United States is the -amount of the
tax on such income that would be com-
puted under such chapter by using as the
allowance for depletion cost depletion
computed upon. the adjusted depletion
basis of the property. For purposes of this
subdivision the tax is to be determined
without regard to any credits against the
tax and without taking into account any
tax against which credit is not allowed
under section 901(a). If the greater tax
with respect to the foreign mineral in-
come under subdivision (ii) of this sub-
paragraph is the tax determined under
(a) of such subdivision, the tax deter-
mined for purposes of subparagraph (1)
(i) (b) of this paragraph is to be deter
mined by applying the principles of (@)
(rather than of (b)) of subdivision (i) qf
this subparagraph. On the other hand, if
the greater tax with respect to the for
eign mineral income under subdivision
(ii) of this subparagraph is the tax deter
mined under (b) of such subdivision, the
tax determined for purposes of subpard”
graph (1) (i) (b) of this paragraph is ¥
be determined by applying the principles
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of (b (rather than of (a)) of subdivision
(i) of this subparagraph.

(3) Special rules. (i) The reduction re-
quired by this paragraph in the amount
of taxes paid, accrued, or deemed to be
paid to a foreign country or possession
of the United States applies only where
the taxpayer is allowed a deduction for
percentage depletion under section 613
with respect to any part of his foreign
mineral income for the taxable year from
sources within such country or posses-
sion, whether or not such deduction is
allowed with respect to the entire foreign
mineral income from sources within
such country or possession for such year.

(ii) For purposes of this section, the
term “foreign country” or “‘possession of
the United States” includes the adjacent
continental shelf areas to the extent, and
in the manner, provided by section 638
(2) and the regulations thereunder.

(ifi) The provisions of this section are
to be applied before making any reduc-
tion required by section 1503(b) in the
amount of income, war profits, and ex-
cess profits taxes paid or accrued to for-
elgn countries or possessions of the
United States by a Western Hemisphere
trade corporation.

(iv) In all cases in which a taxpayer
has any foreign mineral income from
sources within a foreign country or pos-
session of the United States with respect
to which the deduction under section 613
is allowed, he must attach to his return
a schedule showing the computations re-
quired by subdivisions (i), (ii), and (@ii)
of subparagraph (2) of this paragraph.

(v) A taxpayer who has elected to use
the overall limitation under section 904
(a) (2) on the amount of the foreign tax
credit for any taxable year beginning
before January 1, 1970, may, for his first
taxable year beginning after Decem-
ber 31, 1969, revoke his election without
first securing the consent of the
Commissioner. See paragraph (d) of
§1.904-1,

(b) Foreign mineral income defined—
(1) In general. The term “foreign min-
eral income” means income (determined
under chapter 1 of the Code) from
Sources within a foreign country or
?&isnesswn of the United States derived

() The extraction of minerals from
mines, wells, or other natural deposits,
D) The processing of minerals into
tnegg brimary products, or

(i) The transportation, distribution,
or sale of minerals or of the primary
broducts derived from minerals.

Any income of the taxpayer derived from
&N activity described in either subdivi-
Slon (1), (i), or (iii) of this subpara-
ir?sph 1s foreign miheral income, since
tractmt necessary that the taxpayer ex-
2 1'1 brocess, and transport, distribute,
forset hmx_nerals or their primary products
activir, come derived from any such

ity to be foreign mineral income.
: Us, for example, an' integrated oil
10mmny must treat as forelgn mineral
CY;COTe from sources within a foreign
St:n ry Or possession of the United

tes all income from such sources de-
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rived from the production of oil, the re-
fining of crude oil into gasoline, the
distribution of gasoline to marketing out-
lets, and the retail sale of gasoline. Simi-
larly, income from such sources from the
refining, distribution, or marketing of
fuel oil by the taxpayer is foreign min-
eral income, whether or not the crude
oil was extracted by the taxpayer. In
further illustration, income from sources
within a foreign country or possession of
the United States derived from the proc-
essing of minerals into their primary
products by the taxpayer is foreign min-
eral income, whether or not the minerals
were extracted, or the primary products
were sold, by the taxpayer. Section 901
(e) and this section apply whether or
not the extraction, processing, trans-
portation, distribution, or selling of the
minerals or primary products is done by
the taxpayer. Thus, for example, an in-
dividual who derives royalty income from
the extraction of oil from an oil well in
a foreign country has foreign mineral
income for purposes of this paragraph.
Income from the manufacture, distribu-
tion, and marketing of petrochemicals is
not foreign mineral income. Foreign min-
eral income is not limited to gross in-
come from the property within the mean-
ing of section 613(c) and § 1.613-3.

(2) Income included in foreign min-
eral income—(i) In general. Foreign
mineral income from sources within a
‘foreign country or possession of the
United States ineludes, but is not limited
to—

(a) Dividends from such sources, as
determined under paragraph (d) (1) of
§ 1.902-3, received from a foreign cor-
poration in respect of which taxes are
deemed paid by the taxpayer under sec-
tion 902, to the extent such dividends
are attributable to foreign mineral in-
come ‘described in subparagraph (1) of
this paragraph. The portion of such a
dividend which is attributable to such
income is that amount which bears the
same ratio to the total dividend received
as the earnings and profits out of which
such dividend is paid that are attribut-
able to foreign mineral income bear to
the total earnings and profits out of
which such dividend is paid. For such
purposes, the foreign mineral income of
a foreign corporation is its foreign min-
eral income described in this paragraph
(including any dividends described in
this (@) which are received from another
foreign corporation), whether or not
such income is derived from sources
within the foreign country or possession
of the United States in which, or under
the laws of which, the former corporation
is created or organized. A foreign corpo-
ration is considered to have no foreign
mineral income for any taxable year be-
ginning before January 1, 1970.

(b) Any section 78 dividend to which
a dividend described in (a) of this sub-
division gives rise, but only to the extent
such section 78 dividend is deemed paid
under paragraph (a)(2) {) of this sec-
tion with respect to foreign mineral in-
come from sources within such country
or possession and to the extent it is
treated under paragraph (d)(1) of
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§ 1.902-3 as income from sources within
such country or possession.

(¢) Any amounts includible in income
of the taxpayer under section 702(a) as
his distributive share of the income of a
partnership consisting of income de-
scribed in subparagraph (1) of this para-
graph.

(d) Any amounts includible in income
of the taxpayer by virtue of section 652
(a), 662(a), 671, 682(a), or 691(a), to
the extent such amounts consist of in-
come described in subparagraph- (1) of
this paragraph.

(ii) Illustration. The provisions of this
subparagraph may be illustrated by the
following example:

Ezample. (a) Throughout 1974, M, a do-
mestic corporation, owns all the one class of
stock of N, a foreign corporation which is
not a less developed country corporation
within the meaning of section 902(d). Both
corporations use the calendar year as the
taxable year. N is incorporated in foreign
country ¥, During 1974, N has income from
sources within foreign country X, all of
which is foreign mineral income. During
1974, N also has income from sources within
country Y, none of which is foreign mineral
income. N is taxed in each foreign country
only on income derived from sources within
that country. Neither country X nor country
Y allows a credit against its tax for foreign
income taxes. N pays a dividend of $40,000
to M for 1974. For purposes of section 902,
the dividend is paid from earnings and
profits for 1974.

(b) N's earnings and profits and taxes for
1974 are determined as follows:

Foreign mineral income from
(70327 0\ il oot s I Tt o o $100, 000
Less:
Intangible drilling and
development costs_. $21, 000
Cost depletion_______ 3, 000 24, 000
Taxable income from country X.__ 76, 000
Income tax rate of country X____ X 50 %
Tax paid tocountry X___________ 38, 000
Income from country ¥ ...---.._ 100, 000
Less deductions. .. ... _ 25, 000
Taxable income from country Y.. 75, 000
Income tax rate of country Y..___ X 60%
Tax paid to country ¥ oo 45, 000
Total taxable income. . __.__ 151, 000
Less total foreign income taxes.._ 83, 000
Total earnings and profits. . .____ 68, 000
Taxable income from foreign min- 4
Ol INCOMO v cen oo oo ounmmen 76, 000
Less: Tax paid on foreign mineral
7o (e ) R S UL RRC L P S 38, 000
Earnings and profits from foreign
mineral income...... oo 38, 000

(¢) For 1974, M has foreign mineral in-
come from country Y of $49,636.68, deter-
mined in the following manner and by apply-
ing this section, § 1.78-1, and § 1.902-3(d) (1) :

Portion of dividend from country
Y attributable to foreign min-
eral income (subdivision (i) (a)’
of this subparagraph) ($40,-
000 X $38,000/$68,000)

Foreign income tax deemed paid
by M to country Y under sec-
tion 902(a) (1) ($83,000 X $40,-
00/$68,000) (§1.902-3(a)(2))-

$22, 352, 94

48, 823. 53
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Foreign income tax deemed paid
by M to country Y with respect
to foreign mineral income from
country Y (paragraph (a)(2)
(i) of this section) (848,823.-

53 X $22,352.94/840,000) . $27,283.74

Foreign mineral income from
country Y:

Dividend attributable to for-
eign mineral income from
ooMBtEyY WLl s

Sec. 78 dividend deemed paid
with respect to foreign min-
eral income (subdivision (1)
(b) of this subparagraph.___

Total foreign mineral in-
OB e e

22,362.94

27, 283, 74
49, 636. 68

(¢) Limitations on foreign tax credit—
(1) In general. The reduction under sec-
tion 901(e) and paragraph (a) (1) of this
section in the amount of foreign taxes
allowed as a credit under section 901 (a)
is to be made whether the per-country
limitation under section 904(a) (1) or the
overall limitations under section 904(a)
(2) is used for the taxable year, but the
reduction in the amount of foreign taxes
allowed as a credit under section 901(a)
must be made on a country-by-country
basis before applying the Ilimitation
under section 904(a) to the reduced
amount of taxes. If for the taxable year
the separate limitation under section 904
(f) applies to any foreign mineral in-
come, that limitation must also be ap-
plied after making the reduction under
section 901(e) and paragraph (a) (1) of
this section.

(2) Carrybacks and carryovers of ex-
cess tar paid—QGQ) In general. Any
amount by which (a) any income, war
profits, and excess profits taxes paid or
accrued, or deemed to be paid under
section 902, during the taxable year to
any foreign country or possession of the

United States with respect to foreign

mineral income from sources within such
country or possession exceed (b) the re-
duced amount of such taxes as deter-
mined under paragraph (a)(1) of this
section may not be deemed paid or ac-
crued under section 904(d) in any other
taxable year, See §1.904-2(b) (2) (ii).
However, to the extent such reduced
amount of taxes exceeds the applicable
limitation under section 904(a) for the
taxable year it shall be deemed paid or
accrued under section 904(d) in another
taxable year as a carryback or carryover
of an unused foreign tax. The amount so
deemed paid or accrued in another tax-
able year is not, however, deemed paid
or accrued with respect to foreign min-
eral income in such other taxable year.
See § 1.904-2(c) (3).

(ii) Carryovers to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 1969. Where,
under the provisions of section 904(d),
taxes paid or accrued, or deemed to be
paid under section 902, to any foreign
country or possession of the United
States in any taxable year beginning
before January 1, 1970, are deemed paid
or accrued in one or more taxable years
beginning after December 31, 1969, the
amount of such taxes so deemed paid or
accrued shall not be deemed paid or ac-
crued with respect to foreign mineral
income and shall not be reduced under
section 901(e) and paragraph (a) (1) of
this section.
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(iii) Carrybacks to tazable years be-
ginning bejore January 1, 1970. Where
income, war profits, and excess profits
taxes are paid or accrued, or deemed to
be paid under section 902, to any foreign
country or possession of the United
States in any taxable year beginning
after December 31, 1969, with respect to
foreign mineral income from sources
within such country or possession, they
must first be reduced under section
901(e) and paragraph (a)(1l) of this

section before they may be-deemed paid

or accrued under section 904(d) in one
or more taxable years beginning before
January 1, 1970.

(d) Ilusirations. The application of
this section may be illustrated by the
following examples, in which the surtax
exemption provided by section 11(d) and
the tax surcharge provided by section
b1(a) are disregarded for purposes of
simplification:

Ezample (1). (a) M, a domestic corpora-
tion using the calendar year as the taxable
year, is an operator drilling for oil in foreign
country W. For 1971, M’s gross income under
chapter 1 of the Code is $100,000, all of
which is foreign mineral income from & prop-
erty In country W and is subject to the allow-
ance for depletion. During 1971, M incurs
intangible drilling and development costs of
$15,000, which are currently deductible for
purposes of the tax of both countries. Cost
depletion amounts to $2,000 for purposes of
the tax of both countries, and only cost
depletion is allowed as a deduction under
the law of country W. It is assumed that no
other deductions are allowable under the law
of either country. Based upon the facts as-
sumed, the income tax paid to country W on
such forelgn mineral income is $41,500, and
the U.S. tax on such income before allowance
of the foreign tax credit is $30,240, deter-
mined as follows:

US. taxz W taz

L G e $100, 000 $100, 000
Less:
Intangible drilling
and development
............. 15, 000 15, 000
Cost depletion......  ...... 2, 000
Percentage depletion
(22% of $100,000,
but not to exceed
50% of $85,000) - 2000, ' =iminia
Taxable income.....-- 63, 000 83, 000
Income tax rate......- 48% 50%
R e et S e i S e 30, 240 41, 500

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, M would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1971 of $30,240 (8$30,240X$63,000/
$63,000), and foreign Income tax in the
amount of $11260 ($41,5600 less $30,240)
would first be carried back to 1969 under
section P04(d).

(c) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, however, the foreign income tax
allowable as a credit against the U.S. tax is
reduced to $31,900, determined as follows:

Foreign income tax pald on for-
$41, 500
Less reduction under sec.
901(e) :
Smaller of $41,600 (tax
paid to country W on
foreign mineral in-
come) or
(U.S. tax on foreign
mineral income of
$83,000 ($83,000 X
48%), determined by
by deducting cost de-
pletion of 82,000 in
liew of percentage

depletion of $22,000) . $39, 840

Less: U.S. tax on for-
eign mineral income

(before credit)...._. $30, 240 %9, 800
Foreign income tax allowable as a
N e e e . 31,000

(d) After taking this section info account,
M is allowed a foreign tax credit for 1971
of $30,240 ($30,240 X $63,000/863,000). The
amount of foreign income tax which may
be first carried back to 1968 under section
904(d) Is reduced from $11,260 to 31,660
(831,900 less $30,240).

Ezxample (2). (a) M, a domestic corpora-
tion using the calendar year as the taxable
year, 1s an operator drilling for ofl in foreign
country X. For 1972, M has gross income
under chapter 1 of the Code of $100,000, all
of which is foreign mineral income from &
property in country X and is subject to the
allowance depletion, During 1972, M incurs
intangible drilling and development costs of
850,000 which are currently deductible for
purposes of the U.S. tax but which must be
amortized for purposes of the tax of country
X. Percentage depletion of $22,000 is allowed
&s a deduction by both countries, For pur-
poses of the U.S. tax, cost depletion for 1972
amounts to $15,000. It is assumed that no
other deductions are allowable under the law
of elther country. Based upon these facts,
the Income tax paid to country X on such
foreign mineral income is $27,200, and the
U.S, tax on such income before allowance of
the foreign tax credit is $13,440, determined
as follows:

U.S. tax X tax
Foreign mineral in-
o PNEEIEERSS BA L S A $100, 000 $100, 000
Less:
Intangible drilling &
development costs. 50, 000 10, 000
Percentage depletion. 22, 000 22, 000
Taxable Income....___ 28, 000 68, 000
Income tax rate. ... 48% 40%
b L OO RE SIeY 18,440 27,200

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, M would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1972 of $13,440 ($13,440 X $28,000/
$28,000), and foreign income tax in the
amount of $13,760 ($27,200 less $13,440)
would first be carried back to 1970 under
section 904(d).

(c) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, however, the foreign income tax al-
lowable as a credit agalnst the U.S, tax Is ré«
duced to $28,840, determined as follows:

Foreign income tax paid on foreign
mineral income. ... ...
Less reduction under sec.
901(e):
Smaller of $27,200 (tax

$27,200

income) or
(US. tax on foreign
mineral income of
$35,000 (835,000
48%), determined by
deducting cost de-
pletion of $15,000 in
lieu of percentage de-
pletion of $22,000) .-
Less: U.S, tax on for-
eign mineral income
(before credit) ...

$186, 800
3, 360

s
Foreign income tax allowable as 840
MBI e o 23,

d) After taking this section into accoubt
M(is)anowed a foreign tax credit of §13,440
(813,440 X $28,000/828,000). The amount &

income tax which may be first a4

ried back to 1970 under section 904(d) is I*"
duced from $13,760 to $10,400 (323.840 less
$13,440) . )
Ezample (3). (a) N, a domestic cOl'P"Se
tion using the calendar year as the (X80
year, is an operator drilling for oil in foreig

13, 440
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is fore!

country ¥, For 1972, N’s gross income under

chap

ter 1 of the Code is $100,000, all of which
ign mineral income from & property in

couniry ¥ and Is subject to the allowance
for depletion. During 1972, N incurs intangi-
ble drilling and development costs of $15,000,
which are currently deductible for purposes
of the U.S, tax but are not deductible under

the law of country Y.

Depreciation of

40,000 is allowed as a deduction for purposes
of the U.S, tax; and of $20,000 for purposes
of the Y tax. Cost depletion amounts to
$10,000 for purposes of the tax of both coun-
tries, and only cost depletion is allowed as
a deduction under the law of country ¥. It
{s assumed that no other deductions are al-
lowable under the law of either country.
Based upon the facts assumed, the income
tax pald to country Y on such foreign min-
eral income I8 $14,000, and the U.S. tax on
such income before allowance of the foreign
tax credit is $11,040, determined as follows:

Poreign  mineral in-
[ RS s

Less!

Intangible drilling
and development
(ov v S T L
Depreciation .ccee-e

Cost depletion. ...
Percentage depletion
(82% of $100,000,
but not to exceed
50% of $45,000) -~

Taxable income_.._._...

Income tax rate
¢y SRR T

U.S. taz Y tax
$100, 000 $100, 000
3100000 s —rouni
40, 000 20, 000
______ 10, 000
23,000  “=osiss
23, 000 70, 000
48% 20%
11, 040 14, 000

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, N would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1972 of $11,040 ($11,040 X $23,000/
§23,000), and foreign income tax in the

amount of $2,960

($14,000 less $11,040)

would first be carried back to 1970 under sec-

tion 004 (d).

(¢) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, however, the foreign income tax
allowsble as a credit against the U.S. tax is
reduced to $11,040, determined as follows:

Foreign income tax paid on foreign

mineral income

Less reduction under sec.
901(e):

Smaller of $14,000 (tax
paid to country Y on
foreign mineral
come) or $16,800
(US. tax on foreign
mineral income of
$35,000 ($35,000 X
48%), determined by
deducting cost deple-
tion of 10,000 in
lleu of percentage de-
pletion of $22,000) -

besg: US. tax on for-
tign mineral income
(before credit)

Forelgn income tax allow-
able as a credit

Nis
811,040
Toreign 1
under section
credit of $131
Hon of $11,040,
Ezample (4).

tion using the o

in- .

(d)*After taking this section into account,

allowed a foreign tax credit for 1972 of
(811,040><$23.000/$23.000) , but no
ncome tax is carried back to 1970
904(d) since the allowable
040 does not exceed the limita-

........ 14, 000
$14, 000

11, 040 2, 960
........ 11, 040

(a) D, a domestic corpora-
alendar year as the taxable

year, is an operator drillin

g for oil in foreign
?hll};;!}" Z. For 1971, D’s gross income under
s o L Of the Code is $100,000, all of which

I ¢p
for de:
ble  drillin,
§85,000,

PurpoS%

orelgn mineral incom roper

Untry Z and is subje:t g"?im"aﬁomg
Pletion. During 1971, D fncurs intan-
8 and development costs of
which are currently deductible for
of the US. tax but are not de-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

ductible under the law of country Z. Cost de-
pletion in the amount of $10,000 is allowed
as a deduction for purposes of both the U.S.
tax and the tax of country Z. Percentage de-
pletion is not allowed as a deduction under
the law of country Z and is not taken as a
deduction for purposes of the U.S. tax. It is
assumed that no other deductions are al-
lowable under the law of either country.
Based upon the facts assumed, the income
tax pald to country Z on such foreign min-
eral income is $27,000, and the U.S. tax on
such income before allowance of the for-
eign tax credit is $2,400, determined as
follows:

U.S. taz Z taz
Foreign mineral in-
D T G G $100, 000 $100, 000
Less:
Intangible drilling &
development costs. 85,000 ..o
Cost depletion...... 10, 000 10, 000
Taxable income........ 5, 000 90, 000
Income tax rate......- 48% 30%
AR e A 2, 400 27, 000

(b) Section 901(e) and this section do not
apply to reduce the amount of the foreign
income tax paid to country Z with respect to
the foreign mineral income since for 1971 D
is not allowed the deduction for percentage
depletion with respect to any foreign min-
eral income from sources within country Z.
Accordingly, D is allowed a foreign tax credit
of $2,400 ($2,400 X $5,000/$5,000), and foreign
income tax in the amount of $24,600 (827,000
less $2,400) is first carried back to 1969 under
section 904(d).

Ezample (5). (a) R, a domestic corpora-
tion using the calendar year as the taxable
year, is an operator drilling for oil in the
United States and in foreign country Z. For
1971, R’s gross income under chapter 1 of
the Code is $250,000, of which $100,000 is for-
eign mineral income from a property in for-
eign country Z and $150,000 is from a prop-
erty in the United States, all being subject
to the allowance for depletion. During 1971,
R incurs intangible drilling and development
costs of $125,000 in the United States and
of $25,000 in country Z, all of which are cur-
rently deductible for purposes of the U.S.
tax. Of these costs of $25,000 incurred in
country Z, only $2,500 is currently deductible
under the law of country Z. Cost depletion
in the case of the U.S. property amounts to
$60,000; and in the case of the property in
country Z, to $5,000, which is allowed as a
deduction under the laws of such country.
Percentage depletion is not allowed as a
deduction under the law of country Z. In
computing the U.S, tax for 1871, R is required
to use cost depletion with respect to the
mineral income from the U.S. property and
percentace depletion with respect to the
forelg:. mineral income from the property
in couniry Z. It is assumed that no other de-
ductions are allowed under the law of either
country. Based upon the facts assumed, the
income tax paid to country Z on the foreign
mineral income from sources therein is
$37,000, and the U.S. tax on the entire min~
eral income before allowance of the foreign
tax credit is $8,640, determined as follows:

U.S. tax Z tax
Gross income (includ-
ing foreign mineral
income)
Less:
Intangible drilling
and development
DOBLE - s s s
Cost depletion.._. ...
Percentage depletion
on foreign min-
eral income (22%
of $100,000, but
not to exceed 50%
of [$100,000—§25,~
000])

$250,000 $100, 000

150,

000 2,600
60, 000 5

, 000

............ 22, 000 ————

8457

U.S. tax Z tax
Taxable income....... $18,000 $92, 500
Income tax rate. ... 48% 40%
a1 T i i St 8,640 37, 000

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, R would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1971 of $8,640 ($8,640X$18,000/
$18,000), and foreign income tax in the
amount of $28,360 (837,000 less $8,640)
would first be carried back to 1968 under
section 904(d).

(c) Under paragraph (a)(2)(il) of this
section, the amount of the U.S. tax for 1971
with respect to foreign mineral income from
country Z s $25,440, which is the greater of
the amounts of tax determined under sub-
paragraphs (1) and (2):

(1) U.S. tax on total taxable income in
excess of U.S, tax on taxable income exclud-
ing foreign mineral income from country Z
(determined under paragraph (a)(2)(il) (a)
of this section) : -

U.S. tax on total taxable income.... $§8,640
Less U.S. tax on taxable
income other than
foreign mineral in-
come from country Z:
Income from U.S. prop-
(1 e B e $150, 000
Intangible drilling and
development costs... 125, 000
Cost depletion. ... 60, 000
Taxable income....... 0
Income tax rate_._____ 48%
Lo f S Y L G R e s R 0 0
Rxeess tax e e acnn 8, 640

(2) US. tax on foreign mineral income
from country Z (determined under para-
graph (a) (2) (i) (b) of this section):
Foreign mineral income. . _____ $100, 000
Intangible drilling and develop-

0V K oY RS S 25, 000
Percentage depletion (22% of

$100,000, but not to exceed 50%

O S 000 ) s e s A 22, 000
Taxable income._ .. _________ 53, 000
Income tax rate. . oo oo o 489,

(d) Under paragraph (a)(2) (iii) of this
section, the amount of the U.S. tax which
would be computed for 1971 (without regard
to section 613) with respect to foreign min-
eral Income from sources within country 2
is $33,600, computed by applying the princi-
ples of paragraph (a)(2)(ii)(bd) of this
section:

Foreign mineral income._ . ______ $100, 000
Intangible drilling and deyelop-~

ment CostE. ca e meccaccaaaa 25, 000
Cost depletlon. e uocnccacaaaa 5, 000
Taxable income. . .. ... 70, 000
InCome tax ratl.c e cmccnmanes 48%

(e) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, the foreign income tax allowable as
a credit against the U.S. tax for 1971 is re-
duced to $28,840, determined as follows:

Foreign income tax paid on foreign

mineral income... .. . ________ $37, 000

Less reduction under sec.
901(e):

Smaller of $37,000 (tax
paid to country Z on
foreign mineral in-
come) or $33,600
(U.S, tax on foreign
mineral income of
$70,000, as deter-
mined under para-
graph (d) of this
€XAMPIe coecennnana

Less: U.8. tax on for-
eign mineral income
of $53,000, as deter-
mined under para-
graph (¢) of this
OXAMPIL mrmecmc o 25, 440

$33, 600

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1972




8458

Foreign income tax allowable as a
credit $28, 840

(1) After taking this section into account,
R is allowed a foreign tax credit for 1971 of
$8,640 ($8,640X$18,000/818,000) . The amount
of foreign Income tax which may be first
carried back to 1969 under section 904(d) is
reduced from $28,360 to $20,200 ($28,840 less
$8,640).

Ezample (6). (a) B, a single individual
using the calendar year as the taxable year,
is an operator drilling for oll in foreign coun-
tries X and Y. For 1972, B's gross Income
under chapter 1 of the Code is $250,000, of
which $150,000 is foreign mineral income
from a property in country X and $100,000
is foreign mineral income from a property
in country Y, all being subject to the al-
lowance for depletion, The asumption 1s made
that B’s earned taxable income for 1972 is in-
sufficient to cause section 1348 to apply. Dur-
ing 1972, B incurs intangible drilling and
development costs of $16,000 in country X
and of $9,000 in country Y, which are cur-
rently deductible for purposes of both the
U.S. tax and the tax of countries X and Y,
respectively. Cost depletion in the case of the
X property amounts to $8,000, and in the
case of Y property, to $7,000; and such
amounts are allowed as a deduction for pur-
poses of both the U.S. tax and the tax of
countries X and ¥, respectively. For 1972, B
uses the overall limitation under section 904
(8) (2) on the foreign tax credit. Percentage
depletion is not allowed as a deduction under
the law of countries X and Y. It is assumed
that the only other allowable deductions
amount to $2,250. None of these deductions
is attributable to the income from the prop-
erties in countries X and ¥, and none is
deductible under the laws of country X or
country Y. Based upon the facts assumed,
the income tax pald to countries X and Y
on the foreign mineral income from each
such country is $71,820 and $25,200, respec-
tively, and the U.S. tax on B’s total taxable
income before allowance of the foreign tax
credit is $99,090, determined as follows:

U.S.tax Xtaz

Y tax

© Total income (Including

foreign mineral income

from countries X and
X e e ieeeaaan. $250,000 $150,000 $100, 000
Intangible drilling and
development costs. 16, 000 9, 000
Cost depletion. .. ... 8, 000 7,000
Percentage depletion
of $150,000, but not to
exceed 507 of $134,000;
r]ua 22%, of $100,000,

hut not to exceed 50%

of $91,000) . .. .coeooo
Adjusted gross income.
Other dedaetions ...
Personal exemption. .
Taxable income. ..
Income tax rate.
L e B SR SRR SR LIS
U.8. tax (353,000 plus 70%

of $67,000) < - e vaccmenannn 99,800 ...

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, B would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1972 of §97,020 (871,820 825,200),
but not to exceed the overall limitation
under section 904(a)(2) of $089,990 (899,990
X $167,750/8187,750) . There would be no for-
eign income tax carried back to 1870 under
section 904(d) since the allowable credit of
$97,020 does not exceed the limitation of
$99,990.

(c) Under paragraph (a)(2)(i1) of this
section, the amount of the U.8. tax for 1972
with respect to foreign mineral income from
sources within country X is $69,760, which
is the greater of the amounts of tax deter-
mined under subparagraphs (1) and (2):

(1) US. tax on total taxable income in
excess of US, tax on taxable income exclud-
ing foreign mineral income from country X
(determined under paragraph (a) (2) (i1) (a)
of this section) :

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

U.S. tax on total taxable income. ..
Less U.S. tax on taxable
income other than
foreign mineral in-
come from country
X:
Foreign mineral in-

$99, 890

come from coun-
2 T e T el e S S A $100, 000
Intangible drilling and
development costs.. 9, 000
Percentage depletion
(229 of #$100,000,
but not to exceed
50% of $91,000) ... 22, 000
Adjusted gross In-
OO s e 89, 000
Other deductions_ ... 2,250
Personal exemption._. . 750
Taxable Income._____ 66, 000
U.S. tax ($26,390 plus 649 of
o L R e Y LSS e 80, 230
o7 SeeiOhl WAL W T L 69, 760

(2) U.S. tax on foreign mineral income
from country X (determined under para-
graph (a)(2) (if) (b) of this section):

Forelgn mineral income from

(Cojreet Syl JeloB e, o8 e oA AN D $150, 000. 00
Intangible drilling and develop-
o AL R L S 16, 000. 00

Percentage depletion (22% of
$150,000, but not to exceed
50% of $134.000) - . _____

Adjusted gross income.______.___ 101, 000. 00

Other deductions

Taxable fncome. .. . _________

U.S. tax ($46,190 plus 69% of
$8,750) 52, 227. 50

(d) Under paragraph (a)(2)(iii) of this
section, and by applying the principles of
paragraph (a) (2) (ii) (a) of this section, the
amount of the U.S. tax which would be com-
puted for 1972 (without regard to section
613) with respect to foreign mineral income
from sources within country X is $87.920,
which is the excess of the U.S. tax ($127,990)
determined under subparagraph (1) over the
U.S. tax (840070) determined under sub-
paragraph (2):

(1) U.S. tax on total taxable income de-
termined without regard to section 613:

Total Income.. - oo S
Intangible drilling and develop-

8250, 000

Cost depletion_
Adjusted gross income...
Other deductions......._
Personal exemption. .. ____
Taxable INCOMe. v e
U.S. tax ($53,090 plus 70% of

$107,000)

(2) U.S. tax on total taxable income other
than foreign mineral income from country
X, determined without regard to section 613:

Foreign mineral income from coun-

127, 890

$100, 000

try Y 2 et
Intangible drilling and develop-

Cost depletion...... ...
Adjusted gross Income.._.
Other deductions. . ___
Personal exemption .. . . ___
Taxable income... . o .. ..
U.S. tax (839390 plus 68% of

$1,000)

(e) Under paragraph (a)(2)(i) of this
gection, the amount of income tax paid to
country X for 1972 with respect to foreign
mineral income from sources within such
country is $71.,820. This is the amount de-
termined under both (a) and (b) of para-
graph (&) (2) (1) of this section, since, In this
case, there 1s no Income from sources within
country X other than foreign mineral in-
come, and there are no deductions allowed

40, 070

under the law of country X which are not
allocable to such foreign mineral income,

(f) Pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) of this
section, the foreign income tax with respect
to foreign mineral income from sources
within country X which is allowable a5 5
credit against the U.8. tax for 1972 1s reduced
to $69,760, determined as follows:

Foreign income tax paid to country

X on foreign mineral income____

Less reduction under sec.
901(e):

Smaller of $71,820 (tax
paid to country X on
foreign mineral In-
come) or 887,920
(U.S. tax on foreign
mineral income from
sources within coun-
try X, as determined
under paragraph
(d) ) of this example.

Less: U.S. tax on for-
eign mineral income
from sources within
country X, deter-
mined under para-
graph (c¢) of this ex-
1 b0 T i CH 50

871,820

871, 820

69, 760

Foreign income tax of country X
allowable as a credit ... 60, 760

(g) Under paragraph (a)(2) (i) of this
section, the amount of the U.S, tax for 1972
with respect to foreign mineral income from
sources within country ¥ is $48,280, which
is the greater of the amounts of tax deter-
mined under subparagraphs (1) and (2):

(1) U.S. tax on total taxable income in
excess of U.S. tax on taxable {ncome exclud-
ing foreign mineral income from country ¥
(determined under paragraph (2)(2) (ii)(a)
of this section):

U.S. tax on total taxable income.._
Less U.S. tax on taxable
income from coun-
try Y:
Foreign mineral in-
come from country

$99, 990

R e S $150, 000
Intangible drilling and
development costs_.
Percentage depletion
(22% of $150,000,
but not to exceed
50% of $134,000) -~
Adjusted gross In-
come
Other deductions. ...
Personal exemption..
Taxable income__ ...
U.S. tax (846,190 plus
69% of $8,000) c o cmcccaeaena

16, 000

88, 000

101, 000
2,250

98, 000

48, 280

20> o\ SR I S .

(2) U.S. tax on foreign mineral Income
from country Y (determined under pars
graph (a)(2) (11) (b) of this section):

Foreign mineral income from coun-

e R T R $100, 000
Intangible drilling and develop- 0. 000
MENE COBLB o st R e == 9,

Percentage depletion (22% of $100,-
000, but not to exceed 50% of 23 000
$91,000) —o-coeccccimmmmmam e 50,000
Adjusted gross income 2' 250
Other deductions 06’ 0
Taxable Income. . ovcmmemm=- »
U.S. tax ($26,390 plus 64% of 10
ShB0Y. - s 30, Ls
(h) Under paragraph (a)(2) (i) of to
section, and by applying the principles

;ection, the

agraph (a) (2) (ii) () of this section, &°

ﬁountpot s:hl(v.)é. t,e.(x which would be 0:"1’;‘11

puted for 1972 (without regard to Wom,

613) with respect to foreign mineral 0‘.2858 ‘

from sources within country Y Is $0%0
which 1s the excess of the U.S. tax (81275
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determined under paragraph (d)(1) of this
example over the U.S. tax ($69,190) on total
taxable income other than foreign mineral
income from country ¥, determined without
regard to section 613, as follows:

Foreign mineral income from coun-

try X = ---- 8150, 000
Intangible driling and develop-

ment CObE e 18, 000
Cost - depletiol oo e e e 8, 000
Adjusted gross INCome .- —-————_ 126, 000
Other deductioNS . o ccccc e maaes 2, 250
Personal exemption . cccccmacaooo 750
Taxable INCOME@ e v 123, 000
US. tax ($58,090 plus 70% of

$33.000) | ot oot 69, 190

(1) Under paragraph (a)(2)(i) of this
section, the amount of income tax pald to
country Y for 1972 with respect to foreign
mineral income from sources within such
country is $25,200, This is the amount de-
termined under both (a) and (b) of para-
graph (a) (2) (1) of this section, since, in this
case, there is no income from sources within
country ¥ other than foreign mineral in-
come, and there are no deductions allowed
under the law of country Y which are not
allocable to such foreign mineral income.

(}) Pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) of this
section, the foreign income tax with respect
to foreign mineral income from sources
within country Y which is allowable as a
credit against the U.S. tax for 1972 is not
reduced from $25,200, as follows:

Foreign income. tax paid
to country ¥ on foreign
mineral iNCOMe. oo ocaeme oo $25, 200
Less reduction under sec.
901(e) :

Smaller of $25,200 (tax
paid to country Y on
forelgn mineral in-
come) or 58,800
(U.S. tax on foreign
mineral income from
sources within coun-
try ¥, as determined
under paragraph (h)
of this example)____

Less: US. tax on for-
eign mineral income
from sources within
country Y, as deter-
mined wunder para-
graph (g) of this ex-
ample

$25, 200

Forelgn income tax of
country Y allowable as
a credit 25, 200

(k) After taking this section into account,
B is allowed a foreign tax credit for 1972 of
892,470 (869,760-$26,200), but not to exceed
the overall limitation under section 904
(a) (2) of  $90,990 ($89,990 X $167,750/
§167,750). There would be no foreign In-
come tax carried back to 1970 under section
904(d) since the allowable credit of $92.470
does not exceed the limitation of $99,000.
usf'-”amme (7). (a) P, a domestic corporation
s ng the calendar year as the taxable year,
an operator mining for iron ore in foreign
‘;‘;\_’ntry X. For 1971, P’s gross income under
b «llpter 1 of the Code is $100,000, all of which
- orelen mineral income from a property in
Iotmtdl’y X and is subject to the allowance
il epletion. For 1971, cost depletion
botthunts to 5,000 for purposes of the tax of
e ec(;)unmes. and only cost depletion is
S 8; a4 deduction under the law of
totherry - It is assumed that deductions
the mnthan for depletion) attributable to
$8.000 eral property in country X amount to
uﬁde;-",gnd these deductions are allowable
$ia ¢ € law of both countries. Based upon
coumacm assumed, the income tax paild to
Ty X on such foreign mineral income is
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$39,150, and the U.S. tax on such income
before allowance of the foreign fax credit Is
$37,440 determined as follows:

X tax U.S. taz

Foreign mineral In-
(oo et S SEE S $100, 000 8100, 000
Less:
Percentage depletion
(14% of $100,000,
but not to exceed
50% of $92,000) ~-- 14,000  ocee-a
Cost depletion....... .. 5, 000
Other deductions_._.. 8, 000 8, 000
Taxable income. ... ... 78, 000 87, 000
Income tax rate ... ... 48% 45%
- e, RS 37, 440 39, 150

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, P would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1971 of $37,440 ($37,440X$78,000/
$78,000), and foreign income tax in the
amount of 81,710 ($39,150 less $37,440)
would first be carried back to 1969 under
section 904(d).

(c) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, however, the foreign income tax
allowable as a credit against the U.S. tax is
reduced to $37,440, determined as follows:

Foreign Income tax pald on foreign
$39, 150
Less reduction under sec.
901 (e):
Smaller of $39,150 (tax
paid to country X on
foreign mineral in-
come) or $41,760
(US. tax on for-
eign mineral in-
come of $87,000 (887~
000<48% ), deter~-
mined by deducting
cost depletion of
$5,000 in lieu of per-
centage depletion of
$14,000)
Less: U.S. tax on foreign
mineral income (before
credit)

£39, 150

37, 440 1,710

Foreign income tax allowable as
37,440

(d) After taking this section into account,
P is allowed a foreign tax credit for 1971 of
$37,440 ($37,440%$78,000/$78,000), but no
foreign income tax is carried back to 1969
under section 904(d) since the allowable
credit of $37,440 does not exceed the limita-
tion of $37,440.

Ezxample (8). (a) The facts are the same as
in example (7), except that P is assumed to
have received dividends for 1971 of $25,000
from R, a foreign corporation incorporated
in country X which is not a less developed
country corporation within the meaning of
section 902(d). Income tax of $2,500
($25,000X10%) on such dividends is with-
held at the source In country X. It is assumed
that P is deemed under section 902(a) (1)
and § 1.902-3(d) to have paid income tax of
$22,600 to country X in respect of such
dividends and that under paragraphs (a)(2)
(1) and (b)(2) (1) of this section such divi-
dends are deemed to be attributable to for-
elgn mineral income from sources in country
X and that such tax is deemed to be paid
with respect to such foreign mineral income.
Based upon the facts assumed, the U.S. tax
on the forelign mineral income from sources
in counfry X is $60,240 before allowance of
the foreign tax credit, determined as follows:

Foreign mineral income
from country X:
Income from mining
property
Dividends from R_....
Sec. 78 dividend._.. ..

$100, 000
25, 000
22,500 $147, 6500

Less:
Percentage depletion (14% of
$100,000, but not to exceed
50% of $92,000) <o e
Other deductions. ... .__

(b) Without taking this section into ac-
count, P would be allowed a foreign tax
credit for 1971 of $60,240 (860,240x$125,500/
$125,600), and foreign income tax in the
amount of $3,910 ([$39,1504 822,600 $2,5600]
less $60,240) would first be carried back to
1969 under section 804(d).

(¢) Pursuant to paragraph (a) (1) of this
section, however, the foreign income tax
allowable as a credit against the U.S. tax is
reduced from $64,150 to $60,240, determined
as follows:

Foreign income tax pald, and
deemed to be paid, to country
X on foreign mineral income
($39,150--$22,500--$2,500)

Less reduction under sec. 901(e):
Smaller of $64,150 (tax

paid and deemed paid

to country X on for-

eign mineral income)

or $64,660 (U.S. tax on

foreign mineral in-

come of $134,500

($134,500X48% ), de-

termined by deduct-

ing cost depletion of

$56,000 in lieu of per-

centage depletion of

$14,000)
Less: U.S. tax on for-

eign mineral income

(before eredit) .. ...

$64, 150

$64, 150

60, 240 3,910

Foreign income tax allowable as a
credit 60, 240

(c) After taking this section Into account,
P is allowed a foreign tax credit for 1971
of $60,240 (860,240x$125,5600/8125,600), but
no foreign income tax Is carried back to
1969 under section 904(d) since the allowable
credit of $60,240 does not exceed the limi-
tation of $60,240. .

Par. 4, Section 1.902-3 is amended by
revising paragraph (a) (1) to read as
follows:

§ 1.902-3 Credit for domestic corporate
shareholder of a foreign corporation
%;2;1' amendment by Revenue Act of

).

(a) Domestic shareholder owning
stock in a first-tier corporation—(1) In
general. If a domestic shareholder
(meaning for purposes of section 902
a domestic corporation owning at least
10 percent of the voting stock of a
foreign corporation, such foreign cor-
poration for purposes of section 902
being referred to as a first-tier corpora-
tion) receives dividends in any taxable
year from its first-tier corporation, the
credit for foreign income taxes allowed
by section 901 includes, subject to the
conditions and limitations prescribed in
subparagraphs (4) through (8) of this
paragraph, the foreign income taxes
deemed, in accordance with subpara-
graphs (2) and (3) of this paragraph,
to be paid by such domestic shareholder
for such year. For purposes of this sec-
tion, § 1.902-4, and § 1.902-5, the term
“foreign income taxes” means income,
war profits, and excess profits taxes, and
taxes included in the term “income, war
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profits, and excess profits taxes” by rea-
son of section 903, imposed by a foreign
country or a possession of the United
States. For rules relating to reduction
of the amount of foreign income taxes
deemed paid or accrued with respect to
foreign mineral income, see section 901
(e) and § 1.901-3.

- * . + -

Par. 5. Section 1.904 is amended by
revising subsection (b) (1) and (2) of
section 904 and the historical note to
read as follows:

§ 1.904 Siatutory provisions: limitation
on credit.

SEec. 904, Limitation on credit. * * *

(b) Election of overall limitation—(1) In
general. A taxpayer may elect the limitation
provided by subsection (a)(2) for any tax-
able year beginning after December 31, 1960.
An election under this paragraph for any
taxable year shall remain in effect for all
subsequent taxable years except’'that it may
be revoked (A) with the consent of the
Secretary or his delegate with respect to
any taxable year or (B) for the taxpayer's
first taxable year beginning after December
31, 1969.

(2) Election ajter revocation. Except in a
case to which paragraph (1) (B) applies, if
the taxpayer has made an election under
paragraph (1) and such election has been
revoked, such taxpayer shall not be eligible
to make a new election under paragraph (1)
for any taxable year, unless the Secretary or
his delegate consents to such new election.

& El - - »

[Sec. 904 as amended by sec. 42(a), Techni-
cal Amendments Act 1958 (72 Stat. 1639);
sec. 1, Act of Sept. 14, 1960 (Public Law 86—
780, 74 Stat. 1010); secs. 10 and 12(b)(2),
Rev. Act 1962 (76 Stat. 1002, 1031); sec. 234
(b) (6), Rev. Act 1964 (78 Stat. 116): sec.
106(c), Foreign Investors Tax Act 1966 (80
Stat. 1570); sec. 508(b), Tax Reform Act
1969 (83 Stat, 635) |

Par. 6. Section 1.904-1 is amended by
revis§ing paragraph (d)(1) to read as
follows:

§ 1.904—1 Limitation on credit for for-
eign taxes.
- - » * El

(d) Election of overall limitation—(1)
In general—(i) Manner of making elec-
tion. The initial election under section
904(b) of the overall limitation provided
by section 904(a)(2) may be made by
the taxpayer for any taxable year be-
ginning after December 31, 1960, with-
out securing the consent of the Com-
missioner. The taxpayer may, for the
first taxable year for which the election
is to be made, make such election at any
time before the expiration of the period
referred to in paragraph (d) o. § 1.901-1
for choosing the benefits of section 901
for such taxable year. Having made the
initial election, the taxpayer may, within
the time prescribed for making such elec-
tion for such taxable year, revoke such
election without the consent of the Com-
missioner. If such revocation is timely
and properly made, the taxpayer may
make his initial election of the overall
limitation for a later taxable year with-
out the consent of the Commissioner, If,
however, the taxpayer makes the initial
election for a taxable year and the pe-
riod prescribed for making such election
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for such taxable year expires, the tax-
payer must continue the election of the
overall limitation for all subsequent tax-
able years (whether or not foreign taxes
were paid or accrued for any such year
and notwithstanding that a deduction
for foreign taxes under section 164 was
claimed for any such year) until re-
voked with the consent of the Commis-
sioner, See section 904 (b) (1). If the elec-
tion for any taxable year is revoked with
the consent of the Commissioner, the
taxpayer may not make a new election
for such taxable year or for any subse-
quent taxable year without the consent
of the Commissioner. If the election of
the overall limitation is revoked for a
taxable year, the per-country limitation
shall apply to such taxable year and to
all taxable years thereafter unless a new
election of the overall limitation is made,
either with or without the consent of the
Commissioner in accordance with this
section.

(ii) Rewvocation for first taxable year
beginning after December 31, 1969. Not-
withstanding subdivision (i) of this sub-
paragraph, if the taxpayer has made an
initial election under section 904(b) of
the overall limitation for a taxable year
beginning before January 1, 1970, and the
period prescribed for making such elec-
tion for such taxable year has expired,
or if he has mAde a new election for
such a taxable year with the consent of
the Commissioner, he may revoke such
election effective with respect to his first
taxable year beginning after Decem-
ber 31, 1969, without the consent of the
Commissioner. Such revocation may be
made within the time prescribed for
making an initial election for such first
taxable year beginning affer Decem-
ber 31, 1969. If such revocation is timely
and properly made, the taxpayer may
make a new election of the overall limi-
tation for a later taxable year without
the consent of the Commissioner. Such
new election for a later taxable year may
be made at any time before the expira-
tion of the period referred to in para-
graph (d) of § 1.901-1 for choosing the
benefits of section 901 for such taxable
year. The revocation of an election, or
the making of a new election, pursuant
to this subdivision shall be made in the
same manner provided in subparagraph
(2) of this paragraph for revoking or
making an initial election. This subdivi-
sion applies even though the taxpayer is
not required under section 901(e) and
§1.901-3 to reduce the amount of any
foreign taxes paid, accrued, or deemed
to be paid with respect to foreign min-
eral income for any taxable year begin-
ning after December 31, 1969.

> id - L -

Par. 7. Section 1.904-2 is amended by
adding subdivision (iii) to paragraph (b)
(2) and by adding subparagraph (3) to
paragraph (¢), as follows:

§ 1.904-2 Carryback and carryover of
unused foreign tax.
» - L - -
(b) Years to which carried. * * *
(2) Definitions. * * *

(iii) The term “unused foreign tax”
does not include any amount by which
the income, war profits, and excess profits
taxes paid or accrued, or deemed
to be paid, to any foreign country or
possession of the United States with re-
spect to foreign mineral income are re-
duced under section 901(e)(1) and
§ 1.901-3(b) (1).

* - - »

(¢) Tax deemed paid or accrued. *

(3) Unused foreign tax with respect to
foreign mineral income. If any portion of
an unused foreign tax for any taxable
year beginning after December 31, 1969,
consists of tax paid or accured, or deemed
to be paid, with respect to foreign min-
eral income, as defined in § 1.901-3(¢c),
such portion shall not be deemed paid
or accrued with respect to foreign min-
eral income in the taxable year to which
it is carried under section 904(d).

* * - L L

[FR Doc.72-6352 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[ 21 CFR Part 1211
FOOD ADDITIVES

2,4-D; Proposed Tolerances

A pesticide petition (PP 1E1136) was
submitted by the Bureau of Reclamation,
U.S. Department of the Interior, o the
Environmental Protection Agency in ac-
cordance with provisions of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
346a), proposing establishment of a tol-
erance (40 CFR Part 180) for negligible
residues of the herbicide 24-4 (24
dichlorophenoxyacetic acid) from appli-
cation of its dimethylamine salt to irri-
gation ditch banks at 0.1 part per
million. (For a related document, see this
issue 'of the FEDERAL REGISTER, DAge
8462.)

The Reorganization Plan No. 3 of
1970, published in the FEpDERAL REGISTER
of October 6, 1970 (35 F.R. 15623), trans-
ferred (effective Dec. 2, 1970) to the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency the functions vested 1
the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare for establishing tolerances o
pesticide chemicals under sections 406,
408, and 409 of the Federal Food, Drug
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346, 346a,
and 348). ’

Having evaluated the data in the pet-
tion and other relevant material, it 15
concluded that the proposed tolerance
should be established for the residues
which occur in potable water as a resplt
of application of 2,4-D dimethylaminé
salt to irrigation ditch banks.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the act (sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 21
US.C. 348(d)), the authority trans
ferred to the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (35 F-R;
15623), and the authority delegated by
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the Administrator to the Deputy Assist-
ant Administrator for Pesticides Pro-
grams (36 F.R. 9038), 1t is proposed that
§ 121.1204 be revised to read as follows:

§121.1204 2,4-D.

Tolerances are established for residues
of the herbicide 24-D (24-dichloro-
phenoxyacetic acid) as follows:

2 parts per million in the milled frac-
tions (except flour) derived from barley,
oats, rve, and wheat to be ingested as
food or to be converted fo food. Such
residues may be present therein only as
a result of application to the growing
crop of the herbicides identified in Title
40, § 180.142. '

0.1 part per million (negligible resi-
dues) in potable water. Such residues
may be present therein only as a result
of application of the dimethylamine salt
of 2,4-D to irrigation ditch banks in the
Western United States in programs of
the Bureau of Reclamation; cooperating
water user organizations; the Bureau of
Sport Fisheries, U.S. Department of the
Interior; Agricultural Research Service,
US. Department of Agriculture and the
Corps of Engineers, U.S. Department of
Defense.

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of an economiec poison under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Ro-
denticide Act containing any of the in-
gredients listed herein may request,
within 30 days after publication hereof
in the FepEraL RecISTER, that this pro-
posal be referred to an advisory commit-
tee In accordance with section 409(d) of
the act.

Interested persons may, within 20 days
after publication hereof in the FEDERAL
Recister, file with the Hearing Clerk,
Environmental Protection Agency, Room
3125, South Agriculture Building, 12th
Street and Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20460, written com-
ments (preferably in quintuplicate) re-
garding this proposal. Comments may be
accompanied by a memorandum or brief
in support thereof,

Dated: April 21, 1972,

Wirriam M. UrPHOLT,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticides Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6417 Filed 4-26-72:8:48 am|]

[21 CFR Part 2951

HUMAN PRESCRIPTION DRUGS IN
ORAL DOSAGE FORMS

Proposed Child Protection Packaging
Standards

an’ghtl)‘ough m\fesugations by the Food
avana;‘lg Admmlst'ration and from other
s e information, the Commissioner

00d and Drugs has determined that

FEDERAL

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

the accidental ingestion of orally admin-
istered prescription drugs for human use
has been a significant cause of hospitali-
zations and fatalities of children under
5 years of age. :

A prescription drug (that is, a drug
which by Federal law may be dispensed
only by prescription of a practitioner
licensed by law to administer such drug)
is often so categorized because of its
toxicity or other potentiality for harmful
effect.

In view of the large number of pre-
scription drugs for oral administration
dispensed annually, and the fact that the
major burden of complying with child
protection packaging standards for such
substances under the Poison Prevention
Packaging Act of 1970 will fall on retail
pharmacists, the Commissioner has
sought the most practical and efficient
approach to rapid implementation of the
act in this area. Two basic alternate ap-
proaches have been considered: (1) The
preparation of a list of specific prescrip-
tion drugs requiring such packaging and
(2) a comprehensive across-the-board
approach applicable to all prescription
drugs for oral administration in humans.

The Food and Drug Administration
has sought the views of five professional
societies representing practicing phar-
macists as to the more appropriate ap-
proach; namely, American Pharmaceuti-
cal Association, National Association of
Chain Drug Stores, Inc., American So-
ciety of Hospital Pharmacists, National
Pharmaceutical Association, and Na-
tional Association of Retail Druggists.
Three of the four responding strongly
support the across-the-board approach
as the most effective means to accom-
plish the purposes of the act. The fourth
is concerned as to availability of the
required containers and suggests that
experience should be gained with a lim-
ited approach before the across-the-
board requirement is adopted.

Upon consideration of these responses
and in the interest of most efficiently
accomplishing the objectives of the act,
the Commissioner concludes that the
comprehensive, across-the-board ap-
proach is the appropriate course of
action.

After review of the above information
and upon consultation, pursuant to sec-
tion 3, with the Technical Advisory Com-
mittee convened in accordance with
section 6 of the act, the Commissioner
finds that the nature of the hazard to
children posed by orally administered
prescription drugs for humans, by reason
of their availability and packaging, is
such that special packaging is necessary
to protect children from serious personal
injury or serious illness resulting from
handling, using, or ingesting such
substances.

On the basis of reports and data from
industry and other relevant information,
and pursuant to section 3(a) (2) of the
act, the Commissioner finds that the spe-
cial packaging proposed herein is:

1. Technically feasible because tech-
nology exists to produce special packag-
ing conforming to these standards. At
least 15 different special packages have
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been tested in accordance with § 295.10
Testing procedure for special packaging
(21 CFR 295.10; 36 F.R. 22151, 37 F.R.
741) that meet or exceed the effective-
ness specifications of § 295.3(b).

2. Practicable in that it is susceptible
to modern mass production and assembly
line techniques. Reported production
data indicate a capability adequate to
meet the needs of affected industries.

3. Appropriate since such special pack-
aging is not detrimental to the integrity
of the substance and will not interfere
with its storage or use.

The demands for special packaging are
expected to be substantial and will in-
crease rapidly as implementation of the
act for drugs continues. Manufacturers
and pharmacists are encouraged to stock
adequate supplies of special packaging in
order to meet the effective dates for spe-
cial packaging requirements for drugs.
The Food and Drug Administration en-
courages the pharmaceutical industry
and pharmacists to cooperate and start
the use of special packaging for all drug
products where any potential for hazard
to children exists. The objective of the
act warrants initiatives toward special
packaging that should not await the
time-consuming procedures necessary to
establish legally enforceable require-
ments.

Accordingly, pursuant to provisions of
the Poison Prevention Packaging Act of
1970 (sees. 2(4), 3, 5, 84 Stat. 1670-72;
15 U.S.C. 1471(4), 1472, 1474) and under
authority delegated to him (21 CFR
2.120) , the Commissioner proposes that a
new subparagraph be added to § 295.2(a)
as follows (§§ 295.2 and 295.3 were pro-
mulgated in the Feperar REGISTER of
February 16, 1972; 37 F.R. 3427) :

§ 295.2 Substances
packaging.”

(a) Substances. The Commissioner of
Food and Drugs has determined that the
degree or nature of the hazard to chil-
dren in the availability of the following
substances, by reason of their packaging,
is such that special packaging is required
to protect children from serious personal
injury or illness resulting from handling,
using, or ingesting such substances, and
that the special packaging herein re-
quired is technically feasible, practicable,
and appropriate for these substances:

3 > - a - »

(10) Prescription drugs. Any drug for
human use that is in a dosage form in-
tended for oral administration and that
is required by Federal law to be dispensed
only by or upon an oral or written pre-
scription of a practitioner licensed by law
to administer such drug shall be pack-
aged in accordance with the provisions of
§295.3 (a), (b), and (¢).

* L . » L ]

Interested persons may, within 60 days
after publication hereof in the FepEraL
REGISTER, file with the Hearing Clerk, De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, Room 6-88, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, Md. 20852, written comments
(preferably in quintuplicate) regarding

requiving  “special
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this proposal. Comments may be ac-
companied by a memorandum or brief in
support thereof. Received comments may
be seen in the above office during working
hours, Monday through Friday.

Dated: April 24, 1972.

Sam D. FINE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR Doc.72-6487 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Airspace Docket No. 72-50-34]

TRANSITION AREA

Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Washington, Ga.,’
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, Southern Re-
gion, Air Traffic Division, Post Office Box
20636, Atlanta, GA 30320. All communi-
cations received within 30 days after
publication of this notice in the FEpERAL
REecisTER will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment. No
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration of-
ficials may be made by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch.
Any data, views, or arguments presented
during such conferences must also be
submitted in writing in accordance with
this notice in order to become part of the
record for consideration. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of comments received.

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

The Washington transition area would

be designated as:
That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile ra-
dius of Washington-Wilkes County Airport
(latitude 33°47'20"' N., longitude 82°48'30"’
W.); within 2.5 miles each side of Athens
VOR 112° radial, extending from the 6.5-mile
radius area to 25 miles east of the VOR.

The proposed designation is required
to provide controlled airspace protection
for IFR operations at Washington-
Wilkes County Airport. A prescribed in-
strument approach procedure to this air-
port, utilizing the Athens, Ga. VOR, is
proposed in conjunction with the desig-
nation of this transition area.

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

Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 18,
1972,
DUANE W. FREER,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[ FR Doc.72-6402 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am|

[ 14 CFR Part 711
[Alrspace Docket No. 72-EA-44]

CONTROL ZONE

Proposed Designation and Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending § 71.171 of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
so as to designate a Westhampton Beach,
N.Y. control zone and alter the Calver-
ton, N.Y. control zone (37 F.R. 2067).

The U.S. Air Force has submitted an
airspace proposal to establish a part-
time control zone at Suffolk County Air-
port, Westhampton Beach, N.Y. The air-
port meets the communications, weather
observation and reporting requirements
for control zone designation. The pro-
posed control zone will overlap a small
portion of the existing Calverton, N.Y.
control zone. Therefore an editorial
change is required in the Calverton con-

trol zone so as to exclude the airspace-

which is coincident with the proposed
Westhampton Beach control zone.

Interested parties may submit such
written data or views as they may desire.
Communications should be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Re-
gion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Di-
vision, Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, John F. Kennedy Interna-
tional Airport, Jamaica, N.¥. 11430. All
communications received within 30 days
after publication in the FEpErRAL REGIS-
Ter will be considered before action is
taken on the proposed amendment. No
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements may be made for informal
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration officials by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch,
Eastern Region.

Any data or views presented during
such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order fo become part of the record
for consideration. The proposal con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received.

The official docket will be available
for examination by interested parties at
the Office of Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, Federal Build-
ing, John F. Kennedy International Air-
port, Jamaica, N.Y.

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed a review of the air-
space requirements for the terminal area
of Westhampton Beach, N.Y., proposes
the airspace action hereinafter set forth:

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to add a
Westhampton Beach, N.Y. control zone
as follows:

WeSTHAMPTON BEACH, N.Y,

Within a 5.5-mile radius of Suffolk County
Alrport (latitude 40°59'89'" N., longitude
72°87749'" W.). This control zone shall be in
effect from 0700 to 2300 hours, local time,
dally.

2. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the
Calverton, N.¥Y. control zone as follows:

In the text, delete “12.5 miles east of
the VORTAC.” and substitute, “125
miles east of the VORTAC excluding the
portion within the Westhampton Beach,
N.Y. control zone."”.

This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348)
and section 6(¢) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in Jamaica, N.¥. on April 7,
1972.
ROBERT H. STANTON,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

[FR Doc.72-6403 Filed 4-26-72;8:47 am|

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[ 14 CFR Parts 221, 2311
[Docket No. 22415; EDR-225]

PUBLICATION OF TARIFFS FOR
CLASSES OF SERVICE SUBJECT TO
SCHEDULE DESIGNATION AND
CLASSES OF SERVICE NOT AC-
TUALLY PROVIDED TO THE PUBLIC

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Correction

In F.R. Doc. 72-6130 appearing at page
7904, in the issue of Friday, April 21,
1972, the EDR designation should read
as set forth above.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 40 CFR Part 1801

TOLERANCES AND  EXEMPTIONS
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE
CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI-
CULTURAL COMMODITIES

2,4-D; Proposed Tolerance

The Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. De-
partment of the Interior, submitted @
pesticide petition (PP 1E1136 ) prox>0§m¥
establishment of tolerances for negligl-
ble residues of the herbicide 2,4-D (24
dichlorophenoxyacetic acid) in or 91‘
various raw agricultural commodit;wS
from application of its dimethylaminé
salt to irrigation ditech banks at 0.1 part
per million. (For a related document,
see this issue of the FEpERAL REGISTER
page 8460.)

Based on consideration given data sub-
mitted in the petition and other relevant
material it is concluded that:
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1. The pesticide is useful for the pur-

se for which the tolerances are pro-

nosed,
* 2, Livestock are to be excluded from
1-eated ditch banks, and there is no rea-
nnable expectancy of 2.4-D residues in
meat or milk from this use.

3. The proposed toleraaces will protect
the public health.

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C.
346a(e)), the authority transferred to
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (35 F.R. 15623), and
trator to the Deputy Assistant Adminis-
trator for Pesticides Programs (36 F.R.
9036), it is proposed that § 180.142 be
amended by inserting new paragraph (¢)
after paragraph (b), as follows:

§180.142 2,4-D; tolerances for residues.

- - Kl - -

(c) Tolerances are established for
negligible residues of 2,4-D (2,4-dichlo-
rophenoxyacetic acid) from application
of its dimethylamine salt to irrigation
ditch banks in the Western United
States in programs of the Bureau of
Reclamation; cooperating water user
organizations; the Bureau of Sport Fish-
eries, U.S. Department of the Interior;
Agricultural Research Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture; and the Corps
of Engineers, U.S. Department of De-
fense, at 0.1 part per million in or on the
Crop groupings: Citrus; cucurbits; for-
age grasses; forage legumes; fruiting
vegetables; grain crops; leafy vegetables;
nuts; pome fruits; root crop vegetables:
seed and pod vegetables; small fruits,
stone fruits; and the individual raw agri-
cultural commodities avocados, cotton-
seed, hops, and strawberries.

Where tolerances are established at
on the subject crops, the higher toler-
ance applies also to residues from the
Irrigation diteh bank use cited above.

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of an economic poison under the
Fede‘ral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Ro-
denticide Act containing any of the in-
gredients listed herein may request,
within 30 days after publication hereof
In the Feperar REGISTER, that this pro-
posal be referred to an advisory commit-
tee in accordance with section 408(e)
of the act,

Interested persons may, within 30 days
after publication hereof in the FEDERAL

EGISTER, file with the Hearing Clerk,
- l!12v1roxunent,al Protection Agency, Room
o 5, South Agriculture Building, 12th

‘éet and Independence Avenue SW.,
mashinston. DC 20460, written com-

ents (preferably in quintuplicate) re-
8arding this proposal. Comments may be
accompanied by a memorandum or brief
n support thereof.

Dated: Apri 21,1972,

WiLLiam M. Upnorr,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for

Pesticides Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6416 Fiteq 4-26-72;8:48 am]
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PAY BOARD

[ 6 CFR Part 2051

PAY BOARD PROCEDURAL
REGULATIONS

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given that the regula-
tions set forth in tentative form below
are proposed to be prescribed by the
Chairman of the Pay Board. Since rules
set forth in Part 205 are essential to the
expeditious implementation of the Eco-
nomic Stabilization Act of 1970, as
amended, the Board finds that the time
for the submission of comments or sug-
gestions by Interested persons in accord-
ance with usual rule making procedures
is impracticable and that good cause
exists for promulgating them in less than
30 days. Prior to the final adoption of
such regulations, consideration will be
given to any comments or suggestions
pertaining thereto which are submitted
in writing, preferably in quintuplicate,
to the Chairman of the Pay Board, At-
tention: Office of General Counsel, 2000
M Street NW., Washington DC 20508, by
May 8, 1972 Any written comments or
suggestions not specifically designated as
confidential may be inspected by any
person upon written request,.

The proposed revision of the rules as
set forth below is issued pursuant to the
authority vested in the Pay Board by
the Economic Stabilization Ac¢t of 1970,
as amended (Public Law 92-210, 85 Stat.
743) , Executive Order No. 11640 (37 F.R.
1213, Jan, 27, 1972), as amended, and
Cost of Living Council Orders No. 3 (36
F.R. 20202, Oct. 16, 1971) and No. 6 (37
F.R. 2727, Feb. 4, 1972).

GEORGE H. BoLprt,
Chairman of the Pay Board.

Subpart A—General
Sec.
205.1 Purpose and scope.
20562 Definitions.
2053 Representation.
2064 Filing of documents.
205.5 Computation of time.
205.6 Service.
205.7 Extension of time,
205.8 Subpenas; witness fees.
2059 Consolidations.

Subpart B—Appeals From Adverse Actions

20520 Purpose and scope.
20521 Who may appeal.
205.22 Where to file appeal.
205.23 When to file appeal.
20524 Contents.

205.25 Secreening of appeals.
205.26 Obtaining record.
20527 Informal hearings.
20528 Decision by Board.
20629 Further review.

Subpart C—Req

ts for Exceptions and Pay
Challenges

Purpose and scope.

Initial action on requests for excep-
tion.

Application for leave to participate
in pay challenge proceedings.

Initial action on pay challenges.

Scope of review,

Who may request review,

205.30
205.31

205.32
205.33

205.34
205.35
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Sec.

205.36
205.37
205.38
205.39
205.40
206.41

Subpart D—Petition and Comment on Rule Making

205.50 Scope.
205.561 Where to file.
205.52 When to file,

Subpart E-Formal Hearings

Purpose and scope.

Appointment of Hearing Officer.

Notice of hearing.

Powers and duties of the Hearing
Officer.

205.64 Record.

Subpart F—Retroactive Pay Adjustments
205.80 Purpose and scope.
205.81 Refroactive pay adjustment chal-
lenges; proceedings.
205.82 Board decisions,

AvrHORITY: The provisions of this Part 205
are issued under the Economic Stabilization
Act of 1970, as amended, Public Law 91-379, 84
Stat. 799; Public Law 91-558, 84 Stat. 1468;
Public Law 92-8, 85 Stat. 13; Public Law 92—
15, 85 Stat. 38; Public Law 92-210, 85 Stat.
743; Executive Order No. 11640 (37 F.R. 1213,
Jan, 27, 1972), as amended; Cost of Living
Council Orders No. 3 (36 F.R. 20202, Oct. 16,
1971) and No. 8 (37 F.R. 2727, Feb. 4, 1972).

Subpart A—General
Purpose and scope.

Where to file.

When to file.

Contents.

Informal hearings.

Decision by Board on review,
Request for reconsideration.

205.60
205.61
205.62
205.63

§ 205.1

(a) This part establishes procedures
for—

(1) Appeals from adverse actions by
the Internal Revenue Service;

(2) Initial action on requests for ex-
ceptions or pay challenges and review of
denials of such requests or challenges, in
whole or in part;

(3) Petitions and comments on rule
making;

(4) Formal hearings on certain wage
and salary increases; and

(5) Initial action on retroactive pay
adjustments and review of denials of
such adjustments.

(b) Pursuant to section 214(b) (3) of
the Economic Stabilization Act of 1970,
as amended, if any small business enter-
prise files a request, challenge, applica-
tion, or appeal under the provisions of
this part, such request, challenge, appli-
cation, or appeal will be accorded expedi-
tious handling by affording it priority
on the dockets maintained by the Board
for the orderly conduct of its business.

§ 205.2 Definitions.

For purposes of this part—

“Act” means the Economic Stabiliza-
tion Act of 1970, as amended.

“Adverse action” means an action by
the Board or IRS denying the position,
in whole or in part, of a party at interest
(as defined by § 201.3 of this chapter)
with respect to a pay adjustment, or an
interpretation issued by IRS or ruling
issued by the Office of the Chief Counsel
for the Internal Revenue Service which
is contrary to the position asserted by the
person seeking the interpretation or
ruling.
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“Board” means the Pay Board as es-
tablished by Executive Order No. 11827,
and as continued by Executive Order No.
11640 and 11660, or its delegate. The term
delegate, as here used, does not encom-
pass IRS or the Office of the Chief Coun-
sel for the Internal Revenue Service.

“District Director” mean a district
director of the IRS.

“Exception” means an order issued by
the Board or its delegate to a person as
defined by § 201.3 of this chapter waiving
requirements of a specific rule, regula-
tion, or order issued pursuant to the Act.

“Hearing Officer” means a person ap-
pointed by the Board for purposes of
conducting a hearing in accordance with
Subparts B, C, E, and F of this part.

“IRS” means the Internal Revenue
Service.

“Pay adjustment” means a change in
wages or salaries.

“Pay challenge” means an objection to
an existing contract or pay practice pre-
viously set forth in accordance with
§ 201.14 of this chapter, filed by—

(a) A party at interest as defined in
§ 201.3 of this chapter; or

(b} Two or more members of the
Board.

“Person aggrieved” means:

(a) In cases where the IRS or Board
has denied the position, in whole or in
part, of a party at interest (as defined
by § 201.3 of this chapter) with respect
to a pay adjustment, a person who is a
party at interest; or

(b) In cases in which the IRS has
issued an interpretation or the Office of
the Chief Counsel for the Internal Reve-
nue Service has issued a ruling, a per-
son who requested such interpretation or
ruling and asserts a position contrary
thereto.

“Petition” means a written objection
to or proposal for a published ruling or
regulation promulgated by the Board.

“Regulation” means a regulation is-
sued by the Board which appears in
Chapter II of Title 6, Code of Federal
Regulations.

§ 205.3 Represeniation.

Representation by counsel or other in-
dividuals under this part shall be in
accordance with the rules governing au-
thority to practice before IRS prescribed
in § 401.702 of this title. The Board may,
permit any other individual to represent
any person when circumstances indicate
that such representation is justified.

§ 205.4 Filing of documents.

(a) A document required to be filed
directly with the Board under this chap-
ter is considered filed when it has been
received at the Pay Board offices. Docu-
ments received after regular business
hours are deemed filed on the next regu-
lar business day.

(b) A person filing—

(1) A request for an exception,

(2) A challenge,

(3) A prenotification or report of a
pay adjustment,

(4) A retroactive pay adjustment,

(5) An appeal or request for review
or reconsideration, or
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(6) Briefs and other documents in
support of his position,

must at the same time serve copies of
each such document on all parties at
interest and on any other parties to the
proceedings. If, however, such parties at
interest are unrepresented employees,
they shall be notified by their employer
of the nature of the proceeding before
the Board and that they may inspect
copies of the above described documents
filed with the Board if they so request.
Reasonable rules shall be established by
the employer with respect to such
inspections.

(¢) A certificate of service or notifica-
tion, as appropriate, shall accompany
all such documents filed with the Board.

§205.5 Computation of time.

(a) In computing any period of time
prescribed or allowed by this chapter for
the performance of any act, the day of
the act, event, or default or which the
designated period of time begins to run
will not be counted.

(b) If the last day of the period falls
or a Saturday, Sunday, or a Federal legal
holiday, the period will be extended to
the next day which is not a Saturday,
Sunday, or Federal legal holiday.

(¢) If the period prescribed or allowed
is 7 days or less, an intervening Satur-
day, Sunday, or Federal legal holiday will
not be counted.

§ 205.6 Service.

(a) All documents required to be
served under this part are to be served
personally, by registered or certified mail,
or, where circumstances render such
service impracticable, service will be
effected as provided for by § 205.6(e).

(b) If a person is represented by a duly
authorized representative, service on the
representative shall constitute service on
the person.

(c) A certificate of -service shall be
filed with the Board for each document
served.

(d) Service by registered or certified
mail is complete upon mailing.

(e) Whenever the Board serves a deter-
mination, decision or order with respect
to a pay adjustment upon a person. a
copy of such determination, or decision
and order will also be served on all parties
at interest and other parties to the
proceedings. If, however, such parties
at interest are unrepresented employees,
the Board will provide the employer of
such employees with a copy of such deter-
mination, or decision and order. Such
employer shall immediately advise the
employees affected of the nature of the
determination, or decision and order and
make available to them apon request a
copy of such determination, or decision
and order.

§ 205.7 Extension of time.

If an action is required to he taken
within a prescribed time under this
chapter, an extension of time will be
granted only upon a showing of good
cause.

§ 205.8 Subpenas; witness fees.

(a) The Chairman of the Board or
his duly authorized agent may sign and
issue subpenas.

(b) A subpena may require the attend-
ance of witnesses and the production of
relevant papers, books, and documents
in the possession or under the control of
the person served.

(¢) A subpena may be served by any
person who is not a party and not less
than 18 years of age.

(d) The original subpena bearing a
certificate of service shall be filed with
the issuing official.

(&) A witness subpenaed by any party
shall be paid the same fees and mileage
as are paid witnesses in District Courts
of the United States.

§ 205.9 Consolidations.

Upon the initiative of the Board, the
Chairman of the Board, a Hearing Of-
ficer, or in response to & party’s motion,
two or more appeals, requests for excep-
tion, pay challenges or other cases which
involve substantially the same parties
or issues which are closely related, may
be consolidated if it is found that
such consolidation will expedite the
proceedings.

Subpart B—Appeals From Adverse
Actions

§ 205.2C Purposes and scope.

(a) The purpose of this subpart is fo
establish the rules of practice of the
Board which govern the conduct of its
administrative review proceedings.

(b) The Board has jurisdiction to con-
sider and decide appeals from adverse
actions by IRS and the Office of the
Chief Counsel for the Internal Revenue
Service.

(¢) The Board may review all relevant
questions of law and fact. ‘

(d) Review wiil be limited to the evi-
dence in the record before IRS or the
Office of the Chief Counsel for the In-
ternal Revenue Service at the time the
adverse action was taken except &
otherwise directed by the Board.

(e) Determinations, decisions and
other actions of the Board pursuant 0
§§ 205.25 through 205.28 will be rendered
by the Chairman or his delegate uniess
the Pay Board or a panel of the Board
directs otherwise.

§ 205.21 Who may appeal.

Any person aggrieved by an action of
IRS or the Office of the Chief Counsel
for the Internal Revenue Service taken
or issued pursuant to Part 401 of this
title, or in accordance with delegated
authority, other than a person found by
IRS to be in violation of the Act or Regu-
lations, may file an appeal with the
Board.

§205.22 Where to file appeal.

An appeal shall be filed with the Pa¥
Board, 2000 M Street NW., Washingto
DC 20508, and a copy of the appeal she
be sent to the official who issued 5
adverse action being appealed. At U
same time, appellant shall serve COPIS
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of such appeal and supporting documents
on the parties at interest (as defined by
§ 201.3 of this chapter) . If, however, such
parties at interest are unrepresented
employees appellant shall notify them of
such appeal in accordance with § 205.4
(b) and (c).

§205.23 When 1o file appeal.

Before filing an appeal with the Board,—

a recipient of an adverse action by a
District Director must have exhausted
his administrative remedies within IRS
by filing a timely appeal within IRS as
permitted by section 601 of Part 401. An
appeal to the Board must be filed within
30 days of service by IRS of the adverse
action upon which the appeal is based.

§205.24 Contents.

An appeal may be accompanied by a
brief and must include the name and
address of the appellant (and of other
parties at interest if the appeal is with
respect to a pay adjustment), a clear
designation that the document is an ap-
peal to the Board, a copy of the adverse
action appealed from, a concise state-
ment of the facts and contentions,
grounds for appeal, and the relief re-
quested, and a certification that he has
complied with §§ 205.22 and 205.23.

§205.25 Screening of appeals.

(a) The Board will determine whether
an appeal makes a prima facie showing
that the adverse action—

(1) Was erroneous in fact or in law; or

(2) Inthe case of a decision denying—

(i) A Request for Exception, or

(i) A retroactive pay adjustment,

Wwas erroneous in fact or in law or ap-
pears to he otherwise inequitable.

(b) Where the Board determines that
the appeal has failed to make a prima
fa_cle showing, the Board may summarily
reject the appeal, serve a copy of its de-
termination upon appellant, and advise
!um that he may request further review
In accordance with § 205.29 if appropri-
ate, If further review is not available
under § 205.29, appellant will be advised
that he may seek judicial review under
the Act. If the determination is with re<
spect to a pay adjustment, a copy of such
defermination will also be served on the
other parties at interest in accordance
with § 205.6(e) .

(¢) Where the Board determines that
the appellant has made a prima facie
showing, it will proceed in accordance

;{;g}, ;he provisions of §§ 205.26 through

§ 205.26 Obtaining record.

(a) Upon receipt of a copy of an ap-
peal, the office which took the adverse
:tactxon on the subject of the appeal will
orward to the Board its entire file on
thc(abmatt,er.

) This file, together with the appeal

:‘!]'tg briefs, if any, and any statement

mitted by IRS will constitute the rec-
ord on appeal,

(¢) The Board on its own motion may

request an
n ecessary,y additional evidence it deems
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§ 205.27 Informal hearings.

(a) If the Board in its discretion
deems that a hearing is advisable, it may
direct that an informal hearing be held
before the Board, its delegate, or a Hear-
ing Officer.

(b) The Board will notify the appel~
lant and other parties, as appropriate,
in writing, of the time and place of the
hearing.

(¢) The appellant and other parties,
as appropriate, may present oral argu-
ment and submit such additional docu-
mentary evidence as the Hearing Officer
or the Board deems necessary to fully
disclose the position of the party or
parties.

(d) If a Hearing Officer is used, he
will conduct the hearing as expeditiously
as possible in accordance with instruc-
tions received from the Board.

(e) Within 30 days after the close

-of the hearing, the Hearing Officer, if one

is appointed, will submit & report to the
Board and, if the Board so directs, a
recommendation with respect to the ap-
pellant’s request for relief.

§ 205.28 Decision by Board.

After receipt of an appeal and the IRS
record (see § 205.26) or at the conclusion
of a hearing, if a hearing has been pro-
vided for—

(a) The Board will issue a decision
in writing directed to the appellant set-
ting forth its decision, the basis there-
for, and an appropriate order;

(b) A copy of the decision and order
will be served upon the appropriate par-
ties in accordance with § 205.6(e); and

(¢) If the decision denies the relief
requested, in whole or in part, any per-
son aggrieved will be advised that he
may request further review in accord-
ance with.§ 205.29 if appropriate. If fur-
ther review is not available under
§ 205.29 appellant will be advised that
he may seek judicial review under the
Act.

§ 205.29 Further review.

(a) Any person aggrieved by a deter-
mination under- § 205.25(a) (2) of this
subpart or by the Board’s decision under
§ 205.28, with respect to a pay adjust-
ment, may request further review within
14 days of service of such determination
or decision. Further review will not, how-
ever, be granted unless three members
of the full Board or a majority of a com-
mittee or panel of the Board certify that
such a review is appropriate.

(b) If further review is denied, the
Board will serve a copy of its determina-
tion upon appellant, advise him that he
has exhausted his administrative
remedies and that he may seek judicial
review under the Act. A copy of such de-
termination will also be served on the
other parties, as appropriate, in accord-
ance with § 205.6(e).

(c) If further review is granted, the
Board will so notify the appellant and
other pariies at interest and proceed to
render its decision on the record. Such
record will consist of the request, any
written submissions by the applicant and
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other parties at interest to IRS or the
Office of Chief Counsel for the Internal
Revenue Service prior to the IRS or Of-
fice of Chief Counsel decision, any in-
formation developed by IRS or the Office
of Chief Counsel, ana all previous de-
cisions or determinations made by IRS
or Office of Chief Counsel, and the
Board. No additional information docu-
ments or other submission will be con-
sidered unless relevant as determined by
the Board, or submitted in response to
a specific request by the Board. Notwith-
standing the foregoing, the Board, in its
discretion, may allow oral presentations
or provide for hearings.

(d) The Board will issue a decision
in writing and direct it and an appro-
priate order to the parties at interest. If
the decision allows or denies the relief
requested, in whole or in part, an ag-
grieved party may seek judicial review
under the Act.

Subpart C—Requests for Exceptions
and Pay Challenges

§ 205.30 Purpose and scope.

(a) The purpose of this subpar't is to
establish procedures for initial action by
the Board on requests for exceptions or
pay challenges and for review or recon-
sideration, as appropriate, by the Board
of denials of such requests or challenges.

(b) This subpart shall not apply to
those requests for exceptions or retroac-
tive pay adjustments in which initial
action is taken by IRS pursuant to au-
thority delegated by the Board. In those
cases on which initial action is taken by
IRS, appeals from adverse actions may
be filed with the Board in accordance
with the regulations under Subpart B of
this part.

(¢) In all cases under paragraph (a)
or (b) of this section, filing and process-
ing of— - .

(1) Requests for exceptions shall be
filed in accordance with the regulations
issued under Subpart D of Part 401 of

* this title unless the Board directs

otherwise.

(2) Pay challenges to existing con-
tracts and pay practices previously set
forth by parties at interest shall be filed
and processed in accordance with the
regulations issued under Subpart E of
Part 401 of this title unless the Board
directs otherwise.

(d) Determinations, decisions, and
other actions of the Board pursuant to
§§ 205.31 through 205.33 will be rendered

by the Chairman or his delegate pur-
suant to delegated authority or by the
Pay Board or a panel of the Board.

(e) If the initial decision of the Board
is rendered by—

(1) The Chairman or his delegate, re-
quests for review will be considered by
the Pay Board (or a panel of the Board)
pursuant to §§ 205.34 through 205.40, and

(2) The Pay Board (or a panel of the
Board), requests for reconsideration will
be considered by the Pay Board (or a
panel of the Board) pursuant to § 205.41.

27, 1972
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§ 205.31 Initial action on requests for
exceplion.

(a) The Board in its discretion may
invite the applicant, other parties at in-
terest and other parties, if appropriate,
to make an oral presentation, or provide
for an informal hearing (pursuant to
§ 205.39), or a formal hearing (pursuant
to Subpart E of this part).

(b) In general, the Board will render
its decision on the record which will con-
sist of the request, any written submis~
sions by the applicant and other appro-
priate parties to the IRS or the Board, if
appropriate, at the time of the request,
and any information developed by the
IRS. However, if a presentation or hear-
ing is conducted in accordance with
paragraph (a) of this section, the record
will also contain an account of such pres-
entation or hearing. The Board will de-
termine whether such account will be in
the form of a report, minutes, or
transcript.

(¢) After considering the record the
Board will issue a decision in writing di-
rected to the person filing the request for
exception setting forth the facts, conclu-
sions of law, its decision and the basis
therefor, and an appropriate order.

(d) If the Board grants an exception,
it will—

(1) Serve upon the applicant and
other parties at interest a copy of its
decision and order, and

(2) Adyvise any person aggrieved that
he may request review of the Board's ac-
tion pursuant to §§ 205.34 through 205.40
or reconsideration pursuant to § 205.41,
as appropriate. Notwithstanding the fore-
going, failure to reguest reconsideration
pursuant to § 205.41 shall not constitute
a failure to exhaust administrative rem-
edies for purposes of judicial review.

(e) If the Board denied an exception,
in whole or in part, it will—

(1) Serve upon the applicant and other
parties at interest a copy of its decision
and order, and

(2) Advise any person aggrieved that
he may request review of the Board's
action pursuant to §§205.3¢ through
205.40 or reconsideration pursuant to
§ 205.41, as appropriate. Notwithstanding
the foregoing, failure to request recon-
sideration pursuant to § 205.41 shall not
constitute a failure to exhaust adminis-
trative remedies for purposes of judicial
review.

§ 205.32 Application for leave 10 partici-
pate in pay challenge p i

(a) Upon receipt of a pay challenge,
the Board will notify the parties at in-
terest as defined in § 201.3 of this chap-
ter that a pay challenge has been filed
and that they may participate in the
proceedings by submitting a brief or
other documentary evidence, or other-
wise in accordance with § 205.33.

(b) In addition, a person who is—

(1) An employer whose competitive
position in a labor market would be ad-
versely affected if the challenge were
upheld, or

(2) An employee representative, or, in
the absence of such representative, an
employee whose bargaining position
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would be adversely affected if the chal-
lenge were upheld,

may make timely application to the
Board for leave to participate in its pro-
ceedings, such person shall state his
name and address, identify the docket
number of the challenge, if known, state
specifically the manner in which he is
interested in the challenged adjustment,
specify the relief sought, and sign the
application for leave to participate.

(¢) Upon receipt of an application filed
in accordance with raragraph (b) of this
section, the Board will determine
whnether the applicant’s participation in
the proceedings will contribute to the
equitable disposition of the challenge.

(d) If the applicant meets the re-
quirement of paragraph (¢) of this sec-
tion, he will be granted leave to par-
ticipate. In such case, the Board will no-
tify the applicant in writing and afford
him a reasonable opportunity to submit
documentary evidence or briefs in sup-
port of his position.

(e) If the Board denies leave to par-
ticipate in the proceedings, it will so no-
tify the applicant in writing.

§ 205.33 Initial action on pay challenges.

(a) The Board in its discretion may
allow an oral presentation, or provide
for an informal hearing (pursuant to
§ 205.39), or a formal hearing (pursuant
to Subpart E of this part).

(b) In general, the Board will render
its decision on the record which will
consist of the challenge, any informa-
tion developed by IRS and other written
submissions by the parties at interest
and other persons granted leave to par-
ticipate under § 205.32(d). However, if a
presentation or hearing is conducted in
accordance with paragraph (a) of this
section, the record will also contain an
account of such presentation or hearing.
The Board will determine whether such
account will be in the form of a report,
minutes, or transeript.

(¢c) After considering the record, the
Board will issue a decision in writing di-
rected to the person filing the pay chal-
lenge setting forth its decision and the
basis therefor and an appropriate order,

(d) Where the Board allows the chal-
lenged pay adjustment to stand or
overturns such pay adjustment, in whole
or in part, it will serve upon each party
at interest and other parties to the pro-
ceedings a copy of its decision and order.

(e) Any person aggrieved by a de-
cision of the Board under paragraph (¢)
of this section may request reconsidera-
tion by the Board (or a panel of the
Board) pursuant to § 205.41. Notwith-
standing the foregoing, failure to request
reconsideration pursuant to § 205.41 shall
not constitute a failure to exhaust ad-
ministrative remedies for purposes of
judicial review.

§205.34 Scope of review.

{(a) The Board will review the ap-
proval or the denial of an exception by
the Chairman or his delegate if the re-

quest for review makes a prima facie
showing that—

(1) The initial action was erroneous in
fact or inlaw or

(2) It appears to be obherwise inequi-
table.

(b) If the Board determines that the
request for review failed to make a prima
facie showing, the Board may summarily
reject the request for review, notify the
applicant and other parties at interest
of its action, and advise the applicant
that he has exhausted his administra-
tive remedies and that he may seek ju-
dicial review under the Act.

(c) If the Board determines that the
request for review has made a prima, facie
showing, it will proceed in accordance
;v;sthwtm provisions of §§ 205.39 and

§ 205.35 Who may request review.

Any person aggrieved or other party
to the initial proceedings conducted by
the Chairman or his delegate may re-
quest review by the Board.

§205.36 'Where to file.

A request for review shall be filed with
the Pay Board, 2000 M Street NW,
Washington, DC 20508.

§ 205.37 When to file.

A request for review must be filed
within 14 days of service of the decision
allowing or denying the relief requested.

§ 205.38 Contents.

A request for review shall—

(a) Be in writing and signed by the
party requesting such review;

(b) Be designated clearly as a request
for review;

(¢) Include a copy of the adverse ac-
tion from which review is requested;

(d) Contain a concise statement of the
grcigxds for review and the requested
relief;

and, such request may be accompanied
by briefs.

§205.39 Informal hearings.

(a) I the Board in its discretion
deems that a hearing is advisable, it may
direct that an informal hearing be held
before the Board, its delegate, or a Heal-
ing Officer.

(b) The Board will notify the parties
at interest and other ‘parties, as appro-
priate, in writing, of the time and placé
of the hearing. :

(¢) The appellant and other parties,
as appropriate, may present oral argu-
ment and submit such additienal docu-
mentary evidence as the Hearing Officer
or the Board deems necessary to fully
disclose the position of the party of

(@ If a Hearing Officer is used, be
will conduct the hearing as expeditiously
as possible in accordance with instruc-
tions received from the Board.

(e) Within 30 days after the close of
the hearing, the Hearing Officer, if one s
used, will submit a report to the Board
and, when the Board so directs, & 1ét"
ommendation with respect to the dispo-
sition of the case.

§ 205.40 Decision by Board on reviev
The Board will—
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(a) Issue a decision in writing di-
rected to the appellant setting forth its
decision, the basis therefor, and an ap-
propriate order;

(b) Serve upon the parties at interest
and other parties to the proceedings a
copy of the decision and order; and

(c) Advise each aggrieved party that
he may seek judicial review under the
Act if the decision denies the relief re-
quested. Such action by the Board will
oceur within 30 days of receipt of a re-
quest for review or within 10 days of a
Hearing Officer’s report if a Hearing Of-
ficer was used or within 20 days after a
hearing before the Board is concluded,
or as soon thereafter as administratively
practicable,

§205.41

(@) Any person aggrieved or other
party to the initial proceedings may re-
quest the Board (or a panel of the
Board) to reconsider its initial decision.
Such a request must be filed with the
Board within 14 days of service of the
decision allowing or denying the relief
requested.

(b) A request for reconsideration shall
be in writing, be signed by the party re-
questing such reconsideration, be des-
ignated clearly as a request for reconsid-
eration, and contain a concise statement
of the grounds for reconsideration in-
cluding any errors of record.

(¢) After considering the record, the
Board will issue a decision in writing and
serve it and an appropriate order on the
parties, as appropriate, in accordance
with § 205.6(e). An aggrieved party may
seek judicial review under the Act.

Subpart D—Petition and Comment on
Rule Making
§205.50 Scope.
The Board shall afford any interested
person the right to petition or comment
on the issuance, amendment, or repeal

of any ruling or regulation promulgated
by the Board.

§205.51 Where to file.

Petitions or comments shall be filed
with the Pay Board, 2000 M Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20508,

§205.52 When to file.

A petition or comment may be filed
at any time,

Request for reconsideration.

Subpart E—Formal Hearings
§205.60 Purpose and scope.

(@) To the maximum extent possible,
;he Board will conduct formal hearing
or the purpose of hearing arguments
or acquiring information bearing on a
Vage or salary increase or proposed wage
or salary increase if such increase or
g}'gposed increase has or may have a sig-
Hicantly large impact upon the national
€conomy,
thi(;» % formal hearing held pursuant to
ot 55“ part will be open to the public,
Dubliucfh hearings may be closed to the
2 atic or the purpose of receiving infor-

On considered to be confidential
under section 205 of the Act.

No.s2—g
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§ 205.61 Appointment of Hearing Offi-
cer.

If a formal hearing is directed by the
Board in accordance with § 205.60, a
Hearing Officer may be appointed by the
Board to preside over such hearing,

§ 205.62 Notice of hearing.

At the Board's discretion, notice will
be published in the FEpERAL REGISTER of
the nature, date, and time of the hearing
and of the appointment of the Hearing
Office if appropriate, Thereafter, all
documents and other papers shall be filed
with the Hearing Officer, or in the
absence of the appointment of a-Hearing
Officer, with the Executive Secretariat
of the Board.

§ 205.63 Powers and duties of the Hear-
ing Officer.

(a) In addition to any other powers
specified in this part, a Hearing Officer
shall have the po.ser:

(1) To administer oaths and affirma-
tions;

(2) To examine or -cross-examine
witnesses;

(3) To issue subpenas authorized by
the Act;

(4) To rule upon offers of proof and
receive evidence;

(5) To regulate the course and con-
duct of the hearing, including—

(i) Continuing the hearing from day
to day or adjourning it to a later date or
different place by announcement thereof
at the hearing or by other appropriate
notice;

(ii) Taking official notice of any mate-
rial fact not appearing in evidence in the
record;

(iii) Excluding from the hearing per-
sons who engage in misconduct; and

(iv) Striking all related testimony of
a witness who refuses to answer questions
ruled to be proper;

(6) To rule on motions and to dispose
of procedural requests or similar matters:
and

(7) To issue recommendations and
prepare orders,

(b) The Hearing Officer will conduct
the hearing as expeditiously as possible,
in accordance with instructions received
from the Board in each individual case.
Within 30 days after the close of the
hearing, he will transmit the record of
the hearing together with his recom-
mendations and proposed order, if any,
to the Board. A copy of any such recom-
mendation or proposed order will be
served on the parties at interest and
other parties to the proceedings.

(¢) The Hearing Officer’s authority in
each case will terminate upon transmit-
ting the record of the hearing and his
recommendation and proposed order, if
any, to the Board.

§ 205.64 Record.

(a) The record of a formal hearing
will consist of an account of the proceed-
ings of such hearing and all documents
and exhibits submitted during the
course of such hearing.

(b) The Board will determine whether
the account of the hearing shall be in
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the form of a report, minutes or trans-
cript. If the hearing is conducted by a
Hearing Officer, such determinations will
be part of the instructions given to such
Officer pursuant to § 205.63(b).

(e) Copies of the account of the hear-
ing may be obtained by any party upon
payment of the fees fixed therefor, if
any.

Subpart F—Retroactive Pay
Adjustments

§ 205.80 Purpose and scope.

(a) The purpose of this subpart is to
establish procedures for initial action by
the Board on requests for retroactive pay
adjustments and for review or recon-
sideration, as appopriate, by the Board
(or a panel of the Board) of denials of
such requests,

(b) This subpart shall not apply to
those requests for retroactive pay ad-
Jjustments in which initial action is taken
by IRS pursuant to authority delegated
by the Board. In those cases in which
initial action is taken by IRS, appeals
from adverse actions may be filed with
the Board in accordance with the regula-
tions under Subpart B of this part.

(c) In all cases under paragraphs (a)
and (b) of this section, requests for
retroactive pay adjustments shall be filed
with the Board or IRS as expressly pro-
vided for by the substantive provision
under which application is being made

(see §3201.13 and 201.I5 of this
chapter) .
§205.81 Retroactive pay adjustment

challenges; proceedings.

(a) For purposes of this subpart, a
challenge to a retroactive pay adjust-
ment may be filed by a party at interest
(as defined in § 201.3 of this chapter) or
two or more members of the Board. Such
challenge must be filed within 28 days
of prenotification or within 28 days of
providing any additional information
requested by the Board.

(b) Upon receipt of such a challenge,
the Board will notify the parties at in-
terest that a challenge to a retroactive
pay adjustment has been filed and that
they may participate in the proceedings
by submitting a brief or other docu-
mentary evidence, or otherwise if the
Board so directs.

(¢) In addition, & person who is—

(1) An employer whose competitive
position in a labor market would be ad-
versely affected if the challenge were up-
held or

(2) An employer-representative, or,
in the absence of such representative, an
employee whose bargaining position
would be adversely affected if the chal-
lenge were upheld,

may make timely application to the
Board for leave to participate in its pro-
ceedings, such person shall state his
name and address, identify the docket
number of the challenge, if known; state
specifically the manner in which he is
interested in the challenged adjustment,
specify the relief sought, and sign the
application for leave to participate.
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(d) Upon receipt of an application
filed in accordance with paragraph (c)
of this section, the Board will determine
whether the applicant’s participation in
the proceedings will contribute to the
equitable disposition of the challenge.

(e) If the applicant meets the require-
ment of paragraph (d) of this section,
he will be granted leave to participate.
In such case, the Board will notify the
applicant in writing and afford him a
reasonable opportunity to submit docu-
mentary evidence or briefs in support of
his position.

§ 205.82 Board decisions.

The procedural regulations contained
in §§ 205.33 through 205.41 (relating to
pay challenges) are generally adopted
with respect to retroactive pay adjust-
ments.

[FR Doc.72-6489 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am|

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

[ 32 CFR Part 16311
ALLOCATION FOR INDUCTIONS
Action by Local Board

Pursuant to the Military Selective
Service Act, as amended (50 United
States Code App., sections 451 et seq.),
and Executive Order No. 11623 dated Oc-
tober 12, 1971, the Director of Selective
Service hereby gives public notice that
consideration is being given to the fol-
lowing proposed amendments to the
Selective Service Regulations consti-
tuting a portion of Chapter XVI of the
Code of Federal Regulations. These regu-
lations implement the Military Selective
Service Act, as amended (50 United
States Code App., sections 451 et seq.).

All persons who desire to submit views
to the Director on the proposals should
prepare them in writing and mail them
to the General Counsel, National Head-
quarters, Selective Service System, 1724
F Street NW., Washington, DC 20435,
within 30 days following the publication
of this cotice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

The proposed amendments follow:

Paragraph (d)(5) of §16316
amended, and new paragraph (e)
added, to read as follows:

§ 1631.6 Action by local board upon re-
ceipt of allocation.
- * > * »

(R

(5) Any registrant who for 90 con-
secutive days remains a member of the
Extended Priority Selection Group, fully
available for induction or alternate serv-
ice, and whose RSN is not reached in the
Extended Priority Selection Group dur-
ing those 90 days, shall be assigned to the
Second Priority Selection Group.

- - » * »

is
is
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(e) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraph (b) of this section, the fol-
lowing sequence of actions shall be ad-
hered to during the calendar year 1972:

(1) Nonvolunteers to whom orders to
report for induction have been issued
and as to whom the dates on which they
were to report for induction have been
postponed to a month in which there is
an outstanding call will be forwarded for
induction in the order of their random
sequence number established by random
selection procedures prescribed in ac-
cordance with § 1631.1 of this chapter.

(2) Volunteers who have not attained
the age of 26 years shall be selected and
ordered to report for induction in the
sequence in which they have volunteered
for induction.

(3) Nonvolunteers in the First Priority
Selection Group shall be selected and
ordered to report for induction in the
order of their random sequence number
established by random selection proce-
dures prescribed in accordance with
§ 1631.1.

CurTIS W, TARR,
Director.
Apr1r 25, 1972.

| FR Doc.72-6530 Filed 4-26-72;9:25 am|

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

[13 CFR Part 107 1

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT
COMPANIES

Postlicensing Issuance of Securities

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to authority contained in section 308 of
the Small Business Investment Act of
1958, as amended (Act) 15 US.C. 661
et seq., it is proposed to amend, as set
forth below, Part 107 of Subchapter B,
Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, revised as of January 1,
1971, by amending § 107.805. Prior to
final adoption of such amendments, con-
sideration will be given to any comments
or suggestions pertaining thereto which
are submitted in writing, in triplicate, to
the Office of the Associate Administrator
for Investment, Small Business Admin-
istration, Washington, D.C. 20416, within
a period of thirty (30) days of the date
of publication of this notice in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER.

Information. The proposed amend-
ment to § 107.805 would permit licensed
small business investment companies
registered under the Investment Com-
pany Act of 1940, as amended, to issue
“qualified” stock options as defined in
section 422 of the Internal Revenue Code
subject to the limitations set forth in the
proposed amendment.

By order dated May 14, 1971, the
Securities and Exchange Commission
granted a conditional exemption pursu-

ant to section 6(c¢c) from sections 18, 19,
and 23 of the Investment Company Act
of 1940 to permit the issuance by regis-
tered Small Business Investment Com-
panies of stock options. The exemption
is limited to such options as qualify
under section 422 of the Internal Reve-
nue Code as amended, and is conditioned
on the adoption by the Small Business
Administration of regulations satisfac-
tory to the Commission with respect fo
the issuance of qualified options by such
companies. The proposed regulation
complies with this limitation and with
this condition. The limitation and the
condition would not apply to Small Busi-
ness Investment Companies which are
not registered under the Investment
Company Act of 1940, as amended.

It is proposed that Part 107 be
amended by adding a new paragraph (b)
to § 107.805, to read as follows:

§ 107..895 Postlicensing issuance of secu-
rities.
* * Ea * ‘o

(b) A licensee which is registered as
an investment company under the In-
yvestment Company Act of 1940 may issue
stock options provided each such option
is a “qualified stock option” as defined in
section 422 of the Internal Revenue Code
and is granted pursuant to a plan which
provides that—

(1) The option by its terms shall pro-
vide that it is exercisable by the individ-
ual to whom it is granted only if at all
times during the period beginning with
the date of the granting of the option
and ending 3 months before the date of
such exercise, such individual was an
employee or officer of either the licensee
which granted such option or a wholly
owned subsidiary thereof, or a successor
licensee or a wholly owned subsidiary
thereof;

(2) The aggregate number of shares
of any class of stock which may be issued
under options pursuant to the terms of
the plan shall not exceed 7% percent of
the total number of outstanding shares
of sych class (less shares reacquired and
held in the treasury) at the time the plan
is adopted;

(3) The individuals who are officers of
employees of the licensee or of & wholly
owned subsidiary thereof at the time the
plan is adopted may not receive options
to acquire more than an aggregate 0i
6625 percent of the total number of
shares of each class of stock which may
be issued under options pursuant to the
terms of the plan; and

(4) No individual may receive an 0P
tion or options to purchase more than
35 percent of the aggregate number ol
shares of each class which may be issued
under options pursuant to the terms of
the plan,

Dated: April 19, 1972,

THOMAS S. KLEPPE
Administrator.

[FR Doc.72-6390 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Agency for International Development

HOUSING GUARANTY PROGRAM FOR
IRAN

Information for Investors

The Agency for International Develop-
ment (AID) has advised the Industrial
Development and Renovation Organiza-
tion (the “Borrower”), an instrumental-
ity of the Imperial Government of Iran
that, upon execution by an eligible U.S.
investor acceptable to AID of an agree-
ment to loan the Borrower an amount
not to exceed $25 million, and subject to
the satisfaction of certain further terms
and conditions by the Borrower, AID
will guarantee repayment to the in-
vestor of the principal and inferest on
such loan. The guarantee will be backed
by the full faith and credit of the United
States of America and will be issued pur-
suant to authority in section 221 of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as
amended (the “Act’). Proceeds of the
loan will be used for workers housing
projects in Iran.

Eligible investors interested in extend-
Ing a guaranteed loan to the Borrower
should communicate promptly with:

Iranian Economic Mission,
5530 Wisconsin Avenue,
Chevy Chase, MD 20015

Investors eligible to receive a guaranty
are those specified in section 238(c) of
the Act. They are: (1) U.S. citizens; (2)
domestic corporations, partnerships, or
associations substantially beneficially
owned by U.S, citizens; (3) foreign cor-
porations whose share capital is at least
9 percent owned by U.S. citizens; and
(4) foreign partnerships or associations
wholly owned by U.S. citizens.

- To be eligible for a guaranty, the loan
must be repayable in full no later than
the 25th anniversary of the final dis-
bursement of the principal amount
t}}ereor and the interest rate may be no
higher than the maximum rate to be
established by A.LD. AID. will charge a
guaranty fee equal to one-half of 1 per-
Cent per annum on the outstanding
guaranteed principal amount of the loan.

Information as to eligibility of in-
VestoArs and other aspects of the AID.
fousing guaranty program can be ob-
taineq from:

Dire
Ot Sonsing? Do

Agency for Internati
gency onal Dev nt,
Room 501, SA-18 e

Washington, D.o. 20523

. This notice is not an offer by A.ID.
T by the Borrower. The Borrower and

Notices

not AID. will select a lender and negoti-
ate the terms of the proposed loan.

STANLEY BARUCH,
Director, Office of Housing,
Agency for International
Development.

AprivL 19, 1972.
[FR Doc.72-6457 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[Serial No. A 6930]

ARIZONA

Notice of Proposed Classification of
Public Lands for Transfer Out of
Federal Ownership

1. Pursuant to the Taylor Grazing Act
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1275, as
amended, 43 U.S.C. 315), and the regula-
tions in 43 CFR Part 2462, it is proposed
to classify the public lands described be-
low for transfer out of Federal owner-
ship by exchange. The transfers would
be accomplished under authority of sec-
tion 8 of the Taylor Grazing Act.

2. Publication of this notice has the
effect of segregating the described lands
from all forms of appropriation under
the public land laws, including the min-
ing and mineral leasing laws, except that
these lands will remain open to filing of
State exchange applications. If and when
these lands are classified for exchange,
applications for private exchange may be
filed in accordance with the regulations
in 43 CFR Part 2202.

3. The public lands proposed for clas-
sification in this notice are located in the

vicinity of the Planet Ranch on the Bill ._

Williams River in Mohave and Yuma
Counties. These public lands have po-
tential for residential development in
conjunction with planned developments
on private lands at the Planet Ranch.
The transfer of these public lands out of
Federal ownership by exchange will en-
able the United States to acquire State
and private lands elsewhere along the
Bill Williams River Valley and in the
surrounding desert mountains, to help
block up and preserve Federal land man-
agement areas with significant wildlife,
recreation, and primitive values.

4. The public lands proposed for clas-
sification in this notice are shown on
maps on file and ayailable for inspection
in the Phoenix District Office, Bureau of
Land Management, 2929 West Clarendon
Avenue, Phoenix, AZ 85017; the Kingman
Office, Kingman, Ariz, 86401; and the
State Office, 3022 Federal Building,
Phoenix, Ariz. 85025.

5. The lands involved are located in
Mohave and Yuma Counties and are
described as follows:
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Grra AND SaLT RIVER MERIDIAN

T.11N.,R.16 W,,
Sec. 1, lots 3 and 4, S)2NW;, and SW4;
Sec. 2, 8W1;
Sec. 8, lots 1 to 4, incluslve, S}, N5, and
S%%;
Bec. 5, lots 1 to 4, Inclusive, S}, N, and

81%;

Sec. 6, lots 1 to 7, inclusive, SE},NW1;,
S, NEY, E1%L,8W1,, and SEY;

SBec. 7, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, E}, W14, and
ElY:

Sec. 9;

Sec. 11;

Sec. 12, W15;

Sec. 13, Wi,

Sec. 15;

Sec. 16, N5, N,8W14, SW14SW14, and
SEY%;

Sec. 17;

Sec. 19, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, E4, W14, and
EY:

Sec. 23;

Sec, 24, Wi;;

Sec. 25, NW1;, NW,8W14, and SWI4,NE;
Sec. 27, N14NY;; and
Sec. 20, NW1; and W14, NE1;,
T.11N,.R.1TW,,
Sec. 34, NE}4,NEY;; and
Sec. 36, SEY,NE1.
T.10N,R.16 W.,
Sec.3, NI4NY;
Sec. 4, N1, N, ;
Sec. 5, lot 1, N¥%, NEY;, and NEY;NW1;; and
Sec. 6, lot 1.

The lands described aggregate approx-
imately 9,646.37 acres of public land.

6. For a period of 60 days from date
of publication of this notice in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, all persons who wish to
submit comments, suggestions, or objec-
tions in connection with the proposed
classification may present their views to
the State Director, Bureau of Land Man-
agement, 3022 Federal Building, Phoenix,
Ariz. 85025.

JOE T. FALLINT,

State Director,
APRIL 21, 1972.

[FR Doc.72-6413 PFiled 4-26-72;8:48 am|

[Wyoming 32605]
WYOMING
Notice of Classification

APRIL 19, 1972.

Pursuant to 43 CFR 2462.1, the lands
described below are hereby classified for
disposal through exchange, under section
8 of the Taylor Grazing Act of June 28,
1934 (48 Stat. 1272) for lands within the
Casper District.

The lands affected by this classification
are described as follows:

SixTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING
NATRONA COUNTY
T.3TN.,R.T9 W.,
Sec. 17, all;
Bec. 20, all.
T.36 N,R.80W,,
Sec. 1, lots 1 to 4, iInclusive, S1,N%, and
8%;
Sec. 4, 8%;
Seec, 9, all;
Sec. 29, all,
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T.37N., R.80 W,

Sec. 18, SWY,SW.
T.38 N.,R.80 W.,

Sec. 31, NW4NEY;, and NEV, NW ;.
T.38N.,R.81W,,

Sec. 23, SEY,NW14;

Sec. 26, NWI4,NWY;

Sec. 3¢, NW14NW1;, and NW1,SW1;.

The areas described aggregate 3,790.66
acres.

For a period of 30 days, interested
parties may submit comments to the
Secretary of the Interior, LLM, 320,
Washington, D.C. 20240 (43 CFR 2462.3),

Jessg R, LOWE,
Acting State Director.

[FR Doc.72-6381 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am|]

[Wyoming 34023)
WYOMING

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands

Correction

In F.R. Doc. 72-5597 appearing at page
7352 in the issue of Thursday, April 13,
1972, the fourth line of the land desecrip-
tion, now reading “T. 20 N., R. 64 W.,”,
should read “T. 26 N., R. 64 W.,”,

National Park Service
GLACIER NATIONAL PARK, MONT.

Notice of Public Hearing Regarding
Wilderness Proposal

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the provisions of the Act of Sep-
tember 3, 1964 (78 Stat. 890, 892; 16
US.C. 1131, 1132), and in accordance
with departmental procedures as identi-
fied in 43 CFR 19.5 that public hearings
will be held beginning at 1:30 p.m. on
June 27, 1972, in the Rainbow Room,
Rainbow Hotel, 20 Third Avenue North,
Great Falls, MT, and on June 29 at the
Elks Club, Highway 93 South, Kalispell,
Mont., for the purpose of receiving com-
ments and suggestions as to the appro-
priateness of a proposal for the estab-
lishment of wilderness comprising about
907,400 acres within the Glacier National
Park, Flathead and Glacier Counties,
Mont.

A packet containing a draft master
plan and preliminary wilderness study
report, and providing additional infor-
mation about the proposal may be ob-
tained from the Superintendent, Glacier
National Park, West Glacier, Mont.
59936, or from the Director, Midwest
Region, National Park Service, 1709
Jackson Street, Omaha, NE 68102.

A description of the preliminary
boundaries and a map of the areas pro-
posed for establishment as wilderness are
available for review in the above offices
and in Room 1013 of the Department of
the Interior Building at 18th and C
Streets NW., Washington, DC.

Interested individuals, representatives
of organizations and public officials are
invited to express their views in person
at the aforementioned public hearings,
provided they notify the Hearing Of-
ficer, in care of the Superintendent, Gla~
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cier National Park, West Glacier, Mont.
59936, by June 23 of their desire to ap-
pear. Those not wishing to appear in per-
son may submit written statements on
the wilderness proposal to the Hearing
Officer, at that address for inclusion in
the official record, which will be held
open for 30 days following conclusion of
the hearing.

Time limitations may make it neces-
sary to limit the length of oral presen-
tations and to restrict to one person the
presentation made in behalf of an orga-
nization. An oral statement may, how-
ever, be supplemented by a more com-
plete written statement which may be
submitted to the Hearing Officer at the
time of presentation of the oral state-
ment. Written statements presented in
person at the hearing will be considered
for inclusion in the transcribed hearing
record. However, all materials so pre-
sented at the hearing shall be subject
to determinations that they are appro-
priate for inclusion in the transcribed
hearing record. To the extent that time
is available after presentation of oral
statements by those who have given the
required advance notice, the Hearing Of-
ficer will give others present an oppor-
tunity to be heard.

After an explanation of the proposal
by a representative of the National Park
Service, the Hearing Officer, insofar as
possible, will adhere to the following
order in calling for the presentation of
oral statements:

(1) Governor of the State or his rep-
resentative.

(2) Members of Congress.

(3) Members of the State Legislature.

(4) Official representative of the coun-
ties in which the proposed wilderness is
located.

(5) Officials of other Federal agencies
or public bodies.

(6) Organizations in
order.

(7) Individuals in alphabetical order.

(8) Others not giving advance notice,
to the extent there is remaining time.

Dated: April 10, 1972.

THOMAS FLYNN,
Deputy Director,
National Park Service.

[FR Doc.72-6414 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

DEMONSTRATION OF MISS SYSTEM
FOR SPRUCE BUDWORM CONTROL,
MONTANA

Notice of Availability of Draft
Environmental Statement
Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en-
vironmental statement for a proposed
Demonstration of the Modular Infernal
Spray System for Spruce Budworm Con-

alphabetical

trol in Montana, USDA-FS-DES(Adm)

T2-31.

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposal to conduct an aeria]
spray demonstration on approximately
3,000 acres of western spruce budworm
infested timber on the Ninemile Ranger
District of the Lolo National Forest in
western Montana.

This draft environmental statement
was filed with CEQ on April 14, 1972,

Copies are available for inspection
during regular working hours at the
following locations:

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture
Bullding, Room 3230, 12th Street and In-
dependence Avenue SW,, Washington, DC
20250. 2

USDA, ¥Forest Service, Northern Region,
Federal Building, Missoula, Mont. 59801

Lolc National Forest, 2801 Russell, Mis-
soula, MT 59801,

A limited number of single copies are
available upon request to Mr. Steve
Yurich, Regional Forester, U.S. Forest
Service, Federal Building, Missouls,
Mont. 59801.

Copies are also available from the Na-
tional Technical Information Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Spring-
field, Va. 22151 for $3 each. Please refer
to the name and number of the environ-
mental statement above when ordering

Copies-of the environmental statement
have been sent to various Federal, State,
and local agencies as outlined in the
Council on Environmental Quality
Guidelines.

Comments are invited from the pub-
lic and from State and local agencies
which are authorized to develop and en-
force environmental standards, and from
Federal agencies having jurisdiction by
law or special expertise with respect fo
any environmental impact involved for
which comments have not been re-
quested specifically.

Comments concerning the proposed
action and requests for additional infor-
mation should be addressed to Mr. Steve
Yurich, U.S. Forest Service, Federal
Building, Missoula, Mont. 59801. Com-
ments must be recelved within 30 days
of the date of publication of this notice
in order to be considered in the prepara-
tion of the final environmental state-
ment.

Dated: April 24, 1972,

THOMAS C. NELSON,
Deputy Chief, Forest Service.

[FR Doc/72-6472 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of the Secretary

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE AND FOOD
AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Statement of Organization, Funfﬁo""
and Delegations of Authority

d
Part 6, formerly part 10 (Food an
Drug Administration) of the Statement
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of Organization, Functions, and Delega-
tions of Authority of the Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare (35 F.R.
1585-92, dated Feb. 25, 1970) is amended
to reflect the redesignation of the Imme-
diate Office of the Commissioner and the
establishment of the Office of the Asso-
ciate Commissioner for Medical Affairs.
Section 6B is amended as follows:

Section 6B Organization. * * *
» * * - *

(aa) Immediate Office of the Commis-
sioner. The Commissioner and the
Deputy Commissioner are responsible for
the efficient and effective implementa-
tion of FDA’s mission. .

(a) Office of the Associate Commis-
sioner for Medical Affairs. Functions as
principal advisor to the Commissioner on
medical matters which impact on policy
and direction, and long-range program
goals.

Provides leadership on medical matters
and stimulates medical effort and
achievement in the Agency.

Provides for the continuing appraisal
of FDA medical research programs and
projects.

Serves as a member or chairman of
FDA’s medical advisory and planning
committees such as the FDA Drug Ad-
visory Council.

Provides medical opinions on special
and overall program problems which
cross Bureau lines and also where medi-
cal aspects are controversial or critical.

Serves as an adviser on medical re-
search contracts, medical committees,
and special medical projects of agency-
wide scope.

Evaluates medical research results
originating from other Government
agencies and private institutions for
Potential utilization in FDA.

Proposes, develops, and implements
rolicies, regulations, standards, and field
inspectional and laboratory programs re-
1ating to reducing injuries and eliminat-
Ing hazards from unsafe or ineffective
medical devices.

(a-1) Office of Medical Devices. De-
velops standards and scientific policy,
and conducts research with respect to the
efficacy, reliability, and safety of medical
devices,

Ox.)eraAtes a national medical device
monitoring system. -

b Plans'. coordinates, and evaluates the
fgency’s surveillance and compliance
Medical device programs; and initiates
tompliance actions on medical device
matters ag necessary.

i Evaluates the safety and efficacy and
abeling of medieal devices.

Develops and coordinates the develop-
i’;fm of regulations, standards, and field
Covlég_cmonal and laboratory programs
ticelmg medical device industry prac-
= S and fosters the development of good

Ell)nufactunng practices.
lecaYIOVidgs assistance in the handling of
aC actions on medical device matters.
cangli%ts and evaluates data on signifi-
by theazuzzdﬁfm the public health caused
Poses nec%sarymle:iw?l ﬁx(li:;vices and pro-
Drotect the ot i regulations to
thgm‘;;?es the Commissioner with au-

Ve advice on significant existing
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and anticipated problems related to FDA
responsibilities in the area of medical
device safety.

Develops and disseminates informa-
tion materials on medical device prob-
lems.

Collects and evaluates data for classi-
fication of all medical devices into regu-
latory categories.

- - o » *
Dated: April 21, 1972.

~ STEVEN D. KOHLERT,
Deputy Assistant Secretary
for Management.

[FR Doc.72-6456 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-358]

CINCINNATI GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.
ET AL.

Notice and Order for Prehearing
Conference

In the matter of Cincinnati Gas &
Electric Co., Columbus & Southern Ohio
Electric Co., Dayton Power & Light Co.
(Wm. H. Zimmer Nuclear Power Sta-
tion), Docket No. 50-358.

The Atomic Energy Commission, by
its Notice of Hearing for Application for
Construction Permit, published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on March 7, 1972 (37
F.R. 4925), provided that the date and
place of a prehearing conference and of
the evidentiary hearing will be set by the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board in
the matter of the application filed by the
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., et al. to
construct the William H. Zimmer Nu-
clear Power Station, Unit No. 1.

Accordingly, a prehearing conference
has been scheduled for May 12, 1972, at
the Clermont County Court House, Bata-
via, Ohio.

All members of the public are entitled
to attend this prehearing conference, as
well as the full evidentiary hearing in
this proceeding. The evidentiary hearing
will be scheduled at a later date and pub-
lic notice thereof will be given. The pre-
hearing conference will be conducted in
accordance with § 2.752 of the Commis-
sion’s rules of practice, 10 CFR 2.752,
which provides for development of pro-
cedures for the evidentiary hearing.

The procedures to be considered at this
prehearing conference will be related to
simplification and clarification of issues,
possibility of obtaining stipulations and
admissions of fact in order to avoid du-
plication in presentation of evidence, and
other matters which will aid in an orderly
disposition of the case to be presented in
a full public hearing.

The prehearing conference on May 12,
1972, will not receive any evidence, nor
will there be opportunity for presenta-
tion of statements from members of the
public who desire to make limited ap-
pearances for that purpose. All state-
ments that members of the public desire
to make in this proceeding by way of
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limited appearance pursuant to § 2.715
of the rules of practice will be received
on the initial day of the evidentiary
hearing.

Wherefore, it is ordered, In accord-
ance with the Atomic Energy Act, as
amended, and the rules of practice of
the Commission, that the initial ses-
sion of the prehearing conference in this
proceeding shall convene at 9:30 a.m.
local time, on Friday, May 12, 1972, at
the Clermont County Court House, 270
Main Street, Batavia, OH,

Issued: April 21, 1972, Washington,
D.C.

By order of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board.
JoHN B. FARMAKIDES,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.72-6426 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am)|

[Docket No. 50-271]

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER A
CORP.

Notice of Issuance of Facility
Operating License Amendment

The Atomic Energy Commission (the
Commission) has issued, effective as of
the date of issuance, Amendment No. 1
to Facility Operating License No. DPR-
28, dated March 21, 1972. The license, as
originally issued, authorized the Ver-
mont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. to
load fuel and perform low-power testing,
at power levels not to exceed 15.9 mega~
watts (thermal), of the Vermont Yankee
Nuclear Power Station. Amendment No.
1 modifies the license to authorize the
receipt, possession and use of (1) an
additional gram of U-235 (previously au-
thorized for storage under License No.
SNM-1151) as fission detectors for use
in the reactor instrumentation system,
and (2) five addition2] curies of ameri-
cium 241 as a sealed source and eight
sources of 1,200 curies each of antimony
124 as sealed sources (all of which were
previously authorized for storage under
Byproduct Material License No. 44-
13669-01) .

The Commission has found that the
amendment complies with the require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act) and of the rules
and regulations of the Commission and
that the public health, safety, and in-
terest require that the amendment be
made effective immediately.

Within twenty (20) days from the date
of publication of the notice in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, the applicant may file a
request for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by the
issuance may file a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and
petitions to intervene shall be filed in
accordance with the Commission’s rules
of practice in 10 CFR Part 2. If a re-
quest for a hearing or a petition for
leave to intervene is filed within the time
prescribed in this notice, the Commis-
sion will issue & notice of hearing or
appropriate order.
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Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 21st day
of April 1972. s
For the Atomic Energy Commission.
RoGer S. Boyp,
Assistant Director for Boiling
Water Reactors, Division of
Reactor Licensing.

[FR Doe.72-6408 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Office of Import Programs
COLD SPRING HARBOR LABORATORY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural

Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-

lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as amend-
ed (37F.R. 3892 et sed.) .

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 72-00117-99-43780. Appli-
cant: Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory,
Post Office Box 100, Cold Spring Harbor,
NY 11724, Article: Floating current
clamps. Manufacturer: University of
Bristol, United Kingdom.

Intended use of article: The article will
be used in teaching a course in practical
neurcbiology in which the article will
pass a nano amp current between two
intercellular microelectrodes without
passing any current across the neuron
membrane.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent
seientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The foreign article provides
the capability for passing nanoampere
currents between two intercellular micro-
electrodes without passing any current
across the neuron membrane. We are ad-
vised by the Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare (HEW) in its mem-
orandum dated March 3, 1972, that the
capability described above is pertinent to
the purposes for which the article is
intended to be used. HEV, also advises it
knows of no eomparable domestic instru-
ment which is scientifically equivalent to
the foreign article.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
artiele, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SeTH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc.72-8445 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

NOTICES

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an appli-
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific
article pursuant to section 6(e) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg-
ulations issued thereunder as amended
(37 F.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 71-00597-75-20700. Appli-
cant: Columbia University, Nevius Lab-
oratories, Post Office Box 137, 136 South
Broadway, Irvington, NY 10533. Article:
50 pieces of polished lead glass. Manu-
facturer: Ohara Optical Glass Manufac-
turing Co., Ltd., Japan.

Intended use of article: The articles
will be used with photomultiplier tubes
and associated electronics to detect very
high energy electrons and protons which
deposit all their energy in the lead glass.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respeet to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The applicant requires glass
suitable for the construction of a Ceren-
kov type radiation detector. We are ad-
vised by the National Bureau of Stand-
ards (NBS) in its memorandum dated
March 8, 1972 that (1) the stated re-
quirements for a high lead content and
for optical clarity are pertinent to the
applicant’s intended use, (2) the specifi-
cations for the foreign article satisfies
these pertinent characteristics, and (3)
NBS knows of no domestic manufacturer
of an item scientifieally equivalent to the
foreign article for the applicant’s in-
tended purposes.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SeTH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6446 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

CORNELL UNIVERSITY

Notice of Decision on Application for

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as
amended (37 FR. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review

‘Nuclear Studies,

during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, W: DI,

Docket No. 72-00176-75-20700. Appli-
cant: Cornell University, Laboratory of
Wilson Laboratory,
Ithaca, N.¥. 14850. Article: Lead glass.
Manufacturer: Ohara Glass, Japan,

Intended use of article: The article
will be used in several experiments as
detectors to measure the energy and
point of conversions of multi-GeV gam-
ma rays. The article will also be used
to train a number of graduate students
in constructing, testing, calibrating, and
finally using the detectors in experiments
providing the basis for their Ph. D.
theses.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. Noin-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: Gamma rays to be detected
create a showering process which is sta-
tistical in nature on entry into the article
or comparable glass. This process gener-
ates light known as Cerenkov light. Any
attenuation of this light contributes to
a worsening of the measurement of the
energy of the gamma rays. The most
closely comparable apparatus is manu-
factured by Corning Glass Works (Comn-
ing). We are advised by the National Bu-
reau of Standards in its memorandum
dated March 29, 1972, that (1) a high
optical transmission is pertinent to the
applicant’s research studies, (2) the
transmission of the comparable Corning
glass does not match that of the article
and (3) it knows of no domestic manu-
facturer of an item scientifically equiva-
lent to the foreign article for the appli-
cant's intended use.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the forelgn
article is intended to be used, which 15
being manufactured in the United States.

SeTH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc, 72-6447 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an 8P
plication for duty-free entry of 2 scien}
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) 01
the Educational, Scientific, and Culturs
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat, 897) and mf;
regulations issued thereunder #
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et sed.). G

A copy of the record pertaining £ t:hi‘,
decision is available for public ""“tehe
during ordinary business hours of i
Department of Commerce, at the O ¢
of Import Programs, Department ©
Commerce, Washington, D.C. i

Docket No. 73—00012—98—20700: Ap;l)t'
cant: The Johns Hopkins Universi

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1972




Purchasing Department, Charles and
34th Streets, Baltimore, MD 21218, Arti-
cle: Glass, 100 pieces Type PEHG4 (SF5)
673321. Manufacturer: Ohara Optical
Glass Manufacturing, Ltd., Japan,

Intended use of article: The article
will be used to construct a detector which
will allow measurement of gamma en-
ergy by electromagnetic shower produc-
tion and subsequent observation of that
shower via emitted Cerenkov radiation.
The gamma rays are manifestations of
exotic phenomena such as magnetic
monepole formation or parton annihila-
tion.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The applicant requires glass
suitable for the construction of a Ceren-
kov type radiation detector. We are ad-
vised by the National Bureau of Stand-
ards (NBS) in its memorandum dated
March 9, 1972, that (1) glass for use in
Cerenkov type detectors must have a
high lead content and must have high
optical clarity, (2) the foreign article
satisfies these pertinent requirements,
and (3) NBS knows of no domestic
manufacturer of an item scientifically
equivalent to the foreign article for the
applicant’s intended use.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Do0c.72-6449 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH

Notice of Decision on Application For
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

Thg following is a decision on an ap-
Plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Lavc_r 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
fegulations  issued  thereunder as
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.) .

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

chket No. 72-00335-00-46040. Appli-
g?n?. National Institutes of Health,
Bat-lopal Heart and Lung Institute,
20‘1ﬂdmg 10, Room 5N204, Bethesda, Md.

014. Article: 70 mm. film camera for
EMS6B electron microscope. Manufac-
Urer: AEI Scientific Apparatus, Ltd.,

nited Kingdom.

Wiﬁntggded use of article: The article
ot used with an existing electron

‘roscope to record the transmission

electron microscopic image of the entire
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length of the intimal region of blood
vessel segments.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The application relates to a
compatible accessory for an instrument
that had been previously imported for
the use of the applicant institution. The
article is being furnished by the manu-
facturer which produced the instrument
with which the article is intended to be
used and is pertinent to the applicant’s
studies.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no similar accessory being manufac-
tured in the United States, which is
interchangeable with or can be readily
adapted to the instrument with which the
foreign article is intended to be used.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6450 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

N.Y.S. INSTITUTE FOR RESEARCH IN
MENTAL RETARDATION

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Articles

The following are notices of the re-
ceipt of applications for duty-free entry
of scientific articles pursuant to section
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897).
Interested persons may present their
views with respect to the question of
whether an instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value for the pur-
poses for which the article is intended to
be used is being manufactured in the
United States. Such comments must be
filed in triplicate with the Director, Spe-
cial Import Programs Division, Office
of Import Programs, Washington, D.C.
20230, within 20 calendar days after the
date on which this notice of application
is published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Amended regulations issued under
cited Act, as published in the Febru-
ary 24, 1972 issue of the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER, prescribe the requirements applica-
ble to comments.

A copy of each application is on file,
and may be examined during ordinary
Commerce Department business hours at
the Special Import Programs Division,
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C.

Docket No. 72-00391-33-46040. Appli-
cant: N.Y.S. Institute for Research in
Mental Retardation, 1050 Forest Hill
Road, Staten Island, NY 10314. Article:
Electron microscope, Model HS-8-2,
Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used for studies of viruses
and virus infected cells and tissues. De-
termination of the purity, ultrastructure
and particle/infectivity ratio of the vi-

ruses under study, will provide informa-
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tion as to the nature of the viral infec-
tion at the cellular and subcellular level.
By studying cell cultures or tissues de-
rived from patients or sick animals, im-
portant knowledge will be obtained as
to the pathogenesis of the viral disease
and the possible role of dual virus infec-
tion in some of the diseases. The article
will also be used for training junior
scientists and technicians in electron
microscope techniques. Application re-
ceived by Commissioner of Customs:
February 17, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00384-33-90500. Appli~
cant: Swedish Covenant Hospital, De-
partment of Pathology, 5145 North
California Avenue, Chicago, IL 60625.
Article: Lanco assembly apparatus,
Manufacturer: Langendorf Watch Co.,
Lanco-Economic, Switzerland. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used in experimental medical labora-
tory testing which will include study of
time and motion on laboratory tests in
the hospital when regulated by the arti-
cle. Application received by Commis-
sioner of Customs: February 11, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00405-33-46040. Appli-
cant: University of Rochester, School of
Medicine, Department of Pathology, 260
Crittenden Boulevard, Rochester, NY
14642, Article: Electron microscope,
Model HS-8, and accessory. Manufac-
turer: Hitachi, Ltd., Japan. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be
used for educational purposes for intro-
duction of electron microscopy as an
elective for successive groups of 3—-4 med-
ical students, for graduate students and
residents. Fundamentals of electron mi-
croscopy, with emphasis only on basic
procedures in the operation of an elec-
tron microscope are covered, This intro-
duction is also given as part of Course
593 “Special Topics in Pathology” to
graduate students in each academic year,
Application received by Commissioner of
Customs: February 23, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00406-00-07500. Appli-
cant: University of Chicago, Operator of
Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 South
Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60439, Article:
Closed bomb reaction calorimeter as-
sembly. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The
article is an accessory to a Reaction and
Solution Calorimetric System being used
in a program to determine the heats of
formation of those compounds which are
of interest in nuclear and high-tempera-
ture technology. Examples of such com-
pounds are NaVO, Na.VO, CS.VO,
CS.0, TH* (aq), UL and UIL. Applica-
tion received by Commissioner of Cus-
toms: February 23, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00407-00-46000. Appli-
cant: Indiana University, Bloomington,
Ind. 47401. Article: Counting chamber,
Manufacturer: Hawksley & Sons, United
Kingdom. Intended use of article: The
article is an accessory to an electron mi-
croscopy intended to be used by faculty,
graduate students and many classes in
the microbiology department in exami-
nations of bacterial suspensions. Appli-
cation received by Commissioner of Cus~
toms: February 29, 1972.
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Docket No. 72-00408-33-46500. Appli-
cant: State University of New York, Up-
state Medical Center, 766 Irving Avenue,
Syracuse, NY 13210. Article: Ultramicro-~
tome, Model LKB 8800A. Manufacturer:
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used in a research program concerned
with lipid metabolism and the patho-
genesis of lipid accumulation in mam-
malian cells, either maintained in the
laboratory in continuous tissue culture or
obtained from experimental animals and
human patients. The article will be used
to prepare ultrathin sections of plastic
embedded mammalian cel's for observa-
tion with the electron microscope in
order to localize the original site of lipid
droplet accumulation. Application re-
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: Feb-
ruary 29, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00409-01-77040. Appli-
cant: University of California, Space
Sciences Laboratory, Berkeley, Calif.
94720. Article: Mass spectrometer, Model
MAT 311. Manufacturer: Varian MAT
GmbH, West Germany. Intended use of
article: The article is intended to be used
in various studies including the study of
lunar carbon chemistry and its relation-
ships to that of light stable elements,
volatile elements and rare gases and
monitoring of ultra-orgenic clean and
dry facility for study of special pristine
returned lunar samples. Application re-
ceived by Commissicner of Customs:
February 29, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00410-90-59200. Appli-
cant: University of Chicago, Operator of
Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 South
Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60439. Article:
High Intensity pulsed xenon arc lamps.
Manufacturer: I. Weinberger, Switzer-
land. Intended use of article: The ar-
ticles will be used to supply light for high
speed photography of vapor explosions.
The specific investigation will be of pre-
explosion mixing in a molten NaCl-HO
system to determine the effect of mixing
on the explosion efficiency. Application
received by Commissioner of Customs:
February 29, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00411-33-46500. Appli-
cant: New York City Health & Hospital
Corp., 125 Worth Street, New York, NY
10013, Artiele: Ultramicrotome, Model
OM U2. Manufacturer: C. Reichert Op-
tische Werke AG, Austria. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be
used in clinical applications in patient
care to diagnose various kidney diseases
and to investigate aspects of carcino-
genesis. In addition the article will be
used for the investigations of ferritin
biosynthesis in mouse liver and in phy-
comyces blakesleeanus as well as the
recently discovered embryonic antigen
studies. The article will also be used in
teaching the house staff, particularly the
residents in pathology, to become ac-
quainted with the electron microscopic
studies. Application received by Commis~
sioner of Customs: February 29, 1972,

Docket No. 72-00412-33-46040, Appli-
cant: National Heart and Lung Insti-
tute, Laboratory of Biochemical Genet-
ics, Building 10, Room 6D18, National
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. 20014.

NOTICES
Article: Electron microscope, Model
HU-12. Manufacturer: Hitachi, Ltd.,

Japan. Intended use of article: The ar-
ticle is intended to be used in studies
on the neuronal properties of cultural
neuroblastoma cell clones. This research
will involve the following aspects:

(1) Comparing the ultrastructure of
various clones and of somatic cell hy-
brids whose biochemical characteristics
are being studied.

(2) Study of interactions between
neurcoblastoma cells and between such
cells and muscle cells.

(3) Characterization of fibrous or-
ganelles and proteins isolated from the
neuroblastoma cells, including compari-
son of these with brain cell counterparts.

Application received by Commissioner
of Customs: February 29, 1972.

Docket No. 72-00413-01-77040. Appli-
cant: The City College of the City Uni-
versity of New York, Departmeni of
Chemistry, 138th Street and Convent
Avenue, New York, NY 10031. Article:
Mass Spectrometer, Model MS 902S.
Manufacturer: Associated Electrical In-
dustries, Ltd., United Kingdom. Intended
use of article: The article is intended
to be used for research in the following
areas:

A. Structural studies:

(1) Products and intermediates in chemi-
cal reactions.

(2) Products and intermediates in en-
zymic reactions.

(3) Natural products:

(a) Terpenes, sterols,
steroids.

(b) Hormones.

(c) Amino acids and polypeptides.

(d) Liplds of all classes.

B. Analysis:

(1) Study of biosynthetic pathways with
stable isotopes.

(2) Study of organic chemical reactions
with stable isotopes.

(3) Study of mass spectral fragmentation
patterns with stable isotopes. |

(4) Composition of membranes.

(6) Identification of drugs and drug
metabolites.

C. Reaction mechanisms:

(a) Mass spectral reaction mechanisms
and the exploration of the relationship be-~
tween photochemical and electron-impact
induced processes.

(b) Study of the mechanism of metastable
ion formation and the use of metastable lons
in structure elucidation,

Some selected examples of current re-
search requiring high resolution mass
spectrometry are (1) tautomerization
and dimerization studies, (2) hidden ex-
change of formyl hydrogens in strong
aqueous acid, and (3) polyhalosulfo-
lipids and phytoflagellates. The article is
also intended to be used for educational
purposes in conjunction with a basic
laboratory course in research techniques
in organic chemistry which is required
of all graduate students majoring in or-
ganic chemistry. This course covers the
theory, practice and application of spec-
trometric methods to structure elucida-
tion problems. Application received by
Commissioner of Customs:; February 29,
1972.

Docket No. 72-00414-33-46500. Appli-
cant: Veterans Administration Hospital,
Laboratory Service, 4801 Linwood Boule-

alkalolds, and

vard, Kansas City, MO 64128. Article:
Ultramicrotome, Model LKE 88004,
Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, Swe-
den. Intended use of article: The article
is intended to be used for studies of a
wide variety of pathologic human tissue
for diagnostic interpretation with em-
phasis on hepatic, renal, hematologic
and neoplastic pathology. Many of these
objects of study will require differentia-
tion and cellular interrelationships of fi-
brillar protein such as collagen, myosin,
fibrin and amyloid. Cytological charac-
terization of canine lymphoma and leu-
kemia will be accomplished. The inter-
action of antigen and antibody involving
cellular and subcellular location of an-
tigen in synovial membrane and the fate
of antigen will be investigated. Appli-
cation received by Commissioner of Cus-
toms: March 1, 1972.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6442 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is & decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cuitural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
He Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as amend-
ed (37TF.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 72-00113-75-27000. Appli-
cant: University of California, Lawrenceé
Radiation Laboratory, East End of
Hearst Avenue, Berkeley, Calif. 04720,
Article: Electron tubes. Manufacturer:
Compagnie Generale de Telegraphie
Sans Fil France.

Intended use of article; The article
will be used in a protondeuteron acceler-
ator complex (the Bevatron) to furnish
power at approximately 200 MHz for the
second of three stages of acceleration, &
50 Mev. linear accelerator. The ulfimafe
goal of the Bevatron is to provide pro-
tons or deuterons to high energy physics
experiments involved in the exploration
of nuclear structure of matter. Applica-
tion received by Commissioner of Cus-
toms: August 27, 1971.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. NO
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
sclentific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The application relates f»g
components for an instrument that ha ¢
been previously imported for the use °_
the applicant institution. The article is
being furnished by the manufacturer
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which produced the instrument with
which the article is intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no similar components being manu-
factured in the United States, which is
interchangeable with or can be readily
adapted to the instrument with which
the foreign article is intended to be used.

SeETH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of Import Programs.
[FR Doc.72-6443 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is & decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a sci-
entific article pursuant to section 6(¢) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg-
ulations issued thereunder as amended
(37 F.R. 3892 et seq.) .

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 71-00445-79-50600. Appli-
cant: University of Chicago, Operator of
Argonne National Laboratory, 9700
South Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60439.
Article: Four fission. chambers, neutron
sensitive; overall diameter, 1.5 inches;
oygrau diameter, 22 feet; neutron sen-
sitivity, 0.1 counts per second of umit
flux; plus associated signal cables that
can operate reliably in the range of
800° F. to 1400° F. Manufacturer: Twen-
tieth Century Electronics, Ltd, United
Kingdom.

Intended use of article: The fission
counters are being procured for evalua-
tion for application to monitoring neu-
tron flux in uncooled instrument thim-
bles of the Liouid Metal Fast Breeder
Reactors (LMFBR).

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
slrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
-;l:cgle l:lsu{ego?es b:isn this article is intended

, is manufactured
United States. . oty

Reasons: The applicant is evaluating
fission chambers for use in neutron flux
Monitoring in a breeder reactor for reli-
ability of operation to a maximum tem-
Perature between 800° F, and 1400° F.
Comparable domestic instruments have
= evaluated and found unsatisfac-
r ry. We are advised by the National Bu-

€au of Standards (NBS) in its memo-
sandum dated March 16, 1972, that the
s allability of the article for the evalua-
on described above is pertinent to the
:-gn_llcant's investigation. NBS further
m:rlxs\ffs that it knows of no domestic
Yo acturer of an instrument scientif-
2 Y equivalent to the foreign article
°fr§1he applicant’s intended use.
of noe Department of Commerce knows
other instrument or apparatus of
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equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SeTH M. BODNER,
Director, Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6444 Flled 4-26-72;8:50 am]

UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as amend-
ed (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 71-00611-90-46070. Appli-
cant: University of Kentucky, College of
Agriculture, Lexington, Ky. 40506. Arti-
cle: Scanning electron microscope,
Model Mark IIA. Manufacturer: Cam-
bridge Instruments, United Kingdom.

Intended use of article: The article will
be used as a research tool in a variety of
programs which involve bone and mus-
cle structure, wearing potential of the
alloy and tooth enamel; behavior of wood
fiber after chemical treatment and rela-
tionships of fiber geometry to tensile
rupture; morphological and structure/
function studies of leafhoppers and
acarina; cracks and fractions in ceram-
ics, fracture behavior of titanium alloys,
topography of radiation damages in sili-
con and precipitate effect on aluminum/
copper alloys. The educational uses of
the article will consist of demonstrations
of a variety of phenomena in both En-
gineering and Biology in undergraduate
and graduate courses.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Letter dated March 16, 1972 from Ad-
vanced Metals Research Corp. (received
after the expiration of the comment
period) is being treated as additional
information in accordance with section
701.10(a) of the regulations to the ex-
tent that it contains factual informa-
tion.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, was being manufactured in
the United States at the time the foreign
article was ordered (October 22, 1969).

Reasons: Captioned application is a
resubmission of Docket No. 70-00369-65-
46070 which was denied without prej-
udice to resudmission on Ociober 23,
1970 due fo informational deficiencies
contained therein. The foreign article
provides an 18° focused and 11° colli-
mated 2 theta deflection of the beam
which permits the production of mean-
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ingful pseudo Kikuchi patterns in the
normal scanning mode of operation. The
published specifications of available
domestic scanning electron microscopes
do not indicate a similar capability. We
are advised by the National Bureau of
Standards (NBS) in its memorandum
dated March 16, 1972, that the foreign
article’s capability for “Kikuchi-like”
reflection patterns in the normal scan-
ning mode of operation permits investi-
gation of strain distributions and is,
therefore, pertinent to the applicant’s in-
tended wuse in microcrystallography
analysis. NBS further advises that it
knows of no domestically manufactured
instrument which would provide a capa-
_bility scientifically equivalent to the
foreign article for this pertinent char-
acteristic as of the purchase date of the
article.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value fo the foreign
article for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used which was being
manufactured in the United States at
the time the foreign article was ordered.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6448 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am]

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a
scientific article pursuant to section 6(c)
of the Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897)
and the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
‘Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. T1-00507-00-84300. Ap-
plicant: University of Rochester, River
Station, Rochester, N.Y. 14627. Article:
Wind tunnel balance, Model 528. Manu-
facturer: T.EM. Instrument;, United
Kingdom.

Intended use of article: The article will
be used with an existing MAS wind tun-
nel in order to investigate aerodynamic
forces on aircraft in subsonic flight,

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article intended to
be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: The foreign article is a slid-
ing weight wind tunnel balance measur-
ing lift, drag and pitching movement
designed for use with the smaller type
and size of wind tunnel normally used in
Universities, Technical Colleges etc.
Other available balances utilize strain
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gage electronics. We are advised by the
National Bureau of Standards (NBS) in
its memorandum dated February 25,
1972, that the simplicity and visability of
the article are of pertinent advantage,
when compared to the normal electronic
balances in the applicant’s intended use.
NBS further advises that it knows of no
comparable domestic instrument provid-
ing a capability equivalent to the article
for the applicant’s intended use,

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article is
intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6451 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
HOSPITAL, KANSAS CITY, MO.

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the
regulations issued thereunder as
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the De-
partment of Commerce, at the Office of
Import Programs, Department of Com-
merce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 72-00110-33-07500. Appli-
cant: Veterans' Administration Hospital,
4801 Linwood Boulevard, Kansas City,
MO 64128. Article;: LKB Microcalorim-
eter. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter A.B.,
Sweden.

Intended use of article: The article will
be used in research to measure the heats
of various proteins reactions such as sub-
strate binding, and the kinétic measure-
ments of enzyme systems.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufactured
in the United States.

Redsons: The Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare (HEW) advises
in its memorandum dated March 17,
1972, that the applicant’s use of the for-
eign article includes measurement of
heats of reaction of enzyme systems
which will require the best sensitivity
available with the smallest size of
sample. HEW further advises that com-
parable domestic instruments which
match the foreign article’s flow sensi-
tivity (0.1 microcalories/second), par-
ticularly with small samples, is not
available.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
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equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SETH M. BODNER,
Director,
Office of Import Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6452 filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

WISCONSIN STATE UNIVERSITY

Notice of Decision on Application for
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record perfaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 72-00108-99-54900. Appli-
cant: Wisconsin State University, Grand
Avenue, Superior, Wis. 54880. Article:
Scanning stereoscope, ODSS III. Manu-
facturer: N.V. Optische Industrie “De
Oude Delft,” the Netherlands.

Intended ase of article: The article
is intended to be used for university level
instruction in the following courses: (1)
Airphoto Interpretation with special em-
phasis on the scientific analysis of en-
vironmental problems; (2) Environmen-
tal and Urban Planning—the effects of
the urban development on the environ-
ment will also be studied; (3) Independ-
ent Study—scientific analysis of air
photos.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in~
strument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States.

Reasons: - The Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare (HEW) advises
in its memorandum dated March 17,
1972, that the foreign article’s capability
for permitting the student and instruc-
tor to view the same photographs simul-
taneously is pertinent to teaching air
photograph interpretation. HEW further
advises that it knows of no comparable
domestic instrument that provides the
pertinent capability.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

SETH M. BODNER,

Director,
Office of I'mport Programs.

[FR Doc. 72-6453 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

ClvIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 23287; Order 72-4-116]
AIR FREIGHT FORWARDERS

Order Instituting Charters
Investigation

Adopted by the Ciyil Aeronauticg
Board at its office in Washington, D,
or. the 24th day of April 1972,

In EDR-198,' the Board issued an ad-
vance notice of proposed rule making
with respect to the possibility of, inter
alia, limiting the regularity ang fre-
quency of charters by air freight for-
warders. In the explanatory statement
(p. 1) the Board noted that its present
regulations * reflect a policy, evolved par-
ticularly between 1948 and 1959, permit-
ting air freight forwarders (both do-
mestic and international) * to charter
aircraft from direct air carriers (both
scheduled and supplemental) and also
permitting air freight forwarders to joint
load, including joint loading on charters,
Yet, because the policy had evolved at g
time when the practices in question were
so infreguent as to render the matter
rather academic, the Board further
noted that comments filed in connection
with the Airlift/Shulman/WTC arrange-
ments (Docket 22057)* had prompted the
Board to “reexamine the matter of char-

, tering by air freight forwarders” (p. 2).
These arrangements involved all the
various aspects of the problem, since the
agreement. filed on March 27, 1970, by
Airlift and Shulman (CAB 21699) pro-
vided for a long-term charter of an air-
craft to an air freight forwarder, to be
operated from New York to Los Angeles
5 days a week, and the ecargo was to he
that of Shulman or of WTC, another air
freight forwarder, pursuant to a joint-
loading agreement (CAB 21800) . Having
noted that the Airlift/Shulman/WTC ar-
rangements are “within the permissible

iDated Apr. 14, 1971, Docket 23287.

214 CFR Parts 206, 297.

3The charter authority of international
air freight forwarders is presently subject to
some restrictions. See § 297.23.

4On Mar. 27, 1970, Airlift International,
Inc., an all-cargo carrier, and Shulman, Inc,
an air freight forwarder, filed an agreement
(CAB 21699) providing for the charter of a
DC-8-63F aircraft from Airlift to Shulman
to operate from New York to Los Angeles b
days a week for a 1-year pericd beginning
Apr. 1, 1970, On Mar. 31, 1971, the pariies
filed an agreement extending the arrange-
ment for 1 year (CAB 21699-A-2). The basic
agreement provides that the cargo shall be
that of Shulman or another air freight for-
warder, WTC Air Freight, Inc., pursuant to a
joint-loading agreement (CAB 21800). The
Flying Tiger Line Inc., another all-cargo car-
rier, filed a motion seeking an order to show
cause why the charter agreement should not
be disapproved (Docket 22057). In the ad-
vance notice of rule making, the Board stated
that it was deferring action on the Air-
1ift/Shulman/WTC agreements and Flying
Tiger's motion for a show cause order pend-
ing the outcome of the rule making
proceeding.

5 CAB agreement 22727, filed by Shulman
and WTC on Oct. 8, 1971, supersedes CAB
21800.
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scope of our present regulations” (ibid.),
the Board proceeded to observe:

However, conditions In the industry have
changed since the present regulations were
adopted and we believe that the question of
whether air freight forwarders should be
allowed to charter aircraft, particularly on a
regular basis should be re-examined in light
of present conditions.

Thirty-four comments on EDR-198
were filed with the Board.® The filed com-
ments have not contributed significantly
to our understanding of the problem nor
been particularly helpful in furnishing
empirical information which might sug-
gest an appropriate resolution. However,
we have been able to glean from these
comments the principal arguments that
can be made for and against the Board’s
continuing to permit freight forwarders
to charter aircraft on a regular basis.

The arguments in favor of continuing
the Board’s present policy of permitting
freight forwarders to charter aircraft on
a regular basis are: (1) Lower rates, ob-
tained by the chartering forwarders,
could be passed on to the shipping pub-
lic: (2) lower rates will benefit the en-
tire industry by attracting new business;
(3) restrictive rules at this time would be
premature, since the practice poses no
present threat to scheduled cargo car-
riers. Arguments against the Board's
present policy are: (1) Charters by
freight forwarders—especially on a regu-
lar basis—tend to operate in favor of the
few large forwarders and to the detri-
ment of most forwarders, who are too
small to charter aireraft; (2) in light of
the direct carriers' present overcapacity,
a few dominant forwarders could (a)
wield undue economic leverage in nego-
tiating rates, and (b) unduly influence
the type and quality of service to be pro-
vided; (3) development of scheduled air
cargo service could be hindered by diver-
sion of volume cargo; (4) charters of air-
craft by forwarders from supplemental
carriers on a regular basis would be in-
consistent with the charter concept; (5)
the practice is about to proliferate, so
that restrictive regulations should be
adopted at this time, before investments
and arrangements are made on the basis
of the existing permissive rules.

It has become increasingly clear in the
progress of the instant proceedings that
there is a dearth of hard facts available
to help the Board decide which rules, if
any, should be proposed. As indicated
above, the comments thus far filed have
not included the kind of data essential
to determining the proper course of regu-
latory action, At the same time it has
also become increasingly clear that the
problem is very substantial, and that
present industry conditions militate in
favor of the Board’s studying it with
promptness and thoroughness.

*Nine comments from scheduled combina~
tion route carriers, two from all-cargo car-
rlers, 16 from air freight forwarders, one from
NACA and six from various other trade asso-
clations. In addition, Emery Alr Freight filed
8 petition requesting an evidentiary hearing
&nd an answer thereto was filed by Delta.

NOTICES

We have therefore concluded that a
formal evidentiary hearing is the most
satisfactory means of resolving all of the
issues raised in the rule making proceed-
ing. Accordingly, we are herein institut-
ing a general investigation to determine
what the Board’s policy should be with
respect to the chartering of aircraft by
domestic and international air freight
forwarders; what amendments, if any,
should be made in Part 296 (classifica-
tion and exemption of indirect air car-
riers) and Part 297 (classification and
exemption of international air freight
forwarders) of the Board’s Economic
Regulations to implement the chosen
policy; and whether we should continue
to permit joint loading on charters on
an unrestricted basis by domestic and
international air freight forwarders. Al-
though the subsidiary issues will be sub-
ject to precise delineation and refine-
ment at the prehearing conference, we
fully expect the record in this proceeding
to be developed on such critical decisional
factors as the effect that restricted or
unrestricted chartering of aircraft and
joint loading on charter flights by do-
mestic and international air freight for-
warders will have on cargo rate levels;
the impact of such cargo rate levels on:
Cargo load factors for both combination
and all-cargo aircraft in scheduled serv-
ice; the economics of cargo operations
for scheduled air carriers and air freight
forwarders; the quality of scheduled air
cargo services; the generation of new air
cargo traffic; air cargo growth rates;
cargo diversion from scheduled air serv-
ice and surface modes; and the further
concentration of economic power in the
air freight forwarder industry. We also
expect the parties to develop the record
on the effect of joint loading agreements
on the volume of charter activity by air
freight forwarders and the desirability
of closed and open-ended joint loading
agreements.” Finally, we expect an ade-
guate record to be developed as to
whether it is consistent with the statu-
tory limitations on supplemental air car-
riers’ operating authority for these car-
riers to perform charter flights for alr
freight forwarders.

There remains the question as to what
administrative action, if any, the Board
should take, pending the outcome of this
proceeding with respect to agreements
calling for scheduled charter services
for forwarders. Although the A;rlift/
Shulman/WTC arrangement appears to
involve the only such charter presently
before the Board,” the filed comments in

TThe precise issue of open-ended joint
loading agreements in forwarders' charters
is “the subject of Board Order 71-10-38,
Oct. 8, 1971. However, that issue might not
be reached in view of the superseding agree-
ment (CAB 22727) filed by the parties on
Oct. 8, 1971,

8 As indicated above, in Docket 22057 (Fly-
ing Tiger's motion seeking an order to show
cause why the Shulman/WTC Air Freight
joint-loading agreement should not be dis-
approved), the Board has only deferred ap-
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the rule making proceeding indicate that
there is good reason to believe that the
practice may soon spread’ The Board
has determined, for the time being, to
maintain the present legal status of such
charters under our existing rules and
policies. However, carriers and for-
warders alike are on notice that these
rules and policies may be changed as a
result of the investigation herein insti-
tuted. Consequently, any investment and
long-term arrangements made by for-
warders and carriers on the basis of ex-
isting rules and policies during the
pendency of this proceeding will be
undertaken at the parties’ own risk.

Accordingly, it is-ordered, That:

1. Action on Agreements CAB 21699,
21699-A2, 22722, and 22727 be and it
hereby is deferred further;

2. Action in Docket 22057 is also de-
ferred further; *

3. An investigation to be known as Air
Freight Forwarders’ Charters Investiga-
tion be initiated for the purpose of con-
sidering the issues discussed above and
deciding, in light of the evidence, what
further action should be taken with re-
spect thereto, including the adoption of
rules to amend all or any of the follow-
ing: Parts 207, 208, 212, 214, 296, and 297
of the Board’s Economic Regulations (14
CFR Parts 207, 208, 212, 214, 296, 297)
and Part 399 of the Board’s Policy State-
ments (14 CFR Part 399) ;

4. Said investigation be and it hereby
is set for hearing before an examiner
of the Board at a place and time to be
hereafter designated; and

5. This order shall be served on WTC,
Shulman, Airlift, Flying Tiger, and Air-
borne; the Air Freight Forwarders Asso-
ciation; the Departments of Justice and
Transportation; all persons who filed
comments in this rule making proceed-
ing; and each one of the above is hereby
made a party to this proceeding.

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEAL] HARRY J. ZINK,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6461 Flled 4-26-72;8:51 am)

proval of the agreement under section 412
and, in the absence of the Board's disap-
proval, the parties can continue operations
under the agreement,

® For example, Flying Tiger alleged that it
had recently received a number of requests
from forwarders for quotations on dally
charter service. NACA asserted that for-
warder charters are emerging as a prime
means of promoting new traffic; and, Indeed,
NACA emphasized that such charters consti-
tute an Important “potential market” on
which the supplemental carriers “rely In
their equipment purchases and long-term
planning.”

1 Agreement CAB 22722 is between AIrlift
and WTC and is similar to CAB 21699 bhe-
tween Airlift and Shulman.

1 Qur action herein will not affect Order
71-10-38 which pertains to the question
whether Airborne Freight Corporation, an
air freight forwarder, should be entitled to
become a party to the Shulman/WTC joint-
load agreement,
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{Docket No. 24112]
BRANIFF AIRWAYS, INC.

Notice of Reassignment of Hearing
Regarding U.S. Mainland-Hawaii
First-Class Excursion Fares

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended,
that the hearing in the above-entitled
proceeding heretofore assigned to be held
on April 27, 1972 (37 F.R. 7537, April 12,
1972), is reassigned to be held on May 2,
1972, at 10:00 a.m,, local time, in Room
911, Universal Building, 1825 Connecti~
cut Avenue NW., Washington, DC, before
the undersigned.

Additionally, Bureau Counsel’s due
date for filing Direct Exhibits, Testi-
mony, and Rebuttals is moved forward
to April 28, 1972.

Dated at Washington, D.C., April 24,
1972.

[sEAL] RicHARD M, HARTSOCK,
Hearing Examiner.

[FR Doc.72-6460 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

[Docket No, 24428; Order 72-4-112]
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC.

Order of Investigation and Suspen-
sion Regarding East-South-West
Family Excursion Fares

By tariff * marked to become effective
May 8, 1972, Eastern Air Lines, Inc.
(Eastern) proposes to establish round=-
trip family excursion fares between
points in the Northeast United States
and the west coast via San Juan and/or
various points in the State of Florida.
The proposed fare level is the same as
existing transcontinental family excur-
sion fares, i.e., full fare for the head of
household and $99 for the spouse and/or
accompanying children 2 through 21
yvears of age. Free stopovers are per-
mitted at intermediate points * named in
the routing and the return limit is 30
days. The fares are to be applicable from
May 8, 1972, through December 15, 1972,
except for blackouts from June 30
through July 10 and August 31 through
September 11, 1972.

Eastern alleges that the purpose of the
filing is to generate long-haul family
travel by providing the incentive of mul-
tiple destinations. The tarrier states that
it previously matched the existing trans-
continental family excursion fares of
other carriers but, due to its route struc-
ture, connecting service is required for
travel between east coast points and Los
Angeles, Portland, and Seattle, and that
in order to offset the inconvenience of

1 Eastern Air Lines, Inec. Tariff CAB No.
379.

2 Stopovers In the State of Florida are
limited to Miami or Fort Lauderdale and one
of the following points: Daytona Beach, Ken-
nedy Space Flight Center, Melbourne, Or-
lando, and Tampa,
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its connecting service it is necessary to
provide an inducement to passengers to
travel via Eastern. The option of free
stopovers at intermediate points is ex-
pected to provide such an inducement.

American Airlines, Inc. (American),
National Airlines, Inc. (National),
Northwest Airlines, Inc. (Northwest),

Pan American World Airways, Inc. (Pan
American), Trans World Airlines, Inc.
(Trans World); and United Air Lines,
Inc. (United) have filed complaints
against the proposal, requesting its sus-
pension and investigation. The com-
plainants allege, inter alia, that consider-
ing the mileage circuity involved, the
fares produce extremely low yields which
cannot be justified economically; that
Eastern is 2 minimal participant at best
in the transcontinental market and while
“the risk of revenue dilution is nonexist-
ent” for Eastern it most clearly would
not be so for the direct transcontinental
carriers; and that in permitting the
existing transcontinental family excur-
sion fares the Board relied heavily on the
fact that the maximum stay limit was
four days, whereas an earlier proposal
4 davs whereas an earlier similar pro-
posal which would have permitted stays
up to 14 days was susnended.

Eastern answers that a family which
has planned to visit the opposite coast
will not normally travel via Florida or
San Juan, but a family which has not
contemplated air travel for its vacation
might be encouraged to do so by the
availability of multiple destinations. It
further asserts that it expects to gen-
erate 250 passengers over the duration
of the tariff and that the likelihood that
these passengers would create any pres-
sure on capacity or displace higher fare
passengers is de minimis.

Upon consideration of the proposal,
the complaints and answer thereto, and
all other relevant matters, the Board
finds that the proposal may be unjust,
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory,
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicial,
or otherwise unlawful and should be in-
vestigated. The Board further concludes
that the proposal should be suspended
pending investigation.

The special transcontinental family
excursion fare which Eastern seeks to
match is a very low fare presently effec-
tive only until May 31, 1972, and origi-
nally intended to attract family members
of business travelers making trips of no
more than 4 days’ duration. On the other
hand, the proposed fares are designed to
attract vacation traffic and, the circui-
tous fares result in extremely low fares
per mile—so low as to raise a substantial
question whether the fares are reason-
ably related to the cost of providing the
service. Moreover, the fares would be
applicable during the summer when
transcontinental traffic volume is high.

Eastern contends that the northeast-
Florida/San Juan and Florida-west
coast markets are markets in which it
has a substantial participation, and that
any diversion in these two principal mar-
kets would be at its own expense. How=-
ever, the proposal does not apply to
passengers originating at points on the

east coast and traveling to Florida ang
return, or to traffic between Florida ang
the west coast. Rather, it involves pas-
sengers traveling from points in the
Northeast United States, to west coast
points or vice-versa, with a routing
through Florida or San Juan. Since
Eastern's participation in the transcon-
tinental markets involved is very small,
any diversion of traffic which may occur,
and we believe it might be significant
notwithstanding the circuitous routing
involved, will be almost entirely at the
expense of the carriers providing direct
transcontinental service.

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 be instituted to de-
termine whether the fares and provisions
of Eastern Air Lines, Inc.’s CAB No. 379,
and rules, regulations, or practices affect-
ing such fares and provis‘tons, are or will
be unjust, unreasonable, unjustly dis-
criminatory, unduly preferential, unduly
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and if
found to be unlawful, to determine and
prescribe the lawful fares and provisions,
and rules, regulations, or practices affect-
ing such fares and provisions;

2. Pending hearing and decision by
the Board, Eastern Air Lines, Inc.'s CAB
No. 379 is suspended ‘and its use deferred
to and including August 5, 1972, unless
otherwise ordered by the Board, and that
no changes be made therein during the
period of suspension except by order or
special permission of the Board;

3. Except to the extent granted herein,
the complaints in Dockets 24375, 24378,
24383, 24379, 24380, and 24381 are hereby
dismissed;

4. The proceeding ordered herein be
assigned for hearing before an Examiner
of the Board at a time and place here-
after to be designated; and

5. Copies of this order be filed in the
aforesaid tariff and be served upon
American Airlines, Inc., Eastern Air
Lines, Inc., National Airlines, Inc.. North-
west Airlines, Inc., Pan American World
Airways, Inc., Trans World Airlines, Inc,,
and United Air Lines, Inc., which are
hereby made parties to this proceeding.

This order: will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[SEAL] HARRY J. ZINK,®
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6462 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am]

[Docket No. 24430; Order 72-4-117]
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC.

Order of Investigation and Suspen-
sion Regarding Proportional Fares

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 24th day of April 1972,

s Dissenting statement of Minetti and
Murphy, Members, .filed as part of the
original document.
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By tariff revisions ! marked to become
effective April 29, 1972, Eastern Air
Lines, Inc. (Eastern), proposes to estab-
lish directional round-trip proportional
excursion fares of $9.26 ($10 tax inclu-
sive) from Boston to New York, and
New York to Washington, to be used in
conjunction with round-trip transporta-
tion from other points on its domestic
system ¢ to Boston or New York. The
fares apply for travel only on Saturdays,
with the return portion to be completed
by midnight the same day. Purchase of
the tickets must be made prior to leav-
ing the point of origin and the trip must
commence within 7 days of a passenger’s
arrival at Boston or New York. Chil-
dren’s fares are 50 percent of the pro-
posed proportional fares, or $4.63. The
fares are marked to expire with Au-
gust 31, 1972.

In justification of its proposal, East-
emn alleges that the primary objective of
the fare is to provide additional traffic
on an off-peak day in the Air Shuttle
markets. Eastern alleges that in 1971 the
Saturday load factor in Air Shuttle mar-
kets was only 47 percent, as compared
with an average of 58.7 percent on all
other days, and contends that Saturday

has the lowest traffic level of any day. '

In addition, Eastern alleges that, since
the fare is not applicable to cities in close
proximity to New York and Boston, the
majority of the users will come from dis-
tant points, and that the trip is, in
essence, a “l1-day bonus feature” analo-
gous to the sightseeing trips offered by
various airlines. The carrier states that
it has no data which would indicate the
number of passengers who take a side
trip to either Washington or New York;
however, Eastern alleges that it can be
assumed that the number is miniscule.

Northeast Airlines, Inc. (Northeast),
and Northwest Airlines, Inc. (North-
west), have filed complaints requesting
that the proposed fares be suspended
and investigated.? The complainants al-
lege that the proposed fares do not cover
the cost of providing the service; that
Eastern has not estimated how much
new traffic the fares will generate; and
that rather than generate new traffic the
fares will simply result in diversion. For
example, Northeast points out that a
Miami-Boston passenger wishing to stop
in New York would normally pay a regu-
lar fare of $184.26, or $142.59 for a week-
end 7-21-day excursion. However, under
Eastern’s proposal, this same passenger
would be encouraged to travel an extra
374 miles with a total fare of $179.64 or
$129.63, respectively. Northwest also
alleges that the fares apply in two of the
most congested markets in the east and
during the peak summer season; that
Eastern itself was and remains a strong
broponent of hub surcharges in con-

*Revision to Airline Tarlff Publishers, Inc.,
Ag'e’ntr, Tariff CAB Nos. 136 and 142,

‘The proportional fares do not apply in
conjunction with round-trip transportation
t&) Boston or New York from Baltimore/

artford/New Haven/New York/Philadel-
phja/Provldence/Washmgton/WUmmgton.

s *Delta Alr Lines, Inc. (Delta), has filed an
nswer in support of both complaints.
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gested markets; and that the fares,
which reflect a discount of 79 percent
and a yield of 2.3/2.4 cents per mile, are
uneconomic.

Eastern has answered the complaints
alleging that no one but a tourist would
be likely to value highly a Saturday in
New York or Washington; that full fare
passengers would not be diverted since
business travelers would find a Saturday
visit to either point of little value; and
that although summer may be a peak
travel period in general, the Saturday
shutfle markets have low-load factors
yvear round. Eastern also alleges that the
complainants’ contentions with respect
to costs fail to consider the nature of the
shuttle operation; and that the only
added costs are passenger liability ex-
pense and credit card discounts, total-
ing about 40 cents per passenger.

Upon consideration of the tariff pro-
posal, the complaints and answers there-
to, and all other relevant matters, the
Board finds that the proposal may be un-
just, unreasonable, unjustly discrimina-
tory, unduly preferential, unduly prej-
udicial, or otherwise unlawful, and
should be investigated. The Board fur-
ther concludes that the proposal should
be suspended pending investigation.

Due to the extremely low level of the
fares, the question of generation versus
diversion is particularly eritical. There is
very little margin for diversion, and in
the New York-Washington market, for
example, one diverted full fare passenger
would offset the revenue generated by
more than five proportional fare passen-
gers without regard to the cost of carry-
ing such passengers. In view of this, and
since the carrier was unable to provide
a basis for making a reasonable genera-
tion/diversion estimate, we find that a
sufficient question of reasonableness is
raised to warrant investigation of the
proposal, and suspension pending inves-
tigation.

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 be instituted to de-
termine whether the fares and provi-
sions described in Appendix A attached
hereto," and rules, regulations, and prac-
tices affecting such fares and provisions,
are or will be unjust or unreasonable, un-
justly discriminatory, unduly preferen-
tial, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise un-
lawful, and if found to be unlawful to de-
termine and prescribe the lawful fares
and provisions, and rules, regulations, or
practices affecting such fares and provi-
sions;

2. Pending hearing and decision by the
Board, the fares and provisions described
in Appendix A hereto * are suspended and
their use deferred to and including
July 27, 1972, unless otherwise ordered by
the Board, and that no changes be made

therein during the period of suspension

‘ Appendix A and dissenting statement of
Minetti and Murphy, members, filed as part
of the original documents.
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except by order or special permission
of the Board;

3. Except to the extent granted herein,
the complaints in Dockets 24345 and
24346 are hereby dismissed;

4. The proceeding ordered herein be
assigned for hearing before an Examiner
of the Board at a time and place here-
after to be designated;

5. Copies of this order be filed in the
aforesaid tariffs and be served upon East-
ern Air Lines, Inec., Delta Air Lines, Inc,,
Northeast Airlines, Inc., tnd Northwest
Airlines, Inc., which are hereby made
parties to this proceeding.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[SEAL] Harry J. ZINK,'
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6463 Flled 4-26-72;8:51 am|

[Dockets Nos. 21866-6A, 21866-9,
Order 72-4-111]

FRONTIER AIRLINES, INC.

Order Dismissing Complaints Regard-
ing Standard-Class Fares and
Service

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C,,
on the 21st day of April 1972.

By tariff revisions® marked to become
effective April 30, 1972, Frontier Airlines,
Ine. (Frontier) proposes to implement a
single class of service (standard class)
throughout its system and teo establish
related standard fares in place of the
four basic classes of service and fares it
now provides—jet first class, propeller
first class, jet deluxe coach, and Jet
coach. The proposal involves both air-
craft configuration (jet aircraft only)
and fare changes.

Frontier’s proposal to implement sin-
gle-class service generally entails seating
configuration modification of its B-737
aircraft only, as its propeller aircraft
(CV-580) are presently operated in a
single-class configuration which will re-
main unchanged.® Currently, the car-
rier’s B-T737 aircraft provide accommo-
dations for 24 passengers (five-abreast
seating) at a 36-inch pitech in deluxe
coach, and 73 passengers (six abreast) at
a 34-inch pitch in coach. Under the pro-
posal, Frontier plans to install “2 plus 2"
or “twin seating” (six abreast with a
fold-down center console) at a 38/39-
inch minimum/maximum pitch, with the
same total density as now exists—97
seats.

Most fares are not being changed, since
a substantial majority of Frontier’s mar-
kets are served exclusively by propelier
equipment for which fares will not be
changed, but merely redesignated.® The

! Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc.,
Agent, Tarlff CAB Nos. 65, 136, and 142.

#Fifty-passenger capaclty, four-abreast
seating, 36-inch minimum/maximum pitch.

# Frontier is also adding numerous military
standby and reservation fares, and making
adjustments to other discount fares in in-

27, 1972
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fare changes will occur generally in mar-
kets where Frontier operates both propel-
ler and jet service, or jet service only.
In these markets the various present
fares compare to the trunkline jet coach
formula fares as follows:

stances where a change results in the new
standard fare.

Percent
Jeb DXst CIRaR. e e 130
Propeller first class. oo 120
Jot QeINNB 00BN e e e 115
G, o NP ¥ D 100

Under the proposal the standard fares
would be 118 percent of coach for both
jet and propeller service, except in com-
petitive markets where the present jet
coach level generally would be main-
tained. The increases range from $0.92
to $16.67.

In justification of its proposal, Fron-
tier alleges that its new “S” service is a
distinctly new class of service materially
superior to its existing service; and that
in addition to the improved meal service
and other amenities, the new standard-
class configuration in jet equipment will
be equal to or better than seating accom-
modations afforded passengers by other
local service carriers (in that the new
“2 plus 2” configuration provides an arm-
side table when passeriger loads permit,
substantially improved elbow and hip
room, and more liberal seat pitch).

The carrier contends that the seating
configuration fully conforms to the
standards tentatively prescribed by the
Board in Phase 6A of the Domestic Pas~
senger-Fare Investigation; that the serv-
ice will be operated at a seating density
which falls between first-class and coach
service, as contemplated by the Board’s
decision, and will therefore warrant the
“S” fare premium over coach fares; and
that the Board has consistently allowed
the local service carriers to implement
standard-class service at fares exceeding
coach-fare levels.

Frontier alleges that in a number of
low-density markets where it alone pro-
vides jet service, the “S” fares will be
established at levels up to 118 percent of
the jet coach formula to reflect the
higher quality of its new standard-class
service; that in a majority of these mar-
kets, however, the “S” fare level will
average only 110 percent of the existing
coach-fare level; and that most of the
local service carriers have inaugurated
their new “S” fares with no change in
the quality of existing service. In the
great majority of its markets, Frontier
alleges that its new “S” fares will be
identical to the current coach or propel-
ler fare, and that in competitive markets
where it now offers both coach- and de-
luxe-coach-class service the “S” fares
will be at the coach level, thus affording
lower fares for passengers heretofore us-
ing deluxe-coach service.

Frontier estimates that it will cost
$291,000 to install 2 plus 2 seating in
all of its jet aircraft, and that the com-
pany expects to realize $831,000 in ad-
ditional annual revenue in those
markets where the “S” fare will be priced
to refiect the new standard-class serv-
ice, an amount constituting less than 1
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percent of its total 1971 revenue. More-
over, Frontier anticipates that standard-
class service and fares will result in
increased efficiencies and economies; and
that the new service will greatly simplify
passenger understanding of the fare
structure and will improve fare gquota-
tion efficiency from a reservations and
ticketing standpoint.

Braniff Airways, Inc. (Braniff), the
Bismarck and Minot Chambers of Com-~
merce, the mayor of Bismarck, and the
North Dakota State Aeronautics Com-
mission have filed complaints against
the proposal requesting that it be sus-
pended and investigated.

Braniff’s complaint is directed es-
sentially at that facet of the proposal
which would apply coach-fare levels to
the newly configured B-737 aircraft.
Braniff alleges that this is at odds with
the Board’s tentative determination in
the Domestic Passenger-Fare Investiga-
tion; that the proposal would reduce the
revenue potential of Frontier's aircraft;
that Frontier's jet services with the ex-
panded pitch are overwhelmingly in
competitive markets and severely limited
in noncompetitive markets; that the
new service priced at the coach level
would divert traffic from Braniff; and
that the proposal would expand the seat~
ing war. The complainant asserts that
Frontier could adopt a single-class con-
figuration with the same desirable econ-
omies without introducing the pitch
proposed.

Frontier has answered Braniff’s com-
plaint contending that its proposed pitch
falls within seating parameters tenta-
tively set by the Board. Frontier also
alleges that more than half of the mar-
kets in which it provides jet service are
noncompetitive, and that in nearly all
of the competitive markets the trunk-
line is the dominant carrier; that Bran-
iff has made no showing that the fares
are unreasonable; and that the new
service will enable it to remain an effec-
tive competitor in markets served in
common with trunkline carriers.

The complaints by the various civie
parties and the North Dakota State
Aeronautics Commission are limifed to
unsupported requests for suspension
and/or investigation except for a state-
ment in the latter’s complaint that the
proposal constitutes 14.6-percent and
16.6-percent increases in the Bismarck-
Denver and Minot-Denver markets, re-
spectively. They indicate formal detailed
complaints will follow, but only the
Aeronautics Commission has so filed.

Frontier’s proposal, both the fares and
the B-737 seating configuration comes
within the scope of the Domestic
Passenger-Fare Investigation, Docket
21866, and its lawfulness will be de-
termined in that proceeding. The ques-
tion then is whether to permit the pro-
posal to become effective, or to suspend
it pending investigation. Upon consider-
ation of all relevant matters, the Board
finds that the complaints do not set
forth sufficient facts to warrant sus-
pension, and the requests therefor will
be denied and the complaints dismissed.

The proposed standard service is a ney
class of service and the proposed fares
are consistent, in terms of seating con-
figuration, with fares for comparable
service now provided by other local sery-
ice carriers.' The 118-percent relation-
ship to coach fares is likewise consistent
with the prevailing level of fares for
this class of service, as is the proposaj
to hold fares in competitive markets tg
the coach-fare level.* Finally, we are not
persuaded that Braniff will be placed at
an undue disadvantage in the limiteq
number of markets in which the two
carriers compete, particularly in view
of the substantially greater number of
jet frequencies which it offers.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federa]
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002
thereof: J

It is ordered, That:

1. The complaints of Braniff Airways,
Inc., in Docket 24351, and the mayor,
city of Bismarck, N. Dak. in Docket
24388 are dismissed; ®* and

2. A copy of this order be served upon
Braniff Airways, Inc., Frontier Airlines,
Inc., and the mayor, city of Bismarck,
N. Dak.

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[sEaL] Harry J. ZIvk,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-6464 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am|

[Docket No, 24180; Order 72-4-118]
HAWAIIAN AIRLINES, INC.

Order Setting Application for Hearing
Regarding Authority. To Temporarily
Suspend Service at Hana, Mavi,
Hawaii

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C,,
on the 24th day of April 1972.

On January 26, 1972, Hawaiian Air-
lines, Inc. (Hawaiian), filed an applica-
tion for authority to temporarily suspend
service at Hana, Maui, Hawaii, on the
carrier's route 33.

In support of its application, Hawaliian
alleges that, inter alia since 1957
Hawaiian’s enplanements at Hana have
average 12.2 per day; for the year 1971,
the carrier’s losses were $88,000; Hawai-
ian’s need to standardize its fleet with

4The proposed fares are also consistent
with the Price Commission Regulations re-
garding the pricing of new service.

®We recognize that the standard-class
fares will be substantially higher than the
coach fares in certain Bismarck markets.
However, this stems from the fact that the
coach fares in these markets have been rela-
tively low. Since the fares resulting {rt'm
Frontier's proposal will be in line with those
applying throughout its system, suspension
does not appear warranted on this ground. +

S While the complaints from the various
civil parties and the North Dakota State
Aeronautics Commission were not timely filed
we nevertheless have considered them in
reaching our conclusions herein.
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all-jet equipment would preclude Hana's
service since that point cannot accom-
modate jet aircraft; Hana is adequately
served by Royal Hawaiian Air Service, an
air taxi operator; and acceptable ground
air taxi operator; and acceptable ground
ransportation is available to an alter-
native source of certificated scheduled
air service, Kahului, some 55 miles away.

An answer was filed by the Air Line
Pilots Association, International
(ALPA), opposing Hawaiian's applica-
tion. ALPA argues that Hawaiian, if per-
mitted to suspend service, would then
retire its Convair equipment leaving it
unable to reinstitute service. ALPA urges
that at the very least, a hearing should
pe held to determine the service needs
at Hana,

In a reply filed by Hawaiian, the car-
rier states that if traffic levels at Hana
increase and if airport facilities can be
improved to support jet aircraft, Hawai-
ian will reinstitute service.

Upon consideration of the pleadings
and all the relevant facts, we have
decided to deny Hawaiian’s request for
temporary suspension of service and set
for hearing the matter of Hana’s future
air service needs. We note that although
the carrier has requested a temporary
suspension of service, a serious guestion
is presented as to whether, if the applica-
tion were granted, the carrier would be
in a position to reinstitute service at
Hana. Moreover, if Hawaiian’s applica-
tion is granted Hana will be without
federally certificated air service for the
first time since .1950. We believe that
under all the circumstances it is ap-
propriate to consider, on an evidentiary
record, the conflicting contentions of the
parties.

The issues in such proceeding will in-
clude the question of whether Hawaiian
should be permitted to suspend service
at Hana for a fixed term * or whether the
carrier’s authority should be deleted. Al-
though deletion has not been requested
by the carrier, we wish to have a full-
range of options available to us. It may
be that a deletion would be preferable to
an indefinite suspension from the stand-
point of encouraging new certificated or
noncertificated service at.Hana.*

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

L. The application of Hawaiian Air-
lines, Inc, be and it hereby is set for
hearing, said hearing to determine
whether the public convenience and
necessity require that Hawailan's
authorization to serve Hana, Maui,
Hawaii, on its route 33, be temporarily
suspended or deleted; and

2. This order shall be served on
Hawnuan Airlines, Inc.; Air Line Pilots
Association, International; Mayor, Wail- \

‘Letters from public officials, interested
citizens, and business concerns in opposition
to.z-he application have been received.

' *This Issue will permit consideration of an
unconditional suspension and a suspension
contingent upon alr taxi replacement service.

'Of course, at this time we are merely
placing deletion In issue, and the above re-
Marks are not intended to do more than raise
& question which is to be resolved on the
basis of an evidentlary record.
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uku, Maui, Hawaii; Governor of Hawail,;
the Postmaster General; and the Air-
port Manager, Hana, Maui, Hawalii.

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

HARRY J. ZINK,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6465 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

[SEAL]

[Docket No. 23333; Order 72-4-57)
INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regarding Reduced Fares for
Cargo Agenis 1

Issued under delegated authority,
April 13, 1972,

An agreement has been filed with the
Board, pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's economic
regulations, between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers,
embodied in the resolutions of the Trafiic
Conferences of the International Air
Transport Association (IATA). The
agreement, which was adopted by mail
vote, has been assigned the above-
designated CAB agreement number.

The agreement relates to IATA re-
quirements that cargo agencies applying
for reduced-fare transportation must
have been continuously approved with-
out interruption for a period of 12
months prior to the date of application
for travel, and is necessitated by delays
in the processing of cargo agency ap-
provals by the IATA Cargo Registration
and Review Boards. The agreement pro-
vides that a cargo agency previously ap-
proved under former IATA agency reg-
istration provisions that expired on
February 29, 1972 (Resolution 810b)
shall not be deemed to have had a lapse
in its continuity of IATA approval if an
application pursuant to new agency reg-
istration provisions (Resolutions 811 and
811a) had been lodged with the Agency
Administrator prior to January 1, 1972.

While we propose herein to approve
the agreement, we note that reference
is made only to reduced-fare travel un-
der the provisions of new Resolution
203c¢, which purports to alter the basis
upon which the number of reduced-fare
tickets would be allocated to agencies
and which has not been approved by the
Board." Accordingly, we propose to con-
dition our contemplated approval so as
to assure that the provisions of the in-
stant agreement shall apply only with
respect to Resolutions 203a and 203d,
which were approved by Order 72-4-61
for an extended period of effectiveness
through August 31, 1972,

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s regulations,
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found, on a

1 See Orders 71-10-19 (dated Oct, 5, 1971)
and 72-1-52 (dated Jan. 17, 1972) which
deferred action on the new Resolution 203c
provisions,
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tentative basis, that the following resolu-
tions, which are incorporated in Agree-
ment CAB 22986, are adverse to the pub-
lic interest or in violation of the Act;
provided that eventual approval is sub-
ject to the condition hereinafter ordered.
IATA Resolutions:

100(Mail 893) 203g.

200 (Mall 129)203g.

300(Mail 372)203g.

JT12(Mail 784)203g.

JT23(Mail 294) 203g.

JT31(Mall 211)203g.

JT128(Mail 683)203g.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

Action on Agreement CAB 22986 be
and hereby is deferred with a view to-
ward eventual approval subject to the
condition that the provisions of said
agreement shall be applicable only to
reduced fare transportation permitted
pursuant to Resolutions 203a and 203d
and shall not apply to travel governed
by Resolution 203c.

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order pursuant to the
Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may,
within 10 days after the date of service
of this order, file such petitions in sup-
port of or in opposition to our proposed
action herein.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

[SEAL] HARRY J. ZINK,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6466 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am|

[Docket No. 21866-9; Order 72-4-121]
NATIONAL AIRLINES, INC.

Order Dismissing Complaint Regard-
ing Reduced Florida Stopover
Charges

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., on
the 24th day of April 1972.

By tariff revisions* marked to become
effective May 5, 1972, National Airlines,
Inc. (National) proposes to reduce to
$0.93 the existing $10.19 charge for stop-
overs at Miami applicable in connection
with transcontinental transportation in
certain markets. Currently a $0.93 stop-
over charge applies at four other Florida
cities, and National states that its pur-
pose is to conform the charge at all
points in the State. The tariff does not
bear an expiration date.

Northeast Airlines, Inc. (Northeast)
has complained against the proposed
change requesting suspension and inves-
tigation. It alleges that the current stop-
over charge provides sufficient incentive
to stimulate travel via Miami; that a
$0.93 charge would not cover any of the
cost involved; that National has failed
to justify its proposal; and that exten-
sion of the charge to the additional mar-
ket will result in unjustifiable revenue
dilution.

1Revisions to Alrline Tariff Publishers,
Inc,, agent, Tariff CAB No. 136.
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In answer to the complaint, National
contends that Northeast has not dem-
onstrated that a 4.2-percent reduction in
the normal coach fare (including stop-
over) will result in an unreasonably low

fare, particularly in view of the narrow
purpose of that fare; that the Miami-
Los Angeles market is not large and the
service requires all the supporting traffic
that can be reasonably directed to or
through it; that this lower charge is
needed for consistency with other Flori-
da points; and that there is no merit in
Northeast’s contention that the removal
of all but a token stopover charge means
that the cost of the stopover will not be
met.

The question of the proper fare for
trips involving stopovers is within the
scope of the Domestic Passenger-Fare
Investigation, Docket 21866-9. The ques-
tion here then is whether to permit the
proposal to become effective, or to sus-
pend it pending investigation. Upon con-
sideration of all relevant matters, the
Board finds that the complaint does
not set forth sufficient facts to warrant
suspension, and the request therefor will
be denied and the complaint dismissed.

National operates very little through-
plane service between its northeast
points and the west coast via Miami.
Since a change of plane is therefore
generally required, little additional cost
will be incurred by permitting a stopover
at Miami. A charge of $0.93 presently
applies for stopovers in the Disney World
area in connection with travel from
numerous northeast/midwest points to
Florida; and also for stopovers at Las
Vegas on transcontinental trips. Stop-
overs at these points would generally in-
volve some additional cost to the car-
rier since they involve interruption of
what would otherwise be through travel
on a through flight. In this light, there
would seem no reason to require a higher
charge at Miami where the transporta-
tion usually involves a change of plane
in any event.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002
thereof:

It is ordered, That:

1. The complaint of Northeast Air-
lines, Inc., in Docket 24370 is hereby dis-
missed; and

2, A copy of this order be served upon
National Airlines, Inc., and Northeast
Airlines, Inc.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEaL] HARRY J., ZINK,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.T2-6468 Filed 4-26-72:8:52 am]
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

PPG INDUSTRIES, INC.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition
Regarding Pesticide Chemical

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408
(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d)
(1)), the following notice is issued:

In accordance with § 180.8 Withdrawal
of petitions without prejudice of the pes-
ticide procedural regulations (40 CFR
180.8), PPG Industries, Inc., 1 Gateway
Center, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222, has with-
drawn its petition (PP 1F1175), notice
of which was published in the FEDpERAL
RecisTER of August 6, 1971 (36 F.R.
14513), proposing establishment of a
tolerance for residues of the plant reg-
ulator CIPC (isopropyl N-(3-chloro-
phenyl carbamate) in or on the raw
agricultural commodity sweetpotatoes at
50 parts per million from post-harvest
application.

Dated: April 21, 1972.
Wirriam M. UpPHOLT,

Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticides Programs.

[FR Doc.72-6420 Filed 4-28-72;8:48 am]

W. R. GRACE & CO.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additive

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

In accordance with §121.52 With-
drawal of petitions without prejudice of
the procedural food additive regulations
(21 CFR 121.52), W. R. Grace & Co.,
Washington Research Center, Clarks-
ville, Md. 21029, has withdrawn its peti-
tion (FAP 2H5005), notice of which was
published in the FEeperarn REGISTER of
January 27, 1972 (37 F.R. 1261), propos-
ing establishment of a food additive
tolerance (21 CFR Part 121) of 20,000
parts per million for residues of am-
monium isobutyrate in or on processed
foods intended for feeding animals.

Dated: April 21, 1972.

Wirtriam M, UPHOLT,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticides Programs,

[FR Doc.72-6421 Piled 4-26-72;8:48 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

STANDARD BROADCAST APPLICA-
TION READY AND AVAILABLE FOR
PROCESSING

The following application was tendered
March 8, 1872, seeking the identical

facilities of former station KVIN, Vinitg,
Okla. The application for renewal of the
license of KVIN was denied June 16, 1971
Vinita Broadecasting Co., Inc., et al, 30
FCC 2d 458, 22 RR 2d 195; reconsidera-
tion denied, 32 FCC 2d 501, 23 RR 2g
262, an appeal from the Commission ac-
tion has been dismissed, and that pro.
ceeding is now terminated. Accordingly,
we have waived the provisions of note 2
to § 1.571 of the Commission’s rules ang
have accepted this application for filing,
Similarly, we will accept any other appli-
cation for consolidation which proposes
essentially the same facilities.

New, Vinita, Okla., Green Country Broadcast-

ing Co,, Inc, Req: 1470 ke, 500 w, Day.

Pursuant to the provisions of §35 1.227
(b) (1), 1.591(b) and note 2 to § 1.571 of
the Commission’s rules, an application,
in order to be considered with this appli-
cation must be in direct conflict and
tendered no later than May 30, 1972,

The attention of any party in interest
desiring to file pleadings concerning this
application, pursuant to section 309(d)
(1) of the Communication Act of 1934,
as amended, is directed to § 1.580(1) of
the Commission’s rules for the provisions
governing the time of filing and other
requirements relating to such pleadings.

Adopted: April 20, 1972.
Released: April 20, 1972.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
Beny F. WarPLE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6428 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am)]

[sEaL]

|Docket Nos. 18456, 18457; FCC 72R~115]

HARVIT BROADCASTING CORP. AND
THREE STATES BROADCASTING CO.,
INC.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Modifying lIssue

In regard applications of Harvit
Broadecasting Corp., Williamson, W. Va,
Docket No. 18456, File No. BPH-6075;
Three States Broadecasting Co., Inc,
Matewan, W. Va., Docket No. 18457, File
No. BPH-6157, for construction permits.

1. This proceeding involves the mu-
tually exclusive applications of Harvit
Broadcasting Corp. (Harvit) and Three
States Broadcasting Co., Inc., (Three
States) for construction permits for new
FM broadcast stations at Williamson and
Matewan, W. Va., respectively. By Com-
mission Order, FCC 69-180, 16 FCC 2d
8086, released March 7, 1969, these appli-
cations were designated for consolidated
hearing on a Surburban issue against
Three States, and areas and populations,
section 307(h), and contingent compara-~
tive issues, Subsequently, in response t0
a request by Harvit, the Review Board,
by memorandum opinion and order, re-
leased September 29, 1971 (31 FCC 2d
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876, 22 RR 2d 1062), added several issues
against Three States relating to its oper-
ation of standard broadcast Station
WwHJC at Matewan. Among the issues

ed was one inquiring into whether
Three States had violated §§ 17.25, 17.47,
17.48, and/or 17.49 of the Commission’s
rules with respeet to tower lighting and
attendant requirements. Presently be-
fore the Board are: (1) A _petit.ion to en-
large inquiry and change issue, filed Oc-
tober 27, 1971, by Harvit, seeking the
addition of a § 1.65 issue against Three
States and a change of the tower light-
ing issue; * and (2) a petition to enlarge
issues, filed December 2, 1971, seeking the
addition of a § 1.615 issue against Three

States.®
RuLes 1.65 AND 1.615 ISSUES

2. Harvit's October petition requests
a § 1.65 issue against Three States based
on allegations that that applicant failed
to notify the Commission of a change in
its officers. Arising out of factual re-
sponses made in Three States’ opposition
to Harvit's petition, Harvit filed its De-
cember petition requesting a § 1.615 issue
against Three States. Since both requests
are predicated on the same factual alle-
gations, they will be considered together.
Harvit bases its request for a § 1.65 * issue
on a newspaper advertisement in the
Williamson Dally News, dated Septem-
ber 23, 1971, which indicates that Clifton
Branham is now president of Three
States.! According to Harvit, Three
States' application represents that Flor-
ence Morningstar is its president. Harvit
states that within at least 30 days after
the appearance of the newspaper adver-
tisement, Three States had still failed
to notify the Commission of this change
in the presidency, or to amend its appli-
cation, thereby violating § 1.65 of the
Commission’s rules, Additionally, Harvit,
in its December petition, submits that
Three States, in its opposition to Harvit's
October petition (see paragraph 3,
infra), indicated that it failed to file a
revised ownership report until Novem-
ver 17, 1971, almost 4 months after the
change in officers occurred, thereby vio-
lating § 1.615 of the Commission’s rules.®

* Also before the Review Board are the fol-
lowing related pleadings: (a) Reply (oppo-
sition), filed November 19, 1971, by Three
Btates; (b) comments, filed November 8,
1971, by the Broadcast Bureau; and (c) re-
ply, filed December 2, 1971, by Harvit.

*Also before the Review Board are the fol-
lowing related pleadings: (a) Opposition,
filed December 7, 1971, by Three States; (b)
comments, filed December 14, 1971, by the
Broadcast Bureau; and (c) reply, filed De-
cember 17, 1971, by Harvit,

*Section 1.85 requires disclosure from an
&pplicant when the information furnished
in the application is no longer substantially
accurate and complete in all significant re-
Spects or when changes which may be of
decislonal significance have occurred.

'A copy of the advertisement is attached
w.He.rvflt's October petition.

Section 1.615, in pertinent part, provides:

(¢) A supplemental ownership report
(FCC Form 323) shall be filed by each licen~
5e¢ or permittee within 30 days after any
5 occurs in the information required

¥ the ownership report from that previously

Teported. Such rt
limitation: report shall include without
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The Broadcast Bureau supports the re-
quest for a § 1.65 issue unless a satisfac-
tory explanation is given by Three States.
The Bureau also believes that a compara-
tive issue based on the § 1.615 violation
is warranted.

* W “« * -

3. In opposition, Three States concedes
that Clifton Branham was, in fact, its
president on September 23, 1971, when
the newspaper advertisement appeared,
and still is, and that Branham was
elected to the presidency on July 22, 1971,
replacing Florence Morningstar. Three
States alleges, however, that Branham
is neither a director nor a stockholder
in Three States; that Florence Morning-
star is still treasurer, a stockholder, and
a director of the corporation; that,
simultaneously with the filing of its op-
position, Three States filed a petition
for leave to amend reflecting the change
in officers; * that such action was not
previously taken by Three States because
of a misunderstanding between Three
States and its former communications
counsel; that an Ownership Report was
filed on November 17, 1971 (and that no
benefits accrued to Three States by fail-
ing to file earlier) ; and that Three States
seeks no comparative advantage by the
inclusion of Branham in its board of
officers. Thus, Three States argues that:
it claims no comparative advantage: the
delay in notifying the Commission was
mere inadvertence; and Harvit is at-
tempting to unduly delay and prolong
this proceeding to the detriment of the
public interest. Accordingly, Three States
urges, further inquiry into Harvit’s re-
quests for §§ 1.65 and 1.615 issues against
Three States is not warranted. In addi-
tion, Three States submits that Harvit’s
request for a § 1.615 issue is late filed
because Harvit knew of the facts on Oc-
tober 27, 1971, when it filed its petition
to enlarge inquiry and change issue and
could have ascertained at that time that
a possible § 1.615 violation had occurred.

4. In reply to the opposition to the
§ 1.65 issue, Harvit argues: that a mis-
understanding does not relieve Three
States of its obligation to update its ap-
plication; that since George Warren
(Executive Vice-President of Three
States) directed the preparation of the
original application and submitted six
amendments thereto, he should have
known it was his obligation to amend the
application; and, finally, that Warren’s
explanation and reasons for the election
are doubtful. Therefore, contends Harvit,
the whole matter warrants an eviden-
tiary inquiry. In its later reply, Harvit
contends that had it been able to do so it
would have filed for addition of both the
§§ 1.65 and 1.615 issues at the same time
but that its counsel had difficulty ascer-
taining between September 1971, and
October 1971, whether Three States had
ever filed the required ownership report,
and it was not until Three States admit-
ted such violation in its opposition, filed

* The petition was granted and the amend-
ment tendered therewith aecepted by the
Hearing Examiner by Order, FCC 71M-1941,
released December 20, 1971.

(2) Any change in officers and directors;
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November 19, 1971, that Harvit had ac-
tual knowledge.”

5. The Board will not add §1.65 or
§ 1.615 issues against Three States. It is
well established that where there has
been a substantial change in informa-
tion furnished by an applicant, § 1.65 re-
quires such applicant, as promptly as
possible, but within 30 days, unless good
cause is shown, to amend or request
amendment of its application. The rule
is intended to apply where a substantial
change may be of significance to the
Commission’s determination of the pub-
lic interest. Report and Order in Docket
14867, Reporting of Changed Circum-
stances, 29 FR 15516, 3 RR 2d 1622
(1964). See also Chapman Radio and
Television Co., 25 FCC 24 855, 20 RR 2d
411 (1970). Likewise, Rule 1.615 requires
that a supplemental ownership report be
filed by each licensee or permittee within
30 days after any change in officers has
occurred. Since the change in Three
States' presidency did not result in a
change in ownership or in proposed
owner-management integration, the in-
formation, while concededly late in com-
ing to the Commission, is not of such
‘decisional significance as to necessitate a
§ 1.65 evidentiary inquiry. See Warwick
Broadcasting Corp., 16 FCC 2d 1030, 15
RR 2d 973 (1969); Chapman Radio and
Television Co., supra. Compare Harrison
Radio, Inc,, 22 FCC 2d 283, 18 RR 889
(1970). There is no showing that Three
States attempted to conceal facts from
or mislead the Commission. Significantly,
the change in officers has “no effect on
the legal, financial or other qualifications
of the applicant.” Auburn Publishing Co.,
FCC T2R-82, ¥CC 24 - -, TE~
leased March 30, 1972. The change
should have been reported to the Com-
mission within 30 days of its occurrence,
but the applicant’s failure to do so does
not automatically warrant an issue. Cf.
Media, Inc., 22 FCC 2d 486, 18 RR 2d 970
(1970). As we stated in Auburn, “the
Board has frequently refused to specify
a § 1.65 issue where, as here, the viola-
tion was unintentional and there was no
attempt to mislead or conceal, no pat-
tern of violations has been shown, and
the violation was of questionable signi-
ficance.” Auburn Publishing Co., supra.
See also our prior memorandum opinion
and order in this proceeding, 32 FCC 2d
656, 23 RR 2d 328, released December 6,
1971.

6. In reference to the requestéd §1.615
issue, we believe that, besides being with-
out merit, Harvit’s petition is untimely
and should have been filed at the same
time as its October petition. Addition-
ally, Three States filed the required
ownership report on November 17, 1971,
which it alleges was as soon as it became
aware of its oversight. This was prior to

T Harvit alleges that its counsel tried and
was unable to obtaln WHJC’s ownership file
at the Commisslion before filing its Oct. 27,
1971, pleading.
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Harvit's late-filed December petition.® In
view of all the foregoing circumstances,
neither a §1.65 nor a §1.615 issue
against Three States is warranted.

MODIFICATION OF TOWER LIGHTING ISSUE

7. Finally, Harvit requests that the
tower lighting issue specified against
Three States (see paragraph 1, supra)
be changed to include §§ 17.21 and 17.56
of the Commission's rules, as well as the
rules already mentioned in the issue.
Harvit concedes that reference to these
rules was omitted in its original petition
to enlarge, but points out that each sec-
tion was mentioned in Harvit's reply
pleading. The Broadcast Bureau inter-
poses no objection to the requested modi-
fication. Three States, in opposition,
argues that Harvit’s petition is not
timely filed because more than 15 days
have elapsed since the order was re-
leased; that Harvit has not explained
this tardiness; and that Harvit states no
reason to justify the inclusion of these
two rules at this time. In reply, Harvit
alleges that its request is timely because
the change was requested within 30 days
of the release of the Board’s memo-
randum opinion and order. Harvit ex-
plains that the omission of the two rules
in the original petition was due to the
vast multiplicity of the rules involved.

8. The Review Board agrees with
Harvit and the Broadcast Bureau that
the tower lighting issue should be modi-
fied to encompass an inquiry into pos-
sible violation of §§ 17.21 and 17.56. Con-~
cededly, Harvit's request is untimely filed
under § 1.229(h) of the Commission’s
rules. However, the hearing is still in
progress and will not be unduly disrupted
by the grant of the request, and §§ 17.21
and 17.56 are closely related to the other
rules already in issue. Therefore, no prej-
udice would be caused to Three States
by granting the requested modification.
Under the circumstances, the Review
Board will modify the tower lighting
issue, as requested. Cf. Day-Nite Radio
Message Service Corp., 23 FCC 2d 665
(1970).

9. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
petition to enlarge inquiry and change
issue, filed October 27, 1971, by Harvit
Broadcasting Corp., is granted to the ex~
tent indicated below and is denied in all
other respects; that the petition to en-
large issues, filed December 2, 1971, by
Harvit Broadcasting Corp. is denied; and

10. It is further ordered, That issue (c)
added by Review Board Memorandum
Opinion and Order (31 FCC 2d 876, 22

8The Board finds unpersuasive Harvit's
argument concerning its attorney's alleged
difficulty in obtaining WHJC's file between
September 30th and October 27th. There is
no showing that Harvit’s counsel requested
the Commission to locate or to be of assist-
ance In procuring the ownership report.
Counsel simply explains that the file was
“temporarily misplaced.” Thus, Harvit's De~
cember petition, filed some 2 months after
acquiring knowledge of the change in officers,
is untimely and good cause has not been
shown for the late filing. For that reason
alone, it could be denied. Cf. Phil D. Jack-
son, FCC 2d , 28 RR 24 1030
(1972).
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RR 2d 1062), released September 29,
1971, is modified to read as follows:
To determine whether Three States Broad-
Co,, Inc., has violated §§ 17.21, 17.25,
1747, 17.48, 1749, and/or 17.66 of the Com-
mission’s rules with respect to tower light-
ing and attendant requirements.

Adopted: April 19, 1972.
Released: April 21, 1972,

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
ComMmISSION,”
BEN F. WAPLE,
Seeretary.

[FR Doc.72-6429 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No, CI72-661]
KERR-McGEE CORP.
Notice of Application

AprrIL 24, 1972.

Take notice that on April 17, 1972,
Kerr-McGee Corp. (applicant), Kerr-
McGee Building, Oklahoma City, Okla.
73102, filed in Docket No. CI72-661 an
application pursuant to section 7(ec) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity author-
izing the sale for resale and delivery of
natural gas in interstate commerce to
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (United) from
the Carthage (Hill S. W.) Field, Panola
County, Tex., all as more fully set forth
in the application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public in-
spection.

Applicant commenced the sale of nat-
ural gas to United on March 27, 1972,
within the contemplation of § 157.29 of
the regulations under the Natural Gas
Act. The contract for the subject sale
provides for the rate of 24 cents per Mcf
at 14.65 p.sia. and is subject to 1.056
cents per Mcf upward B.t.u. adjustment.
Applicant states that it is willing to ac-
cept a certificate conditioned to the ini-
tial rate of 23.5 cents per Mcf providing
it is issued on or before the end of the
60-day emergency period.

It appears reasonable and consistent
with the public interest in this case to
prescribe a period shorter than 15 days
for the filing of protests and petitions to
intervene. Therefore, any person desir-
ing to be heard or to make any protest
with reference to said application should
on or before May 4, 1972, file with the
Federal Power Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with. the require-
ments of the Commission's rules of prac-
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10).
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. Any person
wishing to become a party to a proceed-
ing or to participate as a party in any
hearing therein must file a petition to in~

[sEAL]

* Board Member Berkemeyer absent.

tervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subjeet
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act ang the
Commission’s rules of practice and prg.
cedure, a hearing will be held withoyi
further notice before the Commission oy
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time requireq
herein, if the Commission on its oy
review of the matter finds that g grant
of the certificate is required by the pub-
lic convenience and necessity. If g peti-
tion for leave to intervene is timely fileq
or if the Commission on its own motior{
believes that a formal hearing is Pe-
quired, further notice of such hearing
will be duly. given.

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

KENNETH F, PLuMs,
: Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-6459 Filed 4-26-72;8:51 am)

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

ATLANTIC BANCORPORATION
Acquisition of Bank

Atlantic Bancorporetion, Jacksonville,
Fla., has applied for the Board's approval
under section 3(a) (3) of the Bank Hold-
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3))
to acquire not less than 70 percent of the
voting shares of University Atlantic
Bank, Jacksonville, Fla., & proposed new
bank, The factors that are considered
in acting on the application are set forth
in section 3(c¢) of the Act (12 USC,
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta,
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received
not later than May 15, 1972.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serye System, April 20, 1972.

[sEAL] MicHAEL A. GREENSPAN,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.72~6409 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

EXCHANGE BANCORPORATION, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

Exchange Bancorporation, Inc., fl‘am-
pa, Fla., has applied for the Board's ap-
proval under section 3(a) (3) of the Bank
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)
(3)) to acquire 80 percent or more of the
voting shares of Citizens Bank of Cler-
mont, Clermont, Fla. The factors thal
are considered in acting on the applica-
tion are set forth in section 3(c) of the
Act (12 US.C, 1842(¢)). ¢

The application may be inspected 8
the office of the Board of Governors of

REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1972




the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.

to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
emors of the Federal Reserve System,
washington, D.C. 20551, to be received
not later than May 15, 1972,

Board of Governors of the Federal

[sEAL] MicHAEL A. GREENSPAN,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6410 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

PAN AMERICAN BANCSHARES, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

pan American Bancshares, Inc,,
Miami, Fla., has applied for the Board’s
approval under section 3(a) (3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 US.C.
1842(a) (3)) to acquire 50 percent or
more of the voting shares of Capital Na~-
tional Bank of Tampa, Tampa, Fla, The
{factors that are considered in acting on
the application are set forth in section
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c) ).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
emors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20554, to be received
not later than May 15, 1972.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 20, 1972,

[seaL] MicHAEL A. GREENSPAN,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-8411 Filed 4-26-72;8:48 am]

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 72-5]
SPACE SHUTTLE PROGRAM

Public Notice Regarding Availability of
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Notice is hereby given of the public
availability of the draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the Space Shuttle
Program of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

The Space Shuttle will be a reusable
space vehicle which will carry out vari-
ous space missions in earth orbit. The
objectives of the program are to reduce
substantially the cost of space opera-
tions and to provide future capability
designed to support a wide range of sci-
entific, defense, and commercial uses of
benefit to the Nation. Test flights are
planned to begin in 1976, manned orbital
test flights in 1978, and the complete
space shuttle vehicle is to be operational
before 1980. The initial launch and land-
ing site will be at the Kennedy Space

Center, Fla. Toward the end of the
decade, it is planned that a second oper-
ational site will be phased in by the

NOTICES

Department of Defense at Vandenberg
Air Force Base, Calif.

Comments on the draft environmental
statement and on matters set forth
therein are solicited from and may be
submitted by State and local agencies
and members of the public. Such com-
ments should be submitted to the As-
sociate Administrator, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20546. All comments
must be received within 60 calendar days
of the publication of this notice in the
FepERAL REGISTER in order to be consid-
ered in the preparation of the final en-
vironmental statement.

Copies of the draft statement may be
purchased (price $1 each) or examined
at any of the following locations:

(a) National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, Public Documents Room
(Room 126), Independence Avenue S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20546.

(b) Ames Research Center, NASA (Build-
ing 201, Room 17), Moffett Field, Calif. 94035.

(¢) Flight Research Center, NASA (Bulld-
ing 4800, Room 1017), Post Office Box 273,
Edwards, CA 93528,

(d) Goddard Space Flight Center, NASA
(Building 8, Room 150), Greenbelt, Md.
20771.

(e) John F. Kennedy Space Center, NASA
(Headquarters Bullding, Room 1207), Ken-
nedy Space Center, Fla, 32899.

(f) Langley Research Center, NASA (Build-
ing 1219, Room 304), Hampton, Va. 23365.

(g) Lewls Research Center, NASA (Admin-
istration Building, Room 120), 21000 Brook-
park Road, Cleveland, OH 44135,

(h) Manned Spacecraft Center, NASA
(Building 1, Room 136), Houston, Tex. 77058.

(1) George C. Marshall Space Flight Cen-
ter, NASA (Bullding 4200, Room G-11),
Huntsville, Ala, 35812.

(J) Mississippl Test Facility, NASA (Build-
ing 1100, Room A-213), Bay St. Louis, Miss.
89520.

(k) NASA Pasadena Office (Jet Propulsion
Laboratory, Bullding 180, Room 600), 4800
Oak Grove Drive, Pasadena, CA 91103.

(1) Wallops Station, NASA (Library Build-
ing, Room E-105), Wallops Island, Va. 23337.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th
day of April 1972.

By direction of the Administrator.

Davip WILLIAMSON, Jr.,
Acting Associate Adminisira-
tor, National Aeronautics

and Space Administration.

[FR Doc.72-6440 Filed 4-26-72;8:50 am] .

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

RAILROAD RETIREMENT TAX ACT

Determination of Quarterly Rate of
Excise Tax for Railroad Retirement
Supplemental Annvuity Program

In accordance with directions in sec-
tion 3221(c) of the Railroad Re«tirement
Tax Act (26 U.S.C. section 3221(c)) as
amended by section 5(a) of Public Law
91-215, the Railroad Retirement Board
has determined that the excise tax im-
posed by such section 3221(c) on every
employer, with respect to having indi-
viduals in his employ, for each man-hour
for which compensation is paid by such
employer for services rendered to him
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during the quarter beginning July 1, 1972,
shall be at the rate of 7% cents.

Dated: April 19, 1972.
By authority of the Board.

[seavLl RrcHarD F. BUTLER,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.72-6382 Flled 4-26-72;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Flle 500-1]
APPLIED DEVICES CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

ArriL 21, 1972,

The common stock, $0.50 par value, of
Applied Devices Corp. being traded on
the American Stock Exchange, and oth-
erwise than on a national securities ex-
change; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such security
on such exchanges and otherwise than
on a national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15
(e) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the above mentioned
exchange and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
suspended, this order to bé effective for
the period April 23, 1972 through May 2,
1972.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] RoNALD F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6430 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]

[File 500-1]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

AprIL 21, 1972.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 10 cents par value, of Continental
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per-
cent convertible subordinated deben-
tures due September 1, 1976, being
traded otherwise than on a national
securities exchange is required in the
public interest and for the protection of
investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(e) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
April 25, 1972, through May 4, 1972.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] Ronatp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6432 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]
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[File 500-1]
ECOLOGICAL SCIENCE CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

APRIL 21, 1972,

The common stock, 2-cent par value,
of Ecological Science Corp. being traded
on the American Stock Exchange, the
Philadelphia - Baltimore - Washington
Stock Exchange and the Pacific Coast
Stock Exchange, pursuant to provisions
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934
“nd all other securities of Ecological
Science Corp. being traded otherwise
than on a national securities exchange;
and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such security on
such exchanges and otherwise than on a
national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
tion of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15
(e)(5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the above mentioned
exchanges and otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
suspended, this order to be effective for
the period April 23, 1972, through May 2,
1972.

By the Commission.,

[sEAL] RonNaLp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.72-6433 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]

[70-5187]
MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO.

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of
First Mortgage Bonds at Competi-
tive Bidding

APRIL 21, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that Michigan
‘Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., One Woodward
Avenue, Detroit, MI 48226 (Michigan
Wisconsin), a subsidiary company of
American Natural Gas Co., a registered
holding company, has filed an appli-
cation with this Commission, pursuant to
the Public Utility Holding Company Act
of 1935 (Act), designating section 6(b)
of the Act and Rule 50 promulgated
thereunder as applicable to the proposed
transaction. All interested persons are
referred to the application, which is sum-
marized below, for a complete statement
of the proposed transaction.

Michigan Wisconsin proposes to issue
and sell, pursuant to the competitive
bidding requirements of Rule 50 under
the Act, $50 million principal amount of
First Mortgage Pipe Line Bonds, ——
percent Series due June 15, 1992, The
interest rate of the bonds (which shall
be a multiple of ¥ of 1 percent) and the
price, exclusive of accrued interest, to
be received by Michigan Wisconsin
(which shall be not less than 98'; nor
more than 101% percent of the principal
amount thereof) are to be determined
by the competitive bidding. The bonds
are to be issued under Michigan Wis-
consin’s mortgage and deed of trust

dated as of September 1, 1948, between

NOTICES

Michigan Wisconsin and First National
City Bank, trustee, as heretofore supple-
mented and as to be further supple-
mented by a 25th supplemental inden-
ture to be dated as of June 1, 1972, and
which includes a prohibition until
June 15, 1977, against refunding the issue
with or in anticipation of the proceeds
from borrowings at a lower cost. The
Series 1992 bonds will be subject to a
sinking fund commencing June 15, 1977,
designed to retire 100 percent of the
aggregate principal amount thereof by
maturity. The net proceeds from the sale
of the bonds will be used to finance in
part Michigan Wisconsin’s 1972 con-
struction program (estimated to be $140
million) .

It is represented that no State com-
mission and no Federal commission,
other than this Commission, has juris-
diction over the proposed transaction. A
statement as to the fees and expenses to
be paid by Michigan Wisconsin in con-
nection with the proposed issuance and
sale of the bonds are to be supplied by
amendment,

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than May 16,
1972, request in writing that a hearing be
held on such matter, stating the nature
of his interest, the reasons for such re-
auest, and the issues of fact or law raised
by said application 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, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re-
quest should be served personally or by
m~ail (airmail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon the applicant at
the above-stated address, and proof of
service (by affidavit or, in case of an
attorney at law, by certificate) should be
filed with the request. At any time after
said date, the application, as filed or as
it may be amended, may be granted as
provided in Rule 23 of the general rules
and regulations promulgated under the
Act, or the Commission may grant ex-
emption from such rules as provided in
Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take such
other action as it may deem appropriate.
Persons who request a hearing or advice
as to whether a hearing is ordered will
receive notice of further developments in
this matter, including the date of the
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone-
ments thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division of
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele-
gated authority.

[sEAL] Ronawp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Do¢.72-6434 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]

[70-51569]

MIDDLE SOUTH UTILITIES, INC., AND
ARKANSAS-MISSOURI POWER CO.

Notice of Filing of Application for
Exception From Competitive Bidding
AprIL 21, 1972,

Notice is hereby given that Middle
South Utilities, Inc., 280 Park Avenue,

New York, NY 10017 (Middle South), 4
registered holding company, and its sy.
sidiary holding company Arkansas-Mis.
sourl Power Co., 405 West Park Street
Blytheville, AR 72315 (Ark-Mo), have
filed an application with this Commis.
sion pursuant to the Public Utility Hol4.
ing Company Act of 1935 (Act), for an
exception from competitive bidding, des.
ignating Rule 50(a)(5) promulgateq
thereunder as applicable to the proposeq
transactions. All interested persons are
referred to the aoplication, which is sum-
marized below, for a complete statement
of the proposed transactions,

The Commission, by order dated May
5, 1971 (Holding Company Act Release
No. 17116), authorized Middle South to
acquire all the outstanding shares of
preferred stock and common stock of
Ark-Mo. This order was granted subject
to certain conditions, including the con-
dition that Ark-Mo dispose of its gas
utility properties and its gas utility sub-
sidiary company, Associated Natural Gas
Co. (Associated).

Ark-Mo now proposes to commence
the divestiture of these gas utility prop-
erties and reauests exception from the
competitive bidding provisions of Rule
50. Ark-Mo’s gas properties in northeast-
ern Arkansas and southeastern Missouri
are adjacent and complementary to those
of Associated and the princinal gas sup-
ply for the Avk-Mo and Associated gas
systems is obtained under a joint con-
tract from Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation (Texas Fastern). Ark-Mo
states that available gas supply is pres-
ently insvfficient to meet anticipated
peak demand and that to supplement its
peak cavacity Ark-Mo has commenced
construction of a linuefled natural gas
facilitv near Blytheville, Ark., at a cost
of $4 million.

It is represented that due to the rela-
tionship of Ark-Mo’s and Associated’s
gas operations, the combined sale of the
two gas pronerties may be a practical
necessity. Tt is further renresented that
the separate sale of those gas proverties
not denendent upon the operation of
the system as a whole (approximately
25 percent of the Associatec proper-
ties) may be reouired. and that excention
from the comnvetitive bidding procedures
would also affard Ark-Mo the necessary
flexibility to dispose of these properties
on the best possible terms.

Ark-Mo states that unon receipt of the
requested order granting the exception
from the comvetitive bidding provisions
of Rule 50, it will send a letter to each
person, firm, municipality, or organiza-
tion which has expressed an interest in
acquiring the gas properties, as well as
to any other parties who might be ex-
pected to have an interest. Each party
will be notified that Ark-Mo is exploring
the possibility of the sale of its gas prop-
erties and its holdings of the common
stock of Associated. Ark-Mo states thata
similar notice will be published affer
which it will request, under competitive
conditions, definitive proposals from
those who expressed serious interest in
the properties. Prior to the time set for
the submission of proposals, Ark-Mo
states it will make the same informa-
tion available to each of the interested
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parties. Ark-Mo further states that upon
receipt of all proposals, it will evaluate
each and may accept any one, reject all,
or designate one or more as evidencing
an adequate basis for further negotia-
tions. In the event that Ark-Mo receives
acceptable proposals, it will negotiate
further with such party or parties as
have submitted acceptable proposals and,
if there is more than one such party, the
negotiations will continue to be held un-
der competitive conditions.

No sale of any of the gas utility com-
pany securities or properties will be con-
summated until & declaration has been
filed with the Commission notifying it of
the results of the negotiations, and a
further order, pursuant to Rule 44 of
the Act, has been entered by the Commis-
sion permitting the declaration to be-
come effective.

1t is stated that Ark-Mo does not ex-
pect to incur any fees, commissions, or
expenses in connection with the instant
application, except for legal fees and
miscellaneous expenses, which are esti-

mated not to exceed $3,000. It is further
stated that no State commission and no
Federal commission, other than this
Commission, has jurisdiction over the
proposed transaction.

Notice is further given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than May 186,
1972, request in writing that a hearing
be held on such matter, stating the na-
ture of his interest, the reasons for such
request, and the issues of fact or law
raised by said application which he de-
sires to controvert; or he may request
that he be notified if the Commission
should order a hearing thereon. Any such
request should be addressed: Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549, A copy of such
request should be served personally or
by mail (airmail if the person being
served is located more than 500 miles
from the point of mailing) upon the ap-
plicants at the above-stated address, and
proof of service (by affidavit or, in case
of an attorney at law, by certificate)
should be filed with the request. At any
time after said date, the application, as
filed or as it may be amended, may be
granted as provided in Rule 23 of the
general rules and regulations promul-
gated under the Act, or the Commission
may grant exemption from such rules
as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 there-
of or take such other action as it may
deem appropriate. Persons who request
& hearing or advice as to whether a hear-
ing is ordered will receive notice of fur-
;her developments in this matter, includ-
ing the date of the hearing (if ordered)
and any postponements thereof.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] Ronarp F. HuUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.72-6435 Filed 4-26-172;8:49 am]

NOTICES

[File 7-4120—7-4138]
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. ET AL.

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

Aprir 21, 1972.

In the matter of applications of the
Philadelphia - Baltimore - Washington
Stock Exchange for unlisted trading
privileges in certain securities.

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

File No.
Arizona Public Service CO- v ccnennn 7-4120
Bolt Beranek and Newman, InC. ... 74121
Boston Edison CO.ccrmmemmemccana—n 74122

Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric

O, o immim ot i e o W e 7-4123
First Chicago COrPocvcecanmmmaaeen 7-4124
HOriZon COrPaccccnencceemmm——————— T-4125
Louisville Gas & Electric CO-mceenn 74127

International Chemical & Nuclear

Corp
Montana Power COmemmmmcammmeeeam
Pacific Lighting COIp-cccemmcccaaaan
Pacific Power & Light COmncaaaann
Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co-.. 7-4131
Peoples GAS COmevococcmmcmmcc e 7-4133
Portland General Electric CO------- 7-4134
Pato Consolidated Gold Dredging

7-4126

) 0« Sy ST S s S T St e S Y 7-4132
Southwestern Public Service Co. -~ 7-4135
Union Corporation (The)--c-c-e-e-e 7-4136
Vikoa, INCeicavvmmrmmememecemeaane= 74137

Wheelabrator-Frye INC - -c-cee-ee

Upon receipt of a request, on or before
May 8, 1972, from any interested per-
son, the Commission will determine
whether the application with respect to
any of the companies named shall be set
down for hearing. Any such request
should state briefly the title of the se-
curity in which he is interested, the na-
ture of the interest of the person making
the request, and the position he proposes
to take at the hearing, if ordered. In ad-
dition, any interested person may his
views or any additional facts bearing on
any of the said applications by means of
a letter addressed to the Secretary, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549 not later than
the date specified. If no one requests a
hearing with respect to any particular
application, such application will be de-
termined by order of the Commission on
the basis of the facts stated therein and
other information contained in the offi-
cial files of the Commission pertaining
thereto.

For the Commission, by the Division

of Trading and Markets, pursuant to
delegated authority.

[SEAL] RonALp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doec. 72-6436 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]
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[70-4935]

QUINNEHTUK CO. AND NORTHEAST
UTILITIES

Notice of Post-Effective Amendment
Regarding Proposed Sale of Gen-
erating Station

APRIL 21, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that Northeast
Utilities, Selden Street, Berlin, Conn.
06037 (Northeast), a registered holding
company, and its subsidiary company,
The Quinnehtuk Co. (Quinnehtuk), have
filed with this Commission a post-effec-
tive amendment to the declaration in
this proceeding pursuant to section 12(d)
of the Public Utility Holding Company
Act of 1935 (Act) and Rule 44 promul-
gated thereunder regarding the follow-
ing proposed transaction. All interested
persons are referred to the amended
declaration, which is summarized below,
for a complete statement of the proposed
transaction.

By order dated December 1, 1970
(Holding Company Act Release No.
16918), the Commission authorized
Northeast and Quinnehtuk to sell by pub-
lic invitation for bids a hydroelectric
generating plant (the Station) on the
Chicopee River in the City of Chicopee,
Mass., with a nameplate rating of 1,440
kilowatts. Presently, Quinnehtuk leases
the Station to Western Massachusetts
Electric Co. (WMECO), another elec-
tric utility subsidiary of Northeast, at
an annual rental of $6,000. WMECO also
pays all taxes, insurance, operating,
maintenance, and repair costs for the
Station. The current lease term expires
on August 31, 1972; however, it is pro-
posed that WMECO and Quinnehtuk
mutually will terminate the lease upon
the consummation of the proposed trans-
action. The depreciated book value of the
Station as of June 30, 1970 was $160,116.
The projected cost of continuing fto
operate the Station over the next 30 years
is estimated to exceed by more than
$260,000 the cost to purchase an equal
amount of capacity and energy to that
provided by the Station.

The post-effective amendment states
that, after having received no bids to
purchase the Station, Quinnehtuk ini-
tiated negotiations with a number of
parties for the sale of the Station, in-
cluding the city of Chicopee, adjacent
landowners, and persons who had re-
quested bidding papers but who had not
submitted bids. None of these negotia-
tions were successful. Affer extensive
negotiations, Quinnehtuk has reached an
agreement, subject to Commission ap-
proval, to sell the Station for $1 to
Sanifill Corp., Inec., a Massachusetts
corporation.

In support of its application, Quinneh-
tuk states that the Station cannot be
run economically as a generating facility
and that adapting the property for other
uses would be costly. Among the factors
which make sale of the Station difficult
are that any deed to the Station would
contain numerous restrictions and obli-
gations including (a) the necessity, under
certain circumstances, to convey a small
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portion of the Station property to Quin-
nehtuk’s grantor, who has a right to draw
a contracted amount of water, and (b)
protection of a water pipe in the bed of
the canal. Under the Massachusetts gen-
eral laws, dam owners are required to
keep dams under reasonable repair, and
during the past several years, Quinneh-
tuk has experienced serious maintenance
problems along the power canal. It is
stated that by relinquishing the Station,
Quinnehtul: will avoid maintenance costs
within the next 2 years of between
$66,500 and $77,500. The costs of demol-
ishing the generating station and the
dam are estimated at $441,000. Additional
savings are achieved by avoiding pay-
ment of the annual property tax of
$19,200 and reducing Federal income
taxes by $63,000 as a result of the sale.

It is represented that no State or Fed-
eral commission, other than this Com-
mission, has jurisdiction over the
proposed transaction.

Notice is further given that any in-
terested person may, not later than
May 15, 1972, 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 post-effective
amendment to the 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 declarants at
the above-stated.address, and proof of
service (by affidavit or, in case of an
attorney by law, by certificate) should
be filed with the request. At any time
after said date, the declaration, as now
amended or as it may be further
amended, may be permitted to become
effective as provided in Rule 23 of the
general rules and regulations promul-
gated under the Act, or the Commission
may grant exemption from such rules as
provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof
or take such other action as it may deem
appropriate. Persons who request a hear-,
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is
ordered will receive notice of further
developments in this matter, including
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and
any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

[seAL] RonaLp F. HuNT,

Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6437 Filed 4-26-72;8:49 am]

FEDERAL

NOTICES

[812-3161] -

EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY
OF THE UNITED STATES AND SEP-
ARATE ACCOUNT A OF THE EQUI-
TABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY
OF THE UNITED STATES

Notice of Application for an
Exemption

Aprir 20, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that the Equita-
ble Life Assurance Society of the United
States (Equitable), a mutual life insur-
ance company organized under the laws
of the State of New York, and Separate
Account A of Equitable, 1285 Avenue of
the Americas, New York, NY 10019, (Sep-
parate Account A) (herein collectively
called “Applicants”) have filed an appli-
cation pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Investment Company Act of 1940 (Act)
for an order of exemption, to the extent
noted below, from the provisions of sec-
tion 22(d) of the Act. Equitable estab-
lished Separate Account A on August 1,
1968, pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 227 of the New York Insurance Law
to afford a medium for equity invest-
ments for variable annuity contracts is-
sued by Equitable in connection with
particular tax-deferred retirement pro-
grams, Separate Account A is an open-
end, diversified investment company reg-
istered under the Act. All interested per-
sons are referred to the application on
file with the Commission for a statement
of the representations contained therein,
which are summarized below.

Variable annuity contracts are cur-
rently being offered by Equitable under
which purchase payments are made an-
nually or more frequently until the an-
nuitant’s selected retirement date or his
prior death. If payments are discontin-
ued under one of these variable annuity
contracts, the contract remains in effect
as a pald-up deferred annuity and pay-
ments may be resumed at any time be-
fore the retirement date or before the
contract is surrendered for redemption.
In addition to these contracts, Equitable
currently offers variable annuity con-
tracts funded through Separate Account
A which may be purchased by a single
payment (single payment contracts).
There are two general kinds of single
payment variable annuity contracts: @)
Immediate annuity contracts under
which annuity payments will normally
begin 1 month affer the contract is pur-
chased; and (ii) deferred annuity con-
tracts under which the net amount of
the purchase payment will be allocated
to either a fixed or variable accumula-
tion or a combination, and the cash
values of the accumulations may be ap-
plied at retirement to provide a fixed or
variable annuity or a combination.

The single payment for either an im-
mediate or deferred annuity contract is
subject to deductions for sales expenses
of 5.5 percent of the payment and for
administrative expenses of 2 percent of
the first $5,000 of the payment. When the
contract is purchased with the proceeds
of a life insurance policy or an annuity
contract issued by Equitable, the current
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deduction is 2.665 percent of the pay-
ment for sales expense, and 2.06 percent
of the first $5,000 of the payment for
administrative expenses. No deductions
for administrative expenses are mgg,
from the amount of payment in excess of
$5,000.

On October 9, 1970, the Commissigy
issued an order (Investment Company
Act Release No. 6204) pursuant to gee.
tion 6(c) granting an exemption froy
section 22(d) of the Act to permit 4
variation in the rate of deductions as
between the single payment variable an.
nuity contracts purchased with the pro.
ceeds of life insurance policies or annuity
contracts issued by Equitable and the
single payment variable contracts other.
wise purchased. Based on Equitable's
analysis and experience in regard to the
issuance of single payment contracts
since October 1970 (when the single pay-
ment contracts were first offered), Equit-
able proposes to revise its charges in con-
nection with such contracts in order to
increase the charge for administrative
expenses to 2.5 percent of the first $7500
of the payment, and, if the purchase is
made with the proceeds of an Equitable
life insurance policy or annuity contract,
to eliminate the deduction for sales ex-
pense.

The application states that the varia-
tion in the rate of deduction does not
arbitrarily or unfairly discriminate be-
tween different categories of investors.
With respect to single payment variable
annuity contracts purchased with the
proceeds of a life insurance policy or an
annuity contract issued by Equitable,
Applicants state that the latter policies
and contracts have previously been sub-
jected to sales charges, and that no addi-
tional sales commissions are paid. As a
result of the substantial savings which
are realized on such purchases, Appli-
cants consider the imposition of a sales
load on such purchases of single pay-
ment variable annuity contracts fo be
unwarranted and not in the public in-
terest or consistent with protection of
investors.

Section 22(d) provides, in pertinent
part, that no registered investment com-
pany or principal underwriter shall sell
any redeemable security to the public
except at a current offering price de-
scribed in the prospectus. This section
has been construed as prohibiting varia-
tions in the sales load except on a uni-
form basis. Y

Applicants request that an exemption
from the provisions of section 22(d) be
granted pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Act to permit the variation in the rate of
deductions as between the single pay-
ment variable annuity contracts pur-
chased with the proceeds of life -
surance policies or annuity contracts is-
sued by the Equitable and the single pay-
ment variable annuity contracts other
wise purchased. i

Section 6(c) authorizes the Comnis-
sion to exempt any person, security of
transaction, or any class or classes of
persons, securities, or transactions, from
the provisions of the Act and rules pro-
mulgated thereunder if and to the €%
tent that such exemption is necessary
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or appropriate in the public interest and
consistent with the protection of in-
vestors and the purposes fairly intended
by the policy and provisions of the Act.
"Notice is further given that any in-
terested person may, not later than

May 4, 1972, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the'

commission in writing a request for a
hearing on the matter accompanied by
a statement as to the nature of his in-
terest, the reason for such request and
the issues, if any, of fact or law proposed
to be controverted, or he may request
that he be notified if the Commission
shall order a hearing thereon. Any such
communication should be addressed:
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A
copy of such request shall be served per-
sonally or by mail (airmail if the person
being served is located more than 500
miles from the point of mailing) upon
Applicants at the address stated above.
Proof of such service by affidavit (or, in
case of an attorney at law, by certificate)
shall be filed contemporaneously with
the request. At any time after said date,
as provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and
rezulations promulgated under the Act,
an order disposing of the application
herein may be issued by the Commission
upon the basis of the information stated
in said application, unless an order for
hearing upon said application shall be
issued upon request or upon the Com-
mission’s own motion. Persons who re-
quest a hearing or advice as to whether
a hearing is ordered, will receive notice
of further developments in this matter,
including the date of the hearing (if
ordered) and any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.

[SEAL] Ronarwp F. HUNT,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.72-6383 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am|

[812-3094]

EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY
OF THE UNITED STATES AND SEP-
ARATE ACCOUNT C OF THE EQUI-
TABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY
OF THE UNITED STATES

Notice of Amended Application
for Exemption

ApriL 20, 1972.

Notice is hereby given that the Equi-
fable Life Assurance Society of the
United States (Equitable), a mutual
life insurance company organized under
the laws of the State of New York, and
Separate Account C of the Equitable
Life Assurance Society of the United
States, 1285 Avenue of the Americas, New
York,‘NY 10019 (Separate Account C)
(herein collectively called “Applicants”)
have filed an application pursuant to sec-
Uion 6(c) of the Investment Company Act
of 1940 (the Act) for an order of exemp-
tion to the extent noted below from the
Provisions of sections 22(d) and 27(¢) (2)
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of the Act. Applicants initially applied
for an exemption from section 27(¢) (2)
of the Act. A notice of the Application
was published on February 15, 1972 (In-
vestment Company Act Release No.
7002). Subsequent to publication of the
notice, Applicant amended its applica=«
tion in order to broaden the scope of the
exemption which it was seeking. A notice
of the amended application was published
on March 8, 1972. On April 12, 1972, Ap-
plicant further amended its application
to request an exemption to the extent
noted below from section 22(d) of the
Act. All interested persons are referred
to the Application, as amended, on file
with the Commission, for a statement of
the representations contained thereih,
which are summarized below.

Equitable established Separate Ac-
count C on March 20, 1969, pursuant to
the provisions of section 227 of the New
York Insurance Law to afford a medium
for equity investments for certain var-
iable annuity contracts issued and ad-
ministered by Equitable. Variable annuity
contracts which are purchased by a single
payment and provide monthly annuity
payments commencing 1 month from
the date of purchase (Immediate Con-
tracts) are currently being offered by the
Applicants. In addition to these con-
tracts, the Applicants propose to offer
deferred variable annuity contracts (De-
ferred Contracts) under which pay-
ments may be made to Equitable an-
nually or more frequently until the De-
ferred Contract retirement date, the date
the Contract is surrendered for its cash
value, or the annuitant’s death, which-
ever first occurs. (The Immediate Con-
tracts and the Deferred Contracts are
herein collectively referred to as the
“Contracts”.) The Deferred Contracts,
and upon issuance of the Deferred Con-
tracts, the Immediate Contracts, may be
deemed to be “periodic payment plans,”
and payments thereunder (other than for
any disability provision) are subject to
deductions for sales and administrative
expenses, a collection charge (in the case
of Deferred Contracts) and any appli-
cable state premium tax. After such de-
ductions the net payment is invested in
Separate Account C. At the Deferred
Contract retirement date, if the annui-
tant is then living and another form of
benefit has not been elected, the cash
value of the Deferred Contract will he
applied to provide a variable annuity
funded through Separate Account C and
payable monthly until the death of the
annuitant or the end of 10 years, which-
ever is later. The assets of Separate Ac-
count. C will, at most times, be invested
primarily in common stocks. Interests
in the Account are subject to the usual
risks inherent in the ownership of a di-
versified portfolio of securities, the value
of which varies up or down depending
upon investment performance. Conse-
quently, the cash value of the Deferred
Contracts and the amount of any
monthly variable annuity payments
under -the Contracts, will fluctuate in ac-
cordance with the investment perform-
ance of Separate Account C,
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SecTIoN 22(d)

Section 22(d) provides, in pertinent
part, that no registered investment com-
pany or principal underwriter shall sell
any redeemable security to the public
except at a current offering price de-
scribed in the prospectus. This section
has been construed as prohibiting varia-
tions in the sales load except on a uni-
form basis.

The single payment for an Immediate
Contract is currently subject to a deduec-
tion of 5.5 percent of the payment for
sales expenses, and 2 percent of the first
$5,000 of the payment for administrative
expenses. However, when an Immediate
Contract is purchased with the proceeds
of a life insurance policy or annuity con-
tract issued by Equitable, the current de-
ductions are 2.665 percent of the pay-
ment for sales expense and 2.06 percent
of the first $5,000 of the payment for ad-
ministrative expenses. No deductions for
administrative expenses are made from
the amount of payment in excess of
$5,000.

On March 24, 1970, the Commission
issued an order (Investment Company
Act Release No. 6010) pursuant to sec-
tion 6(c) granting certain exemptions
from the Act, including an exemption
from section 22(d) thereof in order to
permit a reduced sales charge and varia-
tion in the deduction for administrative
expenses when Immediate Contracts par-
ticipating under Separate Account C are
purchased with the proceeds of an insur-
ance policy or annuity contract issued by
Equitable. Based on Equitable’s analysis
and experience in regard to the issuance
of Immediate Contracts since March 1970
(when the Immediate Contracts were
first offered), Equitable proposes to re-
vise its charges in connection with such
contracts in order to increase the charge
for administrative expenses to 2.5 per-
cent of the first $7,500 of the payment,
and, if the purchase is made with the
proceeds of an Equitable life insurance
policy or annuity contract, to eliminate
the deduction for sales expense.

The amended application states that
the variation in the rate of deduction
does not arbitrarily or unfairly discrimi-
nate between different categories of in-
vestors. With respect to Immediate Con-
tracts purchased with the proceeds of a
life insurance policy or an annuity con-
tract issued by Equitable, Applicants
state that the latter policies and con-
tracts have previously been subject to
sales charges, and that no additional
sales commissions are paid. On this basis,
Applicants consider the imposition of a
sales load on such purchases of Immed-
ate Contracts to be unwarranted and not
in the public interest or consistent with
the protection of investors.

SECTION 27(¢) (2)

Section 27(¢) (2) prohibits a registered
investment company or a depositor or
underwriter fof such company from sell-
ing periodic payment plan certificates
unless the proceeds of all payments,
other than the sales load, are deposited
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with a bank as trustee or custodian and
held under an indenture or agreement
containing, in substance, the provisions
required by sections 26(a) (2) and (3)
for trust indentures of a unit investment
trust.

Applicants represent that the dangers
against which sections 27(¢) (2) and 26
(a) are directed are not present here in
view of the manner in which the Con-
tracts will be administered. In addition,
Equitable is subject to extensive suver-
vision and regulation of the New York
Insurance Department, which conducts
comprehensive periodic examinations of
all aspects of Equitable’s business, in-
cluding the handling of policyholder’s
funds. Under the New York law, Equita-
ble cannot abandon its obligations to
contract owners or annuitants until they
have been fully discharged. In this con-
nection, although the terms of the Con-
tracts will legally insulate the reserves
and other contract liabilities with re-
spect to Separate Account C from liabili-
ties arising out of any other business
Equitable may conduct, Equitable’s con-
siderable assets will be available to pro-
tect against any loss in the event of any
misfeasance or mishandling of payments.
Furthermore, Equitable maintains a
general blanket bond of $1 million under
which each of its officers, employees and
commission agents is covered. The bond
has a $50,000 deductible clause which in
effect makes Equitable a self-insurer for
the first $50,000 of any loss.

In the foregoing circumstances, it is
submitted that compliance with the re-
quirements of section 27(c) (2) is not
necessary for the protection of investors
and, therefore, the Applicants request
that an exemption from section 27(e) (2)
be granted.

Applicants have consented to the re-
quested exemption being subject to the
following conditions: (1) that the
charges fo variable annuity contract
owners for administrative services shall
not exceed such reasonable amounts as
the Commission shall prescribe, jurisdic-
tion being reserved for such purpose;
and (2) that the payment of sums and
charges out of the assets in Separate
Account C shall not be deemed to be
exempted from regulation by the Com-
mission by reason of this order: Pro-
vided, That the Applicants’ consent to
this condition shall not be deemed to be
a concession fo the Commission of au-
thority to regulate the payment of sums
and charges out of the assets in Separate
Account C other than charges for ad-
ministrative services, and Applicants re-~
serve the right, in any proceeding be-
fore the Commission or in any suit or
action in any court, to assert that the
Commission has no authority to regu-
late the payment of such other sums and
charges.

Section 6(c) authorizes the Commis~
sion to exempt any person, security or
transaction, or any class or classes of
persons, securities, or transactions, from
the provisions of the Act and rules pro-
mulgated thereunder if and to the ex-
tent that such exemption is necessary or
appropriate in the public interest and
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consistent with the protectior of inves-
tors and the purposes fairly intended by
the policy and provisions of the Act.

Notice is hereby given that any inter-
ested person may, not later than May 4,
1972, at 5 pm., submit to the Commis~
sion in writing a request for a hearing
on the matter accompanied by a state-
ment as to the nature of his interest,
the reason for such request and the is-
sues of fact or law proposed to be con-
troverted, or he may request that he be
notified if the Commission shall order
a hearing thereon. Any such communica-
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such
request shall be served personally or by
mail (airmail if the person being served
is located more than 500 miles from the
point of mailing) upon Applicants at the
address stated above. Proof of such serv-
ice by affidavit (or, in case of an attor-
ney at law, by certificate) shall be filed
contemporaneously with the request. At
any time after said date, as provided by
Rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations
promulgated under the Act, an order dis-
posing of the application herein may be
issued by the Commission upon the basis
of the information stated in said appli-
cation, unless an order for hearing upon
said application shall be issued upon re-
quest or upon the Commission’s own mo-
tion. Persons who request a hearing or
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered,
will receive notice of further develop-
ments in this matter, including the date
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post-
ponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to del-
egated authority. S

[sEavLl] RowaLp F. HunT,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.72-6384 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]

WORLD ACCEPTANCE CORP. (DEL)
AND INTERNATIONAL PROFES-
SIONAL COLLEGE, INC.

[Files 500-1]

Order Suspending Trading

ApRIL 19, 1972,

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, $0.01 par value, of World Accept-
ance Corp. (Del.) and International Pro-
fessional College, Inc., being traded oth-
erwise than on a national securities ex-
change, is required in the public interest
and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities oth-
erwise than on a national securities ex-
change be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period com-
mencing at 10:30 a.m., es.t., on April 19,
1972 through April 28, 1972,

By the Commission.

[sEAL] RonNALD F. HUNT,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6385 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area g
Class B] !

QOHIO
Declaration of Disaster Loan Areq

Whereas, it has been reported that
during the month of April 1972, hecayse
of the effects of certain disasters dam.
age resulted to homes and business prop.
erty located in the State of Ohio:

Whereas, the Small Business Admip.
istration has investigated and has re-
ceived other reports of investigations ¢f
conditions in the area affected;

Whereas, after reading and evaluat-
ing reports of such conditions, I fing
that the conditions in such area consti-
tutes a catastrophe within the purviey
of the Small Business Act, as amended.

Now, cherefore, as Assistant Admin-
istrator for Administration and Opera.
tions of the Small Business Administra-
tion, I hereby determine that:

1. Applications for disaster loans under
the provisions of section T(b) (1) of the
Small Business Act, as amended, may
be received and considered by the office
below indicated from persons or firms
whose property situated in Logan
County, Ohio, suffered damage or de-
struction resulting from floods and ex-
plosion occurring on April 12, 1972,
Office: Small Business Administration Dis

trict Office, 50 West Gay Street, Columbus,

OH 43215.

2. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the authority of this Declaration will
not be accepted subsequent fo Ocfo-
ber 31, 1972,

Dated: April 18, 1972.

CLAUDE ALEXANDER,
Assistant Administrator
for Administration and Operations.

[FR Doc.72-6386 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am]

[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 900;
Class B]

TENNESSEE
Declaration of Disaster Loan Ared

Whereas, it has been reported thab
during the month of April 1972, because
of the effects of certain disasters dam-
age resulted to homes and business prop-
erty located in the State of Tennessee;

Whereas, the Small Business Admin-
istration has investigated and has ré-
ceived other reports of investigations of
conditions in the area affected; i

Whereas, after reading and evaluafing
reports of such conditions, I find that
the conditions in such area constitutes &
catastrophe within the purview of the
Small Business Act, as amended.

Now. Therefore, as Assistant Admin
trator for Administration and Opera-
tions of the Small Business Administra-
tion, I hereby determine that:

1. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the provisions of section 7(b) (1) of
the Small Business Act, as amended, m&¥

is-
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pe received and considered by the office
pelow indicated from persons or firms
whose property situated in Springfield,
Tennessee, suffered damage or destruc-
tion resulting from a tornado occurring
on April 15, 1972.

OFFICE

Business Administration District

11
o TN

Office, 500 Union Street, Nashville,

37219,

2. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the authority of this Declaration will
not be accepted subsequent to October
31,1972,

Dated: April 18, 1972.

> CLAUDE ALEXANDER,
Assistant Administrator
for Administration and Operations.

|FR Doc.72-8387 Filed 4-26-72;8:46 am1

[License 02/02-0271]
HEMISPHERE CAPITAL CORP.
Notice of Surrender of License

Notice is hereby given that Hemisphere
Capital Corp., Rockville Centre, N.Y., in-
corporated under the laws of New York
on January 2, 1969, has surrendered its
License No. 02/02-0271 issued by the
Small Business Administration (SBA) on
May 29, 1969. :

Hemisphere Capital Corp. has com-
plied with all conditions set forth by SBA
for surrender of its license including re-
payment of all indebtedness owing to
SBA.

Therefore, under the authority vested
by the Small Business Investment Act
of 1958, as amended, and pursuant to
the regulations promulgated thereunder,
the surrender of the license of Hemi-
sphere Capital Corp. is hereby accepted
and it is no longer licensed to operate
as a small business investment company.

Dated: April 20, 1972.

A, H. SINGER,
Associate Administrator
for Investment.

[FR Doc.72-6389 Filéd 4-26-72:8:46 am]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

AprIL 24, 1972,

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation, or oral argument
appear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
sienments only and does not include
tases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issues as
bresently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings ag promptly as possible, but
Interested parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.

No.82—g

NOTICES

MC 133184, Sub-1, Springfield Alrport Lim-
ousine, Inc, Extension—southwest Mis-
souri, now assigned May 23, 1972, at
Kansas City, Mo., hearing will be held In
Room 147B, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, MO.

MC-F-11308, International Transport, Inc.—
Purchase—Dawes Transfer, Inc., now as-
signed June 5, 1972, MC-F-11358, Cedar
Rapids Steel Transportation, Inc.—Pur-
chase (portion)—Lee Brothers, Inc., now
assigned May 31, 1972, at Chicago, Il
hearing will be held in Room 1086A,
Everett McKinley Dirksen Buillding, 219
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, IL.

MC-C-7666, W. T. Mayfield Sons Trucking
Co., Inc—Investigation and revocation of
certificates, now assigned May 16, 1972,
MC-C-7715, Mangum Trucking Co., Inc.,
investigation and revocation of certificates,
now assignéd May 22, 1972, MC 106644 Sub
130, Superior Trucking Co., Inc., now as-
signed May 23, 1972, MC 135608, Inman
Transport, Inc., now assigned May 15, 1972,
at Atlanta, Ga., in Room 805, 1262 West
Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga.

MC-F 11043, Colonial Motor Freight Line,
Inc.—Control—Griggs Trucking Co., MC
1205268 Sub 2, Griggs Trucking Co., now
assigned May 25, 1972, at Columbia, S.C.,
hearing will be held In Room 204, Federal
Building, 901 Sumter Street, Columbia,
SC,

MC 185886, Action Air Freight, Inc., now as-
signed May 8, 1972, at New York, N.Y.,
canceled and reassigned to Holiday Inn, 80
Clinton Street, Hempstead, NY., same day
and time.

MC-C-7632, Hanson Transfer, Inc—Investi-
gation and revocation of certificate, now
assigned May 1, 1972, at Bismarck, N. Dak.,
hearing is postponed indefinitely.

[SEAL] ROBERT L.. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6471 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am|

[Notice 52]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

Synopses of orders entered by the
Motor Carrier Board of the Commis-
sion pursuant to sections 212(b), 206
(a), 211, 312(b), and 410(g) of the In-
terstate Commerce Act, and rules and
regulations prescribed thereunder (49
CFR Part 1132), appear below:

Each application (except as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect on
the quality of the human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-
tion. As provided in the Commission’s
special rules of practice any interested
person may file a petition seeking recon-
sideration of the following numbered
proceedings 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 peti-
tion will postpone the effective date of
the order in that proceeding pending its
disposition. The matters relied upon by
petitioners must be specified in their
petitions with particularity.

No. MC-FC-734417. By order of April 18,
1972, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Craig Movers, Inc., Oak-
ton, Va., of the operating rights in
Certificate No. MC-63919 issued July 20,
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1956, to James Craig, Jr., Earl 8. Craig,
Frederick C. Craig, and Robert E. Craig,
a partnership, doing business as J. H.
Craig’s Sons, Oakton, Va., authorizing
the transportation of agricultural com-
modities, from Vienna, Va., and points
in Virginia within 25 miles thereof, to
‘Washington, D.C. and Baltimore, Md.;
empty boxes and baskets for agricultural
commodities, from Baltimore, Md., and
‘Washington, D.C., and Baltimore, Md.;
points within 25 miles thereof; fertilizer,
from Baltimore, Md., to points in Fairfax
County, Va.; household goods, between
Vienna, Va., and points within 25 miles
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Maryland and the Dis-
trict of Columbia; and livestock, between
points in Virginia and the District of
Columbia, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, West
Virginia, North Carolina, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Frank D. Swart, Post
Office Box 400, Fairfax, VA 22030,
attorney for applicants.

No. MC-FC-73511. By order of April 21,
1972, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Central Ind-Ill Trucking
Inc., Terre Haute, Ind., of the operating
rights set forth in Certificate No. MC-
78684, issued August 11, 1960, to Wallace
Kosiba, Gary, Ind., authorizing the
transportation of: Fertilizer, roofing,
farm supplies and equipment, lumber,
livestock, emigrant movables, feed, agri-
cultural commodities, wood, limestone,
gravel, coal, and farm machinery, from,
to, or between specified points in Illinois,
and Indiana, W. L. Jordan, 2609 Fenwood
Avenue, Terre Haute, IN 47803, registered
practitioner for applicants,

No. MC-FC-73531. By order of April 20,
1972, the Motor Carrier Board approved
the transfer to Dennis L. Page, doing
business as Page Transfer & Storage Co.,
Peterstown, W. Va., of the operating
rights set forth in Certificate No. MC-
33131, issued May 16, 1969, to Dennis L.
Page and Thurmond E. Taylor, doing
business as Page & Taylor Transfer &
Storage Co., Peterstown, W. Va., author-
izing the transportation of: Household
goods, as defined by the Commission, be-
tween points in Monroe County, W. Va.,
and Wiles County, Va., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Virginia and
West Virginia. Dennis L. Page, Post Office
Box 416, Peterstown, W. Va. 24963,
representative for applicants.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6469 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

[Notice 52-A]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

Application filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b) in con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(h) and Transfer Rules, 49
CFR Part 1132:

No. MC-FC-173578. By application filed

27, 1972
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April 14, 1972, PEZZA TRANSPORTA-
TION, INC., 60 Armento Street, John-
ston, RI 02919, seeks temporary authority
to lease the operating rights of VOU-
TOUR'S EXPRESS, INC. (U.S. Inter-
nal Revenue Service, Successor in
Interest), Room 434, Federal Building,
595 Main Street, Worcester, MA 01601,
under section 210a(b). The transfer to
PEZZA TRANSPORTATION, INC., of
the operating rights of VOUTOUR'S
EXPRESS, INC. (U.S. Internal Revenue
Service, Successor in Interest), is pres-
ently pending.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6470 Filed 4-26-72;8:52 am]

[Notice 32]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

AprIiL 21, 1972.

The following applications (except as
otherwise specifically noted, each ap-
plicant (on applications filed after
March 27, 1972) states that there will
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval of its application), are governed
by § 1100.247* of the Commission’s gen-
eral rules of practice (49 CFR, as
amended), published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, effective
May 20, 1966. These rules provide, among
other things, that a protest to the grant-
ing of an application must be filed with
the Commission within 30 days after
date of notice of filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FEpERAL REG-
1sTER. Failure seasonably to file a protest
will be construed as a waiver of opposi-
tion and participation in the proceeding.
A protest under these rules should com-
ply with section 247(d) (3) of the rules
of practice which requires that it set
forth specifically the grounds upon
which it is made, contain a detailed
statement of protestant's interest in the
proceeding (including a copy of the spe-
cific portions of its authority which pro-
testant believes to be in conflict with that
sought in the application, and describ-
ing in detail the method—whether by
joinder, interline, or other means—by
which protestant would use such author-
ity to provide all or part of the service
proposed) , and shall specify with partic-
ularity the facts, matters, and things
relied upon, but shall not include issues
or allegations phrased generally. Pro-
tests not in reasonable compliance with
the requirements of the rules may be re-
jected. The original and one (1) copy of
the protest shall be filed with the Com-
mission, and a copy shall be served con-
currently upon applicant’s representa-
tive, or applicant if no representative is
named. If the protest includes a request
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet
the requirements of section 247(d) (4)
of the special rules, and shall include
the certification required therein.
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Section 247(f) of the Commission’s
rules of practice further provides that
each applicant shall, if protests to its
application have been filed, and within
60 days of the date of this publication,
notify the Commission in writing (1)
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute
the application, or (2) that it wishes to
withdraw the application, failure in
which the application will be dismissed
by the Commission.

Further processing steps (whether
modified procedure, oral hearing, or
other procedures) will be determined
generally in accordance with the Com-
mission’s general policy statement con-
cerning motor carrier licensing proce-
dures, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment
will be by Commission order which will
be served on each party of record. Broad-
ening amendments will not be accepted
after the date of this publication except
for good cause shown, and restrictive
amendments will not be entertained fol-
lowing publication in the FEDERAL REG-
1sTER of a notice that the proceeding has
been assigned for oral hearing.

No. MC 2202 (Sub-No, 405), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: ROADWAY
EXPRESS, INC,, 1077 Gorge Boulevard,
Post Office Box 471, Akron, OH 44309.
Applicant’s representative: William O.
Turney, 2001 Massachusetts Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20036. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Iron and steel articles, from the
plantsite of Friedman Industries, Inc., at
or near Lone Star, Tex., to points in
North Carolina and Wisconsin. NoTE:
Applicant states that tacking is possible
within the State of North Carolina, al-
though tacking is not intended. Persons
interested in the tacking possibilities are
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap-
plication may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. Common control may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 2368 (Sub-No. 34), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: BRALLEY-
WILLETT TANK LINES, INC. 2212
Deepwater Terminal Road, Post Office
Box 495, Richmond, VA 23204. Appli-
cant’s representative: Harry C, Ames,
Jr., 666 Eleventh Street NW., Suite 705,
Washington, DC 20001. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fuming nitric acid and nitric acid
propellant, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Buffalo, N.Y., to Vandenberg Air Force
Base, Calif.,, and Cape Kennedy, Fla.
Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No, 224), filed
March 30, 197@. Applicant: RYDER

1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423.

TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Roag,
Jacksonville, FL: 32203. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert H. Cleveland, Post
Office Box 2408, Jacksonville, FL 32203,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual valye,
household goods as defined by the Com-
mission, commodities in bulk, and those
requiring special equipment) , serving the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of the
Olin Corp. at or near St. Marks, Fla,, as
an off-route point in connection with ap-
plicant’s existing regular routes. Norg:
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. or
Washington, D.C., or Jacksonville, Fla,

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 225), filed
March 30, 1972, Applicant: RYDER
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road,
Jacksonville, FL. 32203. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Robert H, Cleveland, Post
Office Box 2408, Jacksonville, FL 32203,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, commodities
in bulk, household goods as defined by
the Commission, and those requiring
special equipment), serving the plant-
site and warehouse facilities of the Gen-
eral Tire and Rubber CqQ., at or near
Mount Vernon, Ill., as an off-route point
in connection with applicant’s existing
regular-route authority. Nore: Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., Atlants,
Ga., or Jacksonville, Fla.

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 226), filed
March 31, 1972. Applicant: RYDER
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road,
Jacksonville, FL: 32203. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert H, Cleveland, Post Of-
fice Box 2408, Jacksonville, FL 32203. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission, com-
modities in bulz, and those requiring
special equipment), (1) serving the

‘plantsite and warehouse facilities of Rey-

nolds Metals Building Products Division
located at or near Ashville, Ohio, as an
off-route point in connection with car-
rier’s existing regular routes; and (2)
serving the plantsite and warehouse fa-
cilities of Freeman Shoe Co., a division of
United States Shoe Corp., at or near Be-
loit, Wis., as an off-route point in con-
nection with carrier’s existing regular
routes. Note: Common control may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held ab
Washington, D.C., or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 3977 (Sub-No. 3), filed
February 9, 1972. Applicant: DEWEY
LONG CARTAGE, INC., 1551 West 102d
Street, Rear, Cleveland, OH 44102. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Ambrose A.
Such, 5275 Ridge Road, Cleveland, OH
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44129. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Paper
products and materials, supplies, and
machinery, used in the production there-
of, from Cleveland, Ohio, to Congo, W.
Va., plantsite of Quaker State Oil, un-
der contract with Westvaco Corp. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Cleveland,
Ohio.

No. MC 25399 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 27, 1972, Applicant: A-P-A
TRANSPORT CORP., 2100 88th Street,
North Bergen, NJ 07047, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Herbert Burstein, 30 Church
Street, New York, NY 10007. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
py motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commnodities, ex-
cept those of unusual value, and except
dangerous explosives, household goods as
defined in Practices of Motor Common
Carriers of Household Goods, 17 M.C.C.
487, commodities in bulk, commodities
requiring special equipment and those
injurious of contaminating to other lad-
ing, between Scranton, Pa., on the one
hand, and, on the other, New Windsor,
N.Y. for operating convenience only.
Nore: Applicant states that the request-
ed authority can be tacked with its exist-
ing authority, but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
does not identify the points or territories
which can be served through tacking.
Persons interested in the tacking pos-
sibilities are cautioned that failure to op-
pose the application may result in an un-
retricted grant of authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 27578 (Sub-No. 5), filed March
22, 1972, Applicant: BALDWIN TRANS-
PORTATION CORPORATION, 554 West
38th Street, New York, NY 10018, Appli-
cant’s representative: Herbert Burstein,
30 Church Street, New York, NY. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper and paper
products, between points in that portion
of the New York, N.Y., commercial zone
as de’ﬁned in the fifth supplemental re-
port in Commercial Zones and Terminal
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within local opera-
tions may be conducted under the exemp-
tion provided by section 203(b) (8) of the
Interstate Commerce Act (the exempt
Zone), on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Nassau, Suffolk, and
Westchester Counties, N.Y. (exempt
Great Neck Estates, Floral Park, and
Valley Stream, in Nassau County, and
Yonkers, Mount Vernon, Pelham, North
Pelham, and Pelham Manor, in West-
chester County) . Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority can be
tacked at New York, N.Y., to serve points
In Essex, Passaic, Middlesex, Union,
Hudson, and Bergen Counties, N.J. Ap-
Plicant further states that the purpose of
the instant application is to remove the
restricffxon contained in its present
authority which limits the same to ship-
ments having a prior movement by rail.
Common control may be involved. If a
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hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 29910 (Sub-No. 113), filed
March 23, 1972, Applicant: ARKANSAS-
BEST FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 301
South 11th Street, Fort Smith, AR 72901.
Applicant’s representative: Thomas
Harper, Kelley Building, Post Office Box
43, Fort Smith, AR 72901. Authority
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes transporting: Plastic pipe, tubing,
conduit, valves, and fittings, compounds,
joint sealer, bonding cement, primer
coating, thinner, and hand tools, used
in the installation of such products (ex-
cept commodities in bulk, in tank ve-
hicles), from Slidell and New Orleans,
La. to points in Nebraska, Kansas,
Oklahoma, Texas, Iowa, Missouri,
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Ohio,
Michigan, North Carolina, South Caro-

lina, and Georgia. NoTE: Applicant states -

that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. Appli-
cant further states no duplicating au-
thority sought. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New Orleans, La., or Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 30605 (Sub-No. 150), filed
March 13, 1972, Applicant: THE SANTA
FE TRAIL TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, a corporation, 433 East Water-
man Street, Wichita, KS. 67202. Appli-
cant’s representative: ¥. J. Steinbrecher,
80 East Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, IL
60604. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), between Wichita,
Kans.,, and Woodward, Okla,; from
Wichita over Kansas Highway 2 to
junction of U.S. Highway 281, thence
over U.S. Highway 281 to its junction
with Oklahoma Highway 15, thence over
Oklahoma Highway 15 to Woodward,
and return over the same routes, serving
all intermediate points in Oklahoma.
Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Woodward,
Okla., or Wichita, Kans.

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 399), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: KROBLIN
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125
Commercial Street, Waterloo, IA 50704.
Applicant’s representative: Truman A.
Stockton, 1650 Grant Street Building,
Denver, Colo. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Garden and lawn sprinklers, and garden
and lawn implements, from the plantsite
and facilities of Melnor Industries at or
near Moonachie, N.J., to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Ilinois, In-
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentueky, Louisi-
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, North
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Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South Da-
kota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the
District of Columbia, restricted to ship-
ments originating at the above-named
origin when destined to the named
States. Nore: Common control may be
involved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Chicago,
Il

No. MC 35628 (Sub-No. 329), filed
March 29, 1972. Applicant: INTER-
STATE MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, a
corporation, 134 Grandville SW., Grand
Rapids, MI 49502. Applicant’s represen-
tative: Leonard D. Verdier, Jr., 900 Old
Kent Building, Grand Rapids, Mich.
49502. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), serving the plantsite
of Eaton Corp. 2t or near Glasgow, Kv.,
as an off-route point in connection with
carrier’s operations to and from Louis-
ville, Ky., and Evansville, Ind., as au-
thorized in MC 35628. NotE: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Cleveland, Ohio, or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 41432 (Sub-No. 121), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: EAST TEXAS
MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC. 2355
Stemmons Freeway, Post Office Box
10125, Dallas, TX 75207. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: W. P. Furrh (same address
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,-over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, livestock, classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
between Memphis and Millington, Tenn.,
from Memphis over U.S. Highway 51 to
Millington, and return over the same
route, serving the plantsite of Pulvair
Corp., located in Shelby County, Tenn.,
as an off-route point in connection with
applicant’s regular-route authority to
and from Memphis, Tenn. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn., or
Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 51603 (Sub-No. 8), filed March
10, 1972. Applicant: REESE TRUCK
LINE, INCORPORATED, Kerr Drive, 700
Petroleum Building, Jackson, Miss. 39204,
Applicant's representative: John A.
Crawford 700 Petroleum Building, Post
Office Box 22567, Jackson, MS 39205. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, commodities
in bulk, commodities requiring special
equipment, and those injurious or con-
taminating to other lading), between
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New Orleans, La. and Osyka, Miss.:
From New Orleans, La., over U.S. High-
way 61 and/or Interstate Highway 10 to
junction U.S. Highway 51 and/or Inter-
state Highway 55 at or near Laplace, La.,
thence over U.S. Highway 51 and/or In-
terstate Highway 55 to Osyvka, Miss.,
and return over the same route, serving
no intermediate points, as an alternate
route for operating convenience only.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at McComb,
Miss., Jackson, Miss., or New Orleans, La.

No. MC 52110 (Sub-No. 125), filed
March 13, 1972, Applicant: BRADY
MOTORFRATE, INC., 2150 Grand
Avenue, Des Moines, 1A 50312. Appli-
cant’s representative: Homer E. Brad-
shaw, First Floor Des Moines Building,
Des Moines, IA 50309. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products, and meat by~
products as described in sections A, B,
and C of appendix I to the report in De-
scriptions in Motor Carrier Cerlificates,
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite
and/or storage facilities utilized by Wil-
son Certified Foods, Inc., at Marshall,
Mo., to points in Indiana, Maryland,
Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Louisville, and Covington,
Ky., and the District of Columbia, re-
stricted to trafiic originating at Marshall,
Mo., and destined to points in the named
States. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Kansas City, Mo., Des Moines, Iowa, or
St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 55889 (Sub-No. 40), filed
March 31, 1872. Applicant: COOPER
TRANSFER CO., INC., Post Office Box
2207, Dothan, AL 36301. Applicant’s re-
presentative: A. Alvis Layne, 915 Penn-
sylvania Building, Weshington, DC 20004.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu-
lar routes, transporting: General com-
modities, except those of unusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission, com-
modities in bulk, commodities requiring
special equipment, and those injurious or
contaminating to other lading, over
regular routes: (1) Between New
Orleans, La., and Jacksonville, Fla., from
New Orleans over U.S. Highway 90 to
Jacksonville (also over Interstate High-
way 10), and return over the same route;
(2) between Thomasville, Ga., and St.
Petersburg, Fla., from Thomasville over
U.S. Highway 19 to St. Petersburg, and
return over the same route; (3) between
Albany, Ga., and Miami, Fla., from Al-
bany over U.S. Highway 82 to Tifton, Ga.,
thence over Interstate Highway 75 to
Tampa, Fla., (also from Tifton over U.S.
Highway 41 to Tampa), thence over U.S.
Highway 41 to Miami, and return over
the same routes; (4) between Bainbridge,
Ga., and Miami, Fla., from Bainbridge
over U.S. Highway 27, and return over
the same route; (5) between junction of
Interstate Highway 72 and Florida's
Turnpike at or near Wildwood, Fla., and
Miami, Fla., from junction Interstate
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Highway 75 and Florida's Turnpike over
Florida’s Turnpike to Miami, and return
over the same route; (6) between Naples,
Fla., and Fort Lauderdale, Fla., from
Naples over Florida Highway 84 to Fort
Lauderdale, and return over the same
route; (7) between Jacksonville, Fla., and
Miami, Fla., from Jacksonville over U.S.
Highway 1 to Miami (also over Interstate
Highway 95), and return over the same
routes;

(8) Between Baldwin, Fla., and junc-
tion Florida’s Turnpike, from Baldwin
over U.S. Highway 301 to junction
Florida's Turnpike at or near Wildwood,
Fla., and return over the same route; (9)
between Daytona Beach, Fla., and St.
Petersburg, Fla., from Daytona Beach
over U.S. Highway 92 to St. Petersburg,
(also over Interstate Highway 4), and
return over the same routes; (10) be-
tween Tampa, Fla., and junction Flori-
da’s Turnpike, from Tampa over Florida
Highway 60 to junction Florida's Turn-
pike at or near Yeehaw Junction, Fla.,
and return over the same route, serving,
in connection with Routes 1 through 10
above, (1) all intermediate points in
Alabama, Georgia, and those in Florida
on and west of Florida Highway 87 and
on and east of the Apalachicola River;
(2) all other points in Florida on and
west of Florida Highway 87 and on and
east of the Apalachicola River as off-
route points; and (2) all intermediate
points in Mississippi, with service at
Mississippi points restricted to the trans-
portation of shipments moving from or to
points in Florida; (11) between Colum-
bus, Ga., and Bainbridge, Ga., from
Columbus over U.S. Highway 431 to Do-
than, Ala., thence over U.S. Highway 84
to-Bainbridge, and return over the same
routes, serving Dothan and points be-
tween Dothan and Bainbridge as inter-
mediate points and (12) between Geneva
and Dothan, Ala. from Geneva over
Alabama Highway 52 to Dothan, and
return over the same route, serving all
intermediate points, restricted to the
transportation of shipments moving
from or to points in Florida. Note: Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Birmingham, Ala., or
Jacksonville, Fla.

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 216) (Amend-
ment), filed May 21, 1971, published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 10,
1971, and republished as amended, this
issue. Applicant: JENKINS TRUCK
LINE, INC. 3708 Elm Street, Betten-
dorf, TA 52722. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Donald W. Smith, 900 Circle Tower
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor yvehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (A) Antipollution
systems, equipment, and parts, liquid
cooling and vapor condensing systems
equipment and parts; environmental
control and protective systems, equip-
ment and parts; (B) equipment, mate-
rials, and supplies used in the construc-
tion or installation of antipollution and
environmental control and protective
systems, and liquid cooling and vapor

condensing systems (except commodities
in bulk), between points in the Uniteq
States (except Hawail). NoTE: Applicant
states that the requested authority can.
not be tacked with its existing authority,
The purpose of this republication is o
reflect a change in the commodity de-
scription. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held a
Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 63417 (Sub-No. 41), filed
March 15, 1972. Applicant: BLUE
RIDGE TRANSFER COMPANY, IN-
CORPORATED, 1814 Hollins Road NE,
Post Office Box 2888, Roanoke, VA 24001,
Applicant's representative: Nancy
Pveatt, 420 Executive Building, 1030 15th
Street NW., Washington, DC 20005. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: new furniture, from
Macon, Ga., to points in Alabama, Ar-
kansas, Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, and Texas,
restricted against tacking with existing
authority to perform northbound service
from Macon, Ga., to points north of the
northern boundary of South Carolina.
NoTte: Applicant states that (1) This pro-
posed authority could be combined with
Sub 5 (new furniture from points in
Alabama to Stanleytown, Va.) and Sub 6
(mew furniture from Stanleytown, Va.)
to provide through service from Macon,
Ga., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Tennessee, and Vir-
ginia; (2) This proposed authority could
be combined with Sub 18 (new furniture
from Sumter, S.C.) to provide through
service from Macon, Ga., to points in
West Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania,
Ohio, New York, Delaware, New Jersev,
Kentucky, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Virginia, and (via Sub 6, new furniture
from Roanoke, Va.) North Carolina,
Tennessee, and the District of Columbia.
Nore: The operations outlined in (1)
and (2) above would be prohibited by
the restriction against tacking to per-
form through northbound service, #s
applied for here by Blue Ridge; (3) Bv
combining Sub 5 general commodity au-
thority to Rocky Mount, Va., with Sub 6
new furniture authority from Rockv
Mount, Va., to points in Georgia, and with
this proposed authority, Blue Ridze
would be able to transport new furniture
from points in Delaware, Maryland, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Vly-
ginia, and West Virginia, to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana,
Mississippi, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
and Texas. (This service is now author-
ized to points in Alabama, Florida, and
South Carolina), and (4) by combining
Sub 30 new furniture authority from
Sumter, S.C., to points in Georgia with
this proposed authority, Blue Ri(:!ge
would be able to provide through serviceé
in the transportation of new furniture
from Sumter, S.C., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, Oklahoma, and Texas. (This serv-
ice is now authorized to points in Ala-
bama and Florida.) If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
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pe held at Washington, D.C., or Roanoke,

Va.

No. MC 65580 (Sub-No. 18), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: MUSHROOM
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC,
g45 East Hunting Park Avenue, Phila-
delphia, PA 19124. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Joseph A. Malloy, Jr.,. 1.738
philadelphia National Bank Building,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19124. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans-
porting: General commodities (except
those of unusual value, classes A and B
explosives, livestock, household goods as
defined by the Commission, commodities
in bulk and those requiring special equip-
ment), between Phillipsburg, N.J., and
Erie, Pa., from Phillipsburg, N.J., over
Interstate Highway 78, thence over Inter-
state Highway 78 to junction Pennsyl-
vania Highway 309, thence over Penn-
sylvania Highway 309 to junction Inter-
state Highway 81, thence over Interstate
Highway 81 to junction Interstate High-
way 80, thence over Interstate Highway
80 to Interstate Highway 79, thence over
Interstate Highway 79 to Erie, and re-
turn over the same route, as an alter-
nate route for opening convenience only,
in connection with applicant’s authorized
regular route authority, serving no inter-
mediate points. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Philadelphia, or Erie, Pa., or
Trenton, N.J.

No. 66686 (Sub-No. 30), filed March 24,
1972, Applicant: BELGER CARTAGE
SERVICE, INC. 2100 Walnut Street,
EKansas City, MO 64108. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Ralph A. Wood (same ad-
dress as applicant}. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Materials, supplies, and equip-
ment used or useful in the maintenance
and operation of printing and publish-
ing houses (restricted to the transporta-
tion of commodities which because of
size or weight or other inherent nature
require the use of special equipment for
the transportation or handling thereof),
between points in Missouri, Kansas, Illi-
nois, Iowa, Nebraska, Colorado, Okla-
homa, and Texas and (2) parts, attach-
ments, accessories, and components of
commodities named in (1) above, between
points in the States named in (1) above,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
boints in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii). Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
gdagt requests it be held at Kansas City,

No. MC 69635 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 31, 1972. Applicant: THE FOR-
TUNE CORPORATION, 91 South Con-
m.jctlcu,t Street, Seattle, WA 98134. Ap-
plicant’s representative; Horace Raphael
(same address as applicant), Authority
gouzzht to operate as a common carrier,
ty motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
trsmsporl:mg: General commodities, be-
Ween points in King, Pierce, and
Snohomish Counties, Wash., restricted
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to traffic having a prior or subsequent
movement by water, land, or air. NoTe:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked at Seattle, Wash.,
with its authority under MC 69635 Subs
(1), (2), and (3). If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 76032 (Sub-No. 294), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: NAVAJO
FREIGHT LINES, INC. 1205 South
Platte River Drive, Denver, CO 80223.
Applicant’s representative: Leonard R.
Kofkin, 39 South La Salle Street, Chi-
cago, IL 60603. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Bananas, coconuts, and pineapples,
(a) from Kansas City, Kans., to points
in Nebraska, Kansas, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, Mis-
souri, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Indiana;
(b) from St. Louis, Mo., to points in
Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa; (¢) from
Chicago, Ill., to points in Indiana, Wis-
consin, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan, and
Minnesota; (d) from -Council Bluffs,
Iowa, to points in Nebraska, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, Iowa, and Minne-
sota; (e) from Inver Grove, Minn., to
points in South Dakota, North Dakota,
Wisconsin, and Minnesota; (f) from
Denver, Colo., to points in Colorado,
Nebraska, South Dakota, and Wyoming,
restricted to the transportation of traf-
fic (a) moving in chassis mounted con-
tainers and (b) having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by rail. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. Common control may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 76429 (Sub-No. 5) (Amend-
ment), filed December 27, 1971, pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER issue of
January 27, 1972, and republished as
amended, this issue. Applicant: WIL~-
LIAM A. STEWART, doing business as
STEWART TRUCK LINE, Dry Ridge,
Ky. 41035. Applicant’s representative:
Rudy Yessin, McClure Building, Frank-
fort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, classes A and B explo-
sives, livestock, household goods as de-
finéd by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment), (1) Between Sherman, Ky., and
Corinth, Ky., serving all intermediate
points and points within five (5) miles
thereof, over U.S. Highway 25; and (2)
Between Dry Ridge, Ky., and Warsaw,
Ky., serving all intermediate points and
points with 5 miles of said route, except
points in Indiana over the following
route: Over Kentucky Highway 22 to
Owenton to its junction with U.S. High~
way 127, thence over U.S. Highway 127
to Owenton, thence over U.S. Highway
127 to its junction with Kentucky High-
way 35, thence over Kentucky Highway
35 to its junction with Interstate High-
way 71, thence over Interstate Highway
71 to its intersection with Kentucky
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Highway 455, thence over Kentucky
Highway 455, to Warsaw, Ky., and/or
over U.S. Highway 127 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 42, thence over U.S.
Highway 42 to Warsaw. NoTe: Applicant
states it will tack at common points.
Persons interested in the tacking possi-
bilities are cautioned that failure to op-
pose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority. The pur-
pose of this republication is to redescribe
the authority sought. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Lexington, Ky.

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 335), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: C & H
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. 1936-
2010 West Commerce Street, Post Office
Box 5976, Dallas, TX 75222. Applicant’s
representative: Thomas E. James (same
address as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, in cargo con-
tainers and cargo vans, between all
points in the United States (including
Alaska but excluding Hawaii) . NoTE: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. Common control may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at San
Francisco, Calif., Houston, Tex. and
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 84449 (Sub-No. 4), filed March
27, 1972. Applicant: CALVALCADE
TRUCKING, INC. Old Tyburn Road,
Fairless Hills, Pa. 19030, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: V. Baker Smith, 2107 The
Fidelity Building, Philadelphia, Pa.
19109. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Empty
containers, other than empty cargo con-
tainers or empty glass containers, and
such other materials, supplies, parts, and
equipment used or useful in the manu-
facture, production, assembly, and dis-
tribution of containers (except commod-
ities in bulk), between Philadelphia, Pa.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Mary-
land, New Jersey, New York, Virginia,
and the District of Columbia. NoTe: Ap-
plicant now has authority to transport
tinware, between Philadelphia, Pa., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, New
Jersey, New York, Virginia, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Philadelphia, Pa.

No. MC 88161 (Sub-No. 86), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: INLAND
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 6737
Corson Avenue South, Seattle WA 98108.
Applicant’s representative: Richard J.
Howard, White-Henry-Stuart Building,
Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Whitman, Gar-
field, Columbia, and Asotin Counties,
Wash., to points in Oregon, Idaho, and
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Montana. Norte: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Applicant
holds contract carrier authority under
MC 128203 Sub-1, therefore dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 90373 (Sub-No. 31), filed
March 30, 1972, Applicant: C & R
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, Inman
Avenue, Avenel, N.J. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele
Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Plastics articles, between
Washington, N.J., Macedon, N.Y. and
Canandaigua, N.Y., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in New York, Penn-
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Mary-
land, Connecticut, Massachusetts, and
the District of Columbia, under a con-
tinuing contract, or contracts with Mobil
Chemical Co., Plastics Division. Note: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New York, N.Y,, or
Newark, N.J.

No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 309), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: TRANSIT
HOMES, INC., Post Office Box 1628, Hay-
wood Road, Greenville, SC 29602, Appli-
cant’s represenative: Mitchell King, Jr.
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Trailers, designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles in ini-
tial shipments, from points in Onslow
County, N.C. (excluding Jacksonville)
and from points in Chatham County,
N.C., to points in the United States east
of the Mississippi River, including Louisi-
ana and Minnesota. NoTe: Common con-
trol may be involved. Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Charlotte, N.C.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 841), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: WATKINS
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1120 West Griffin
Road, Lakeland, FL 33801. Applicant’s
representative: Paul E. Weaver (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing; (A) Frozen citrus products, from
points in Florida to points in Connecti-
cut, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, and Vermont; and (B)
citrus products, not canned and not
frozen, from points in Florida to points
in Rhode Island. NoTe: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 842), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: WATKINS
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1120 West Griffin
Road, Lakeland, FL 33801. Applicant's
representative: Paul E. Weaver (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
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ing: Frozen bakery products, from
Burlington, Mass., to points in New York,
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware,
West Virginia, Maryland, Ohio, Indiana,
Kentucky, Tennessee, Michigan, Wiscon-
sin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Illinois,
Kansas, and Nebraska. NoTe: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Boston, Mass.

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 843), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: WATKINS
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1120 West Griffin
Road, Lakeland, FL 33801. Applicant’s
representative: Paul E. Weaver (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Frozen bakery products, from Burl-
ington, Mass., to points in Maine, Ver-
mont, New Hampshire, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, Virginia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, Louisiana, Florida, and the Dis-
triect of Columbia. Notre: Common con-
trol may be involved. Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing. authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Boston, Mass.

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 869), filed
March 29, 1972. Applicant: COASTAL
TANK LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo
Road, Akron, OH 44319. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South
La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Liquid acids and
liquid chemicals, in bulk, from points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii) , to Bay City and Midland, Mich.,
restricted to traffic destined to Bay City
and Midland, Mich., and points in their
respective commercial zone. Nore: Com-
mon control may be involved. Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing author-
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap-
plicant requests it be held at Chicago,
Il

No. MC 103498 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 16, 1972, Applicant: W. D. SMITH
TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office Box 68,
De Queen, AR 71832, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Louis Tarlowski, 914 Pyramid
Life Building, Little Rock, Ark. 72201.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Lumber
and lumber products, from points in
Howard and Polk Counties, Ark., to
points in Louisiana, Illinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi,
Georgia, and those in Missouri on and
north of U.S. Highway 36. Nore: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 105566 (Sub-No. 68), filed
March 28, 1972, Applicant: SAM
TANKSLEY TRUCKING, INC., Post
Office Box 1119, Cape Girardeau, MO

63701. Applicant’s representative:
Thomas F. Kilroy, Post Office Box 624,
Springfield, VA 22150. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod-
ucts, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as deéscribed in sections
A and C of appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C, 209 and 766, from Water-
loo, Towa to points in Baxter, Clay,
Craighead, Cross, Fulton, Greene, Inde-
pendence, Izard, Jackson, Lawrence, Mis-
sissippi, Poinsett, Randolph, and Sharp
Counties, Ark.; Alexander, Clay, Craw-
ford, Edwards, Effingham, Fayette,
Franklin, Gallatin, Hamilton, Hardin,
Jackson, Jasper, Jefferson, Johnson,
Lawrence, Marion, Massac, Perry, Pope,
Pulaski, Randolph, Richland, Saline,
Union, Wabash, Wayne, White, and Wil-
liamson Counties, Ill.; Brown, Crawford,
Daviess, Dubois, Gibson, Greene, Knox,
Lawrence, Martin, Monroe, Orange,
Perry, Pike, Posey, Spencer, Sullivan,
Vanderburgh, and Warrick Counties,
Ind.; Ballard, Caldwell, Calloway, Car-
lisle, Christian, Crittenden, Daviess, Ful-
ton, Graves, Hancock, Henderson, Hick-
man, Hopkins, Livingston, MecCracken,
McLean, Marshall, Muhlenberg, Ohio,
Todd, Trigg, Union, and Webster Coun-
ties, Ky.; Bollinger, Butler, Cape Girar-
deau, Carter, Crawford, Dent, Douglas,
Dunklin, Howell, Iron, Madison, Missis-
sippi, New Madrid, Oregon, Ozark, Pem-
iscot, Perry, Phelps, Pulaski, Reynolds,
Ripley, Ste. Genevieve, St. Francois,
Scott, Stoddard, Shannon, Texas, Wash-
ington, Wayne, and Wright Counties,
Mo.; Lake and Obion Counties, Tenn.
Nore: Applicant states that applicant
holds no authority to which the re-
quested authority could be tacked or
joined. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis,
Mo., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 105566 (Sub-No. 69), filed
March 28, 1972. Applicant: SAM TANK-
SLEY TRUCKING, INC., Post Office Box
1119, Cape Girardeau, MO 63701. Appli-
cant’s representative: Thomas F. Kilroy,
Post Office Box 624, Springfield, VA
22150. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, from the plantsite of the Kitchens
of Sara Lee at or near New Hampton,
Towa, to points in New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Virginia, West Virginia, New Jer-
sey, Maryland, Delaware, Ohio, Tennes-
see, Kentucky, and the District of Colum-
bia, restricted to traffic originating at
said plantsite and destined to the above
named States. Note: If a hearing IS
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Chi-
cago, Ill.

No. MC 105566 (Sub-No. 70), filed
March 28, 1972. Applicant: SAM TANK-
SLEY TRUCKING, INC., Post Office BoX
1119, Cape Girardeau, MO 63701. Appli-
cant’s representative: Thomas F'. Kilroy,
Post Office Box 624, Springfleld, VA
22150. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
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jrregular routes, transporting: (1) Car-
nivorous food products, in packages, from
Columbus, Ohio, to all points in the
United States on and eqst of U.S. High-
way 85, and (2) Materials and supplies
used in the manufacture, sale, and dis-
tribution of carnivorous food products
(except in bulk), from points in the
United States (except Alaska and Ha_.-
wail), to Columbus, Ohio. NoTE: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If & hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington. D.C.

No. MC 105566 (Sub-No. 71), filed
March 28, 1972. Applicant: SAN TANKS-
LEY TRUCKING, INC. Post Office
Box 1119, Cape Girardeau, MO 63701.
Applicant’s representative: Thomas F.
Kilroy, Post Office Box 624, Springfield,
VA 22150. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
{rregular routes, transporting: Foodsiufs
and animal feed (except in bulk), in ve-
hicles equipped with mechanical refrig-
eration from points in Alexander,
Union, and Wilkes Counties, N.C., and
Accomack and Hanover Counties, Va., to
points in the United States west of the
Mississippi River (except Alaska and Ha~
waii). Nore: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 593), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 National
Plaza, Tulsa, Okla. 74151. Applicant’s
representative: Irvin Tull (same address
as applicant) . Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Wallboard, fiberboard, pulpboard, ad-
hesive cement, plastic and fiberglass plate
and sheets, nails, wood mouldings, alu-
minum flashings, and eave filler sirips,
from plantsite of Barclay Industries,
Inc, in Lodi, N.J., to points in Alabama,
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana,
Io;va, Kansas, Kentucky, ILouisiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missisippi, Mis-
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New
Mexico, North Carolina, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah,
Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.
Nore: Common control and dual opera-
tions may be involved. Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 67), filed

March 27, 1972. Applicant: PARKHILI,
TRUCK COMPANY, a corporation, Post

Office Box 912, Business Route I-44 East,
Joplin, MO 64801, Applicant’s represent-
ative: A. N. Jacobs, Post Office Box 113,
Joplin, MO 64801, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Agricultural tractors and parts, im-
plements, atiachments, accessories, and
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supplies, from New Orleans, La., to points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, Illi-
nois, Louisiana, and Tennessee. NOTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked with its Sub No.
4 where “size or weight” commodities are
involved, but tacking is not intended.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New Orleans, La.,
or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 106603 (Sub-No. 122), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: DIRECT
TRANSIT LINES, INC., 200 Colrain
Street SW., Grand Rapids, MI 49508. Ap~
plicant’s representative: Martin J. Lea~-
vitt, 1800 Buhl Building, Detroit, Mich.
48226. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Masonry
building products, and materials, and
supplies used in the installation thereof
(except commodities in bulk), from
Ypsilanti, Mich., to points in Ohio, In-
diana, Illinois, Pennsylvania, West Vir-
ginia, and Kentucky. Note: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
Applicant holds contract carrier author-
ity under MC 46240 and subs, therefore
dual operations may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.,
or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 416), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: MILLER
TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box
1123, U.S. Highway 80 West, Jackson,
MS 39205. Applicant’s representative:
H.D. Miller, Jr., Past Office Box 22567,
Jackson, MS 39205. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
from points in Harrison and Jackson
Counties, Miss., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, Mississippi, Missouri, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio,
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and
West Virginia. NoTe: Applicant states
that the requested authority can be
tacked with its existing authority, but in-
dicates that it has no present intention to
tack and therefore does not identify the
points or territories which can be served
through tacking. Persons interested in
the tacking possibilities are cautioned
that failure to oppose the application
may result in an unrestricted grant of
authority. Applicant seeks no duplicating
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
New Orleans, La., or Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 107107 (Sub-No. 420), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: ALTERMAN
TRANSPORT LINES, INC,, 12805 North-
west 42d Avenue, Opa Locka, FL 33054.
Applicant’s representative: Ford W.
Sewell (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis-
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tributed by meat packinghouses, as de-
scribed in sections A and C, appendix I,
to the report in 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766
(except commodities in bulk, and hides,
skins, and pieces thereof), from the
plantsite and storage facilities utilized
by Swift & Co. at or near St. Charles,
111, to points in Alabama, Florida, Geor-
gia, North Carolina, and South Carolina
(restricted to traffic originating at the
plantsite and storage facilities of Swift
& Co. at or near St. Charles, Ill.). NoTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Miami, Fla., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 107107 (SubsNo. 421), filed
March 24, 1972, Applicant: ALTERMAN
TRANSPORT LINES, INC., 12805 North-
west 42d Avenue, Opa Locka, FL 33054,
Applicant’s representative: Ford W.
Sewell (same address as applicant), Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foods and food-
stuffs in vehicles equipped with mechani-
cal refrigeration, from New Orleans, La.,
to points in Alabama, Mississippi, Geor-
gia, South Carolina, and Florida and the
refurn of such products as may be re-
quired from these States to New Or-
leans, La. NoTte: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chicago, Ill., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 797), filed
March 29, 1972. Applicant: REFRIG-
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post
Office Box 308, Forest Park, GA 30050.
Applicant’s representative: Paul M.
Daniell, Post Office Box 872, Atlanta, GA
30301, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen
foods, from Appleton, Wis., to points in
Kentucky, Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Tennessee, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina, West Virginia, and Vir-
ginia, restricted to traffic originating at
and destined to the points named. NoTE:
Common control and dual operations
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 108449 (Sub-No. 341), filed
March 16, 1972. Applicant: INDIAN-
HEAD TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West
County Road C, St. Paul, MN 55113. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Adolph J. Bie-
berstein, 121 West Doty Street, Madison,
WI 53703. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Cement, in bulk, from Winona, Minn.,
to points in Iowa, Minnesota, and Wis~
consin; and (2) fly ash, from points in
Marathon County, Wis., to points in Il1-
linois, Towa, Minnesota, Upper Peninsula
of Michigan, and Wisconsin. NOTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority can be tacked with its existing
authority but indicates that it has no
present intention to tack and therefore
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does identify the points or territories
whichr can be served through tacking,
Persons interested in the tacking possi-
bilities are cautioned that failure to
oppose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or
St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 108587 (Sub-No. 15), filed
March 21, 1972. Applicant: SCHU-
STER'S EXPRESS, INC, 48 Norwich
Avenue, Colchester, CT 06415, Appli-
cant’s representative: S. Harrison Kahn,
Suite 733 Investment Building, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transporting:
General commodities (except those of
unusual value, classes A and B explosives,
livestock, household goods as defined by
the Commission, commodities in bulk,
those requiring special equipment, and
those injurious or contaminating to
other lading), between Boston, Mass.,
and Buffalo, N.Y. serving Springfield
and Worcester, Mass., and all intermedi-
ate points in New York, and the off-route
points in New York on and south of a
line extending along the shoreline of
Lake Ontario to Oswego, N.Y. thence
along New York Highway 57 to Syracuse,
N.Y., thence along New York Highway 5
through Utica, N.¥Y. to Schenectady,
N.Y., thence along New York Highway
7 to Troy, N.Y., thence along New York
Highway 66 to junction New York High-
way 43, and thence along U.S. Highway
43 to the New York-Massachusetts State
line; and off route points in Onondaga
and Jefferson Counties, N.Y., From
Boston, Mass., over Interstate Highway
90 to Buffalo, N.Y., and return over the
same route. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C.; or Hartford, Conn.

No. MC 108884 (Sub-No. 23), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: ROGERS
TRANSFER, INC., Route 46, Post Office
Box 175, Great Meadows, NJ 07838. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Bert Collins,
140 Cedar Street, New York, NY 10006.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Meal and
meat products, from New York, N.Y.,
Newark and Jersey City, N.J., Phila-
delphia, Pa., Wilmington, Del., and Nor-
folk, Va., to points in Maine, New Hamp-
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New York, Penn-
sylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, Dela-
ware, West Virginia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala-
bama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee,
Kentucky, Arkansas, Ohio, Indiana, Illi-
nois, Michigan, Missouri, and Wisconsin,
Nore: Applicant states that the request-
ed authority cannot be tacked with its
existing authority. No duplicating au-~
thority sought. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
New York, N.Y.

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 269), filed
March 19, 1972. Applicant: TRI-STATE
MOTOR TRANSIT CO., a corporation,
Post Office Box 113, Joplin, MO 64801,
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Applicant’s representative: Max G. Mor-
gan, 600 Leininger Building, Oklahoma
City, Okla. 73112, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Source, special nuclear ai. ! byprod-
uct materials, radioactive materials, re-
lated reactor equipment, component
parts, and associated materials, between
the facilities of Jersey Nuclear, Inc., lo-
cated at or near Richland, Wash., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in the United States (except Hawaii and
Alaska). Note: Common control may be
involved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority can be tacked with its
Sub No. 150 between points in Washing-
ton, but indicates that it has no present
intention to tack and, therefore, does not
identify the points or territories which
can be served through tacking. Persons
interested in the tacking possibilities are
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap-
plication may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. Applicant further
states no duplicating authority is sought.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C., or Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 270), filed
March 22, 1972. Applicant: TRI-STATE
MOTOR TRANSIT CO., a corporation,
Post Office Box 113; Business Route 1-44
East, Joplin, MO 64801. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: A. N. Jacobs, Post Office
Box 113, Joplin, MO 64801. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Iron and steel shop equip-
ment, office equipment, pallet racks,
storage and wardrobe lockers, from San-
ta Ana, Calif.,, to points in the United
States (except California and Hawaii).
NoTte: Common control may be involved.
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at Los
Angeles, or San Francisco, Calif,

No. MC 109478 (Sub-No. 123), filed
March 14, 1972. Applicant: WORSTER
MOTOR LINES, INC., Gay Road, Rural
Delivery No. 1, North East, PA 16428.
Applicant’s representative: Joseph F.
Mackrell, 23 West 10th Street, Erie, PA
16501. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food,
food preparations and foodstuffs, in
vehicles equipped to protect such prod-
ucts from heat or cold, except in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from the plantsite and/
or warehouse facilities of Kraftco Corp.,
at or near Fogelsville and Allentown, Pa.,
to points in New York, Ohio, and Penn-
sylvania, restricted to traffic originat-
ing at the named origins and destined to
points in the named territory. NorTE:
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.,
Philadelphia, Pa., or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 341), filed
March 10, 1972. Applicant: AMERICAN
COURIER CORPORATION, 2 Nevada
Drive, Lake Success, NY 11040. Appli-

cant’s representative: Russell S. Bey.
hard, 1625 K Street NW., Washington
DC 20006. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle
over irregular routes, transporting: Bys;.
ness papers, records, audit and ge.-
counting media of all kinds, (a) Between
Oak Brook, Ill., and Madison, Wis.: (b)
between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Hampton, Ney.
port News, Norfolk, Portsmouth, and
Richmond, Va.; (¢) between Quanticg
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other,
Albany, Ga.; Beaufort, Parris Island,
S.C.; Cherry Point, and Jacksonville,
N.C.; and Philadelphia, Pa.; (d) between
Bird International Airport, Richmong,
Va., and Quantico, Va., having an imme-
diately prior or subsequent movement by
air; and (e) between Tiffin, Ohio, ang
Fort Wayne, Ind. Nore: Applicant holds
authority under MC 112750 and subs,
therefore, common control and dual op-
erations may be involved. It further
states a portion of the requested author-
ity could be tacked with certain existing
authorities, however, applicant does not,
at present, have any intentions to tack,
Persons interested in the tacking possi-
bilities are cautioned that failure to op-
pose the application may result in an
unrestricted grant of authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
does not specify a location.

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 452), filed
March 27, 1972, Applicant: CURTIS,
INC., 4810 Pontiac Street, Post Office Box
16004, Stockyards Station, Denver, CO
80216. Applicant’s representative: Duane
W. Acklie, Post Office Box 80806, Lincoin,
NE 68501, Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Meats, meat products, and articles dis-
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de-
scribed in sections A and C of appendix I
to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766, from Carroll, Iowa, to points in
Arizona, California, Colorado, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Idaho, Illinois, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Montana, New
Hampshire, New York, Nevada, Ohio,
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington,
West Virginia, Wyoming, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Kansas City, Mo,
Denver, Colo., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114239 (Sub-No. 30) (Amend-
ment), filed January 3, 1972, published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Feb-
ruary 3, 1972, and republished as
amended this issue. Applicant: FARRIS
TRUCK LINE, a corporation, Faucetf,
Mo. Applicant’s representative: Warren
H. Sapp, 450 Professional Building, 1103
Grand Avenue, Kansas City, MO 64106.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: D7y ur.efL
from the plantsite and warehouse facili-
ties of Atlas Chemical Industries located
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at or near Atlas, Mo., to points in Arkan-
sas, Colorado, Illinois, Towa, Kansas, Ne-
praska, and Oklahoma under a continu-
ing contract or contracts with W. R.
Grace & Co. NoteE: The purpose of this
republication is to remove the restriction
vexcept in tank vehicles”. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Kansas City, St. Joseph, or
Joplin, Mo.

No. MC 114312 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: ABBOTT
TRUCKING, INC. Route 3, Delta,
Ohio 43515. Applicant's representative:
A. Charles Tell, 100 East Broad Street,
Columbus, OH. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer materials,
from Coldwater, Mich., to points in
Indiana which are on north and east
of a line beginning at the junction of
U.S. Highway 40 and the Indiana-Ohio
State line, thence west on U.S. Highway
40 to junction U.S. Highway 231, thence
north on U.S. Highway 231 to junction
Indiana Highway 43, thence via U.S.
Highway 421 to Michigan City, Ind.
Nore: Applicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Columbus, Ohio, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 250), filed
March 15, 1972. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 4970 South
Archer Avenue, Chicago, IL 60632. Ap-
plicant's representative: Arnold Burke,
Suite 1133, 127 North Dearborn, Chicago,
IL 60602. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ez-
posed and processed film and prints,
complimentary replacement film and
incidental dealer handling supplies (ex-
cept motion picture films and materials
and supplies used in connection with
commercial and television motion pic-
tures), between 8t. Louis, Mo., on the
one hand, and, on the other points in
Riley, Leavenworth, and Wpyandotte
Counties, Kans.; and (2) proofs, cuts,
copy, and other graphic arts material,
between Hillsboro, 11., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Kansas City, Mo.
Nore: Applicant states that the requestet
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. Applicant holds con-
tract carrier authority under MC
1286186, therefore, dual operations may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at St.
Louis or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 114632 (Sub-No. 50), filed
March 16, 1972, Applicant: APPLE
LINES, INC. Box 507, Madison, SD
57042. Applicant’s representative: Val M.
Higgins, 1000 First National Bank Build-
Ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs (except dairy
products and commodities in bulk, in
tank vehicles), (1) from the plantsites
and storage facilities of Tony Downs
Food Co. at St. James and Madelia,
Minn, and Butterfield Foods, Inc., at
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Butterfield, Minn., to points in Illinois,
Indiana, Towa, Kansas, Missouri, Okla~-
homa, Nebraska, North Dakota, South
Dakota, and Wisconsin; and (2) from
the plantsite of Wadco, Inc., at Esther-
ville, Towa, to points in Illinois, Indiana,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Oklahoma,
and Wisconsin, restricted in (1) and (2)
above to traffic originating at the named
plantsites and storage facilities and des-
tined to the named States. NoTte: Appli-
cant holds contract carrier authority
under MC 129706, therefore, dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Minneapolis, Minn., or Omaha,
Nebr.

No. MC 115826 (Sub-No. 234) (Amend-
ment), filed December 27, 1971, pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of
February 3, 1972, and republished as
amended, this issue, Applicant: W. J.
DIGBY, INC., 1960 31st Street, Denver,

CO 80217. Applicant’s representative:

Ezekial Gomez (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Cheese
and cheese products, and advertising
material and specialties, and related
equipment and supplies, when moving
with cheese and cheese products, from
Logan, Utah, to points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico,
Nevada, Montana, Oregon, Utah, Wash-
ington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. NoTE:
The purpose of this republication is to
reflect the amended commodity descrip-
tion as shown above, and the addition as
destination points, Utah and Wisconsin.
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Denver, Colo., or Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 115826 (Sub-No. 242), filed
March 13, 1972. Applicant: W. J. DIG-
BY, INC., 1960 31st Street, Denver, CO
80217. Applicant’s representative: Rob-
ert R. Digby, 217 Luhrs Tower, Phoenix,
Ariz, 85003. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Frozen foods and potato products not
frozen, from points in Idaho, Oregon,
and Washington, to points in Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maryland, Maine, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and
the District of Columbia. Note: Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing au-
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Port-
land, Oreg., or Boise, Idaho.

No. MC 115840 (Sub-No. 76), filed
March 13, 1972. Applicant: COLONIAL
FAST FREIGHT LINES, INC,, 1215 West
Bankhead Highway, Post Office Box
10327, Birmingham, AL 35202. Ap-
plicant's representative: C. E. Wesley
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Plastic pipe, plastic fit-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL

8499

tings, connections, valves, hydrants, ex-
trusions, and gaskets, (except commodi~
ties in bulk), from the plantsite of Preci-
sion Polymers of Arkansas, located at or
near East Camden, Ark., and Precision
Polymers, Inc,, located at or near Rock-
away, N.J., to points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii); and (2)
‘equipment, materials, and supplies used
in the manufacture of commodities in
Part (1) (except commodities in bulk),
from points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii), to the plantsites of
Precision Polymers of Arkansas, located
at or near East Camden, Ark. and
Precision Polymers, Inc., located at or
near Rockaway, N.J. Nore: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Little Rock, Ark.,
or Birmingham, Ala.

No. MC 119539 (Sub-No. 17), filed
March 22, 1972, Applicant: BEVERAGE
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 88,
East Broomfield, NY 14443. Applicant’s
representative: Raymond A. Richards,
23 West Main Street, Webster, NY 14580.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, from
(1) Egypt, Rushville and Red Creek, N.Y.,
to points in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Mid-
dlesex, Morris, Passaic,- Somerset and
Union Counties, N.J.; and (2) from
Waterloo, N.Y., to points in Bergen, Es-
sex, Hudson, Middlesex, Morris, Passaic,
Somerset, Union, N.J.; and Westchester,
Nassau, and Suffolk Counties, N.Y., and
New York, N.Y. NoTe: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Rochester, N.Y.

No. MC 119632 (Sub-No. 52), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: REED LINES,
INC,, 634 Ralston Avenue, Defiance, OH
43512. Applicant’s representative: John
P. McMahon, 100 East Broad Street,
Columbus, OH 43215. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
\Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment), be-
tween the plantside and warehouse
facilities of the General Tire & Rubber
Co. at or near Mount Vernon, Ill., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, Mas-
sachusetts, the Lower Peninsula of
Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and West
Virginia. Note: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 119741 (Sub-No. 43), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: GREEN
FIELD TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC.,
Post Office Box 1235, also R.F.D. 2, Fort
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Dodge, IA 50501. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Donald L. Stern, 530 Univac Build-
fng, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meats, meat products,
meat byproducts, and articles distrib-
uted by meat packinghouses as described
in sections A and C of appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from
the plantsites and warehouse facilities of
Needham Packing Co., Inc., located at
Omaha, Nebr. and Sioux City, Iowa, to
points in Indiana, Michigan, and Ohio,
restricted to traffic originating at the
named origins and destined to the named.
destination States. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 115), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: CARAVAN
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC. Post
Office Box 6188, Dallas, TX 75222. Appli-
cant’s representative: James K, Newbold
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Cleaning, polishing,
and waxing compounds, (2) starch; (3)
air fresheners and disinfectants; (4)
mops, dusters, waxers, brooms, and
carpet sweepers; (5) plastic bags; and
(8)diet and nutritional foods (except
frozen), from Urbana, Ohio, and Frank-
lin, Ky., to Kansas City, Mo., and St.
Louis, Mo. Nore: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex., or Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 116), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: CARAVAN
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC, Post
Office Box 6188, Dallas, TX 75222, Appli-
cant’s representative: James K. Newbold
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Cleaning, polishing,
and waxing compounds, (2) starch; (3)
air jresheners and disinfectants; (4)
mops, dusters, wazxers, and broom, and
carpet sweepers (5) plastic bags, and (6)
diet and nuiritional foods (except
frozen), from Urbana, Ohio, and Frank-
lin, Ky., to Atlanta, Ga., and Jackson-
ville, Fla. Nore: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Dallas,
Tex.

No. MC 121114 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: OAKLAND
VAN & STORAGE, INC., 867 Isabella
Street, Oakland, CA 96407. Applicant’s
representative: W. S. Pilling, 100 Bush
Street, 21st Floor Shell Building, Sah
Francisco, CA 94104. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Used household goods, restricted to
the transportation of traffic having a
prior or subsequent movement, in con-

tainers, beyond the points authorized
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and further restricted to the perform-
ance of pickup and delivery service in
connection Wwith packing, crating, and
containerization, or unpacking, uncrat-
ing, and decontainerization of such traf-
fic, (1) between San Francisco and Oak-
land, Calif., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in California, (2) be-
tween points in Los Angeles County,
Calif.; and (3) between points in San
Diego County, Calif. NoTe: Applicant
states that the requested authority can
be tacked with its existing authority but
indicates that it has no present intention
to tack and therefore does not identify
the points or territories which can be
served through tacking. Persons inter-
ested in the tacking possibilities are cau-
tioned that failure to oppose the appli-
cation may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at San Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 123069 (Sub-No. 14), filed
March 28, 1972. Applicant: ALLER &
SHARP, INC., 817 West Fifth Avenue,
Columbus, OH 43212. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Thomas F. Kilroy, Post
Office Box 624, Springfield, VA 22150.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Carnivorous
food products, in packages, from Colum-
bus, Ohio, to points in Kentucky, West
Virginia, Tennessee, Indiana, Illinois, the
Lower Peninsula of Michigan, points in
the St. Louis, Mo., commercial zone as
defined by the Commission, and those
points in New York, Maryland, Virginia,
and Pennsylvania on and west of Inter-
state Highway 81, and (2) materials and
supplies used in the manufacture, sale,
and distribution of carnivorous food
products (except in bulk), from points in
Kentucky, West Virginia, Tennessee, In-
diana, Illinois, the Lower Peninsula of
Michigan, points in the St. Louis, Mo.,
commercial zone as defined by the Com-
mission, and those points in New York,
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania on
and west of Interstate Highway 81, to
Columbus, Ohio. NoTe: Applicant states

that the requested authority can be’

tacked with its existing authority but
indicates that it has no present inten-
tion to tack and therefore does not iden-
tify the points or territories which can
be served through tacking. Persons in-
terested in the tacking possibilities are
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap-
plication may result in an unrestricted
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C., or Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 123389 (Sub-No. 14), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: CROUSE
CARTAGE COMPANY, a corporation,
Carroll, Jowa 51401. Applicant’s repre-
sentative William S. Rosen, 630 Osbom
Building, St. Paul, Minn. 55102. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts distributed by
meat packinghouses as described in sec-
tions A and C of appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-

cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from Car-
roll, Denison, and Iowa Falls, Iowa, to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South
Dakota, and West Virginia. Note: Ap-
plicant states that the requested author-
ity can be tacked with its existing ay-
thority but indicates that it has no pres-
ent intention to tack and therefore does
not identify the points or territories
which can be served through tacking,
Persons interested in the tacking possi-
bilities are cautioned that failure to op-
pose the application may result in an un-
restricted grant of authority. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Des Moines, Towa,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 200) (Amend-
ment), filed August 9, 1971, published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Septem-
ber 30, 1971, and republished as amended,
this issue. Applicant: HILT TRUCK
LINE, INC., Post Office Drawer 988
D.T.S., Omaha, NE 68101. Applicant’s
representative: Thomas L. Hilt (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Paint, paint materials, and plumb-
ing supplies, except commodities in bulk,
from Omaha, Nebr., to points in Con-
necticut, Florida, Georgia, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Mississippi, New York,
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, South
Carolina, and New Jersey; (b) Foods,
from points in Lancaster, Madison,
Platte, and Saline Counties, Nebr., fo
points in Michigan, Minnesota, Wiscon-
sin, and those in that part of New York
and Pennsylvania on and west of US,
Highway 15; (¢) animal foods, except
commodities in bulk, from points in
Montgomery County, Iowa, to points in
the United States (except Alaska and Ha-
waii) ; and (d) junk and scrap, nonfer-
rous metals, and waste materials, except
in bulk, between points in Lancaster,
Nance, and Platte Counties, Nebr., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Arizona, Arkansas, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, and Texas. Restriction: The au-
thority sought herein to the extent it
duplicates any authority presently held
by carrier, shall not be construed as
conferring more than one operating
right, severable by sale or otherwise.
Nore: Applicant states it will tack with
its existing authority at origins and des-
tinations involved. Persons interested in
the tacking possibilities are cautioned
that failure to oppose the application
may result in an unrestricted grant of
authority, No duplicate authority Is
sought. The purpose of this republica-
tion is to redescribe the authority sought.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap-
plicant requests it be held at Omaha,
Nebr. /

No. MC 124606 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: FORD
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1389 South Third
Street, Memphis, TN 38106. Applicant’s
representative: A, Doyle Cloud, Jr.
2008 Clark Tower, 5100 Poplar Avenue,
Memphis, TN 38137. Authority sought t0
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operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except
classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and commodities
requiring special equipment), befween
Memphis, Tenn., and Clarksville, Tenn.;
From Memphis over Interstate Highway
40 to its junction with U.S. Highway 70,
northeast of Jackson, Tenn., thence over
U.S. Highway 70 to Huntingdon, Tenn.,
thence over Tennessee Highway 22 to
McKenzie, Tenn., thence over U.S. High-
way 79 to Clarksville, Tenn., and return
over the same route, serving no inter-
mediate points. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 124879 (Sub-No. 50), filed
March 20, 1972. Applicant: C. R. ENG-
LAND & SONS, INC., 975 West 2100
South, Salt Lake City, UT 84119. Appli-
cant's representative: Daniel B. John-
son, Perpetual Building, Washington,
D.C. 20004. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle
over Iirregular routes, transporting:
Aluminum sheets with plastic impregna-
tion, from Salt Lake City, Utah, to points
in the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii) . Note: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. Applicant
now holds contract carrier authority
under its No. MC 128813 and subs, there-
fore dual operations may be involved.
No duplicating authority is sought. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.,
or Salt Lake City, Utah.

No, MC 124692 (Sub-No. 90), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: SAMMONS
TRUCKING, Post Office Box 1447, Mis-
soula, MT 59801. Applicant’s representa~
tive: Gene P. Johnson, 514 First Na-
tional Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak.
58102. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Wood
fiberboard, faced or finished with decora-
tive or protective material, and acces-
sories and supplies used in the installa-
tion thereof, from Denver, Colo., to
points in Nebraska, Kansas, Wyoming,
Montana, Utah, Idaho, Washington, and
Oregon. NoTe: Applicant states that the
requested authority cannot be tacked
with ifs existing authority. Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Chicago, Ill. or Denver, Colo.

No. MC 125522 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 6, 1972. Applicant: SUNBURY
TRANSPORT, LIMITED, Hoyt, New
Brunswick, Canada. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Francis E. Barrett, Jr., 10 In-
dustrial Park Road, Hingham, MA
02043. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber
and hardwood flooring, (1) from ports of
entry on the international boundary line
between the United States and Canada
locatgd at or near Houlton, Vanceboro,
Calais, Madawaska, Fort Kent, and
Jackman, Maine to points in Delaware,
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Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia; and (2) from ports of
entry on the international boundary line
between the United States and Canada
located at or near Beechers Falls, N.H.;
Norton, Derby Line, Richford, and Swan-
ton, Vt.; Rouses Point, Rooseveltown,
Alexandria Bay, Niagara Falls, and Buf-
falo, N.Y., and Detroit, Mich., to points
in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Georgia, Mi , Indiana, Ohio, and
the District of Columbia, restricted to
traffic originating at Estcourt (Temi-
scouata County), Quebec, Canada. NOTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its existing
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Portland, Maine, or Boston, Mass.

No. MC 125627 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: I & L
TRUCKING, INC. 69 William Street,
Belleville, NJ. Applicant’s representa-
tive: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave-
nue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Carpets, carpeting, lino-
leum, tiling, materials, equipment and
supplies, used or useful in the installa-
tion and sale of carpets, carpeting, lino-
leum, and tiling (except commodities in
bulk), from the Sussman and Spiegel
Distribution Center, at Linden, N.J., to
New York, N.¥Y., points in Nassau, Suf-
folk, Westchester, Orange, Rockland
Counties, N.Y.,, and Fairfield County,
Conn. Nore: If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
New York, N.Y., or Newark, N.J. :

No. MC 125627 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 27, 1972, Applicant: I & L
TRUCKING, INC. 69 William Street,
Belleville, NJ. Applicant’s representa-
tive: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave-
hue, Jersey City, NY 07306. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Wearing apparel, from the
piers in New York Harbor to the facili-
ties of Sussman and and Spiegel, Distri-
bution Center, Inc., Belleville, N.J. NOTE:
Applicant states that the requested au-
thority cannot be tacked with its exist-
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 125813 (Sub-No. 11), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: CRESSLER
TRUCKING, INC., 153 West Orange
Street, Shippensburg, PA 17257. Appli-
cant’s representative: John M. Mussel-
man, 400 North Third Street, Harris-
burg, PA 17108. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) (a) Valves, air separators,
vacuum breakers, thermostatic iraps,
float traps, bucket traps, thermo-disc
traps, temperature regulators, pressure
regulators, water hammer arresters, ex-
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pansion joints, elbows and their fittings
and connectors, vent tees, and distribu-
tion flow tees, (b) components, acces-
sories and parts of plumbing and drain-
age systems, and heating and air con-
ditioning systems, (¢c) pumps and pump
parts, and (d) installation manuals and
advertising materials for the commodi-
ties in parts (a), (b), and (¢) above, be-
tween Shippensburg, Pa., on the one
hand; and, on the other, points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Indiana, Illinois,
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Michigan,
New Hampshire, Ohio, Pennsylvania
(except Philadelphia), Rhode Island,
Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wis-
consin, and the District of Columbia,
and (2) components, accessories and
parts of heating and air conditioning
systems, between Shippensburg, Pa., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in California, Masschusetts, New Jersey,
New York, Oregon, Texas, Washington,
and Philadelphia, Pa. Nore: Common
control may be involved. Applicant
states it would be able to tack at Ship-
pensburg, Pa., or Peru or Indianapolis,
Ind. Persons interested in the tacking
possibilities are cautioned that failure
to oppose the application may result in
an unrestricted grant of authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Harrisburg, Pa.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 126039 (Sub-No. 17), filed
March 29, 1972. Applicant: MORGAN
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC.,
INTL. US. 6 and 15, New Paris,
Ind. 46553. Applicant's representative:
Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber of
Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind.
46204. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Printed
matter and materials, supplies, and
equipment, used or useful in the main-
tenance and operation of printing houses
(except commodities in bulk, in tank
vehicles), between Warsaw, Ind., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Ohio and Kentucky, except Louisville.
Note: Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with
its existing authority. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 64), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: FAST MO-
TOR SERVICE, INC., 12855 Ponderosa
Drive, Palos Heights, IL 60463. Appli-
cant’s representative: Albert A. Andrin,
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, IL
60603. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Non-
Ferrous scrap metals, between points in
Minnesota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla-
homa, Texas, Towa, Missouri, Arkansas,
Louisiana, Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan,
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Missis-
sippi, Alabama, Ohio, Maine, New Hamp-
shire, Vermont, New York, Pennsylvania,
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is-
land, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland,
‘West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida,
under contract with Diversified Metals.
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Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago,
1.

No. MC 126539 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 17, 1972. Applicant: KATUIN
BROS., INC,, 102 Terminal Street, Du-
buque, Iowa 52001. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Carl E. Munson, 469 Fischer
Building, Dubuque, Iowa 52001. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Soy products, from
Gladbrook and Marshalltown, Iowa, to
points in Illinois, Kansas, Minnesota,
Missouri, and Wisconsin. Note: Appli-
cant also holds contract carrier author-
ity, under MC 129135 and subs, therefore
dual operations may be involved. Appli-
cant states that the requested authority
cannot be tacked with its existing author-
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Des
Moines or Cedar Rapids, Towa.

No. MC 126555 (Sub-No. 15), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: UNIVERSAL
TRANSPORT INC., Box 268, Rapid City,
SD. 57701, Mail Post Office Box 100,
Newcastle, WY. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Stockton and ILewis, The 1650
Grant Street Building, Denver, CO 80203.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg-
ular routes, transporting: Bentonite, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Colony, Wyo.,
to Definance, Ohio. Nore: Common con-
trol may be involved. Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Minneapolis, St.
Paul, Minn., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 94), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: HAGEN,
INC., 4120 Floyd Boulevard, Post Office
Box 98, Leeds Station, Sioux City, IA
51108. Applicant’s representative: Joseph
W. Harvey (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg~-
ular routes, transporting: Meats, meat
products  and meat byproducts, dairy
products, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in sections
A, B, and C of appendix I to the report
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except
hides and commodities in bulk), from the
plantsite and storage facilities utilized by
Wilson Certifled Foods, Inc., at or near
Marshall, Mo., to points in Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, and
Washington, restricted to traffic origi-
nating at above origin and destined to
the above named destination States.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Okla-
homa City, Okla., or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 128320 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: ART QUIR-
ING, Coin, Iowa 51636. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Charles J. Kimball, 605
South 14th Street, Post Office Box 82028,
Lincoln, NE 68501. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Candy and confectionaries and re-
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lated advertising, packaging and display,
equipment, supplies and materials, from
Davenport, Iowa, to points in Idaho,
Washington, Oregon, California, Texas,
Florida, and Georgia, under contract
with Lusk Candy Co. NoTte: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
%1 be held at Davenport, Iowa, or Chicago,

No. MC 128633 (Sub-No. 8), filed
March 25, 1972. Applicant: LAUREL
HILL TRUCKING COMPANY, a corpo-
ration, 614 New County Road, Secaucus,
NJ. Applicant’s representative: George A.
Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City,
NJ 07306. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Cop-
per cakes and scrap copper, between
Carteret, N.J., Perth Amboy, N.J., and
Seymour, Conn., under continuing con-
tract with Cities Service Co. NoTE: Ap-
plicant holds common carrier authority
under MC 128058 Sub 3, therefore dual
operations may be involved. Common
control may also be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at New York, N.Y,, or
Newark, N.J.

No. MC 129600 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: POLAR
TRANSPORT, INC. 27 York Avenue,
Randolph, MA 02368. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court
Square, Boston, MA 02108. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs and restaurant
supplies (except in bulk), (a) from Wa-
tertown, Mass., to Los Angeles, Calif,,
Miami, Fla., Atlanta and East Point, Ga.,
Chicago, Ill.,, Arlington, Dallas, and
Houston, Tex., and points in Connecti-
cut, Maine, Maryland, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, and Vermont; and (b)
from New York, N.Y., to Watertown,
Mass., and returned and rejected ship-
ments of the above-described commodi-
ties, from the above-named respective
destination points to the above-named
respective origin point, and pallets, be-
tween Watertown, Mass.,, and Los An-
geles, Calif., Miami, Fla., Atlanta and
East Point, Ga., Chicago, Ill., Arlington,
Dallas, and Houston, Tex., and points in
Connecticut, Maine, Maryland, Michi-
gan, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, and Vermont, un-
der a continuing contract, or contracts,
with Howard Johnson Co., of New York,
N.Y. Norte: If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Boston, Mass.

No. MC 129659 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 31, 1972, Applicant: T-P STOR~
AGE AND LEASING, INC., 4 Colonial
Terrace, Pompton Plains, NJ 07444, Ap-
plicant’s representative: George A, Ol-
sen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, NJ
07306. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Steel
pipe, piling, railway track accessories,
bridge and highway railing, piledrivers,

pile extractors, and parts and materigls
thereof, between points in New Jersey
New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Vermont, New Hampshire,
Maine, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary-
land, Virginia, and the District of Colum-
bia, under contract with L. B. Foster Co.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at New
York, N.Y., or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 129973 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: FIELD MAR-
KETING SERVICES, INC. 825 Third
Avenue, New York, NY 10022, Mailing:
466 Lexington Avenue, 10017, Applicant’s
representative: William J. Lippman, 1819
H Street NW., Suite 960, Washington,
DC 20006. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Books,
educational materials, equipment, and
supplies, for the account of Encyclopae-
dia Britannica, between points in New
Jersey on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Nassau, Suffolk, and
Westchester Counties, N.Y., under con-
tract with Encyclopaedia Britannica.
Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at New York,
N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 133337 (Sub-No. 3), flled
March 22, 1972. Applicant: B & H
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corpora-
tion, 2125 Commercial Street, Waterloo,
JA 50702. Applicant’s representative:
Allen E. Kroblin, Box 5000, Waterloo, TA
50704. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lard-talo,
and shortening, and blends thereof, in
bulk, from Waterloo and Columbus Junc-
tion, Towa, to Austin and Albert Lea,
Minn., and Omaha, Nebr., restricted to
shipments originating at the plantsite
and facilities of the Rath Packing Co.
Norte: Applicant states that no duplicat-
ing authority is being sought. Common
control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Des Moines, Iowa, or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 133780 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: WILLIAM A.
SPARGER, 16501 South Crawford Ave-
nue, Markham, IL 60477. Applicant's
representative: Robert W. Loser, 1001
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi-
anapolis, Ind. 46204, Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dairy products, dip-n-dressing,
fruit juices, and yogurt, from the plant-
site and storage facilities of Sealtest
Foods Division of Kraftco Corp., at Mil-
waukee, Wis., to points in Cook County,
Ill., under continuing contract or con-
tracts with Sealtest Foods Division of
Kraftco Corp. Note: If a hearing IS
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 133977 (Sub-No. 10), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: GENE’S INC,,
302 Maple Lane, Arcanum, OH 45304. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Paul F. Berly,
88 East Broad Street, Columbus, OH
43215, Authority sought to operate as &
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common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Food-
stuffs, in vehicles equipped with mechani-
cal refrigeration (except in bulk, in tank
vehicles) , from Washington Court House,
Ohio, to points in Kansas, Oklahoma,
Texas, Nebraska, Arkansas, Colorado,
and Utah; and (2) refurned, rejecled,
and damaged shipments, of the above-
specified commodities, from the above-
specified destination points to Washing-
ton Court House, Ohio. NoTe: Applicant
states that the requested authority can-
not be tacked with its existing authority.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Columbus,
Ohio.

No. MC 134449 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 20, 1972, Applicant: LESTER V.
MOZNIK, 3753 Grandview Highway,
Burnaby, BC, Canada. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Joseph O. Earp, 411 Lyon
Building, 607 Third Avenue, Seattle, WA
98104. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Kitchen
cabinets, counter tops, and parts thereof,
from ports of entry on the international
boundary line between the United States
and Canada at or near Blaine and
Sumas, Wash., to points in California
(except those in Alameda, San Fran-
cisco, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo,
Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, Sonoma, and
Solano Counties, Calif.), Las Vegas and
Reno, Nev., and Phoenix, Ariz.,, under
contract with Crestwood Kitchens, Ltd.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Seattle,
Wash.

No, MC 134548 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 9, 1972. Applicant: ZENITH
TRANSPORT LTD., 2040 Alpha Ave-
nue, Burnaby 2, BC, Canada. Applicant’s
representative: George R. LaBissoniere,
1424 Washington Building, Seattle,
Wash. 98101. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Paper felt products in rolls, from the
port of entry on the international bound-
ary line between the United States and
Canada at or near Blaine, Wash., to the
plantsite of Nicolet of California, Inc.,
Hollister, Calif. Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tackgd with its existing authority. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 134645 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: LIVESTOCK
SERVICE, INC., 1413 Second Avenue
South, Post Office Box 944, St. Cloud,
MN 56301. Applicant’s representative:
Bruce E: Mitchell, Suite 1600, First Fed-
eral_Bmldjng. Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Au-
t.hor;ty sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts, and of ar-
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses
as described in sections A and C of ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
an@ _786. from the plantsite and storage
facilities of Robel Beef Packers, Inc., at
St. Cloud, Minn,, to points in Connecti-
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cut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Michigan,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Dakota, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Vermont, Wisconsin, and the
District of Columbia, restricted (a)
against the transportation of commodi-
ties in bulk, and hides, and (b) to the
transportation of shipments originating
at the above-named plantsite and stor-
age facilities. Nore: Applicant states
that the requested authority cannot be
tacked with its existing authority. The
purpose of the instant application is to
convert its existing contract authority
issued in No. MC 124071 and No. MC
124071 (Sub-No. 4) to common carrier
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Minneapolis or St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 135095 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 16, 1972. Applicant: SUDDATH
OF SAVANNAH, INC. 5003 Liberty
Parkway, Savannah, GA 31402. Appli-
cant’s representative: Lee Roy Anderson
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household goods, unac-
companied baggage, and personal effects,
between points in Bryan, Bullock, Can-
dler, Chatham, Effingham, Evans, Lib-
erty, Long, Tattnall, and Tombs Counties,
Ga., and is restricted to the transporta-
tion of traffic having a prior or subse-
quent movement in containers beyond the
points authorized, and further restricted
to the performance of pickup and deliv-
ery service in connection with packing,
crating, and containerization or unpack-
ing, uncrating, and decontainerization of
such traffic. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Jacksonville, Fla., or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 135152 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: CASKET
DISTRIBUTORS, INC., Rural Route No.
2, Harrison, Ohio 45030. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Jack B. Josselson, 700 Atlas
Bank Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Uncrated caskets,
casket displays, funeral supplies, and
crated caskets, in mixed loads with un-
crated caskets, from Brookville, Ind., and
Knoxville, Tenn., to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawalii).
Nozk: Applicant states that the requested
authority cannot be tacked with its ex-
isting authority. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington. D.C.

No. MC 135273 filed March 10, 1972,
Applicant: HARRY B. DANIELS, doing
business as DANIELS MOVING AND
STORAGE COMPANY, 2325 North Sin-
ton Road, Colorado Springs, CO 80907.
Applicant’s representative: Truman A,
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street
Building, Denver, CO 80203. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,

- by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,

transporting: Used household goods
restricted to the transportation of traf-
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fic having a prior or subsequent move-
ment in containers and further restricted
to the performance of pickup and deliv-
ery service in connection with packing,
crating, and containerization or un-
packing, uncrating, or decontaineriza-
tion of such traffic, between points in El
Paso, Pueblo, Teller, and Fremont Coun-
ties, Colo. NoTteE: Applicant states that
the requested authority cannot be tacked
with its existing authority. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 135513 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 19, 1972. Applicant: ECHO
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
Post Office Drawer AY, Benson, AZ 85602,
Applicant’s representative: Earl H. Car-
roll, 363 North First Avenue, Phoenix,
AZ 85003. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Ma-
terials, supplies, and equipment used or
useful in mining, milling, and smelting
operations, concentrates and copper
cement, between points in Arizona and
points in Grant and Hidalgo Counties,
N. Mex., as & contract carrier for Phelps
Dodge Corp. Note: Common control may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Phoenix and Tuecson, Ariz.; Silver City,
N. Mex., or El Paso, Tex.

No. MC 135971 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 13, 1972. Applicant: LOGISTEC
CORPORATION, 109 Dalhousie Street,
Quebec City, PQ Canada. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Cement in bulk, from ports
of entry on the international boundary
line between Canada and the United
States located in Maine, to points in
Maine. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Concord, N.H.

No. MC 136008 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 29, 1972, Applicant: JOE BROWN
COMPANY, INC,, 20 Third Street NE.,
Post Office Box 1669, Ardmore, OK 73401.
Applicant’s representative: Rufus H.
Lawson, 106 Bixler Building, Post Office
Box 75124, Oklahoma City, OK 73107.
Authority sought to operate as a com-~
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Crushed
gypsum rock, in bulk, from the plantsite
of Harrison Gypsum Co., near Cement,
in Caddo County, Okla., to Fort Worth
and Dallas, Tex. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Oklahoma City, Okla., or
Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 136013 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: BAKERS-
FIELD EXPRESS, INC. 719 Union
Street, Montebello, CA 90640. Applicant’s
representative: Emnest D. Salm, 3846
Evans Street, Los Angeles, CA 90027. Au-
thority sought to operate as a coniract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Plastic articles,
from Oildale, Calif., to points in Arizona,
Idaho, Nevada, and Utah, under contract
with Mobile Chemical Co., Plastics Divi-
sion. Note: Common control and dual
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operations may be involved. If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Los Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 136089 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 10, 1972. Applicant: WILLIAM
W. WILLIAMS, 507 Cline Avenue, Port
Orchard, WA 98366. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: George Kargianis, 2120 Pacific
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98104. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cleaning and
chemical compounds, in containers, from
Barberton, Ohio, to points in Washington
and Oregon, under contract with Malco
Products, Inc. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 136254 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: HOWARD
SMITH AND GENEVA SMITH, a part-
nership, doing business as ARIZONA
MOBILE HOME MOVERS, 3140 North
Oracle Road, Tucson, AZ 85705. Appli-
cant’s representative: Hugh M. Caldwell,
Jr., Suite 801, 4400 East Broadway,
Tucson, AZ 85711. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Mobile homes, from Hidalgo
County, N. Mex., to points in Arizona.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Fort
Worth, Dallas, or Lubbock, Tex., or
Tucson, Ariz.

No. MC 136296 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 16, 1972, Applicant: ROBBINS
TRANSPORT, INC., 105 College Street,
Post Office Box 37, Auburn, KY 42206.
Applicant’s representative: John M.
Nader, Post Office Box E, Bowling Green,
KY 42101. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Flour,
corn meal, pet foods, animal feeds,
canned meat, canned meat sauces, and
unprocessed grain (except in bulk, in
tank or hopper type vehicles), from
Auburn, Ky., to points in North Dakota,
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla~-
homa, Texas, and points in all States east
thereof; (2) pet foods, canned meat, and
canned meat sauces, from Springfield
and Nashville, Tenn., and New Albany,
Ind.,, to Auburn, Ky.; (3) flour, from
Orlinda and Memphis, Tenn., to Auburn,
Ky.; and (4) materials and supplies (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), used in the
manufacture, sale, and distribution of
flour and corn meal, from points in New
York, Ohio, Tennessee, Illinois, and
Indiana, to Auburn, Ky., restricted to a
transportation service to be performed
under contract with Auburn Roller Mills,
Auburn, Ky. and Buhler Mills, Inc.,
Memphis, Tenn. Note: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 136522 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: SUPER-
MARKET WAREHOUSING COMPANY,
a corporation, Post Office Box 44, New
Brunswick, NJ 08903. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Maxwell A. Howell, 1100 In-
vestment Building, 1511 K Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20005. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Molded pulp egg cartons, plates,
dishes, and trays, from the warehouse of
Supermarket Warehousing Co. at or near
New Brunswick, N.J., to points in the New
York, N.Y., commercial zone and points
in Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester
Counties, N.Y. and Philadelphia, Pa.,
under a continuing contract, or contracts
with Diamond International Corp. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli=
cant requests it be held at New York,
N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 136529, filed March 15, 1972.
Applicant: MISSOURI BEEF EXPRESS,
INC., 630 Amarillo Building, Amarillo,
Tex. 79101. Applicant’s representative:
Donal L. Stern, 530 Univac Building,
Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to
operate as a contraci carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Meats, meat products, meat by~
products, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in sections
A and C of appendix I to the report in
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (a) from
the plantsite and storage facilities of or
used by Missouri Beef Packers, Iac., at
or near Boise, Idaho, to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii); (b) from points in Iilinois,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska,
Missouri, Kansas, Texas, Colorado, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Washington, Ore-
gon, and California, to the plantsite and
storage facilities of or used by Missouri
Beef Packers, Inc., at or near Boise,
Idaho; and (2) such commodities as are
used by meatpackers in the conduct of
their business when destined to and for
use by meatpackers, including machin-
ery, equipment, and supplies, from
points in the United States (except Alas-
ka and Hawaii), to the plantsite and
storage facilities of or used by Missouri
Beef Packers, Inc., at or near Boise,
Idaho. All transportation service here-
under is to be performed under a con-
tinuing contract, or contracts, with Mis-
souri Beef Packers, Inc. NoTe: If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 136530, filed March 16, 1972,
Applicant: NORBET TRUCKING
CORP., 100 Nassau Terminal Road, New
Hyde Park, NY 11040. Applicant's rep-
resentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 705 Mc-
Lachlen Bank Building, 666 Eleventh
Street NW., Washington, DC 20001. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar-
ticles, coated and uncoated, and mate-
rials, equipment, and supplies (except
commodities in bulk) used in the manu-
facture, distribution, and production of
iron and steel articles, between New Hyde
Park, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Maine, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Rhode Island, Ohio, New York, New Jer-
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia. Restrictions: (1) The above
authority is restricted to traffic originat-
ing at or destined to the facilities of

American Strip Steel, Inc., at New Hyde
Park, N.Y., and (2) the above authority
is restricted to the transportation of traf-
fic moving under continuing contract or
contracts with American Strip Steel,
Inc., New Hyde Park, N.¥. NoTe: The
applicant states that the applicant g
commonly controlled with the shipper
and the purpose of this application is to
substitute the commonly controlled con-
tract carrier for private carriage. If g
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 136532, filed March 13, 1972,
Applicant: LOYD SIMPSON, doing busi-
ness as LOYD SIMPSON TRUCKING,
125 Houston Street, Durant, OK 74701,
Applicant’s representative: Jenese Simp-
son (same address as applicant) . Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Nursery pots and
sleeves, from Leominster, Mass.; Newark,
N.J.; and Troup, Tex.; and points in
Florida to San Francisco, Calif. Nore: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
re;xluests it be held at San Francisco,
Calif.

No. MC 136548 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 27, 19§2. Applicant: G. M. 8.
TRUCKING CORPORATION, 246-17 57
Drive Douglaston, NY 11362. Appli-
cant’s representative: Norman J. Berg-
man, 11 West 42d Street, New York, NY
10036. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Textiles
and yarn, between the New York, N.Y,,
commercial zone, Hicksville and Bay
Shore, N.Y., on the one hand, and on the
other, Linden, N.J., under contract with
Widder Bros. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 136570, filed March 20, 1972.
Applicant: BARNETT BROS., INC., Post
Office Box 532, Henderson, KY 42420. Ap-
plicant’s representative: George M. Caf-
lett, 703-706 McClure Building, Frank-
fort, Ky. 40601, Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Precast and prestressed concrete prod-
ucts, from the plantsite of Nelson Con-
crete Products, Inc., at or near Centralia,
111, to points in Missouri, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Ohio, Tennessee, and Michigan.
Noze: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Spring-
field, Ill,, Evansville, Ind., or Louisville,
Ky. :

No. MC 136571, filed March 27, 1972.
Applicant: HAROLD H. TRICE, 2700
Lyle, Waco, TX 76708. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: John E. McKelvey, 109 North
Main Street, Electra, TX 76360. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Passenger auto-
mobiles and pickups, in secondary move-
ment, from points in the continental
United States (excluding Alaska and Ha-
waii) to Killeen, Bell County, Tex. NOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Fort Wor'th'
Dallas, or Waco, Tex., or Oklahoma City,
Okla. '
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No. MC 136574, filed March 31, 1972,
Applicant: B & P REFRIGERATED
LINES, INC., 301 East Greenwood, La
Habra, CA 90631, Applicant’s representa~
tive: Walter T. Evans, 615 Perpetual
Building, 1111 E Street NW., Washing-
ton, DC 20004. Authority sought to
operate as a coniract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Food, food products, and jood prepa-
rations (except commodities in bulk,
frozen foods, canned goods, meats, meat
products, and meat byproducts) in her-
metically sealed containers in vehicles
equipped with mechanical refrigeration
from the plantsites and warehouse facil~
ities of Avoset Food Corp. at (1) Gus-
tine, Calif., to points in Alabama, Ar-
kansas, Arizona, Colorado, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, In-
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Pennsylavania, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and (2) Washington
Court House, Ohio, to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
ida, George, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kentucky, Kansas, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Louisiana, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, North Da-
kota, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia,
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, restricted to shipments
originating at the plantsites and ware-
house facilities of Avoset Food Corp. at
Gustine, Calif., and Washington Court
House, Ohio, and to a transportation
service to be performed under a contin-
uing contract or contracts with. Avoset
Food Corp. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at San Francisco, Calif,

No. MC 136585, filed March 23, 1972.
Applicant: BUD COFER, 4102 Creekside
Avenue, Toledo, OH 43612. Applicant’s
representative; Earl N. Merwin, 85 East
Gay Street, Columbus, OH 43215. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
Toutes, transporting: Hides, between
points in Lucas County, Ohio, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Con-
necticut, Georgia, Kentucky, Illinois,
Indiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin,
under contract with A. Mindel & Son, Inc.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Colum-
bus, Ohio,

NO_. MC 136597, filed March 27, 1972.
Applicant: WEST KENTUCKY MOTOR
EXPRESS, INC., 112 North Sequoia
Drive, Springfield, TN 37172. Applicant’s

FEDERAL

NOTICES

representative: Walter Harwood, 1822
Parkway Towers, Nashville, Tenn. 37219,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg-
ular routes, transporting: General com-
modities (except household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, classes A and B
explosives, commodities in bulk, those of
unusual value and those requiring special
equipment), (1) between Nashville,
Tenn., and Paducah, Ky., from Nashville,
over U.S. Highway 41-A to Hopkinsville,
Ky., thence over Kentucky Highway 91 to
Princeton, Ky., thence over U.S. High-
way 62 to Paducah, Ky., and return over
the same route, serving all intermediate
points in Kentucky west of the Tennes-
see River, but excluding service at any
point in Indiana; (2) between Clarks-
ville, Tenn., and Paducah, Ky. from
Clarksville over U.S. Highway 79 to junc~
tion with Tennessee Highway 119, thence
over Tennessee Highway 119 to the Ten-
nessee-Kentucky State line, thence over
Kentucky Highway 121 to Mayfield, Ky.,
thence over U.S. Highway 45 to Paducah,
Ky., and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points in Ken-
tucky, and serving Clarksville, Tenn., for
joinder only, and excluding service at
any point in Indiana; (3) between Mur-
ray, Ky. and Calvert City, Ky. from
Murray over Kentucky Highway 641 to
junction with U.S. Highway 68, thence
over U.S. Highway 68 to junction with
Kentucky Highway 95, thence over Ken-
tucky Highway 95 to Calvert City, Ky.,
and return over same route, serving all
intermediate points; (4) between Hop-
kinsville, Ky., and Hardin, Ky., from
Hopkinsville over U.S. Highway 68 to
junction with EKentucky Highway 80,
thence over Kentucky Highway 80 to
Hardin, Ky., and return over the same
route, serving no intermediate points,
and serving Hopkinsville for joinder only.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Paducah.
Ky.

No. MC 136598, filed March 25, 1972.
Applicant: TRANSPORT EDDY VEIL-
LEUX LTEE,, 760 Salaberry Street, Ville
de Laval, PQ, Canada. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Lumber products, from the ports of
entry on the international boundary be-
tween the United States and Canada lo-
cated at or near Champlain, N.Y,, High-
gate Springs, and Derby Line, Vt., to
points in New York, Vermont, Maine,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, Penn-
sylvania, Ohio, and Michigan. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Montpelier, Vt., or
Albany, N.Y.

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 176), filed
March 23, 1972. Applicant: GREY-
HOUND LINES, INC., 1400 West Third
Street, Cleveland, OH 44113. Applicant’s
representative: Barrett Elkins (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular and irregular routes,

8505

transporting: (A) Regular routes: Pas-
sengers and their baggage and express
and newspapers in the same vehicle with
passengers, (1) between Cincinnati,
Ohio, and Richmond, Ind., serving all in-
termediate points: From Cincinnati,
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 127 to Hamil-
ton, Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway
129 to its junction with U.S. Highway 27
at Millville, Ohio, thence over U.S. High-
way 27 to Richmond, Ind., and return
over the same route; (2) between speci-
fied points in Maine as alternafe route
for operating convenience only serving
no intermediate points as follows: (a)
From the junction of U.S. Highway 1
and Maine Highway 109 over Maine
Highway 109 to the junction of Inter-
state Highway 95 (Maine Turnpike—In-
terchange No. 2) and return over the
same route; (b) from the junction of
U.S. Highway 1 and Maine Highway 35
over Maine Highway 35 to the junction
of Interstate Highway 95 (Maine Turn-
pike—Interchange No. 3) and return
over the same route; and (¢) from the
junction of U.S. Highway 1 and Maine
Highway 111 over Maine Highway 111 to
the junction of Interstate Highway 95
(Maine Turnpike—Interchange No. 4)
and return over the same route; and (3)
over Interstate Highway 270 (Columbus,
Ohio, Circumferential Highway), in its
entirety, encompassing Columbus, Ohio,
constructed for bypass purposes, with
the right of access and egress to and
from all interchanges on Interstate
Highway 270 to and from all authorized
routes to and through Columbus, Ohio as
an alternate route for operating conven-
ience only, and (B) irregular routes:
Passengers and their baggage, in one-
way and round-trip charter operations,
originating at points on Route 1 de-
sceribed in Item A above and extending
to points in the United States, including
Alaska, but excluding Hawalii. Nore: If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Cincinnati, Ohio.

No. MC 111504 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 15, 1972. Applicant: STARR
TRANSIT CO. INC., 2531 East

State St. Extension, Trenton, NJ 08619.
Applicant’s representative: Charles J.
Williams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark,
NJ 07102. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, in special operations, in round-trip
sightseeing and pleasure tours, (1) be-
ginning and ending at points in Bucks
County, Pa., on and east of Pennsylvania
Highway 263 and on and south of U.S.
Highway 202 (except Langhorne, Pa.,
and points within 3 miles of Philadel-
phia, Pa.) and extending to points in
the United States (including Alaska but
excluding points in Hawaii, Connecticut,
Delaware, Florida, Louisiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia,
and the District of Columbia, and (2)
beginning and ending at points in Mer-
cer County, N.J., and extending to points
in the United States (including Alaska
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but excluding points in Hawali, New
York, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine,
Florida, and the District of Columbia.
Note: Applicant states it seeks no dupli-
cating authority and will accept a re-
striction to that effect. By the instant
application, it merely seeks to enlarge
the destination territory it now serves in
special operations, in round-trip sight-
seeing and pleasure tours, from the same
origin areas it is now authorized to serve,
It is also an authorized contract carrier
operating under MC 129525 and subs.
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Trenton, N.J.

No. MC 115116 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 16, 1972. Applicant: SUBURBAN
TRANSIT CORP., 750 Somerset Street,
New Brunswick, NJ 08901. Applicant’s
representative: Michael J. Marzano, 17
Academy Street, Newark, NJ 07102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, and express and news-
papers in the same vehicle with passen-
gers, between Trenton, N.J., and
Hightstown, N.J.; from Trenton, N.J.,
over New Jersey Highway 33 to its junc-
tion with County Highway 526 in Wash-
ington Township, N.J., thence over
County Highway 526 to its junction with
County Highway 539 in Allentown, N.J.,
thence over County Highway 539 to
Hightstown, N.J.,, and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points. Nore: Applicant states it pro-
poses to provide service to and from New
York, N.Y., by joining the proposed route
with its existing authorized routes. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Newark, N.J.

No. MC 125021 (Sub-No. 2), filed Feb-
ruary 28, 1992. Applicant: BOISE-
WINNEMUCCA STATES, INC., 1105 La
Pointe, Boise, ID 83705. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Shirley Achabal (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought fo
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers, aliens, from Malheur,
Baker County, Oreg., and points below
the Salmon River to points in California
under contract with U.S. Department of
Immigration and Naturalization. NoTE:
Applicant presently holds common car-
rier passenger operations under MC
52334, If a hearing is deemed recessary,
applicant requests it be held at Boise,
Idaho.

No. MC 129646 (Sub-No. 5), filed
April 3, 1972. Applicant: SEAWAY
COACH LINES, INC. 28 North Perry
Square, Erie, PA 16501. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: S. Harrison Kahn, 733 In-
vestment Building, Washington, D.C.
20005, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers and their baggage in the same ve-
hicle with passengers, in special
operations, in round trip sightseeing and

pleasure tours, beginning and ending at
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points in Erie County, Pa., and extending
to points in the United States, including
Alaska (but excluding Hawaii). NoOTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Erie, Pa.

No. MC 136424 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb-
ruary 23, 1972. Applicant: SIDNEY
NICHOLAS AND EVELYN P. NICHO-
LAS a partnership, doing business as
LANDTREK, 2557 Laurel Pass, Los An-
geles, CA 90046. Applicant’s representa-
tive: (John R. Simon), Cox, Castle,
Nicholson, and Weekes, 1800 Century
Park East, Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA
90067, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers and their baggage in the same ve-
hicle with passengers, in special
operations, beginning and ending in Los
Angeles, Calif., and extending to points
in the United States (including Alaska,
but excluding Hawaii). NoTe: Applicant
states the operation proposes low cost
camping treks, with applicant supplying
all necessary camping equipment. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Los Angeles, San
grs;._r}cisco, San Diego, or Sacramento,

alif,

APPLICATION FOR WATER CARRIER

No. W-630 (Sub-No. 38) (Correction),
A, L. MECHLING BARGE LINES INC.
Extension—COASTWISE, filed March 30,
1972, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
issue of April 21, 1972, and republished
in part as corrected this issue. Applicant:
A. L. MECHLING BARGE LINES, INC.,
51 North Desplaines Street, Joliet, IL
60431, Applicant’s representative: S. S.
Eisen, 370 Lexington Avenue, New York,
NY 10017. Nore: The purpose of this par-
tial republication is to show the correct
origin as Atlantic Coast in lieu of “At-
lanta Coast”, which was erroneously
published. The rest of the application
remains as previously published.

APPLICATIONS IN WHICH HANDLING WITH-
oUT ORAL HEARING HAS BEEN REQUESTED

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 798), filed
March 27, 1972. Applicant: REFRIG-
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post
Office Box 308, Forest Park, GA 30050.
Applicant’s representative: Paul M.
Daniell, Post Office Box 872, Atlanta, GA
30301. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Articles
distributed by meat packinghouses as
described in section C of appendix I to
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766
when transported in the same vehicle and
at the same time with meats, meat prod-
ucts, and meat byproducts (now au-
thorized), from the plantsite of Oscar
Mayer & Co. at Madison, Wis., to points
in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee,
restricted to traffic originating at and
destined to the points named. NoTe: Dual
operations and common control may be
involved. Applicant states that the re-
quested authority cannot be tacked with

its existing authority.

APPLICATION FOR A POSTAL CERTIFICATE

Interstate Commerce Commission, No,
MC-137014 (Notice of Filing an Applicg-
tion for a Postal Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity), filed Janu-
ary 18, 1972. Applicant: DEWITT
TRANSFER AND STORAGE COM-
PANY, a California corporation, 6060
North Figueroa Street, Los Angeles, CA
90042. Applicant's representative: Alan
F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K Street NWw,
Washington, DC 20006. By application
filed January 18, 1972, applicant seeks
a Postal Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity to transport Mail between
the following points: (1) Los Angeles,
Calif., Las Vegas, Nev., and Salt Lake
City, Utah; (2) Phoenix, Ariz, Yuma,
Ariz., and Indio, Calif., and Los Angeles,
Calif.; (3) Los Angeles, Calif., and Pasa-
dena, Calif.; (4) Los Angeles, Long
Beach, Wilmington, San Pedro, Harbor
City, Lakewood, Paramount, Bellflower,
Lomita, and Artesia, Calif.; (5) Los
Angeles, Calif.,, and San Bernardino,
Calif.; (6) Oakland, San Jose, Salinas,
San Luis Obispo, Santa Maria, Ventura,
and Los Angeles, Calif.; (7) Paramount,
Los Angeles, and Van Nuys, Calif. Ap-
pended to the application are copies of
seven postal contracts held by applicant
which are apparently in effect on July 1,
1971, the critical ‘‘grandfather” date:
Route No. 90090 relating to service be-
tween Los Angeles (TA), Calif., to Salt
Lake City (Annex), Utah; Route No.
85221 (formerly route No. 85241) relating
to service between Phoenix and Los
Angeles (Calif.), Cheli Term; Route No.
90027 relating to service between Los
Angeles and Pasadena; Route No. 90710
relating to service between Los Angeles,
Long Beach, Lomita, and Artesia; Route
No. 90026 relating to service between Los
Angeles and San Bernardino; Route No.
907RJ relating to service at Paramount,
Calif.; Route No. 94522 relating to service
between the Oakland Post Office and Los
Angeles (Cheli), and Contract No. 1015
relating to temporary mail messenger
service from Paramount, Calif., to Van
Nuys, Cheli Term., and Los Angeles,
Applicant holds motor carrier authority
in No. MC-93734 and states that appli-
cant’s president is sole owner of Short's
Van & Storage, No. MC-135593 TA.

Any interested person desiring to
oppose the application may file with this
Commission, an original and one copy of
his written representations, views, or
arguments in opposition to the applica-
tion within 30 days from the date of this
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A
copy of each such pleading should be
served upon applicant’s representative.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6360 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]

REGISTER, VOL, 37, NO. 82—THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1972




[ Notice 56]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

Apr1v 19, 1972,

The following are notices of filing of
applications* for temporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49
CFR Part 1131), published in the Fep-
grAL REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965,
effective July 1, 1965. These rules pro-
vide that protests to the granting of an
application must be filed with the field
official named in the FEDERAL REGISTER
publication, within 15 calendar days after
the date of notice of the filing of the ap-
plication is published in the FEDERAL
RecisTER. One copy of such protests must
be served on the applicant, or its au-
thorized representative, if any, and the
protest must certify that such service
has been made. The protests must be
specific as to the service which such pro-
testant can and will offer, and must con-
sist of a signed original and six copies.

A copy-of the application is on file, and
can be examined at the Office of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MoTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 2153 (Sub-No. 44 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: MIDWEST
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC,, Box 1058, 1205
Front Avenue, Bismarck, ND 58501. Ap-
plicant’s representative: F. J. Smith,
Suite 221, MDU Office Building, Bis-
marck, N, Dak. 58501. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, and except dangerous
explosives, household goods as defined in
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com-
modities in bulk and commodities re-
quiring special equipment), from (1)
Beach, N. Dak,, to Glendive, Mont., serv-
ing the intermediate point of Wibaux,
Mont,, over U.S. Highway No. 10 and
I-94; (2) Wilton, N. Dak., to Mercer,
N, Dak., and North Dakota Highway No.
41; thence to Bowdon, N. Dak., over
North Dakota Highway No. 7, serving the
intermediate points of MecClusky, Den-
hoff, Goodrich, Hurdsfield, and Chase-~
ley, N. Dak.: (3) Hurdsfield, N. Dak., to
Steele, N. Dak., over North Dakota High-
Wways Nos. 7 and 3, serving the inter-
mediate point of Tuttle, and return over
the same routes, for 180 days. NOTE:
Tacking said routes, and return routes
to existing operating authorities under
MC-2153 and subs. Supported by: There
are approximately 118 statements of
Support attached to the application,

which may be examined here at the
—— e T s

'Except as otherwise s
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Interstate Commerce Commission in
Washington, D.C., or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field office
named below. Send protests to: J. H.
Ambs, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis~
sion, Post Office Box 2340, Fargo, N, Dak.
58102.

No. MC 19778 (Sub-No. 79 TA), filed
March 31, 1972, Applicant: MILWAU-
KEE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION
COMPANY, 516 West Jackson Boulevard,
Room 508, Chicago IL 60606. Applicant’s
representative: R. H. Tietz (same ad-
dress as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except com-
modities unsafe for highway transporta-
tion), (1) between Harlowton, Bozeman,
Miles City, and Three Forks, Mont., on
the one hand, and, on the other, Billings,
Mont.; (a) from Harlowton, Mont., over
U.S. Highway 12 to junction of U.S.
Highway 12 and Montana Highway 3,
thence over Montana Highway 3 to Bill-
ings, Mont., and return over the same
route; (b) from Three Forks, Mont., over
Interstate Highway 90, and U.S. High-
way 10 to Bozeman, Mont., thence over
Interstate Highway 90 and U.S. Highway
10 to Billings, Mont., and return over the
same route; and (¢) from Miles City,
Mont., over Interstate Highway 94 and
U.S. Highway 10 to Billings, Mont., and
return over the same route, for 120 days.
Supporting shipper: G. H. Kronberg,
Vice President, Traffic, Chicago, Mil-
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co.,
516 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
IL 60606. Send protests to: District Su-
pervisor Wm. J. Gray, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Everett McKinley Dirksen Build-
ing, 219 South Dearborn Streef, Room
1086, Chicago, IL 60604.

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 224 TA), filed
March 31, 1972. Applicant: ERICKSON
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 2105
East Dale Street, Box 31880, Springfield,
MO 65804. Applicant’s representative:
LeRoy Smith (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Choline
chloride, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Kansas City, Kans., to Soso, Miss.,
Gainesville, Ga., and Danville, Ark., for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Thomp-
son-Hayward Chemical Co., 5200 Speak-
er Road, Kansas City, KS 66110. Send
protests to: John V. Barry, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 1100 Federal
Office Building, 911 Walnut Street, Kan-
sas City, MO 64106,

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 46 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: M. BRUEN-
GER & CO,, INC,, 6330 North Broadway,
Wichita, KS 67219. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Lester C. Arvin, 814 Century
Plaza Building, Wichita, Kans. 67202.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such merchandise
as is dealt with in wholesale, retail, and
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chain grocery and food business houses
and in connection therewith, equipment,
materials, and supplies used in the-con-~
duct of such business, between points
within a 100-mile radius of Wichita,
Kans., on the one hand, and on the other,
Denver, Colo.; Chicago and Peoria, Ill.;
Fort Wayne and Indianapolis, Ind.; Des
Moines, Iowa; New Orleans, La.; Min-
neapolis, Minn.; Kansas City and St.
Louis, Mo.; Omaha, Nebr.; Fargo, N.
Dak.; Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla.;
Memphis, Tenn.; Dallas, Fort Worth, and
Houston, Tex.; and Milwaukee, Wis.; for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Consoli-
dated American Industries, Inc., 622 East
Third Street, Wichita, KS 67202. Send
protests to: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, M, E, Taylor, District Supervi-
sor, 501 Petroleum Building, Bureau of
Operations, Wichita, Kans. 67202.

No. MC 119422 (Sub-No. 52 TA), filed
Avpril 3, 1972, Applicant: EE-JAY MO-
TOR TRANSPORT, 15th and Lincoln,
East St. Louis, I1l. 62204, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Ernest A, Brooks II, 1301-02
Ambassador Building, St. Louis, Mo.
63101. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Polyeth-
ylene plastic granules, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from East St. Louis, Ill, to
points in Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, Mis-
souri, Indiana, Ohio, Tennessee, and
Kentucky, restricted to shipments hav-
ing a prior movement by rail, for 150
days. Supporting shipper: John J. Noone,
Manager, Domestic Traffic, Celanese
Corp., 245 Park Avenue, New York, NY
10017. Send protests to: Harold C. Jolliff,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
325 West Adams Street, Room 4786,
Springfield, IL 62704.

No. MC 119489 (Sub-No. 26 TA), filed
March 31, 1972, Applicant: PAUL AB-
LER, doing business as CENTRAL
TRANSPORT COMPANY, Post Office
Box 249, Norfolk, NE 68701. Applicant’s
representative: L. Agnew Myers, Jr., 1122
Warner Building, Washington, D.C.
20004. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Chemicals
and fertilizers, from North Bend, Ran-
dolph, and Wakefield, Nebr., to points in
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, and
South Dakota, for 150 days. Supporting
shipper: Terra Chemicals International,
Inc., Post Office Box 1828, Sioux City,
IA 51101, Send protests to: Carroll Rus-
sell, District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, 711 Federal Office Building,
Omaha, Nebr. 68102.

No. MC 119493 (Sub-No. 92 TA),
filed March 31, 1972. Applicant: MON-
KEM COMPANY, INC., West 20th Street
Road, Post Office Box 1196, Joplin, MO
64801. Applicant’s representative: Ray F.
Kempt (same address as aboye) . Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Weed killing com-
pounds (herbicides) in containers, from
Military, Kans., to points in North
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Dakota, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Gulf Oil Co., US. Post Office Box
2100, Houston, TX T77001. Send protests
to: John V. Barry, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 1100° Federal Office
Building, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas
City, MO 64106.

No. MC 124383 (Sub-No. 11 TA),
filed April 4, 1972. Applicant: STAR
LINE TRUCKING CORPORATION,
18460 West Lincoln Avenue, New Berlin,
WI 53151. Applicant’s representative:
Frank M. Coyne, 1 West Main Streetf,
Madison, WI 53703. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Crushed lime in bulk, from Eden
and Knowles, Wis., to Chicago, I1l., and
Gary and Burns Harbor, Ind., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Western Lime
and Cement Co., 125 East Wells Street,
Milwaukee, WI 53202 (V. F. Nast III, Vice
President). Send protests to: District
Supervisor Lyle D. Helfer, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op-
erations, 135 West Wells Street, Room
807, Milwaukee, WI 53203.

No. MC 124735 (Sub-No. 14 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: R. C. KER-
CHEVAL, JR., 2201 Sixth Avenue, South,
Seattle, WA 98134. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Joseph O. Earp, 411 Lyon
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98104, Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Parts of mobile homes and
utility trailers, automotive springs, Sus-
pensions and parts thereof, brake drums,
brake assemblies and parts thereof, tail-
gate hoists and parts thereof, wheels and
wheel attaching parts, and parts for
motor vehicle chassis and motor vehicle
undercarriage, from Detroit, Wyandotte,
Romulus, Jackson, and Lansing, Mich.;
Elkhart, Mishawaka, and Winnemac,
Ind.; Cleveland and Akron, Ohio; Rock-
ford, Quincy, Chicago, Ridge, and Mun-
delien, Ill.; Tonawanda, N.Y.; Des Moines
and Armstrong, Iowa; and Newton,
Kans., to Boise, Idaho, and Salt Lake
City, Utah, under a continuing contract
with Henderson Rim and Wheel, of Salt
Lake City, Utah, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Henderson Rim and Wheel,
1825 South Second West, Salt Lake City,
UT 84115. Send protests to: E. J. Casey,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, 6130 Arcade Building, Seattle,
Wash, 98101.

No MC 136279 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed
March 24, 1972. Applicant: J, H. WARE,
Post Office Box 398, Fulton, MO 65251.
Applicant’s representative: Dale E. Spor-
teder, Central Trust Building, Jefferson
City, Mo. 65101. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Fresh meat, in carcasses and part car-
casses and boxed meat, restricted to traf-
fic originating at the plantsite and/or
warehouse of Dugdale Packing Co., St.
Joseph, Mo., to points in Illinois, Indiana,
Virginia, South Carolina, Massachusetts,
and New Hampshire, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Dugdale Packing Co.,
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Post Office Box 697, St. Joseph, MO 64502,
Send protests to: Vernon V. Coble, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1100
Federal Office Building, 911 Walnut
Street, Kansas City, MO 64106.

No. MC 136476 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: TRANSPORT
WEST, INC, 2115 Birchwood, Eugene,
OR 97401. Applicant’s representative:
Gene E. Cook (same address as above).
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: 60-foot re-
inforcing steel, from McMinnville, Oreg.,
to San Jose, Calif., for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: Cascade Steel Rolling Mills,
Inc., Post Office Box 687, 3200 North
Highway 99W, McMinnville, OR 97128.
Send protests to: A. E. Odoms, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 450 Mult-
nomah Building, Portland, Oreg. 97204.

No. MC 136564 TA, filed March 30,
1972. Applicant: SHIPPERS LEASING,
INC., 870 North First Street, San Jose,
CA 95112. Applicant’s representative:
Martin J. Rosen, 140 Montgomery Street,
San Francisco, CA 94104. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Office supplies, equip-
ment, accessories, and related articles
manufactured by Globe-Weis Systems
Co., other than furniture, from Wauseon,
Ohio, to Presno, Calif., with intermedi-
ate points at Springfield, Il1., Springfield,
Mo., Oklahoma City, Okla., Austin, Tex.,
Albuquerque, N. Mex., Phoenix, Ariz,, Los
Angeles, Calif., St. Louis, and Kansas
City, Mo., Denver, Colo., Salt Lake City,
Utah; Reno, Nev,, Sacramento, Stockton,
San Francisco and San Jose, Calif., Chi-
cago, Ill., Des Moines, Towa; Lincoln,
Nebr., Cheyenne, Wyo., Boise, Idaho;
Olympia and Seattle, Wash., Portland
and Auburn, Oreg., and Redding, Calif.;
and (2) office supplies, equipment and
accessories, other than furniture, from
Fresno, Calif.,, to Wauseon, Ohio, with
intermediate points at Reno, Nev., Salt
Lake City, Utah; Denver, Colo., Omaha,
Nebr., Chicago, IIl., Cheyenne, Wyo.,
Grand Island and Lincoln, Nebr., Kan-
sas City, Mo., Indianapolis, Ind., Los An-
geles, Calif., Phoenix, Ariz., Albuquerque,
N. Mex., Amarillo, Tex., Oklahoma City,
Okla., and Springfield, I11., for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Globe-Weis Systems
Co., Sheller-Glohe Corp., Wauseon, Ohio.
Send protests to: Claud W. Reeves, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 450
Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San
Francisco, CA 94102,

No. MC 136567 TA, filed March 30,
1972. "Applicant: McGRATH INTRA-
STATE TRUCKING, INC., Rural Deliv-
ery 1, Box 169, Medford, NJ 08055.
Applicant’s representative: Raymond A.
Thistle, Jr., Suite 1012, Four Penn Cen-
ter Plaza, Philadelphia, PA 19103. Au-
thority sought to operate as a coniract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of wunusual value,
classes A and B explosives, household

goods as defined by the Commission
commodities in bulk, commodities requir.
ing special equipment, and those in-
jurious to or contaminating of other
lading), from the warehouse of Willis
Warehousing Co., in Moorestown Town-
ship, Burlington County, N.J., to points
in Fairfield, Middlesex, and New Haven
Counties, Conn., Delaware, Marylang,
New York, Pennsylvania, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and return of pallets
used to transport said commodities,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Willis Warehousing Co., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Willis Ware-
housing Co., 550 Glen Avenue, Moores-
town, NJ 08057. Send protests to: Rich-
ard M. Regan, District Supervisor, In-
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau
of Operations, 428 East State Street,
Room 204, Trenton, NJ 08608.

No. MC 136568 TA, filed March 31,
1972. Applicant: MISSISSIPPI MOVING
& STORAGE COMPANY, 5570 North
McRaven Road, Jackson, MS. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Used household goods, as
defined by the Commission, and unac-
companied baggage and personal effects,
between Jackson and Meridian, Miss., on
thé one hand, and, on the other, points
in Clarke, Copiah, Hinds, Issaquena,
Jasper, Kemper, Lauderdale, Lecake,
Madison, Neshoba, Newton, Rankin,
Scott, Sharkey, Simpson, Smith, Warren,
and Yazoo Counties, Miss.,, and Choc-
taw, Greene, Hale, Marengo, and Sumter
Counties, Ala., restricted to the trans-
portation of trafiic having a prior or sub-
sequent movement in containers, except
as to unaccompanied baggage and per-
sonal effects, beyond the points author-
ized, and further restricted to the per-
formance of pickup and delivery service
in connection with packing, crating, and
containerization, or unpacking, uncrat-
ing, and decontainerization of such traf-
fic, for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Department of the Army, Office of the
Judge Advocate General, Washington,
D.C. 20310. Send protests to: Alan C.
Tarrant, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op-
erations, Room 212, 145 East Amite
Building, Jackson, Miss. 39201.

No. MC 136576 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
April 4, 1972. Applicant: ARMSTRONG
TRANSFER & STORAGE COMPANY,
INC., 6500 South Washington Street,
Box 1860, Amarillo, TX 79105, Appli-
cant’s representative: Boyce Cairnes
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Telephone equipment,
material, and supplies, including tools
used in construction and maintenance
of telephone system and communication,
between Amarillo, Tex., and points In
the counties of Dallam, Sherman, Hans-
ford, Ochiltree, Lipscomb, Hartley,
Moore, Hutchinson, Roberts, Hemphill,
Oldham, Potter, Carson, Gray, Wheeler,
Deaf Smith, Randall, Armstrong, Don-
ley, Collingsworth, Parmer, Castro,
Swisher, and Briscoe, Tex., for 180 days.
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supporting shipper: D. L. Hansen, Resl-
dent Transportation Manager, Western
Electric, 1111 Woods Mill Road, Ball-
win, MO 63011. Send protests to: Haskell
E. Ballard, District Supervisor, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, Box H-4395 Herring Plaza,
Amarillo, TX 79101.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] RoBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-6366 Filed 4-26-72;8:456 am]

[Notice 57]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

AprIL 20, 1972.

The following are notices of filing of
applications* for temporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49
CFR Part 1131), published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965,
effective July 1, 1965. These rules provide
that protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be filed with the field official
named in the FEpERAL REGISTER publica~
tion within 15 calendar days after the
date of notice of the filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FeEpeEraL REGIS-
TER. One copy of such protests must be
served on the applicant, or its authorized
representative, if any, and the protests
must certify that such service has been
made. The protests must be specific as to
the service which such protestant can
and will offer, and must consist of a
signed original and six copies.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MoToR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 223 TA), filed
April 5, 1972. Applicant: RYDER
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road,
Post Office Box 2408, Jacksonville, FL
32203. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis-
slon, commodities in bulk, and those re-
quiring special equipment), serving the
plantsite of the United Gas Pipe Line
Co., located near Erath, La., as an off-
route point in connection with existing
regular routes between Housivon, Tex.,
and New Orleans, La., for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: United Gas Pipe Line
Co., Shreveport, La. Send protests to:
District Supervisor G. H. Fauss, Jr., Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
e

Except as otherwise specifically noted,
;i‘ch applicant (on applications filed after
‘ar. 27, 1072) states that there will be no
Significant effect on the quality of the hu-

man environment resultin from approval
of its application, . o
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Commission, Box 35008, 400 West Bay
Street, Jacksonville, FL. 32202.

No. MC 30144 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed
April 7, 1972. Applicant: GEORGE W.
JEWETT & SON, INC. Route No. 5,
Cornish, East Baldwin, ME 04020. Au-
thority sought to operate as a coniract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dairy products, in
vehicles equipped with mechanical re-
frigeration, between the plantsite of
H. P. Hood & Sons at Agawam, Mass., on
the one hand, and, on the other, at New-
port, Maine, under a continuing contract
or contracts with H. P. Hood & Sons,
of Portland, Maine, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: H. P. Hood & Sons, 349
Park Avenue, Portland, ME 04104. Send
protests to: District Supervisor Donald
G. Weiler, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
307, 76 Pearl Street, Post Office Box 167,
PSS, Portland, ME 04112.

No. MC 30944 (Sub-No. 398 TA), filed
April 5, 1972. Applicant: KROBLIN RE-
FRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125
Commercial Street, Post Office Box 5000,
Waterloo, TA 50704. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Paul Rhodes (same address as
applicant) . Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Fro-
zen foodstuffs, from New Hampton, Iowa,
to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, -for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Kitchens of Sara Lee, 500 Wau-
kegan Road, Deerfield, IL 60015. Send
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, Trans-
portation Specialist, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
tions, 677 Federal Building, Des Moines,
Towa 50309.

No. MC 36556 (Sub-No. 25 TA), filed
April 3, 1972. Applicant: BLACKMON
TRUCKING, INC., Post Office Box 186,
1111 120th Avenue, Somers, WI 53171,
Applicant’s representative: Earle Mun-
ger, Schwartz Building, 520 58th Street,
Kenosha, WI 53140. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Malt beverages, in containers; and
advertising material and commodities
for the sale and distribution of said
beverages, from the plantsite of Falstaff
Brewing Corp., from Fort Wayne, Ind., to
the warehouse of C. J. Wavro & Son, Inc.,
Kenosha, Wis., and empty containers and
pallets on return, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: C. J. Wavro & Son, Inc.,
3637 30th Avenue, Kenosha, WI 53140
(Robert W. Wavro, vice president) . Send
protests to: District Supervisor Lyle D.
Helfer, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 135 West
Wells Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, WI
53203.

No. MC 52556 (Sub-No. 11 TA), filed
April 5, 1972, Applicant: G. KAY, INC.,
Post Office Box 18, Fairmont, NE 68354.
Applicant’s representative: William
Boren (same address as applicant). Au-
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thority sought to operate as a contract
earrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Salf, in bags and in
bulk, from Fairmont, Nebr., to Downs
and Stockton, Kans., for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: G. L. Hadley, Regional
Traffic Manager, West Central Region,
Morton Salt Co., 6175 Paseo, Kansas City,
MO 64110. Send protests to: Max H.
Johnston, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, 320 Federal Building and
Court House, Lincoln, Nebr. 68508,

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 504 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: ROGERS
CARTAGE CO., 1439 West 103d Street,
Chicago, IL 60643. Applicant’s represent-
ative: William F. Farrell (same address
as above) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Refined
coal tar, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
the plantsite of Allied Chemical Co.,
Ironton, Ohio, to Mercury, Nev., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: H. Melchin,
Distribution Analyst, Semet Solvay Di-
vision, Allied Chemical Corp., Post Office
Box 1013, Morristown, NJ 07960. Send
protests to: District Supervisor Robert G.
Anderson, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 South
Dearborn Street, Room 1086, Chicago, IL
60604.

No. MC 80428 (Sub-No. 79 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: McBRIDE
TRANSPORTATION, INC. Post Office
Box 430, 289 West Main Street, Goshen,
NY 10924. Applicant’s representative:
Raymond A. Richards, 23 West Main
Street, Webster, NY 14580. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Foodstuffs, in mechanically
refrigerated vehicles, from Newburgh,
N.Y., to points in Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode
Island, Vermont, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Maryland, New York, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
and Virginia, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Avoset Foods Corp., 162 South
Robinson Avenue, Newburgh, NY. Send
protests to: Robert A. Radler, Officer-
in-Charge, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations; 518 Fed-
eral Building, Albany, N.Y. 12207.

No. MC 101474 (Sub-No. 19 TA), filed
April 10, 1972. Applicant: RED TOP
TRUCKING COMPANY, INCORPO-
RATED, 7020 Cline Avenue, Hammond,
IN 46323. Applicant’s representative:

Paul ¥, Sullivan, 711 Washington Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Asphalt mix storage tanks,
and parts thereof, from Kansas City,
Mo., to points in the United States (ex-
cept Alaska and Hawaii), for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Haven Steel Co.,
Kansas City, Mo. Send protests to: Dis~
trict Supervisor J. H. Gray, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 345 West Wayne Street, Room
204, Fort Wayne, IN 46802.

27, 1972
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No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 707 TA), filed
April 10, 1972. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 West Lexing-
ton Avenue, Elkhart, IN 46514. Appli-
cant’s representative: Paul D. Borghe-
sani (same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Trailers, designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles, from
points in Granville County, N.C., to
points in Minnesota and Louisiana and
points in the United States east of the
Mississippi River, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: C. O. Smith Ind., Oxford,
N.C. Send protests to: District Super-
visor J. H. Gray, Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 345
West Wayne Street, Room 204, Fort
Wayne, IN 46802.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 610 TA), filed
April 7, 1972. Applicant: PRE-FAB
TRANSIT COMPANY, 100 South Main
Street, Post Office Box 146, Farmer City,
II. 61842. Applicant’s representative:
Bruce J. Kinnee (same address as
above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Pipe and
pipe fittings, couplings, connections, and
accessories, except iron and steel pipe
(except commodities which because of
size or weight require the use of special
equipment), from Springfield, Iil, to
points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming,
and North Dakota, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Charles W. Hall, As-
sistant Director-Transportation, Armco
Steel Corp., Middletown, Ohio 45042.
Send protests to: Harold C. Jolliff, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 325
West Adams Street, Room 476, Spring-
field, IL 62704.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 611 TA), filed
April 7, 1972. Applicant: PRE-FAB
TRANSIT COMPANY, Post Office Box
146, 100 South Main Street, Farmer City,
IL, 61842. Applicant’s representative:
Bruce J. Kinnee (same address as above).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Mortar
cement, carpet and linoleum adhesives,
waterproofing, and cleaning compounds,
from Houston, Tex., to points in Ala-
bama, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, Ohio, South
Carolina, and Tennessee, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: E. W. Humphrey,
Director of Operations, C. E. Kaiser Co.,
Houston, Tex. 77008. Send protests to:
Harold C. Jolliff, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 325 West Adams
Street, Room 476, Springfield, IL 62704.

No. MC 108188 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed
April 3, 1972. Applicant: ROLLO
TRUCKING CORPORATION, INC., 295
Broadway, Keyport, NJ 07735. Appli-
cant’s representative: Bert Collins, 140
Cedar Street, New York, NY 10006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Mineral oil, in tank
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vehicles, from Perth Amboy, N.J., to Jef-
ferson City, Mo., and Worcester, Mass.,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Chese-
brough-Pond’s Inc., John Street, Clinton,
Conn. 06413, Send protests to: Rich-
ard M. Regan, District Supervisor, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, 428 East State Street, Room
204, Trenton, NJ 08608.

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 343 TA), filed
April 3, 1972. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD
EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Post Office
Box 5888, Dallas, TX 75222. Applicant's
representative: J. B. Ham (same address
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, from Ames, Iowa, to points in the
Kansas City, Kans.,, and Kansas City,
Mo., commercial zone; and St. Joseph
and Springfield, Mo., for 180 days. NOTE:
Carrier does not intend to tack author-
ity. Supporting shippers: Pronto Food
Kitchens, Inc., Post Office Box 723, Ames,
TA 50010; Carriage House Meat & Pro-
vision Co., Inc., 1131 Dayton Road,
Ames, IA 50010. Send protests to: Dis-
trict Supervisor E. K. Willis, Jr., Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 1100 Commerce Street, Room
13C12, Dallas, TX 75202.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 43 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: A. J. MET-
LER HAULING & RIGGING, INC., 117
Chicamauga Avenue NE., Knoxville, TN
37917. Applicant’s representative: A, A.
Metler (same address as above) . Author-
itv sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle,  over irregular
routes, transporting: Flat glass, from the
plantsite of Ford Motor Co., Nashville
Glass Plant, Nashviile, Tenn., to points
in Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Oklahoma,
Texas, and all States east thereof, for 180
days. Supporting shippers: ASG Indus-
tries, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn.; Nashville
Glass Plant, Ford Motor Co., Nashville,
Tenn. Send protests to: Joe J. Tate, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 803—-
:13208 West End Building, Nashville, Tenn.

203.

No. MC 111302 (Sub-No. 68 TA), filed
April 5, 1972. Applicant: HIGHWAY
TRANSPORT, INC. Post Office Box
10470, 1500 Amherst Road 37921, Knox-
ville, TN 37919. Applicant’s representa-
tive: George W, Clapp, Post Office Box
10188, Greenville, SC 29603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Salt cake (crude sulphate
of soda), in bulk, from Port Rayon,
Tenn., to Westover, Ga., for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Beaunit Corp. 2020
Remount Road, Gastonia, NC 28052.
Send protests to: Joe J. Tate, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 803-1808
West End Building, Nashville, Tenn.
37203.

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 234 TA), filed
April 7, 1972. Applicant: ELLSWORTH
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 310 East Broad-~
way, Eagle Grove, IA 50533. Applicant’s
representative: Milton D. Adams, 11055~
8th Avenue NE., Austin, MN 55912, Au-

thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Frozen foodstufs,
from New Hampton, Iowa, to points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Kitch-
ens of Sara Lee, 500 Waukegan Road,
Deerfield, IL 60015. Send protests to:
Herbert W. Allen, Transportation Spe-
cialist, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 677 Federal
Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309.

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 251 TA),
filed April 6, 1972. Applicant: BANKERS
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 4970 South
Archer Avenue, Chicago, IL 60632, Appli-
cant’s representative: Stanley Komosa
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Automobile paris, acces-
sories and supplies, between St. Louis,
Mo., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Illinois lying in those counties
on and south of the northern boundaries
of Adams, Brown, Cass, Menard, Logan,
De Witt, Piatt, Champaign, and Vermil-
ion; and points in Indiana lying in those
counties on and west of the eastern
boundaries of the counties of Parke,
Clay, Greene, Martin, Dubois, and
Perry. Restricted to shipments weigh-
ing not more than 100 pounds, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: American
Motors Sales Corp., 1101 Research Boule-
vard, St. Louis, MO 63132. Send protests
to: District Supervisor Robert G. Ander-
son, Bureau of Operations, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Everett McKin-
ley Dirksen Building, 219 South Dearborn
Street, Room 1086, Chicago, IL 60604.

No. MC 115654 (Sub-No. 17 TA), filed
April 5, 1972. Applicant: TENNESSEE
CARTAGE CO., INC., Post Office Box
1193, 809 Ewing Avenue, Nashville, ™
37202. Applicant’s representative: Steven
George (same address as applicant) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Confectionery, con=
fectionery products, chocolates and re-
lated chocolate items, and advertising
and promotional materials moving in
conjunction with said commodities from
Cincinnati, Ohio to points in Bath, Bell,
Boyle, Breathitt, Carter, Casey, Clark
Clay, Elliott, Estill, Floyd, Garrard, Har-
lan, Jackson, Jessamine, Johnson, Knott,
Laurel, Lawrence, Leslie, Lee, Letcher,
Lincoln, McCreary, Madison, Magofin,
Martin, Menifee, Mercer, Montgomery,
Morgan, Owsley, Pike, Perry, Powel,
Pulaski, Rockcastle, Rowan, Russell,
Wayne, Whitley, Wolfe, and Woodford
Counties, Ky., for 180 days. Supporting
shippers: M&M Mars, Hackettstown,
N.J.; Hollywood Brands, A Consolidated
Foods Co., Centralia, 111, Hershey F00ds
Corp., Hershey, Pa., and Peter Paul, InC.s
Frankfort, Ind. Send protests to: Joé J.
Tate, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Comimis-
sion, 803-1808 West End Bullding
Nashvyille, Tenn. 37203.
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No. MC 133450 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: CLARK
COUNTY WHOLESALE MERCANTILE
COMPANY, 512 South Main Street, Las
Vegas, NV 89101. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Ernest D. Salm, 3846 Evans Streef,
Los Angeles, CA 90027. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Lime, limestone, gypsum plaster,
gypsum lath, and gypsum wallboard, in
interstate or foreign commerce, from
points in Clark County, Nev., to points in
San Diego, San Luis Obispo, Santa
Barbara, and Ventura Counties, Calif.,
for 180 days. Supporting shippers:
Building Products Group, Gypsum Prod-
wets Division, 1650 South Alameda
Street, Los Angeles, CA 90054; The
Flintkote Co., U.S. Lime Division, 2244
Beverly Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA
90057, Send protests to: District Super-
visor Wm. E. Murphy, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box
36004, San Francisco, CA 94102.

No. MC 133470 (Sub-No. 15 TA), filed
April 6, 1972. Applicant: S. J. DUR-
RANCE COMPANY, INC., Room 207, Ad~
ministration Building, State Farmers
Market, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Appli-
cant’s representative: Guy H. Postell,
Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree Road NE.,
Atlanta, GA 30326. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Pizzas when moving in the same ve-
hicle with frozen seafood, frozen hush
puppies, frozen onion rings, and frozen
seafood dinners, or either of such com-
modities, except commodities in bulk, be-
tween the plantsites and warehouse fa-
cilities of Sea Pak, Division of W. R.
Grace and Co. in Glynn and Chatham
Counties, Ga., and the facilities of the
Georgia State Docks at Brunswick and
Savannah, Ga., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted
to the transportation of traffic originat-
Ing at and destined to the plantsites and
warehouse facilities of Sea Pak, Division
of W. R. Grace and Co. and at the facili-
ties of the Georgia State Docks at
Brunswick and Savannah, Ga. Applicant
bresently holds authority under its Sub
No. 1 grant to transport the above-
described commodities throughout the
territory described with the exception of
Dizzas and this application merely seeks
to transport pizzas for the supporting
shipper along with the other commodi-
ties which applicant is now authorized
to transport for the same shipper, In
addition, this application seeks a por-
tion of the authority sought in appli-
cant’s Sub No. 4 application which is now
Unopposed and pending disposition by the
Commission, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Sea Pak, Division of W. R. Grace
and Co., Glynn and Chatham Counties,
Ga. Send protests to: William L. Scroggs,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations,
Room 309, 1252 West Peachtree Street
NwW., Atlanta, GA 30309,
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No. MC 134387 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed
March 31, 1972. Applicant: BLACKBURN
TRUCK LINES, INC. 4998 Branyon
Avenue, South Gate, CA 90280. Appli-
cant's representative: Warren N. Gross-
man, 825 City National Bank-Building,
606 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, CA
90014. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Emply
glass containers, from points in Los An-
geles and Alameda Counties, Calif., to
points in Washoe County, Nev., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Brockway
Glass Co. Inc., 8717 G Street, Oakland,
CA. Send protests to: Walter W. Stra-
kosch, District Supervisor, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Room 7708 Federal Building, 300
North Los Angeles Streef, Los Angeles,
CA 90012.

No. MC 135200 (Sub-No, 3 TA), filed
April 6, 1972. Applicant: W. H. SAPP
AND HILTON SAPP, doing business as,
SAPP BROS. TRUCKING CO.,, Tifton
Highway, R.F.D. 1, Box 135-A, Barney,
GA 31625. Applicant’s representative:
Sol H. Proctor, 2501 Gulf Life Tower,
Jacksonville, Fla. 32207. Authority
sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cifrus pulp and
citrus pulp pellets, in bulk, in other than
tank vehicles, from points in Florida to
points in Georgia, for 180 days. Support-
ing shipper: 1. S. Joseph Co., Inc., Flour
Exchange Building, Minneapolis, Minn,
55413. Send protests to: District Super-
visor G. H. Fauss, Jr., Bureau of Opera-
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Box 35008, 400 West Bay Street, Jack-
sonville, FL 32202.

No. MC 135218 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
April 4, 1972, Applicant: MONTI MOV -
ING & STORAGE, INC., 209 MacDougal
Street, Brooklyn, NY 11233. Applicant’s
representative: Robert J. Gallagher,
1776 Broadway, New ‘York, NY 10019.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Used
household goods, between points in New
Jersey and those points in New York
which are south of Greene, Delaware,
and Columbia, but not including those
three counties, that is, the counties that
are included are Sullivan, Ulster, Duch-
ess, Putnam, Orange, Rockland, West-
chester, New York County, Bronx, Kings,
Queens, Nassau, Suffolk, and Richmond.
Restriction: The service herein is re-
stricted to the transportation of traffic
and further restricted to the perform-
ance of the pickup and delivery services
in connection with packing, crating, and
containerization or unpacking, uncrating
and decontainerization of such traffic,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Cart-
wright Van Lines, Inc., 4411 East 119th
Street, Grandview, MO 64030. Send pro-
tests to: Marvin Kampel, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 26 Federal Plaza,
New York, NY 10007.

No. MC 135845 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed
March 30, 1972. Applicant: CATER, INC.,

920 Holiday Drive, Moorhead, MN 56560,
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Applicant’s representative: Gene P.
Johnson, 514 First National Bank Build-
ing, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102, Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Corn syrup solids and dex-
trose, from Keokuk and Clinton, Iowa, to
points in Washington, Oregon, Idaho,
Montana, Wyoming, North Dakota,
South Dakota, and Minnesota, for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Clark O. Orth
Co., Box 129, Moorhead, MN 56560. Send
protests to: J. H. Ambs, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, Post Office Box
2340, Fargo, N, Dak. 58102.

No. MC 136464 (Sub-No. 1 TA) (Cor-
rection), filed March 20, 1972, published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of April 4,
1972, corrected and republished in part
as corrected this issue. Applicant: CAR-
OLINA WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., 650
Eastwood Drive, Gastonia, NC 28052. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Philip R. Hed-
rick, Eighth Floor, City National Bank
Building, Charlotte, NC 28202. Note: The
purpose of this partial republication is
to include the origin and the destination
points, from Stanley, N.C., La Grange,
Ga., and Morton, Miss., to points in
California, which was inadvertently
omitted in previous publication, The rest
of the application remains the same.

No. MC 136534 TA, filed March 30,
1972. Applicant: RICHARD L. CLAPP,
doing business as CMC FURNITURE
TRANSPORT COMPANY, Post Office
Box 10103, 611 Gaston Street, Raleigh,
NC 27603. Applicant’s representative:
Richard L. Clapp (same address as
above). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: New fur-
niture, from points in Catawba County,
N.C., to all points in Eastern Tennessee,
north, south, and east of Davidson
County, including Davidson County, to
points in California, Utah, New Mexico,
Nevada, Texas, and Arizona, for 180
days. Supporting shippers: Gordon’s
Inc., Johnson City, Tenn.; Gaines Manu-
facturing Co., Inc., Dresden, Tenn.;
Athens Table Co., Inc., Post Office Box
190, Athens, TN 37303; McEwen’s, 17-21
West State Street, Redlands, CA 92373;
Carolina Tables, Inc., Post Office Box
2446, Hickory, NC 26601. Send protests
to: Archie W. Andrews, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, Post Office Box
26896, Raleigh, NC 27611.

No. MC 136566 TA, filed March 30,
1972. Applicant: COMMERCIAL
TRANSPORT & CONSTRUCTION INC.,
Route 2, Box 277A, Monroe, WA 98272.
Applicant’s representative: Ruth L.
Frantz, Post Office Bo® 378, Monroe, WA.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Feed, fertilizer, and
building materials, from Monroe and
Kenmore, Wash., to points in Washing-
ton, Oregon, California, Idaho, and
Montana, for 180 days. Suporting ship-
pers: Olympic Forest Products, Inc., Post
Office Box 382, Kenmore, WA 98028;
Wolfkill Feed and Fertilizer Corp., Post
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Office Box 126, Monroe, WA 98272, Send
protests to: E. J. Casey, District Super-
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, 6130 Arcade
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101,

No. MC 136569 TA, filed March 30,
1972. Applicant: H. CARROLL VAN
HOVE, Buffalo Center, Towa 50424. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Resin, gun roving,
catalyst, and gelcote, from Minneapolis,
Minn., to Buffalo Center, Iowa for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Shafar In-
dustries, Inc., Buffalo Center, Towa 50424.
Send protests to: Herbert W. Allen,
Transportation Specialist, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
ations, 677 Federal Building, Des Moines,
Towa 50309,

No. MC 136574 (Sub-No, 1 TA), filed
April 7, 1972. Applicant: B & P RE-
FRIGERATED LINES, INC., 301 East
Greenwood, La Habra, CA 90631. Appli-
cant’s representative; Walter T. Evans,
615 Perpetual Building, Washington,
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food, food
products, and food preparations (except
commodities in bulk, frozen foods,
canned goods, meats, meat products, and
meat byproducts) in hermetically sealed

NOTICES

containers in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, from the
plantsites and warehouse facilities- of
Avoset Food Corp. at (1) Gustine, Calif.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Colo-
rado, Connecticut, Delaware, District of
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, In-
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin; and (2) Washing-
ton Court House, Ohio, to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Delaware,
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Kan-
sas, Maine, Massachusetts, Louisiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, Maryland, Mis~
sissippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New York, North Car-
olina, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis-
consin. Restriction: This application is
restricted to shipments originating at
the plantsites and warehouse facilities
of Avoset Food Corp. at Gustine, Calif.,
and Washington Court House, Ohio, to &
transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract or contracts

with Avoset Food Corp., for 180 days,
Supporting shipper: Avoset Food Corp,
80 Grand Avenue, Oakland, CA. Send
protests to: Philip Yallowitz, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
7708, Federal Building, 300 North Log
Angeles Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012,

No. MC 136590 TA, filed April 7, 1972,
Applicant: MOUNTAINEER TRUCK
LINE, INC., Post Office Box 727, Darien,
GA 31305. Applicant’s representative:
Sol H. Proctor, 2501 Gulf Life Tower,
Jacksonville, Fla. 32207. Authority sought
to operate as a coniract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Materials and supplies used in
the manufacture of shoes, and compo-
nent parts of shoes and boots, from points
in the continental United States to
Darien, Ga.; and (2) shoes and boots,
from Darien, Ga., to points in the con-
tinental United States, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shipper: Atlanta Delta Cormp,
Post Office Box 727, Darien, GA 31305,
Send protests to: District Supervisor
G. H. Fauss, Jr., Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Box
35008, 400 West Bay Street, Jacksonville,
FL 32202.

By the Commission.

[seaLl ROBERT L, OswALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.72-8367 Filed 4-26-72;8:45 am]
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